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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


THIRD SESSION. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 5, 1904. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
gress, the third session of the Fifty-eighth Congress commenced 
this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Wrii1Am P. Frye, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Maine) called the Senate to order at 12 
o'clock noon. 

PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD Everett HALE, offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with 
all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and with all thy strength. 
This is the first and greatest commandment, and the second is 
like unto it, namely, this: Thou shalt love thy neighbor as 
thyself. 

Let us pray. Father, we thank Thee for so much. We thank 
Thee for life and health and strength, and that we are here to- 
gether now, and, best of all, that Thou art with us to give us 
new life, to give us new health, to give us new strength, to guide 
us and help us wherever we go and wherever we are. 

Make this Thine own home, that we may find Thee always 
when we need Thy help, as always we do need it; that wherever 
we go we may go as the children of the living God, ready to do 
Thy work, that we may live to Thy glory. 

Father, Thou hast given Thy servants here so much to do. 
They have to spend these months in caring for the coming of 
Thy kingdom and for nothing less—that the nations of the world 
may be one, that the States may bear each others’ burdens, each 
as the others’ brethren, that for all sorts and conditions of 
men Thou shalt make Thy gospel known, each for all and all 
for each, for all races and all sects and creeds and communions, 
that all may join in the common service, as children working 
with their Father. Thou art with us; hear us and answer us. 

And we remember, Father, those whose faces we shall not see 
here eyer again—Thy servants whom Thou hast lifted to higher 
service. They pray while we pray; they hope as we hope. Bind 
us together, those whom we see and those whom we do not see, 
in the great brotherhood of the children of the living God. We 
ask it and offer it in Christ Jesus. 

Join me in the Lord’s prayer: : 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed by Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth as it is done in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses 
as we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not 
into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the king- 
dom and the power and the glory, foreyer. Amen. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll of the Senate. : 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
From the State of— 
Alabama—Edmund W. Pettus. 
Arkansas—James H. Berry. 
California—Thomas R. Bard and George C. Perkins. 
Colorado— 
Connecticut—Orville H. Platt. 
Delaware—J. Frank Allee and L. Heisler Ball. 
Florida—Stephen R. Mallory and James P. Taliaferro. 
Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander S. Clay. 


Idaho Weldon B. Heyburn. 

Illinois Shelby M. Cullom and Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—aAlbert J. Beveridge and Charles W. Fairbanks. 

Jowa—William B. Allison and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 

Kansas—Joseph R. Burton and Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. S. Blackburn and James B. McCreary, 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster and Samuel D. McEnery. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Louis E. McComas. 

Massachusetts Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows, 

Minnesota—Kuute Nelson. 

Mississippi 

Missouri Francis M. Cockrell and William J. Stone. 

Montana William A. Clark. 

Nebraska—Charles H. Dietrich and Joseph H. Millard. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman. 

3 Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. M 

F: 

Ohio—Charles Dick and Joseph B. Foraker. 

Oregon—Charles W. Fulton and John H. Mitchell. 

Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 

South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer and Benjamin R. Tillman, 

South Dakota—Robert J. Gamble and A. B. Kittredge. 

Tennessee—Edward W. Carmack. 

Texvas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Thomas Kearns and Reed Smoot. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—Thomas S. Martin. 

Washington—Levi Ankeny and Addison G. Foster. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 

Wisconsin—Joseph V. Quarles and John C. Spooner. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 


that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
by the Chair, to join such committee as may be appointed by the House 
of Representatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Con- 
gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee 
Mr. Atttson and Mr. COCKRELL. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agréed to: 


Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 


DEATHS OF SENATOR QUAY AND SENATOR HOAR. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to announce 
to the Senate the death of my late colleague, MATTHEW STANLEY 
Quay, which occurred at his home in Beaver, Pa., on the 28th 
day of May last. 

1 


I shall not at this moment take up the time of the Senate with 
any extended remarks touching his personal character and his 
public services, but will content myself with simply submitting 
the following resolutions, asking consideration for them after 
similar resolutions, which I understand the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts desires to submit, have been considered. 

At some more appropriate time I will ask the Senate to sus- 
pend its ordinary business in order that fitting tribute may be 
paid to the memory of my deceased colleague. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania offers resolutions which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow and deep 
regret of the death of Hon. MATTHEW STANLEY Quay, late a Senator 
from the State of 5 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. . Mr. President, it is my painful duty to make 


formal announcement to the Senate that the senior Senator from 


Massachusetts, Hon. GEORGE FRISBIE Hoar, died at his home in 
Worcester on the 30th of September last. 

At some future time I shall ask the Senate to set apart a day 
fittingly to commemorate his high character, his distinguished 
career, and his eminent services. 

At this time I offer the following resolutions, and ask for their 
adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, late a Senator from the State of 


chusetts. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in behalf of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and myself I now offer the following resolution, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the two 
——— Whose deaths have e just been announced the Senate do now 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to. 

The Senate accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 6, 1904, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, December 5, 1904. 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution for the annual 
meeting of the Congress of the United States, the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Fifty-eighth Congress met in its Hall at 12 
o' clock m. for its third session, and was called to order by the 
Speaker, Hon. Josera G. CANNON, a Representative from the 
State of Illinois. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkx, 
D. D., as follows: 

Infinite Spirit, Father of all souls, through whose eternal 
energy, wise and beneficent purposes our Republie with its glo- 
rious past and eyer-brightening future has been brought to the 
present hour, we bless Thee for its existence, its sacred insti- 
tutions, high ideals, and consummate genius. 

That Thy will may be fulfilled in yet larger measure, let Thy 
kingdom come in the hearts of all our people and unite us 
more firmly in the bonds of fraternity and Christian patriot- 
ism and keep us in peace, we beseech Thee, with all the world. 

Let Thy blessing descend in full measure upon the Congress 
now convened, that its work may be of the highest and best. 

Be graciously near to our President and those associated with 
him in the affairs of state, that with clear vision, wise and 
judicious statesmanship, he may preside over the nation with 
justice and equity to all; shield him from danger and violence 

and keep him in health and yigor. 

Let wisdom from on high possess the minds of our judiciary 
and guide them in their decisions, and all glory and honor be 
Thine through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

CALL OF ROLL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll of Members by 
States. 

The roll was called; and the following Members answered to 
their names: 


FFF SA atte oe Men a pee Vint cee 
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George W. Taylor. 
l A. Wiley. 
Henry D. Clayton. 
Sydney J. Bowie. 


Robert Bruce Macon. 
Stephen Brundidge, jr. 
Hugh A. Dinsmore. 


Theodore A. Bell. 
Edward J. Livernash. 
William J. Wynn. 


Franklin E. Brooks. 
Robert W. Bonynge. 


Nehemiah D. Sperry. 
Frank B. Brantoges. 


Henry A. Houston. 
Stephen M. Sparkman, 
Robert W. Davis. 


Rufus E. Lester. 
William C. Adamson. 
Leonidas F. Li 
Charles L. Bartlett. 


Burton L. French. 


Martin Emerich. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 


Benjamin F. Marsh. 


William T. Zenor. 
Francis M. Griffith. 
Elias S. Holliday. 
James E. Watson. 
Jesse Overstreet. 


Thomas Hedge. 
Martin J. 


J 
Philip P. Campbell. 


Ollie M. James. 
eS 0. Eins i 
John S. 

David H. Agmitn. 
Swagar Sherley. 


Robert F. Broussard. 
Phanor Breazeale. 


Amos L. Allen. 
Charles E. Littlefield. 


Joshua F. C. Talbott. 
James W. Denny. 


George P. Lawrence. 
Frederick H. Gillett. 
Charles Q. Tirrell. 
Butler Ames. 


Alfred Lucking. 
Washington Gardner. 
Edward L. Hamilton. 
William Alden Smith. 
Samuel W. Smith. 
Henry MeMorran. 


James A. Tawney. 
James T. McCleary. 
Charles R. Davis. 
Fred C. Stevens. 
John Lind. 


Ezekiel S. Candler, jr. 
Thomas Spigh t. 


DECEMBER 5, 


ALABAMA, 


John H. Bankhead. 
John L. Burnett. 
William Richardson. 


ARKANSAS. 


John S. Little: 

Joseph T. Robinson. 

Robert M. Wallace. 
CALIFORNIA. 

James C. Needham. 

James McLachlan. 

Milton J. Daniels. 


COLORADO. 
Herschel M. Hogg. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Ebenezer J. Hill. 


DELAWARE. 


FLORIDA. 
William B. Lamar. 


GEORGIA. 
= John W. Maddox. 
Farish Carter Tate. 
Thomas W. Hardwick, 
Willi 


am G. Brantley. 
IDAHO. 


ILLINOIS. 
George W. Prince. 
Too v Graff. 
—.— G. Cannon. 
M eiae 8 
e 
Ben J. Caldwell. 
William A. Roden 
James R. Williams. 
George W. Smith. 
INDIANA. 


Geo W. Cromer. 
Charles B. Landis. 


IOWA. 

John F. Lacey. — 
John A. T. Hull. 
Wiiliam P. Hepburn. 
Walter I. Smith. 
James P. Conner. 

KANSAS, 
James M. Miller. 
William A. Calderhead, 
Victor Murdock. 


Joseph E. Ransdell. 

Arsené P. Pujo. 
MAINE. 

Edwin C. Burleigh. - 


MARYLAND. 
Sydney E. Mudd, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Ernest W. Roberts, 
Samuel W. McCall. 
John A. Keliher. - 


MICHIGAN. 
Joseph W. Fordney. 
Saran Pe Bishop. 


Scenibaia B. B. ek 
i Olin Young. 
MINNESOTA. 


Charles B. Buckman, 
Andrew J. Volstead. 
J. Adam Bede. 
Halvor Steenerson. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Eaton J. Bowers. 
Frank A. McLain. 


Benjamin G emperors, John S. Williams. 
Wilson S. Hill 
MISSOURI. 
James T. Lloy Champ Clark. 


William 8. Cowherd. 
David A. De Armond. 
Courtesy W. Hamlin. 
Dorsey W. 


Joseph M. Dixon. 


Shackleford. 


John T. Hunt. 

Willard D. Vandiver.. 

Mecenas E. Benton. 

Robert Lamar. 
MONTANA. 


1904. 


Elmer J. Burkett. 
John J. 3 
Edmund H. Hinshaw. 


Clarence D. Van Duzer. 
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NEBRASKA. 


George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid. 


NEVADA. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Cyrus A. Sulloway. 


Henry C. Seen EE, 


John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
Charles N. Fowler. 
William Hughes. 


Townsend Scudder. 
George H. Lindsay. 
Charles T. Dunwell. 
Frank E. Wilson. 
Edward M. Bassett. 
Robert Baker. 

John J. Ei rald. 
Timothy D. Sullivan. 
Henry Goldfogle. 
William Randolp 


Frank D. Currier. 


NEW JERSEY. 


* 


Richard Wayne Parker. 
iley. 


William H 
Allan Benny. 
Allan L. McDermott, 


NEW YORK. 


Hearst, 


William Bourke Cockran. 


Francis B. Harrison, 
Jacob R H. — 5 las. 
acob Ru è 
Frank k E. Shobe hober. 
Joseph A. Goulden, 

Norton P. Otis. 


William a Draper. 
Thomas W: Bradley. 
John H. Ketcham. 
Geo: 


William H. Flack. 
James S. Sherman, 
Charles L. Knapp. 
Michael E. Driscoll, 
John W. Dwight. 


Charles W. Gillet. 
William I. AA 
De Alva S. Alexander, 
Edward B. Vreeland. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Claude Kitchin. 
Charles R. Thomas. 
Wiliam W. Kitchin. 
Gilbert B. Patterson. 


Thomas F, Marshall. 


Nicholas t 
Herman P. Goebel. 
Robert M. Nevin. 
Harvey C. Garber. 
John Snook. 
Charles Q Hildebrant. 
Thomas B. Kyle. 
William R. Warnock, 
James H. Southard. 
Stephen Morgan. 


Binger Hermann. 


Henry H. Bingham, 
Robert Adams, jr. 
George A. Castor, 
Reuben O. Moon. 
Edward De V. Morrell. 
George D. McCreary. 
Thomas S. Butler. 
ne P. Wanger. 
Burd Cassel. 
Hea W. Palmer. 
George R. Patterson, 
Marcus C. L. Kline. 
Charles F. Wright. 
Elias Deemer. 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. 


Daniel L. D. Granger. 


OHIO, 


Robert Page. 
5 F. Kluttz. 
Edwin X. Webb. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Burleigh F. Spalding. 


Charles H. Grosvenor. 
De Witt C. Badger. 
Amos H. Jackson. 
Henry C. Van Voorhis. 
ce ell L. Weems. 

n W. Cassingham. 
Jama Kennedy. 
Jacob A. Beidler. 
Theodore E. Burton. 


OREGON. 


John N. Williamson. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Marlin E. Olmsted. 
Alvin Evans. 
Daniel F. Lafean. 


William Ó sieg 

e 
George Shiras, 
John Dalzell. 
Henry Kirke Porter. 
James W. Brown. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Adin B. Capron. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Joseph T. Johnson. 
Charles H. Burke. 


Walter P. Brownlow. 
Henry R. Gibson. 
Morgan’ C. ‘Fitzpatrick, 
or; s c 
Janse D: Ri — — 


Morris Sheppard. 
Gordon Russell. 
Choice B. Randell. 
Jack Beall. 

Scott Field. 
Alexander W. Gregg. 
John M. Pinckney. 
George F. Burgess. 


David J. Foster. 


William A. Jones. 
Harry L. Maynard. 
John Lamb. 

Robert G. Southall. 
Carter Glass. 


pa o Jones. 
Francis W. Cushman. 


Blackburn B. Dovener. 
Alston G. Dayton. 
Joseph Holt Gaines, 


Asbury F. Lever. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Eben W. Martin. 


TENNESSEE. 


Lemuel P. Padgett. 
Thetus W. Sims. 

Rice A. Pierce. 
Malcolm R. Patterson. 


Albert S. Burleson. 
Robert L. Henry. 
Oscar W. Gillespie. 
John H. Stephens. 
James L. Slayden. 
John N. Garner. 
William R. Smith. 


VERMONT. 


Kittredge Haskins. 


VIRGINIA. 


James Hay. 
John F. Rixey. 
Campbell pen 
Henry D. FI 


WASHINGTON. 


William E. Humphrey. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Harry C. Woodyard. 
James A. Hughes. 


WISCONSIN. ` 
John J. Esch. 
Edward S. Minor. 
Webster E. Brown. 
John J. Jenkins. 


Henry A. Cooper. 
Joseph W. Babcock. 
Theobald m 
William H. Stafford. 
Charles H. Weisse. 


The following Delegates also responded as present: 

NEW MEXICO. 

Bernard S. Rodey. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Bird 8. McGuire. 
HAWAII. 
Jonah Kalanianaole. 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, Hon. William 
M. Lanning, of the Fourth district of New Jersey, having re- 
signed, Mr. Ira W. Wood has been elected his successor to this 
House. Mr. Wood is present, and I ask that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resignation of Mr. 
LANNING and the credentials of his successor. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


JUDGE'S CHAMBERS, UNITED STATES DISTRICT Court, 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY, 
Trenton, N. J., December 2, 190}. 


To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I have the honor to Inform g that on June 6, 1904, I placed 
in the hands of the governor of the State of New Jersey my resignation 
as a Representative in 2 from the Fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of New Jerse 

Very respectfully, your 8 servant, 
WILLIAM M. LANNING, 
Strate or New JERSEY, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Trenton, December 2, 190}. 
To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 

Ein: The resignation of WILLIAM M. LANNING as a cg epee Th 
in Congress from the Fourth Con ional district of the State of New 
prs was received and filed in this office on the 6th day of Jane, A. D. 


S. D. DICKINSON, 
Secretary of State of New Jersey. 


The Clerk also read the credentials of Mr. Wood. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. T. G. Croft has been elected 
to fill an unexpired term from the Second district of South Caro- 
lina. I ask that his credentials be read and that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the 
credentials. 

Ihe Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Croft, as follows: 


THE STATE S SOUTH CAROLINA. 
By the Secretary of State, 


To the honorable the House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in the Congress. 

Whereas in pursuance of the constitution and laws of the State of 
South Carolina, and the Constitution and laws of the United oo 
of America, an election vim duly holden on the 17th day of May, in 
the yar of our Lord 1904, in the said State of South Carolina, in the 
Second Congressional district thereof, for Representative of the said 
State of South Carolina, from the said Second Con ional district 
thereof, in the House of Representatives of the United. States of 
America, in the ‘ongress ; and 

Whereas, upon the examination of the returns of the said election, and 
by the determination and declaration of the board of State canvassers 
S the said State, filed and of record in my office, it spoears that 

G. Croft was duly elected at the said election, by the highest num- 
ue of votes, Representative of the State of South Carolina from the 
said Second Congressional district thereof, in the nay oo of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, in the ‘ongress : 

Now, therefore, I, the secretary of State of the said State of South 
Carolina, by virtue of the power in me vested by the acts of the general 
assembly of the said State in such case made and provided, do hereby 
certify that the said T. G. Croft, at the election aforesaid, was duly 
elected Representative of the State of South Carolina from the Sec- 
ond Congressional district thereof, in the seek 58 Representatives 
of the United States of America in the 

Given under my hand and the great seal of . State of South 
Carolina, in Columbia, this 28th day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1904, and in the 128th year of the Independence of the United States 
of America. 

[SEAL.] 


: Very respectfully, yours, 


J. T. GANTT, 
Secretary of State of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHNson], and also 
the attention of the House, to the credentials which have just 
been reported at the Clerk’s desk. It seems to the Chair that, 
taking them altogether, the presumption is that Mr. Croft was 
elected a member of the present Congress. But, after all, in 
making out the credentials the secretary of state has not filled 
the blanks which specify the number of the Congress to which 
Mr. Croft was elected. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Without objection—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I was going to ask unanimous consent, in order 
to avoid any precedent that might be made, that the eee 
be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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There was no objection. ` 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, by reason of the death of 
Hon. William W. Skiles a special election was held on the 8th 
day of November in the Fourteenth Congressional district of 
Ohio, and Mr. Amos R. Webber was elected to fill the vacancy. 
He is now present and desires to take the oath of office. 

Mr. W. Aubrey Thomas has also been elected to fill the va- 
cancy caused by the resignation of Hon. Charles Dick as a Mem- 
ber of this House from the Nineteenth Congressional district of 
Ohio. Both certificates are on file, and the gentlemen desire to 
be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Webber and Mr. 
Thomas. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. J. Thomas Heflin was 
elected to fill the unexpired term of the late Representative 
Charles W. Thompson, from the Fifth Congressional district of 
Alabama. Mr. Heflin is now present, and I ask that the oath of 
office be administered to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Heflin. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Joseph R. Knowland has 
been elected to fill the unexpired term of the Hon. Victor H. 
Metcalf, who resigned his seat in the House to accept a position 
In the Cabinet of the President. Mr. Knowland is present, his 
credentials are on file, and I ask that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials of Mr. 
Knowland. 

The Clerk read the credentials. 

The SPEAKER. Messrs. Wood, Croft, Thomas, Heflin, Web- 
ber, and Knowland will please present themselyes at the bar of 
the House and receive the oath of office. 

The Members-elect named presented themselves at the bar of 
the House, and the oath of office was administered to them by 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports that 320 Representatives, 
a quorum, have answered to their names. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
lutions: 


Resolved, That the Secre 
that a quorum of the Senate 
proceed to business. 

Also: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
by the Chair, to join such committee as may be appointed b House 

Representatives, to wait upon the President of the Uni States and 
inform him that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Con- 
gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the Chair had ap- 
pointed as said committee Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. 

Also: 

Resolved, That ‘the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. Gzorce F. Hoar, late a Senator from the State of 
Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions-to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
two Senators whose deaths have just been announced the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow and deep 
regret of the death of Hon. MATTHEW STANLEY Quay, late a Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
two 2 Whose deaths have just been announced the Senate do 
now adjourn. 


inform the House of Representatives 
assembled and the Senate is ready to 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three Members be appointed on the 
part of the House, to join the committee 7. 7 by the Senate to 
wait upon the President, and inform him t a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may have to make. 

The resolution was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed 
Messrs. Burton, TAWNEY, and WILLIAMS of Mississippi as mem- 
bers of the committee on the part of the House. 

NOTIFICATION OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolu- 
‘tion, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a 
orum of the House of Representatives has appeared, and that the 
ouse is ready to proceed to business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
one DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
on: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the dally hour of 
the House of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock Na a 
The resolution was agreed to. 
INVESTIGATION OF THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, by the provision of an act 
passed by the second session of this Congress a commission was 
appointed to investigate the subject of the merchant marine, and 
by one of the provisions of the bill that commission was ordered 
to report to Congress on the first day of this session. The com- 
mission is not ready to make its report, and will not be for some 
days in the future. I ask unanimous consent of the House that 
the limit fixed by that statute for making the report may be ex- 
tended to not later than the 5th day of January next. 

Mr. CLARK rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the committee to which he refers shall have the 
time extended to make its report to the House, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. That is the request. 

The SPEAKER. Until what time? 

ve GROSVENOR. To not later than the 5th of January 
ne 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK. I simply wanted to know what date was fixed. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. SMALL was granted leave of ab- 
sence for ten days, on account of sickness in his family, 


DEATH OF SENATOR QUAY. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. MATTHEW STANLEY Quay, a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the late Senator Quay. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF SENATOR HOAR, 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful 
duty, representing the Massachusetts delegation, to make official 
announcement to the House of the death of Senator GEORGE 
FRISBIE Hoar, at his home in Worcester, Mass., on the 30th of 
September last. 

The details of his long illness were doubtless familiar to you 
all, and I have no doubt that in all parts of the country you 
sympathized with the people of Massachusetts in the loss of 
their distinguished lawyer, scholar, orator, statesman, patriot, 
and philanthropist. Precedent does not permit now any attempt 
to express our feelings of sorrow at his death or pride in his 
life, but at a fitting time we shall ask that the House set aside 
a day for the consideration of his character and his publie sery- 
ices. I move the adoption now of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. GEORGE FRISBIE Hoar, a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of t to the memories of the 
late Senators Quay and Hoar the House do now adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the families of the deceased Senators. 

The resolution was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock 
and 52 minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVH COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Clerk of the House, submitting a report of 
the names of employees of the House and their respective com- 
pensation, of the expenditures from the contingent fund, of the 
amounts drawn from the Treasury, of the stationery accounts, 
and of unexpended balances—to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms, presenting a list of the 
property in his charge on December 5, 1904—to the Committee 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the President of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a statement of the ex- 
penditures from the appropriation for contingent expenses—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief Clerk of the House, transmitting a 
statement of accounts due and unpaid in the accounts of ex- 
penses of select committees—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
submitting a detailed statement of expenditures under the ap- 
propriations for International Exchanges, American Ethnology, 
Astrophysical Observatory, and National Zoological Park—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
-spoliation cases relating to the schooner Theresa, William Wil- 
liamson, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11018) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Bruner—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 18330) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly—Committee on Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 666) granting an increase of pension to Eva M. 
Kingsbury—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Margarett J. Ver- 
biskey—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8708) granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Posey—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

A bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Mae H. Tyler— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14071) granting a pension to Cole B. Fugate— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15397) granting a pension to Carl Traver— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15535) granting a pension to John Crotty— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15199) granting a pension to Mary J. Lansing— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 15577) amending the act of 
Congress concerning a publie building at Carbondale, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 15578) to prevent the use 
of devices calculated to convey the impression that thè United 
States Government certifies to the quality of gold or silver used 
in the arts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 5 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15579) extending 
the operation of the irrigation reclamation act of Congress to 
the State of Texas in certain cases—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 15580) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Aiken, in the State of South Carolina—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COCKRAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 15581) pro- 
viding that all contributions exceeding $50 in amount hereafter 
made to the expenses of political parties at elections where Presi- 
dential electors and Representatives in Co are chosen shall 
be reported to the clerk’s office of the district court of the United 
States for the district in which the donors reside, and for the 

blication of such reports—to the Committee on Election of 

resident, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 15582) for the enlargement 


of the post-office building at Youngstown, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15583) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at East Liverpool, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15584) for the erection of a 
public building at Fulton, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 15585) for a public building at 
the city of Johnstown, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 15586) extending the 
provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to homestead settlers on lands in the State of Minnesota, 
ceded under the act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,” approved January 14, 1889—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 15587) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in 
South Dakota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 15588) for the relief of cer- 
tain homestead entrymen in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 15589) to provide for 
the appointment of a district judge in and for the northern judi- 
cial district of the State of Alabama—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15590) to amend 
an act approved April 26, 1904, entitled “An act to enable the 
Secretary of War to permit the erection of a lock and dam in 
aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near Chattanooga, 
‘ag and for other purposes — to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 15591) to provide for cele- 
brating the first permanent settlement of English-speaking peo- 
ple in America by holding an international exhibition of arts, 
industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mines, for- 
ests, and the sea, and a naval and marine exposition, in the vicin. 
ity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of Hampton 
Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an appropria- 
tion in aid thereof—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 15592) to provide for the re- 
pair of the Tennessee soldiers’ monument in the national ceme- 
tery at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 15593) to provide for the 
allowance of drawback, and the remission of internal-revenue 
taxes on articles consumed on vessels clearing for foreign coun- 
tries from ports in the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15594) to amend the customs drawback 
law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15595) to encourage the export trade—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 15596) to provide for a 
tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COCKRAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 15597) pro- 
viding for the appointment of a special commission te inquire 
into and ascertain the amounts of money expended by both 
parties at all elections for Presidential electors from 1892 to 
1904, both inclusive—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15598) pro- 
viding for the issue of patents for land allotted to Indians under 
the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 15599) for the erection of 
a monumental statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to Rear- 
Admiral Charles Stewart—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 15600) to regulate carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce and to prohibit them from lim- 
iting their liability as it exists at common law—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 15601) to protect the mi- 
gratory game birds of the United States—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. > 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 15602) to provide for an 
additional midshipman at the Naval Academy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15603) to provide for an additional cadet at 
the Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15604) providing for the exercise of the 
powers of the judge of the district court of the United States 
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for the Territory of Hawaii by certain other judges of the courts 
of the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15605) to provide for the 
extermination or control of the gypsy moth and the brown-tail 
moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 15606) to authorize the 
county of Itawamba, in the State of Mississippi, to construct a 
bridge across the Tombigbee River near the town of Fulton, in 
the said county and State—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15607) to appropriate $15,- 
000 for the study of the foreign natural enemies or means of 
control of the gypsy moth and of the brown-tail moth, and for 
the introduction of such of these as promise to be useful in con- 
trolling the two insects named in America—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 15608) preventing the sale 
of intoxicants on certain days in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (II. R. 15609) provid- 
ing for the acquirement of water rights in the Spokane River 
along the southern boundary of the Spokane Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, for the acquirement of lands on 
said reservation for sites for power purposes and the beneficial 
use of said water, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 15610) to further the con- 
struction of the first standard-gauge railroad in the district of 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 15611) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to accept the tract of land at or near Greene- 
ville, Tenn., where lie the remains of Andrew Johnson, late 
President of the United States, and establishing the same as a 
ae national cemetery—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15612) for the retirement of 
Government employees in the classified civil service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 15613) for the better pro- 
tection against fire on steam vessels carrying passengers, and for 
the protection of life thereon—to the Committee ou Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 15742) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act granting an increase of pension to soldiers of the 
Mexican war in certain cases,” approved January 5, 1893—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 160) grant- 
ing the temporary occupancy of a part of the Government reser- 
vation in Washington, D. C., for the American Railway Appli- 
ance Exhibition—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 161) pro- 
viding for the purchase and placing of Mr. Wilson MacDonald's 
colossal busts of George Washington and Abraham Lincoln in 
each publie school building in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MANN: A resolution (H. Res. 873) providing a ste- 
nographer in the office of the journal clerk—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 874) providing pay- 
ment to the messenger to the Committee on the Judiciary for 
the month of November, 1904—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 380) providing for 
the appointment of a commission to consider and recommend 
the advisability of legislation revising the present tariff laws— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
881) amending the rule for drawing of seats in the House of 
Representatives—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BAKER: A resolution (H. Res. 382) concerning the 
tariff on steel rails—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 383) asking the Attorney-General 
to communicate to the House of Representatives his opinion as 
to certain steel corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A Dill (H. R. 15614) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Henry Straub—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15615) for the relief of C. I. McDonald— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BADGER : A bill (H. R. 15616) granting a pension to 
C. C. Krepps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 15617) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. S. Gatliff—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15618) for the relief of Mrs. Sibini Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 15619) granting a pension to 
Charles W. Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 15620) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the explosion on board the United States ship 
Missouri April 13, 1904—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 15621) for the relief of John 
P. Fairchild—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 15622) granting an increase 
of pension to James C. Booth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15623) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos J. Loranger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15624) granting an increase of pension to 
Iva O. Shepardson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15625) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Kimsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15626) granting a pension to Lucy T. 
Bogue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15627) granting a pension to Charles Fal- 
bisaner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15628) granting a pension to Mary Whisler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15629) granting a pension to Walter Elkan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15630) granting an honorable discharge to 
George Barnard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 15631) granting an increase 
of pension to John Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15632) granting an increase of pension to 
Barney Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15633) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15634) granting a pension to Harriet A. 
Orr—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (II. R. 15635) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis F. Self—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15636) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wintersteen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15637) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15688) granting a pension to Pariade 
Jones—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15689) granting a pension to Mollie Towns- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15640) granting a pension to William E. 
Quirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 15641) granting an increase 
of pension to Alphonso H. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15642) granting a pension to J. H. Coon-* 
rod—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 15648) granting a pension 
to Lucy G. Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15644) granting a pension to Austin R. 
Faulknham—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel B. Clark—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 15646) for the relief of the 
estate of John Linton, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 15647) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anthony Hartley to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15648) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Sawyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 15649) for the relief of 
Mrs. Abigail Stover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 15650) granting an increase 
of pension to William Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15651) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Hibbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15652) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses P. Bemis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15653) granting an increase of pension to 
William Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15654) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenza Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15655) granting a pension to Mattie M. 
Bond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15656) granting a pension to Emma F. 
Capen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 15657) granting an increase 
of pension to William Tawney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 15658) granting a pension 
to Ella J. Crosse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 15659) for the relief of Wash- 
ington Bowie, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 15660) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob R. Sharretts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15661) granting an increase of pension to 
Malden Valentine—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 15662) to correct the military 
record of Albert H. Sanders—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15663) granting a pension to John H. In- 
gram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 15664) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Henry L. Dennis—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15665) for the relief of William O'Connor 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15666) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Smith, alias Waldron De Clarence—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15667) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin D. Gurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15668) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael W. Hoerauf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15669) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew C. Danforth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15670) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Fugmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15671) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Tonacliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15672) granting an increase of pension to 
P. P. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15673) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15674) granting a pension to Lewis Miller— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15675) granting a pension to John Gitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15676) granting a pension to Eunice J. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15677) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Ford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15678) granting a pension to Lucretia F. 
Chaffee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 15679) granting an increase 
of pension to James G. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15680) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Hanson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 15681) granting a pension to 
Helen Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 15682) granting an increase 
oE pension to Jackson Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 15683) granting a pension to George 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15684) 
granting an increase of pension to William B. Kimball—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 15685) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth A. Krehbeil—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 15686) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 15687) for the relief 
of Erskine R. K. Hayes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus H. Hains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 15689) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15690) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15691) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bedient—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15692) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Purceli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15693) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Winslow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15694) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Preisinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15695) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15696) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Emery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15697) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Munshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15698) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15699) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Whitlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15700) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Gamble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15701) granting a pension to Mary Cox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15702) granting a pension to Polly Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15703) granting a pension to Frank Boug- 
ger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15704) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. Morrill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15705) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Champe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15706) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. MeGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15707) granting an increase of pension to 
F. D. Garnsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 15708) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15709) granting an increase of pension to 
William Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 15710) granting an increase 
of pension to Luther W. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 15711) granting an increase of 
pension to Noah J. Crew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15712) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15713) granting a pension to James H. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15714) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15715) granting a pension to Horace G. 
Robison, alias Frank Cammel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15716) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel A. Monroe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15717) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15718) granting an increase of pension to 
James Parmele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15719) 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Jones—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15720) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Finch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 15721) granting a pension to 
Rebecca S. Tyler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15722) granting 
an increase of pension to David Guthrie—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15723) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Leloh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15724) granting an increase of pension to 
Abel S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15725) granting a pension to Hannah Emer- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15726) granting a pension to John M. 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 15727) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ludwig Hyans—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 15728) granting an increase 
of pension to Waldron Cheney Townsend—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 15729) granting an increase of 
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pension to Phaon Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15730) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shireman—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15731) granting an increase of pension to 
William Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15782) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward O. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15733) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Horth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15784) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15735) granting a pension to Florence Dun- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 15786) granting a pension 
to Charles P. Lounsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15737) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Sybolle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 15738) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maggie D. Russ to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15739) granting a pension to Oscar L. 
Thrash—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 15740) granting an increase of 
pension to Barnard C. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15741) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of 
en to Desire Leglise—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15745) for the 
relief of Jesse Walling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15747) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Wesson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to 
Evan E. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15749) 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin Bookmyer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15750) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bechtel—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15751) granting an increase of pension to 
Aglae Bache—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15752) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15753) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Hazlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15754) granting a pension to Mary McMul- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15755) granting a pension to Eliza Romig— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15756) to remove the charge of desertion 
from George W. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15757) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William C. Baldwin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15758) to place Pendleton G. Watmough 
upon the retired list of the Navy, as lieutenant-commander—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15759) for the relief of Edward Devan- 
ney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 15760) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Strayer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15761) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Stormer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 15762) granting an increase 
of pension to James L. Olmsted—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15763) granting an honorable discharge to 
Frederick H. Stafford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXBY: A bill (H. R. 15764) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Jeffersonton, 
Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15765) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Skinner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15766) granting a pension to Henry J. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 15767) granting an increase 


of pension to Abram Nussbaum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 15768) granting an increase 
of pension to R. Howard Wallace—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 15769) granting an increase 
5 pension to Henry Peoples to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 15770) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth M. J. Maegher—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15771) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry G. Sternberg—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15772) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Wildy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15773) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. McGown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15774) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15775) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel W. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 15776) granting an increase of 
pension to Harrison Ball—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 15777) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lyman Jackman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15778) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Hanberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15779) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Reeyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15780) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15781) granting an increase of pension to 
Granville F. Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15782) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15783) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15784) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Wingate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15785) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15786) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio W. Longa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15787) granting an increase of pension to 
Thorndike P. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15788) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas W. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15789) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Bickford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15790) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Wyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15791) granting a pension to Mary Suppes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, HTC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of James R. Kennedy, of Choc- 
taw, Okla., stating grievances because of a ruling of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of John H. Hastings and 9 others, residents of 
the Soldiers’ Home at Danville, III., praying for legislation to 
relieve ex-soldiers suffering from blindness—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the pastor and members of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Bement, III., praying for a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of the General Conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church assembled at Los Angeles, Cal.; of the Ha- 
waiian Evangelical Association, and of the Congregational As- 
sociation of the islands of Hawaii and Maui, praying for an 
investigation of the conditions in the Independent State of the 
Kongo—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Christian Endeayor societies of Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Madison, III.; Eudora, Kans.; Berwyn, III.; New 
Stark, Ohio, and Olympia, Iowa, praying for action to establish 
an international peace congress—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Jacob Livingston & Co., of Carlisle, Pa., 
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praying relief from certain requirements relating to the internal 
revenue to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Christian Endeavor Society of Bakers- 
field, Cal., praying for action to establish an international peace 
congress—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Congregational Association of the island 
of Oahu, praying for an investigation of the conditions in the 
Independent State of the Kongo—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorials of the Keystone League and of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of Lebanon, Pa., praying for action to estab- 
lish an international peace congress—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Memorial of Mrs. Sibini Jones, relat- 
ing to certain property taken by United States troops in Pike 
County, Ga., in April, 1865, to accompany bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Sibini Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Charles Miller, of Division No. 
43, Meadville, Pa., Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, for 
legislation prohibiting the employment of any man as engineer 
who has not served at least three years as fireman—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Albion Division, No. 282, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Erie County, Pa., for the relief of engineers 
who served at the front during war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Guys Mills Grange and Randolph Grange, 
Crawford County; Weodcock Center Grange; Bloomfield (Craw- 
ford County) Grange; Black Ash (Crawford County) Farmers’ 
Alliance; Greenfield Grange, No. 226, and Union City Grange, No. 
98, against repealing or changing the present antioleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Mrs. C. H. Norris, of Port 
Jervis, N. X., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers of Knoxville, Tenn., Holston Division, No. 
239, praying for pensions for locomotive engineers during the 
civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany claim of Mrs. 
Lucy G. Prince, of Maine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Austin R. Falkinham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Cushman Grange, No. 871, of Hancock 
County, Me.; Bay View Grange, No. 267, and Hancock County 
(Me.) Pomona Grange, indorsing bill H. R. 10765—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Media Gun 
Club, asking for the enactment of the Boutell bill (H. R. 9302)— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Home Missionary Society of the 
Presbyterian Church of Media, Pa., for a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany House bill for re- 
lief of the estate of John Linton, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolution of Little Miami Division, 
No. 34, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, asking pen- 
sions for locomotive engineers who served during the civil war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Anthony Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolution of the New England Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, in opposition to any change in the tobacco 
schedule of the Dingley tariff law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, letter of the Scranton Bedding Company, of Scranton, 
Pa., favoring the passage of the Boutell bill providing for taking 
off the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ~ 

Also, resolution of Division No. 543, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, of Kingston, Pa., favoring the passage of bill 
H. R. 13354—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Pure Butter Protective Association of 
Pennsylvania, against the repeal of the Grout bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 272, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Ashley, Pa., favoring the passage of bill 
H. R. 13354—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, letter of the Builders’ Exchange of Scranton, Pa., 
against passage of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Woman’s 
Club of Monroe and Coterie Club of Beloit, for a constitutional 


amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany claim for pension 
of Mrs. Abigail Stover, of Independence, Jackson County, Mo.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany House bill to In- 
crease the pension of William Tawney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of Washington Bowie, of Balti- 
more, Md., a special deputy surveyor of customs, to be allowed 
the salary of surveyor of customs while he was acting in that 
capacity under authority of the Secretary of the Treasury—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the American Civic Association, in favor 
of the improvement of the city of Washington in accordance 
with the plans prepared by the commission appointed by the 
United States Senate—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ 
Association of New York, in favor of the so-called “ Cooper bill” 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of citizens asking for pension for 
John H. Ingram, late private, Company H, Sixtieth New York 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany claim of Bernard C. 
Riley, of Company F, First Iowa Cayalry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of Rev. J. S. MeGreaham et al., 
of Michigan, praying for an amendment to National Constitu- 
tion making polygamy a breach of the national law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James G. Butler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Memorial of the Connecticut 
Baptist Convention, with reference to conditions in the Kongo 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1479, 
hs relief of Jacob W. Roby - to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of Division No. 27, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Freeport, III., for pensioning locomo- 
tive engineers who served during civil war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany claim of Noah J. Crew, 
of Altoona, Polk County, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12863, grant- 
ing a pension to Clarissa Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to William J. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension 
to Edward O. Pierce—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Florence 
Dunham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Francis Sybolle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of J. E. Philbrook, John 
McNamara, and other fishermen, for relief from dogfish that in- 
fest the coast—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of citizens of Georgia, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the present bankruptcy laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of the Baptist Church of Rock- 
land, Mass., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Home Mission Society of West Bridge- 
water, Mass., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Taunton, Mass., for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. P. King, of Brockton, Mass., for a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman's Baptist Home Mission Society of 
Hanson, Mass., for a constitutional amendment for prohibiting 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACON: Memorial of A. M. Hall et al. and J. W. 


Thompson et al., of Arkansas, urging passage of bill II. R. 1097, 
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for protection of local-option laws in the various States and Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War 
to authorize construction of a lock and dam in aid of navigation 
in the Tennessee Rivyer ”—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Jesse Walling, of 
Sampson, Bledsoe County, Tenn., for supplies taken and used by 
the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition for the erection of a monumental 
statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to Rear-Admiral Charles 
Stewart—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Jeffersonton, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Caims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the New England Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, stating that they are unalterably opposed 
to any change of the tobacco schedule of the Dingley tariff law— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Abram Nussbaum— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of residents of the town of Hast 
Hampton, Suffolk County, N. Y., for improvement of Threemile 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Rey. R. Howard Wallace—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany Dill for 
pension of Daniel W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers in support of House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Harrison Ball—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December 6, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

Moses E. Crapp, a Senator from the State of Minnesota; 
James P. CLARKE, a Senator from the State of Arkansas; 
Joun W. Danret, a Senator from the State of Virginia; JoHN 
T. Morcan, a Senator from the State of Alabama, and Funxr- 
FOLD McL. Smrmons, a Senator from the State of North Caro- 
lina, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

WILLIAM J. Bnow xxx, the Chief Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, appeared and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled, and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 

Also, that a committee of three has been appointed by the 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives to join the 
committee appointed on the part of the Senate to wait on the 
President of the United States and to notify him that a quorum 
of each of the two Houses has assembled and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 
and that Mr. Burton of Ohio, Mr. Tawney of Minnesota, and 
Mr. Wirt1aMs of Mississippi have been appointed such commit- 
tee on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 12898) to create a new division in the eastern 
judicial district of the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (II. R. 13355) to amend the copyright laws. 

The message also announced that the House had passed reso- 
lutions commemorative of the life and public services of Hon. 
Matthew Stanley Quay, late a Senator from the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
resolutions commemorative of the life and public services of 
Hon. George Frisbie Hoar, late a Senator from the State of 
Massachusetts. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr.. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL, the committee appointed on 
the part of the Senate to wait upon the President of the.United 
States, appeared; and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee on the part 
of the Senate, with a like committee on the part of the House, 


appointed to wait on the President and to inform him that a 

quorum of the two Houses is present and ready to proceed to 

business, report that they have discharged that duty, and in 

response the President stated to the committee that he would 

E communicate to the two Houses a message in writ- 
g. 

SENATORS APPOINTED ‘FROM MASSACHUSETTS AND PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I present the credentials of my 
colleague, Mr. Crane, and ask that they be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be re- 
ceived and read. 

The credentials of Winthrop Murray Crane, appointed by 
the governor of the State of Massachusetts a Senator from that 
State to fill until the next meeting of the legislature thereof 
the vacancy in the term ending March 3, 1907, occasioned by the 
death of Hon. George Frisbie Hoar, were read, and ordered to 
be filed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Mr. Knox, filling by appointment of the governor of Pennsylva- 
nia the vacancy in this body caused by the death of my late 
colleague. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be re- 
ceived and read. 

The credentials of Philander Chase Knox, appointed by the 
governor of the State of Pennsylvania a Senator from that State 
to fill until the next meeting of the legislature thereof the yá- 
caney occasioned by the death of Hon. Matthew Stanley Quay 
1 My term ending March 3, 1905, were read, and ordered to be 

led. z 

Mr. LODGE. The Senators appointed are present, and I ask 
that the oath may be administered to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senators appointed 
will present themselyes at the desk, the Chair will administer 
the oath required by law. 

Mr. Crane and Mr. Knox were escorted to the Vice-Presi- 
dent's desk by Mr. Loper and Mr. Penrose, respectively: and the 
oath prescribed by law having been administered to them, they 
took their seats in the Senate. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of the secretaries of the President of 
the United States, appeared and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to 
the President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the annual message of the President of the United 
States, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary (CHARLES G. BENNETT) read the message, as 
follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The Nation continues to enjoy noteworthy prosperity. Such 
prosperity is of course primarily due to the high individual aver- 
age of our citizenship, taken together with our great natural 
resources; but an important factor therein is the working of 
our long-continued governmental policies. The people have em- 
phatically expressed their approval of the principles underlying 
these policies, and their desire that these principles be kept sub- 
stantially unchanged, although of course applied in a progressive 
spirit to meet changing conditions. 

CAUTION AGAINST EXTRAVAGANCE. 


The enlargement of scope of the functions of the National 
Government required by our development as a nation involves, 
of course, increase of expense; and the period of prosperity 
through which the country is passing justifies expenditures for 
permanent improvements far greater than would be wise in 
hard times. Battle ships and forts, public buildings, and im- 
proved waterways are investments which should be made when 
we have the money; but abundant revenues and a large surplus 
always invite extravagance, and constant care should be taken 
to guard against unnecessary increase of the ordinary expenses 
of government. The cost of doing Government business should 
be regulated with the same rigid scrutiny as the cost of doing 
a private business. 

CAPITAL AND LABOR, 


In the vast and complicated mechanism of our modern civil- 
ized life the dominant note is the note of industrialism; and the 
relations of capital and labor, and especially of organized capital 
and organized labor, to each other and-to the public at large come 
second in importance only to the intimate questions of family life. 
Our peculiar form of government, with its sharp division of au- 
thority between the Nation and the several States, has been on 
the whole far more advantageous to our deyelopment than a 
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more strongly centralized government, But it is undoubtedly 
responsible for much of the difficulty of meeting with adequate 
legislation the new problems presented by the total change in 
industrial conditions on this continent during the last half cen- 


tury. In actual practice it has proved exceedingly difficult, and 
in many cases impossible, to get unanimity of wise action among 
the various States on these subjects. From the very nature of 
the case this is especially true of the laws affecting the employ- 
ment of capital in huge masses. 

With regard to labor the problem is no less important, but it 
is simpler. As long as the States retain the primary control of 
the police power the circumstances must be altogether extreme 
which require interference by the Federal authorities, whether 
in the way of safeguarding the rights of labor or in the way of 
seeing that wrong is not done by. unruly persons who shield 
themselves behind the name of labor. If there is resistance to 
the Federal courts, interference with the mails, or interstate 
commerce, or molestation of Federal property, or if the State 
authorities in some crisis which they are unable to face call for 
help, then the Federal Government may interfere; but though 
such interference may be caused by a condition of things arising 
out of trouble connected with some question of labor, the inter- 
ference itself simply takes the form of restoring order without 
regard to the questions which have caused the breach of order— 
for to keep order is a primary duty and in a time of disorder 
and violence all other questions sink into abeyance until order 
has been restored. In the District of Columbia and in the Ter- 
ritories the Federal law covers the entire field of government; 
but the labor question is only acute in populous centers of com- 
merce, manufactures, or mining. Nevertheless, both in the en- 
actment and in the enforcement of law the Federal Government 
within its restricted sphere should set an example to the State 
governments, especially in a matter so vital as this affecting 
labor. I believe that under modern industrial conditions it is 
often necessary, and even where not necessary it is yet often 
wise, that there should be organization of labor in order better 
to secure the rights of the individual wage-worker. All encour- 
agement should be given to any such organization, so long as it 
is conducted with a due and decent regard for the rights of 
others. There are in this country some labor unions which have 
habitually, and other labor unions which have often, been among 
the most effective agents in working for good citizenship and 
for uplifting the condition of those whose welfare should be 
closest to our hearts. But when any labor union seeks improper 
ends, or seeks to achieve proper ends by improper means, all 
good citizens and more especially all honorable public servants 
must oppose the wrongdoing as resolutely as they would oppose 
the wrongdoing of any great corporation. Of course any vio- 
lence, brutality, or corruption, should not for one moment be 
tolerated. Wage-workers have an entire right to organize and 
by all peaceful and honorable means to endeavor to persuade 
their fellows to join with them in organizations. They have a 
legal right, which, according to circumstances, may or may not 
be a moral right, to refuse to work in company with men who 
decline to join their organizations. They have under no circum- 
stances the right to commit violence upon those, whether capi- 
talists or wage-workers, who refuse to support their organiza- 
tions, or who side with those with whom they are at odds; for 
mob rule is intolerable in any form. 

EMPLOYER'S LIABILITY LAW. 

The wage-workers are peculiarly entitled to the protection and 
the encouragement of the law. From the very nature of their 
occupation railroad men, for instance, are liable to be maimed in 
doing the legitimate work of their profession, unless the railroad 
companies are required by law to make ample provision for their 
safety. The Administration has been zealous in enforcing the 

existing law for this purpose. That law should be amended and 
strengthened. Wherever the National Government has power 
there should be a stringent employer's liability law, which should 
apply to the Government itself where the Government is an em- 
ployer of labor. 

In my Message to the Fifty-seventh Congress, at its second 
session, I urged the passage of an employer's liability law for 
the District of Columbia. I now renew that recommendation, 
and further recommend that the Congress appoint a commission 
to make a comprehensive study of employer’s liability with the 
view of extending the provisions of a great and constitutional 
law to all employments within the scope of Federal power. 

MEDALS OF HONOR, 

The Government has recognized heroism upon the water, and 
bestows medals of honor upon those persons who by extreme and 
heroic daring have endangered their lives in saving, or endeavor- 
ing to save, lives from the perils of the sea in the waters over 
which the United States has jurisdiction, or upon an American 
vessel. This recognition should be extended to cover cases of 


conspicuous bravery and self-sacrifice in the saving of life in 
private employments under the jurisdiction of the United States, 
and particularly in the land commerce of the Nation. 


PREVENTION OF RAILROAD ACCIDENTS. 

The ever-increasing casualty list upon our railroads is a mat- 
ter of grave public concern, and urgently calls for action by the 
Congress. In the matter of speed and comfort of railway travel 
our railroads give at least as good service as those of any other 
nation, and there is no reason why this service should not also 
be as safe as human ingenuity can make it. Many of our lead- 
ing roads have been foremost in the adoption of the most 
approved safeguards for the protection of travelers and employ- 
ees, yet the list of clearly avoidable accidents continues unduly 
large. The passage of a law requiring the adoption of a 
block-signal system has been proposed to the Congress. I earn- 
estly concur in that recommendation, and would also point out 
to the Congress the urgent need of legislation in the interest of 
the publie safety limiting the hours of labor for railroad em- 
ployees in train service upon railroads engaged in interstate 
commerce, and providing that only trained-and experienced per- 
sons be employed in positions of responsibility connected with 
the operation of trains. Of course nothing can ever prevent 
accidents caused by human weakness or misconduct; and 
there should be drastic punishment for any railroad employee, 
whether officer or man, who by issuance of wrong orders or by 
disobedience of orders causes disaster. The law of 1901, re- 
quiring interstate railroads to make monthly reports of all acci- 
dents to passengers and employees on duty, should also be 
amended so as to empower the Government to make a personal 
investigation, through proper officers, of all accidents involving 
loss of life which seem to require investigation, with a require- 
ment that the results of such investigation be made public. 

The safety-appliance law, as amended by the act of March 2, 
1903, has proved beneficial to railway employees, and in order 
that its provisions may be properly carried out, the force of 
inspectors provided for by appropriation should be largely in- 
creased. This service is analogous to the Steamboat-Inspection 
Service, and deals with even more important interests. It has 
passed the experimental stage and demonstrated its utility, and 
should receive generous recognition by the Congress. 

UNIONS OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 

There is no objection to employees of the Government forming 
or belonging to unions; but the Government can neither dis- 
criminate for nor discriminate against nonunion men who are 
in its employment, or who seek to be employed under it. More- 
over, it is a very grave impropriety for Government employees 
to band themselves together for the purpose of extorting im- 
properly high salaries from the Government. Especially is this 
true of those within the classified service. The letter carriers, 
both municipal and rural, are as a whole an excellent body of 
public servants. They should be amply paid. But their pay- 
ment must be obtained by arguing their claims fairly and honor- 
ably before the Congress, and not by banding together for the 
defeat of those Congressmen who refuse to give promises which 
they can not in conscience give. The Administration has al- 
ready taken steps to prevent and punish abuses of this nature; 
but it will be wise for the Congress to supplement this action by 
legislation. 

BUREAU OF LABOR. 

Much can be done by the Government in labor matters merely 
by giving publicity to certain conditions. The Bureau of Labor 
has done excellent work of this kind in many different direc- 
tions. I shall shortly lay before you in a special message the 
full report of the investigation of the Bureau of Labor into the 
Colorado mining strike, as this is a strike in which certain very 
evil forces, which are more or less at work everywhere under the 
conditions of modern industrialism, became startlingly promi- 
nent. It is greatly to be wished that the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, through the Labor Bureau, should compile 
and arrange for the Congress a list of the labor laws of the 
various States, and should be given the means to investigate 
and report to the Congress upon the labor conditions in the 
manufacturing and mining regions throughout the country, both 
as to wages, as to hours of labor, as to the labor of women and 
children, and as to the effect in the various labor centers of im- 
migration from abroad. In this investigation especial attention 
should be paid to the conditions of child labor and child-labor 
legislation in the several States. Such an investigation must 
necessarily take into account many of the problems with which 
this question of child labor is connected. These problems can 
be actually met, in most cases, only by the States themselves; 
but the lack of proper legislation in one State in such a matter 
as child labor often renders it excessively difficult to establish 
protective restriction upon the work in another State having the 
same industries, so that the worst tends to drag down the better. 
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For this reason, it would be well for the Nation at least to en- 
deayor to secure comprehensive information as to the conditions 
of labor of children in the different States. Such investigation 
and publication by the National Government would tend toward 
the securing of approximately uniform legislation of the proper 
character among the several States. 

CORPORATIONS. 

When we come to deal with great corporations the need for 
the Government to act directly is far greater than in the case of 
labor, because great corporations can become such only by en- 
gaging in interstate commerce, and interstate commerce is 
peculiarly the field of the General Government. It is an ab- 
surdity to expect to eliminate the abuses in great corporations 
by State action. It is difficult to be patient with an argument 
that such matters should be left to the States becanse more 
than one State pursues the policy of creating on easy terms 
corporations which are never operated within that State at all, 
but in other States whose laws they ignore. The National Goy- 
ernment alone can deal adequately with these great corpora- 
tions. To try to deal with them in an intemperate, destructive, 
or demagogic spirit would, in all probability, mean that nothing 
whatever would be accomplished, and, with absolute certainty, 
that if anything were accomplished it would be of a harmful 
nature. The American people need to continue to show the 
very qualities that they have shown—that is, moderation, good 
sense, the earnest desire to avoid doing any damage, and yet 
the quiet determination to proceed, step by step, without halt 
and without hurry, in eliminating or at least in minimizing 
whatever of mischief or of evil there is to interstate commerce 
in the conduct of great corporations. They are acting in no 
spirit of hostility to wealth, either individual or corporate. 
They are not against the rich man any more than against the 
poor man. On the contrary, they are friendly alike toward rich 
man and toward poor man, provided only that each acts in a 
spirit of justice and decency toward his fellows. Great corpo- 
rations are necessary, and only men of great and singular men- 
tal power can manage such corporations successfully, and such 
men must have great rewards. But these corporations should 
be managed with due regard to the interest of the public as a 
whole. Where this can be done under the present laws it must 
be done. Where these laws come short others should be en- 
acted to supplement them. 

Yet we must never forget the determining factor in every kind 
of work, of head or hand, must be the man’s own good sense, 
courage, and kindliness. More important than any legislation 
is the gradual growth of a feeling of responsibility and forbear- 
ance among capitalists and wage-workers alike; a feeling of 
respect on the part of each man for the rights of others; a feel- 
ing of broad community of interest, not merely of capitalists 
among themselyes, and of wage-workers among themselves, but 
of capitalists and wage-workers in their relations to each other, 
and of both in their relations to their fellows who with them 
make up the body politic. There are many captains of indus- 
try, many labor leaders, who realize this. A recent speech by 
the president of one of our great railroad systems to the em- 
ployees of that system contains sound common sense. It runs 
in part as follows: 

“It is my belief we can better serve each other, better under- 
stand the man as well as his business, when meeting face to 
face, exchanging views, and realizing from personal contact we 
serve but one interest, that of our mutual prosperity. 

“Serious misunderstandings can not occur where personal 
good will exists and opportunity for personal explanation is 

resent, 
a In my early business life I had experience with men of af- 
fairs of a character to make me desire to avoid creating a like 
feeling of resentment to myself and the interests in my charge, 
should fortune ever place me in authority, and I am solicitous 
of a measure of confidence on the part of the publie and our 
employees that I shall hope may be warranted by the fairness 
and good fellowship I intend shall prevail in our relationship. 

“But do not feel I am disposed to grant unreasonable re- 
quests, spend the money of our company unnecessarily or with- 
out value received, nor expect the days of mistakes are disap- 
pearing, or that cause for complaint will not continually occur ; 
simply to correct such abuses as may be discovered, to better 
conditions as fast as reasonably may be expected, constantly 
striving, with varying success, for that improvement we all 
desire, to convince you there is a force at work in the right 
direction, all the time making progress—is the disposition with 
which I have come among you, asking your good will and 
encouragement, 

“The day has gone by when a corporation can be handled 
successfully in defiance of the public will, even though that will 
be unreasonable and wrong. A public may be led, but not 


driven, and I prefer to go with it and shape or modify, in a 
measure, its opinion, rather than be swept from my bearings, 
with loss to myself and the interests in my charge. 

“Violent prejudice exists toward corporate activity and cap- 
ital to-day, much of it founded in reason, more in apprehension, 
and a large measure is due to the personal traits of arbitrary, 
unreasonable, incompetent, and offensive men in positions of au- 
thority. The accomplishment of results by indirection, the en- 
deavor to thwart the intention, if not the expressed letter of the 
law (the will of the people), a disregard of the rights of others, 
a disposition to withhold what is due, to force by main strength 
or inactivity a result not justified, depending upon the weakness 
of the claimant and his indisposition to become involved in liti- 
gation, has created a sentiment harmful in the extreme and a 
disposition to consider anything fair that gives gain to the indi- 
vidual at the expense of the company. 

“Tf corporations are to continue to do the world’s work, as 
they are best fitted to, these qualities in their representatives 
that have resulted in the present prejudice against them must be 
relegated to the background. The corporations must come out 
into the open and see and be seen. They must take the public 
into their confidence and ask for what they want, and no more, 
and be prepared to explain satisfactorily what advantage will 
accrue to the public if they are given their desires; for they are 
permitted to exist not that they may make money solely, but 
that they may effectively serve those from whom they derive 
their power. 

“Publicity, and not secrecy, will win hereafter, and laws be 
construed by their intent and not by their letter, otherwise pub- 
lie utilities will be owned and operated by the public which cre- 
ated them, even though the service be less efficient and the re- 
sult less satisfactory from a financial standpoint.” 

The Bureau of Corporations has made careful preliminary in- 
vestigation of many important corporations. It will make a 
special report on the beef industry. 

BUREAU OF CORPORATIONS. 

The policy of the Bureau is to accomplish the purposes of its 
creation by cooperation, not antagonism; by making construc- 
tive legislation, not destructive prosecution, the immediate ob- 
ject of its inquiries; by conservative investigation of law and 
fact, and by refusal.to issue incomplete and hence necessarily 
inaccurate reports. Its policy being thus one of open inquiry 
into, and not attack upon, business, the Bureau has been able 
to gain not only the confidence. but, better still, the cooperation 
of men engaged in legitimate business. 

The Bureau offers to the Congress the means of getting at the 
cost of production of our various great staples of commerce. 

Of necessity the careful investigation of special corporations 
will afford the Commissioner knowledge of certain business facts, 
the publication of which might be an improper infringement of 
private rights. The method of making public the results of 
these investigations affords, under the law, a means for the pro- 
tection of private rights. The Congress will have all facts ex- 
cept such as would give to another corporation information 
which would injure the legitimate business of a competitor and 
destroy the incentive for individual superiority and thrift. 

The Bureau has also made exhaustive examinations into the 
legal condition under which corporate business is carried on in 
the various States; into all judicial decisions on the subject; 
and into the various systems of corporate taxation in use. I 
call special attention to the report of the chief of the Bureau; 
and I earnestly ask that the Congress carefully consider the re- 
port and recommendations of the Commissioner on this subject. 

INSURANCE. 

The business of insurance vitally affects the great mass of the 
people of the United States and is national and not local in its 
application. It involves a multitude of transactions among the 
people of the different States and between American companies 
and foreign governments. I urge that the Congress carefully 
consider whether the power of the Bureau of Corporations can 
not constitutionally be extended to cover interstate transactions 
in insurance. . 

REBATES, 

Above all else, we must strive to keep the highways of com- 
merce open to all on equal terms; and to do this it is necessary 
to put a complete stop to all rebates. Whether the shipper or 
the railroad is to blame makes no difference; the rebate must 
be stopped, the abuses of the private car and private terminal- 
track and side-track systems must be stopped, and the legisla- 
tion of the Fifty-eighth Congress which declares it to be unlaw- 
ful for any person or corporation to offer, grant, give, solicit, 
accept, or receive any rebate, concession, or discrimination in 
respect of the transportation of any property in interstate or 
foreign commerce whereby such property shall by any device 
whatever be transported at a less rate than that named in the 
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tariffs published by the carrier must be enforced. For some time 
after the enactment of the Act to Regulate Commerce it remained 
a mooted question whether that act conferred upon the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission the power, after it had found a 
challenged rate to be unreasonable, to declare what thereafter 
should, prima facie, be the reasonable maximum rate for the 
transportation in dispute. The Supreme Court finally resolved 
that question in the negative, so that as the law now stands the 
Commission simply possess the bare power to denounce a partic- 
ular rate as unreasonable. While I am of the opinion that at 
present it would be undesirable, if it were not impracticable, 
finally to clothe the Commission with general authority to fix 
railroad rates, I do believe that, as a fair security to shippers, 
the Commission should be vested with the power, where a given 
rate has been challenged and after full hearing found to be un- 
reasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what shall be 
a reasonable rate to take its place; the ruling of the Commis- 
sion to take effect immediately, and to obtain unless and until 
it is reversed by the court of review. The Government must in 
increasing degree supervise and regulate the workings of the 
railways engaged in interstate commerce; and such increased 
supervision is the only alternative to an increase of the present 
evils on the one hand or a still more radical policy on the other. 
In my judgment the most important legislative act now needed 
as regards the regulation of corporations is this act to confer on 
the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to revise rates 
and regulations, the revised rate to at once go into effect, and 
to stay in effect unless and until the court of review reverses it. 

Steamship companies engaged in interstate commerce and pro- 
tected in our coastwise trade should be held to a strict obsery- 
ance of the interstate-commerce act. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

In pursuing the set plan to make the city of Washington an 
example to other American municipalities several points should 
be kept in mind by the legislators. In the first place, the people 
of this country should clearly understand that no amount of in- 
dustrial prosperity, and above all no leadership in international 
industrial competition, can in any way atone for the sapping of 
the vitality of those who are usually spoken of as the working 
classes. The farmers, the mechanics, the skilled and unskilled 
laborers, the small shop keepers, make up the bulk of the popu- 
lation of any country; and upon their well-being, generation 
after generation, the well-being of the country and the race de- 
- pends. Rapid development in wealth and industrial leadership 
is a good thing, but only if it goes hand in hand with improve- 
ment, and not deterioration, physical and moral. The over- 
crowding of cities and the draining of country districts are un- 
healthy and even dangerous symptoms in our modern life. We 
should not permit overcrowding in cities. In certain European 


cities it is provided by law that the population of towns shall- 


not be allowed to exceed a very limited density for a given area, 
so that the increase in density must be continually pushed back 
into a broad zone around the center of the town, this zone hay- 
ing great avenues or parks within it. The death-rate statistics 
show a terrible increase in mortality, and especially in infant 
mortality, in overcrowded tenements. The poorest families in 
tenement houses live in one room, and it appears that in these 
one-room tenements the average death rate for a number of 
given cities at home and abroad is about twice what it is in a 
two-room tenement, four times what it is in a three-room tene- 
ment, and eight times what it is in a tenement consisting of 
four rooms or over. These figures vary somewhat for different 
cities, but they approximate in each city those given above; and 
in all cases the increase of mortality, and especially of infant 
mortality, with the decrease in the number of rooms used by 
the family and with the consequent overcrowding is startling. 
The slum exacts a heavy total of death from those who dwell 
therein; and this is the case not merely in the great crowded 
slums of high buildings in New York and Chicago, but in the 
alley slums of Washington. In Washington people can not afford 
to ignore the harm that this causes. No Christian and civilized 
community can afford to show a happy-go-lucky lack of concern 
for the youth of to-day; for, if so, the community will have to 
pay a terrible penalty of financial burden and social degrada- 
tion in the to-morrow. There should be severe child-labor and 
factory-inspection laws. It is very desirable that married 
women should not work in factories. The prime duty of the 
man is to work, to be the breadwinner; the prime duty of the 
woman is to be the mother, the housewife. All questions of 
tariff and finance sink into utter insignificance when compared 
with the tremendous, the vital importance of trying to shape 
conditions so that these two duties of the man and of the 
Woman can be fulfilled under reasonably favorable circum- 
stances. If a race does not have plenty of children, or if the 
children do not grow up, or if when they grow up they are un- 


healthy in body and stunted or vicious in mind, then that race 
is decadent, and no heaping up of wealth, no splendor of mo- 
mentary material prosperity, can avail in any degree as offsets. 

The Congress has the same power of legislation for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia which the State legislatures have for the vari- 
ous States. The problems incident to our highly complex mod- 
ern industrial civilization, with its manifold and perplexing 
tendencies both for good and for evil, are far less sharply 
accentuated in the city of Washington than in most other cities. 
For this very reason it is easier to deal with the various phases 
of these problems in Washington, and the District of Columbia 
government should be a model for the other municipal govern- 
ments of the Nation, in all such matters as supervision of the 
housing of the poor, the creation of small parks in the districts 
inhabited by the poor, in laws affecting labor, in laws providing 


-for the taking care of the children, in truant laws, and in 


providing schools. 

In the vital matter of taking care of children, much advan- 
tage could be gained by a careful study of what has been ac- 
complished in such States as Illinois and Colorado by the 
juvenile courts. The work of the juvenile court is really a 
work of character building. It is now generally recognized 
that young boys and young girls who go wrong should not be 
treated as criminals, not even necessarily as needing reforma- 
tion, but rather as needing to have their characters formed, 
and for this end to have them tested and developed by a sys- 
tem of probation. Much admirable work has been done in 
many of our Commonwealths by earnest men and women who 
haye made a special study of the needs of those classes of 
children which furnish the greatest number of juvenile offend- 
ers, and therefore the greatest number of adult offenders; and 
by their aid, and by profiting by the experiences of the different 
States and cities in these matters, it would be easy to provide 
a good code for the District of Columbia. 

Several considerations suggest the need for a systematic in- 
vestigation into and improvement of housing conditions in 
Washington. The hidden residential alleys are breeding 
grounds of vice and disease, and should be opened into minor 
streets. For a number of years influential citizens have joined 
with the District Commissioners in the vain endeavor to secure 
laws permitting the condemnation of insanitary dwellings. The 
local death rates, especially from preventable diseases, are so 
unduly high as tb suggest that the exceptional wholesomeness 
of Washington’s better sections is offset by bad conditions in 
her poorer neighborhoods. A special “Commission on Housing 
and Health Cenditions in the National Capital” would not only 
bring about the reformation of existing evils, but would also 
formulate an appropriate building code to protect the city from 
mammoth brick tenements and other evils which threaten to 
develop here as they have in other cities. That the Nation’s 
Capital should be made a model for other municipalities is an 
ideal which appeals to all patriotic citizens everywhere, and 
such a special Commission might map out and organize the 
city’s future development in lines of civic social service, just as 
Major L’Enfant and the recent Park Commission planned the 
arrangement of her streets and parks. 

It is mortifying to remember that Washington has no com- 
pulsory school attendance law and that careful inquiries indicate 
the habitual absence from school of some twenty per cent of all 
children between the ages of eight and fourteen. It must be 
evident to all who consider the problems of neglected child life 
or the benefits of compulsory education in other cities that one 
of the most urgent needs of the National Capital is a law re- 
quiring the school attendance of all children, this law to be en- 
forced by attendance agents directed by the board of education, 

Public playgrounds are necessary means for the development 
of wholesome citizenship in modern cities. It is important that 
the work inaugurated here through voluntary efforts should be 
taken up and extended through Congressional appropriation of 
funds sufficient to equip and maintain numerous convenient small 
playgrounds upon land which can be secured without purchase 
or rental. It is also desirable that small vacant places be pur- 
chased and reserved as small-park playgrounds in densely set- 
tled sections of the city which now have no publie open spaces 
and are destined soon to be built up solidly. All these needs 
should be met immediately. To meet them would entail ex- 
penses; but a corresponding saving could be made by stopping 
the building of streets and leveling of ground for purposes 
largely speculative in outlying parts of the city. 

There are certain offenders, whose criminality takes the shape 
of brutality and cruelty toward the weak, who need a special 
type of punishment. The wife-beater, for example, is inade- 
quately punished by imprisonment; for imprisonment may often 
mean nothing to him, while it may cause hunger and want to 
the wife and children who have been the victims of his brutality. 
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Probably some form of corporal punishment would be the most 
adequate way of meeting this kind of crime, 


AGRICULTURE, 


The Department of Agriculture has grown into an educational 
institution with a faculty of two thousand specialists making 
research into all the sciences of production. The Congress appro- 
priates, directly and indirectly, six millions of dollars annually 
to carry on this work. It reaches every State and Territory in 
the Union and the islands of the sea lately come under our flag. 
Cooperation is had with the State experiment stations, and with 
many other institutions and individuals. The world is carefully 
searched for new varieties of grains, fruits, grasses, vegetables, 
trees, and shrubs, suitable to various localities in our country ; 
and marked benefit to our producers has resulted. 

The activities of our age in lines of research have reached 
the tillers of the soil and inspired them with ambition to know 
more of the principles that govern the forces of nature with 
which they have to deal. Nearly half of the people of this 
country devote their energies to growing things from the soil. 
Until a recent date little has been done to prepare these mil- 
lions for their life work. In most lines of human activity 
college-trained men are the leaders. The farmer had no oppor- 
tunity for special training until the Congress made provision for 
it forty years ago. During these years progress has been made 
and teachers have been prepared. Over five thousand students 
are in attendance at our State agricultural colleges. The Fed- 
eral Government expends ten millions of dollars annually to- 
ward this education and for research in Washington and in the 
several States and Territories. The Department of Agriculture 
has given facilities for post-graduate work to five hundred young 
men during the last seven years, preparing them for advance 
lines of work in the Department and in the State institutions. 

The facts concerning meteorology and its relations to plant 
and animal life are being systematically inquired into. Tem- 
perature and moisture are controlling factors in all agricul- 
tural operations. The seasons of the cyclones of the Carib- 
bean Sea and their paths are being forecasted with increasing 
accuracy. The cold winds that come from the north are antici- 
pated and their times and intensity told to farmers, gardeners, 
and fruiterers in all southern localities. 

We sell two hundred and fifty million dollars’ worth of ani- 
mals and animal products to foreign countriés every year, in 
addition to supplying our own people more cheaply and abun- 
dantly than any other nation is able to provide for its people. 
Successful manufacturing depends primarily on cheap food, 
which accounts to a considerable extent for our growth in this 
direction. The Department of Agriculture, by careful inspec- 
tion of meats, guards the health of our people and gives clean 
bills of health to deserving exports; it is prepared to deal 
promptly with imported diseases of animals, and maintain the 
excellence of our flocks and herds in this respect. There should 
be an annual census of the live stock of the Nation. 

We sell abroad about six hundred million dollars’ worth of 
plants and their products every year. Strenuous efforts are 
being made to import from foreign countries such grains as are 
suitable to our varying localities. Seven years ago we bought 
three-fourths of our rice; by helping the rice growers on the 
Gulf coast to secure seeds from the Orient suited to their con- 
ditions, and by giving them adequate protection, they now sup- 
ply home demand and export to the islands of the Caribbean 
Sea and to other rice-growing countries. Wheat and other 
grains haye been imported from light-rainfall countries to our 
lands in the West and Southwest that have not grown crops 
because of light precipitation, resulting in an extensive addition 
to our cropping area and our home-making territory that can 
not be irrigated. Ten million bushels of first-class macaroni 
wheat were grown from these experimental importations last 
year. Fruits suitable to our soils and climates are being im- 
ported from all the countries of the Old World—the fig from 
Turkey, the almond from Spain, the date from Algeria, the 
mango from India. We are helping our fruit growers to get 
their crops into European markets by studying methods of pres- 
ervation through refrigeration, packing, and handling, which 
have been quite successful. We are helping our hop growers 
by importing varieties that ripen earlier and later than the 
kinds they have been raising, thereby lengthening the harvest- 
ing season. The cotton crop of the country is threatened with 
root rot, the bollworm, and the boll weevil. Our pathologists 
will find immune varieties that will resist the root disease, and 
the bollworm can be dealt with, but the boll weevil is a serious 
menace to the cotton crop. It is a Central American insect 
that has become acclimated in Texas and has done great dam- 
age. A scientist of the Department of Agriculture has found 
the weevil at home in Guatemala being kept in check by an ant, 
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which has been brought to our cotton fields for observation. It 
is hoped that it may serve a good purpose. 

The soils of the country are getting attention from the farm- 
er's standpoint, and interesting results are following. We have 
duplicates of the soils that grow the wrapper tobacco in Su- 
matra and the filler tobacco in Cuba. It will be only a ques- 
tion of time when the large amounts paid to these countries will 
be paid to our own people. The reclamation of alkali lands is 
progressing, to give object lessons to our people in methods by 
which worthless lands may be made productive. 

The insect friends and enemies of the farmer are getting at- 
tention. The enemy of the San Jose scale was found near the 
Great Wall of China, and is now cleaning up all our orchards. 
The fig-fertilizing insect imported from Turkey has helped to 
establish an industry in California that amounts to from fifty 
to one hundred tons of dried figs annually, and is extending 
over the Pacific coast. A parasitic fly from South Africa is 
keeping in subjection the black scale, the worst pest of the 
orange and lemon industry in California. 

Careful preliminary work is being done toward producing 
our own silk. The mulberry is being distributed in large num- 
bers, eggs are being imported and distributed, improved reels 
were imported from Europe last year, and two expert reelers 
were brought to Washington to reel the crop of cocoons and 
teach the art to our own people. 

The crop-reporting system of the Department of Agriculture 
is being brought closer to accuracy every year. It has two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand reporters selected from people in eight 
vocations in life. It has arrangements with most European 
countries for interchange of estimates, so that our people may 
know as nearly as possible with what they must compete. 


IRRIGATION, 


During the two and a half years that have elapsed since the 
passage of the reclamation act rapid progress has been made in 
the surveys and examinations of the opportunities for reclama- 
tion in the thirteen States and three Territories of the arid 
West. Construction has already been begun on the largest and 
most important of the irrigation works, and plans are being 
completed for works which will utilize the funds now available. 
The operations are being carried on by the Reclamation Service, 
a corps of engineers selected through competitive civil-service 
examinations, This corps includes experienced consulting and 
constructing engineers as well as various experts in mechanical 
and legal matters, and is composed largely of men who have 
spent most of their lives in practical affairs connected with irri- 
gation. The larger problems have been solved and it now re- 
mains to execute with care, economy, and thoroughness the 
work which has been laid out. All important details are being 
carefully considered by boards of consulting engineers, selected 
for their thorough knowledge and practical experience. Bach 
project is taken up on the ground by competent men and viewed 
from the standpoint of the creation of prosperous homes, and of 
promptly refunding to the Treasury the cost of construction. 
The reclamation act has been found to be remarkably complete 
and effective, and so broad in its provisions that a wide range of 
undertakings has been possible under it. At the same time, 
economy is guaranteed by the fact that the funds must ulti- 
mately be returned to be used over again. 


FORESTS. 

It is the cardinal principle of the forest-reserye policy of this 
Administration that the reserves are for use. Whatever inter- 
feres with the use of their resources is to be avoided by every 
possible means. But these resources must be used in such a way 
as to make them permanent: 

The forest policy of the Government is just now a subject of 
vivid public interest throughout the West and to the people of 
the United States in general. The forest reserves themselves 
are of extreme value to the present as well as to the future wel- 
fare of all the western public-land States. They powerfully 
affect the use and disposal of the public lands. They are of spe- 
cial importance because they preserve the water supply and the 
supply of timber for domestic purposes, and so promote settle- 
ment under the reclamation act. Indeed, they are essential to 
the welfare of every one of the great interests of the West. 

Forest reserves are created for two principal purposes. The 
first is to preserve the water supply. This is their most im- 
portant use. The principal uses of the water thus preserved 
are irrigation ranchers and settlers, cities and towns to whom 
their municipal water supplies are of the very first importance, 
users and furnishers of water power, and the users of water for 
domestic, manufacturing, mining, and other purposes. All these 
are directly dependent upon the forest reserves. 

The second reason for which forest reserves are created is to 
preserve the timber supply for various classes of wood users. 
Among the more important of these are settlers under the 
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reclamation act and other acts, for whom a cheap and accessible 
supply of timber for domestic uses is absolutely necessary ; 
miners and prospectors, who are in serious danger of losing 
their timber supply by fire or through export by lumber com- 
panies when timber lands adjacent to their mines pass into 
private ownership; lumbermen, transportation companies, build- 
ers, and commercial interests in general. 

Although the wisdom of ereating forest reserves is nearly 
everywhere heartily recognized, yet in a few localities. there has 
been misunderstanding and complaint. The following state- 
ment is therefore desirable: 

The forest-reserve policy can be successful only when it has 
the full support of the people of the West. It can not safely, 
and should not in any case, be imposed upon them against their 
will. But neither can we accept the views of those whose only 
interest in the forest is temporary; who are anxious to reap 
what they have not sown and then move away, leaving desola- 
tion behind them. On the contrary, it is everywhere and al- 
ways the interest of the permanent settler and the permanent 
business man, the man with a stake in the country, which must 
be considered and which must decide. 

The making of forest reserves within railroad and wagon- 
road land-grant limits will hereafter, as for the past three years, 
be so managed as to prevent the issue, under the act of June 4, 
1897, of base for exchange or lieu selection (usually called 
scrip). In all cases where forest reserves within areas covered 
by land grants appear to be essential to the prosperity of set- 
tlers, miners, or others, the Government lands within such pro- 
posed forest reserves will, as in the recent past, be withdrawn 
from sale or entry pending the completion of such negotiations 
with the owners of the land grants as will prevent the creation 
of so-called scrip. 

It was formerly the custom to make forest reserves without 
first getting definite and detailed information as to the charac- 
ter of land and timber within their boundaries. This method of 
action often resulted in badly chosen boundaries and consequent 
injustice to settlers and others. Therefore this Administration 
adopted the present method of first withdrawing the land from 
disposal, followed by careful examination on the ground and the 
preparation of detailed maps and descriptions, before any forest 
reserve is created. 

I have repeatedly called attention to the confusion which ex- 
ists in Government forest matters because the work is scattered 
among three independent organizations. The United States is 
the only one of the great nations in which the forest work of the 
Government is not concentrated under one department, in con- 
sonance with the plainest dictates of good administration and 
common sense: The present arrangement is bad from every 
point of view. Merely to mention it is to prove that it should 
be terminated at once. As I have repeatedly recommended, all 
the forest work of the Government should be concentrated in 
the Department of Agriculture, where the larger part of that 
work is already done, where practically all of the trained for- 
esters of the Government are employed, where chiefiy in Wash- 
ington there is comprehensive first-class knowledge of the prob- 
lems of the reserves acquired on the ground, where all problems 
relating to growth from the soil are already gathered, and where 
all the sciences auxiliary to forestry are at hand for prompt and 
effective cooperation. These reasons are decisive in themselves, 
but it should be added that the great organizations of citizens 
whose interests are affected by the forest reserves, such as the 
National Live Stock Association, the National Wool Growers’ 
Association, the American Mining Congress, the National Irriga- 
tion Congress, and the National Board of Trade, have uniformly, 
emphatically, and most of them repeatedly, expressed themselves 
in favor of placing all Government forest work in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture because of the peculiar adaptation of that 
Department for it. It is true, also, that the forest services of 
nearly all the great nations of the world are under the respec- 
tive departments of agricuiture, while in but two of the smaller 
nations and in one colony are they under the department of the 
interior. This is the result of long and varied experience and 
it agrees fully with the requirements of good administration in 
our own case. 

The creation of a forest service in the Department of Agricul- 
ture will have for its important results: 

First. A better handling of all forest work, because it will be 
under a single head, and because the vast and indispensable 
experience of the Department in all matters pertaining to the 
forest reserves, to forestry in general, and to other forms of 
preduction from the soil, will be easily and rapidly accessible. 

Second. The reserves themselves, being handled from the 
point of view of the man in the field, instead of the man in the 
office, will be more easily and more widely useful to the people 
of the West than has been the case hitherto. 

Third. Within a comparatively short time the reseryes will 


become self-supporting. This is important, because continually 
and rapidly increasing appropriations will be necessary for the 
proper care of this exceedingly important interest of the Nation, 
and they can and should be offset by returns from the National 


forests. Under similar cireumstances the forest possessions of 
other great nations form an important source of revenue to 
their governments. 2 

Every administrative officer concerned is convinced of the 
necessity for the proposed consolidation of forest work in the 
Department of Agriculture, and I myself have urged it more 
than once in former messages. Again I commend it to the 
carly and favorable consideration of the Congress. The inter- 
ests of the Nation at large and of the West in particular have 
suffered greatly because of the delay. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 

I call the attention of the Congress again to the report and 

recommendation of the Commission on the Public Lands for- 

warded by me to the second session of the present Congress. 

The Commission has prosecuted its investigations actively dur- 

ing the past season, and a second report is now in an advanced 
stage of preparation. 

GAME PRESERVES. 


In connection with the work of the forest reserves I desire 
again to urge upon the Congress tle importance of authorizing 
the President to set aside certain portions of these reserves or 
other public lands as game refuges for the preservation of the 
bison, the wapiti, and other large beasts once so abundant in our 
woods and mountains and on our great plains, and now tending 
toward extinction. Every support should be given to the au- 
thorities of the Yellowstone Park in their successful efforts at 
preserving the large creatures therein; and at very little ex- 
pense portions of the public domain in other regions which are 
wholly unsuited to agricultural settlement could be similarly 
utilized. We owe it to future generations to keep alive the noble 
and beautiful creatures which by their presence add such dis- 
tinctive character to the American wilderness. The limits of 
the Yellowstone Park should be extended southwards. The 
Canyon of the Colorado should be made a national park; and 
the national-park system should include the Yosemite and as 
many as possible of the groves of giant trees in California, 


PENSIONS. 

The veterans of the Civil War baye a claim upon the Nation 

such as no other body of our citizens possess. The Pension 

Bureau has never in its history been managed in a more satis- 
factory manner than is now the case. 


INDIANS. . 

The progress of the Indians toward civilization, though not 
rapid, is perhaps all that could be hoped for in view of the cir- 
cumstances. Within the past year many tribes have shown, in 
a degree greater than ever before, an appreciation of the neces- 
sity of work. This changed attitude is in part due to the policy 
recently pursued of reducing the amount of subsistence to the 
Indians, and thus forcing them, through sheer necessity, to 
work for a livelihood. The policy, though severe, is a useful 
one, but it is to be exercised only with judgment and with a full 
understanding of the conditions which exist in each community 
for which it is intended. On or near the Indian reservations 
there is usually very little demand for labor, and if the Indians 
are to earn their living and when work can not be furnished 
from outside (which is always preferable), then it must be fur- 
nished by the Government. Practical instruction of this kind 
would in a few years result in the forming of habits of regular 
industry, which would render the Indian a producer and would 
effect a great reduction in the cost of his maintenance. 

It is commonly declared that the slow advance of the Indians 
is due to the unsatisfactory character of the men appointed to 
take immediate charge of them, and to some extent this is true. 
While the standard of the employees in the Indian Service 
shows great improvement over that of bygone years, and while 
actual corruption or flagrant dishonesty is now the rare excep- 
tion, it is nevertheless the fact that the salaries paid Indian 
agents are not large enough to attract the best men to that field 
of work. To achieve satisfactory results the official in charge 
of an Indian tribe should possess the high qualifications which 
are required in the manager of a large business, but only in 
exceptional cases is it possible to secure men of such a type for 
these positions. Much better service, however, might be ob- 
tained from those now holding the places were it practicable to 
get out of them the best that is In them, and this should be done 
by bringing them constantly into closer touch with their supe- 
rior officers. An agent who has been content to draw his salary, 
giving in return the least possible equivalent in effort and 
service, may, by proper treatment, by suggestion and encour- 
agement, or persistent urging, be stimulated to greater effort 
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and induced to take a more active personal interest in his work. 

Under existing conditions an Indian agent in the distant 
West may be wholly out of touch with the office of the Indian 
Bureau. He may very well feel that no one takes a personal 
interest in him or his efforts. Certain routine duties in the 
way of reports and accounts are required of him, but there is 
no one with whom he may intelligently consult on matters 
vital to his work, except after long delay. Such a man would 
be greatly encouraged and aided by personal contact with some 
one whose interest in Indian affairs and whose authority in the 
Indian Bureau were greater than his own, and such contact 
would be certain to arouse and constantly increase the interest 
he takes in his work. 

The distance which separates the agents—the workers in the 
field—from the Indian Office in Washington is a chief obstacle 
to Indian progress. Whatever shall more closely unite these 
two branches of the Indian Service, and shall enable them to 
cooperate more heartily and more effectively, will be for the 
increased efficiency of the work and the betterment of the race 
for whose improvement the Indian Bureau was established. 
The appointment of a field assistant to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs would be certain to insure this good end. Such 
an official, if possessed of the requisite energy and deep inter- 
est in the work, would be a most efficient factor in bringing 
into closer relationship and a more direct union of effort the 
Bureau in Washington and its agents in the field; and with the 
cooperation of its branches thus secured the Indian Bureau 
would, in measure fuller than ever before, lift up the savage 
toward that self-help and self-reliance which constitute the 
man. 

JAMESTOWN TRICENTENNIAL. 

In 1907 there will be held at Hampton Roads the tricenten- 
nial celebration of the settlement at Jamestown, Virginia, with 
which the history of what has now become the United States 
really begins. I commend this to your favorable consideration. 
It is an event of prime historic significance, in which all the 
people of the United States should feel, and should show, great 
and general interest. 

POSTAL SERVICE. 

In the Post-Office Department the service has increased in 
efficiency, and conditions as to reyenue and expenditure con- 
tinue satisfactory. The increase of revenue during the year 
was $9,358,181.10, or 6.9 per cent, the total receipts amounting 
to $143,382,624.34. The expenditures were $152,362,116.70, an 
increase of about 9 per cent over the previous year, being thus 
88, 979,492.36 in excess of the current revenue. Included in 
these expenditures was a total appropriation of $12,956,637.35 
for the continuation and extension-of the rural free-delivery 
service, which was an increase of $4,902,237.35 over the amount 
expended for this purpose in the preceding fiscal year. Large 
as this expenditure has been the beneficent results attained in 
extending the free distribution of mails to the residents of 
rural districts have justified the wisdom of the outlay. Statis- 
ties brought down to the 1st of October, 1904, show that on that 
date there were 27,138 rural routes established, serving approxi- 
mately 12,000,000 of people in rural districts remote from post- 
offices, and that there were pending at that time 3,859 petitions 
for the establishment of new rural routes. Unquestionably 
some part of the general increase in receipts is due to the in- 
creased postal facilities which the rural service has afforded. 
The revenues have also been aided greatly by amendments in 
the classification of mail matter, and the curtailment of abuses 
of the second-class mailing privilege. The average increase in 
the volume of mail matter for the period beginning with 1902 
and ending June, 1905 (that portion for 1905 being estimated), 
is 40.47 per cent, as compared with 25.46 per cent for the period 
immediately preceding, and 15.92 for the four-year period im- 
mediately preceding that. 


CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Our consular system needs improvement. Salaries should 
be substituted for fees, and the proper classification, grading, 
and transfer of consular officers should be provided. I am not 
prepared to say that a competitive system of examinations for 
appointment would work well; but by law it should be pro- 
vided that consuls should be familiar, according to places for 
which they apply, with the French, German, or Spanish lan- 
guages, and should possess acquaintance with the resources of 
the United States. 


NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART. 


The collection of objects of art contemplated in section 5586 
of the Revised Statutes should be designated and established 
as a National Gallery of Art; and the Smithsonian Institution 
should be authorized to accept any additions to said collection 
that may be received by gift, bequest, or devise. 


NATIONAL QUARANTINE LAW. 

It is desirable to enact a proper National quarantine law. It 
is most undesirable that a State should on its own initiative en- 
force quarantine regulations which are in effect a restriction 
upon interstate and international commerce. The question 
should properly be assumed by the Government alone. The 
Surgeon-General of the National Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service has repeatedly and convincingly set forth the 
need for such legislation. 

EXTRAVAGANCE IN PRINTING. 

I call your attention to the great extravagance in printing and 
binding Government publications, and especially to the fact that 
altogether too many of these publications are printed. There 
is a constant tendency to increase their number and their volume. 
It is an understatement to say that no appreciable harm would 
be caused by, and substantial benefit would accrue from, de- 
creasing the amount of printing now done by at least one-half. 
Probably the great majority of the Government reports and the 
like now printed are never read at all, and furthermore the print- 
ing of much of the material contained in many of the remaining 
ones seryes no useful purpose whatever. 


CURRENCY. 


The attention of the Congress should be especially given to 
the currency question, and that the standing committees on the 
matter in the two Houses charged with the duty, take up the 
matter of our currency and see whether it is not possible to se- 
cure an agreement in the business world for bettering the sys- 
tem; the committees should consider the question of the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks and the problem of securing in our 
currency such elasticity as is consistent with safety. Every 
silver dollar should be made by law redeemable in gold at the 
option of thé holder. 

MERCHANT MARINE. 

I especially commend to your immediate attention the encour- 

agement of our merchant marine by appropriate legislation. 
ORIENTAL MARKETS. 

The growing importance of the Orient as a field for American 
exports drew from my predecessor, President McKinley, an ur- 
gent request for its special consideration by the Congress. In 
his message of 1898 he stated: 

“In this relation, as showing the peculiar volume and valué 
of our trade with China and the peculiarly favorable conditions 
which exist for their expansion in the normal course of trade, I 
refer to the communication addressed to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives by the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the 14th of last June, with its accompanying letter of the Secre- 
tary of State, recommending an appropriation for a commission 
to study the industrial and commercial conditions in the Chinese 
Empire and to report as to the opportunities for and the ob- 
stacles to the enlargement of markets in China for the raw 
products and manufactures of the United States. Action was 
not taken thereon during the last session. I cordially urge that 
the recommendation receive at your hands the consideration 
which its importance and timeliness merit.” 

In his annual message of 1899 he again called attention to this 
recommendation, quoting it, and stated further: 

“I now renew this recommendation, as the importance of the 
subject has steadily grown since it was first submitted to you, 
and no time should be lost in studying for ourselves ‘the re- 
sources of this great field for American trade and enterprise.” 

The importance of securing proper information and data with 
a view to the enlargement of our trade with Asia is undimin- 
ished. Our consular representatives in China have strongly 
urged a place for permanent display of American products in 
some prominent trade center of that Empire, under Government 
control and management, as an effective means of advancing our 
export trade therein. I call the attention of the Congress to the 
desirability of carrying out these suggestions. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. 

In dealing with the questions of immigration and naturaliza- 
tion it is indispensable to keep certain facts ever before the 
minds of those who share in enacting the laws. First and fore- 
most, Jet us remember that the question of being a good Ameri- 
can has nothing whatever to do with a man’s birthplace any 
more than it has to do with his creed. In every generation 
from the time this Government was founded men of foreign 
birth have stood in the very foremost rank of good citizenship, 
and that not merely in one but in every field of American ac- 
tivity; while to try to draw a distinction between the man whose 
parents came to this country and the man whose ancestors came 
to it several generations back is a mere absurdity. Good Amer- 
icanism is a matter of heart, of conscience, of lofty aspiration, 
of sound common sense, but not of birthplace or of creed. The 
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medal of honor, the highest prize to be won by those who serve in 
the Army and the Navy of the United States decorates men born 
here, and it also decorates men born in Great Britain and Ire- 
land, in Germany, in Scandinavia, in France, and doubtless in 
other countries also. In the field of statesmanship, in the field 
of business, in the field of philanthropic endeavor, it is equally 
true that among the men of whom we are most proud as Ameri- 
cans no distinction whatever can be drawn between those who 
themselves or whose parents came over in sailing ship or 
steamer from across the water and those whose ancestors 
stepped ashore into the wooded wilderness at Plymouth or at 
the mouth of the Hudson, the Delaware, or the James nearly 
three centuries ago. No fellow-citizen of ours is entitled to any 
peculiar regard because of the way in which he worships his 
Maker, or because of the birthplace of himself or his parents, 
nor should he be in any way discriminated against therefor, 
Each must stand on his worth as a man and each is entitled to 
be judged solely thereby. : 

There is no danger of having too many immigrants of the 
right kind. It makes no difference from what country they 
come. If they are sound in body and in mind, and, above all, if 
they are of good character, so that we can rest assured that their 
children and grandchildren will be worthy fellow-citizens of 
our children and grandchildren, then we should welcome them 
with cordial hospitality. 

But the citizenship of this country should not be debased. It 
is vital-that we should keep high the standard of well-being 
among our wage-workers, and therefore we should not admit 
masses of men whose standards of living and whose personal 
customs and habits are such that they tend to lower the level 
of the American wage-worker; and above all we should not ad- 
mit any man of an unworthy type, any man concerning whom 
we can say that he will himself be a bad citizen, or that his 
children and grandchildren will detract from instead of adding 
to the sum of the good citizenship of the country. Similarly we 
should take the greatest care about naturalization. Fraudulent 
naturalization, the naturalization of improper persons, is a 
curse to our Government; and it is the affair of every honest 
voter, wherever born, to see that no fraudulent voting is allowed, 
that no fraud in connection with naturalization is permitted. 

In the past year the cases of false, fraudulent, and improper 
naturalization of aliens coming to the attention of the execu- 
tive branches of the Government have increased to an alarming 
degree. Extensive sales of forged certificates of naturalization 
have been discovered, as well as many cases of naturalization 
secured by perjury and fraud; and in addition, instances have 
accumulated showing that many courts issue certificates of 
naturalization carelessly and upon insufficient evidence. 

Under the Constitution it is in the power of the Congress “ to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization,” and numerous laws 
have from time to time been enacted for that purpose, which 
have been supplemented in a few States by State laws having 
special application. The Federal statutes permit naturaliza- 
tion by any court of record in the United States having common- 
law jurisdiction and a seal and clerk, except the police court of 
the District of Columbia, and nearly all these courts exercise 
this important function. It results that where so many courts 
of such varying grades have jurisdiction, there is lack of uni- 
formity in the rules applied in conferring naturalization. Some 
courts are strict and others lax. An alien who may secure 
naturalization in one place might be denied it in another, 
and the intent of the constitutional provision is in fact defeated. 
Furthermore, the certificates of naturalization issued by the 
courts differ widely in wording and appearance, and when they 
are brought into use in foreign countries, are frequently subject 
to suspicion. i 

NATURALIZATION LAWS SHOULD BE REVISED, 

There should be a comprehensiye revision of the naturaliza- 
tion laws. The courts having power to naturalize should be 
definitely named by national authority; the testimony upon 
which naturalization may be conferred should be definitely pre- 
scribed; publication of impending naturalization applications 
should be required in advance of their hearing in court; the 
form and wording of all certificates issued should be uniform 
throughout the country, and the courts should be required to 
make returns to the Secretary of State at stated periods of all 
naturalizations conferred. 

LAWS CONCERNING CITIZENSHIP, 

Not only are the laws relating to naturalization now defect- 
ive, but those relating to citizenship of the United States ought 
also to be made the subject of scientific inquiry with a view to 
probable further legislation. By what acts expatriation may 
be assumed to have been accomplished, how long an American 
citizen may reside abroad and receive the protection of our pass- 
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port, whether any degree of protection should be extended to 
one who has made the declaration of intention to become a citi- 
zen of the United States but has not secured naturalization, are 
questions of serious import, involving personal rights and often 
producing friction between this Government and foreign gov- 
ernments. Yet upon these questions our laws are silent. I 
recommend that an examination be made into the subjects of 
citizenship, expatriation, and protection of Americans abroad, 
with a view to appropriate legislation. 


PROTECTION OF ELECTIONS, 


The power of the Government to protect the integrity of the 
élections of its own officials is inherent and has been recognized 
and affirmed by repeated declarations of the Supreme Court. 
There is no enemy of free government more dangerous and none 
so insidious as the corruption of the electorate. No one defends 
or excuses corruption, and it would seem to follow that none 
would oppose vigorous measures to eradicate it. I recommend 
the enactment of a law directed against bribery and corruption 
in Federal elections. The details of such a law may be safely 
left to the wise discretion of the Congress, but it should go as 
far as under the Constitution it is possible to go, and should in- 
clude severe penalties against him who gives or receives a bribe 
intended to influence his act or opinion as an elector; and pro- 
visions for the publication not only of the expenditures for 
nominations and elections of all candidates but also of all contri- 
butions received and expenditures made by political committees. 

-< DELAYS IN CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 

No subject is better worthy the attention of the Congress than 
that portion of the report of the Attorney-General dealing with 
the long delays and the great obstruction to justice experienced . 
in the cases of Beavers, Green and Gaynor, and Benson. Were 
these isolated and special cases, I should not call your attention 
to them; but the difficulties encountered as regards these men 
who have been indicted for criminal practices are not excep- 
tional; they are precisely similar in kind to what occurs again 
and again in the case of criminals who have sufficient means to 
enable them to take advantage of a system of procedure which 
has grown up in the Federal courts and which amounts in effect 
to making the law easy of enforcement against the man who has 
no money, and difficult of enforcement, even to the point of 
sometimes securing immunity, as regards the man who has 
money. In criminal cases the writ of the United States should 
run throughout its borders. The wheels of justice should not 
be clogged, as they have been clogged in the cases above men- 
tioned, where it has proved absolutely impossible to bring the 
accused to the place appointed by the Constitution for his trial. 
Of recent years there has been grave and increasing complaint 
of the difficulty of bringing to justice those criminals whose 
criminality, instead of being against one person in the Republic, 
is against all persons in the Republic, because it is against the 
Republic itself. Under any circumstance and from the very 
nature of the case it is often exceedingly difficult to secure 
proper punishment of those who have been guilty of wrongdoing 
against the Government. By the time the offender can be 
brought into court the popular wrath against him has generally 
subsided; and there is in most instances very slight danger in- 
deed of any prejudice existing in the minds of the jury against 
him. At present the interests of the innocent man are amply 
safeguarded; but the interests of the Government, that is, the 
interests of honest administration, that is the interests of the 
people, are not recognized as they should be. No subject better 
warrants the attention of the Congress. Indeed, no subject bet- 
ter warrants the attention of the bench and the bar throughout 
the United States. 

ALASKA. 

Alaska, like all our Territorial acquisitions, has proved re- 
sourceful beyond the expectations of those who made the pur- 
chase. It has become the home of many hardy, industrious, 
and thrifty American citizens. Towns of a permanent charac- 
ter have been built. The extent of its wealth in minerals, 
timber, fisheries, and agriculture, while great, is probably not 
comprehended yet in any just measure by our people. We do 
know, however, that from a very small beginning its products 
have grown until they are a steady and material contribution 
to the wealth of the nation. Owing to the immensity of Alaska 
and its location in the far north, it is a difficult matter to pro- 
vide many things essential to its growth and to the happiness 
and comfort of its people by private enterprise alone. It 
should, therefore, receive reasonable aid from the Government. 
The Government has already done excellent work for Alaska 
in laying cables and building telegraph lines. This work has 
been done in the most economical and efficient way by the Sig- 
nal Corps of the Army. 
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In some respects it has outgrown its present laws, while in 
others those laws have been found to be inadequate. In order 
to obtain information upon which I could rely I caused an offi- 
cial of the Department of Justice, in ‘whose judgment I have 
confidence, to visit Alaska during the past summer for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining how government is administered there and 
what legislation is actually needed at present. A statement of 
the conditions found to exist, together with some recommenda- 
tions and the reasons therefor, in which I strongly concur, will 
be found in the annual report of the Attorney-General. In 
some instances I feel that the legislation suggested is so im- 
peratively needed that I am moved briefly to emphasize the 
Attorney-General's proposals. 

Under the Code of Alaska as it now stands many purely ad- 
ministrative powers and duties, including by far the most 
important, devolve upon the district judges or upon the clerks 
of the district court acting under the direction of the judges, 
while the governor, upon whom these powers and duties should 
logically fall, has nothing specific to do except to make annual 
reports, issue Thanksgiving Day proclamations, and appoint 
Indian policemen and notaries public. I believe it essential to 
good government in Alaska, and therefore recommend, that the 
Congress divest the district judges and the clerks of their courts 
of the administrative or executive functions that they now 
exercise and cast them upon the governor. This would not be an 
innovation; it would simply conform the government of Alaska 
to fundamental principles, making the governorship a real in- 
stead of a merely nominal office, and leaving the judges free to 
give their entire attention to their judicial duties and at the 
same time removing them from a great deal of the strife that 
now embarrasses the judicial office in Alaska. F 

I also recommend that the salaries of the district judges and 
district attorneys in Alaska be increased so as to make them 
equal to those received by corresponding officers in the United 
States after deducting the difference in the cost of living; that 
the, district attorneys should be prohibited from engaging in 
private practice; that United States commissioners be ap- 
pointed by the governor of the Territory instead of by the dis- 
trict judges, and that a fixed salary be provided for them to 
take the place of the discredited “ fee system,” which should be 
abolished in all offices; that a mounted constabulary be created 
to police the territory outside the limits of incorporated towns— 
a vast section now wholly without police protection; and that 
some provision be made to at least lessen the oppressive delays 
and costs that now attend the prosecution of appeals from the 
district court of Alaska. There should be a division of the ex- 
isting judicial districts, and an increase in the number of judges. 

Alaska should have a Delegate in the Congress. Where possi- 
ble, the Congress should aid in the construction of needed wagon 
roads. Additional light-houses should be provided. In my 
judgment, it is especially important to aid in such manner as 
seems just and feasible in the construction of a trunk line of 
railway to connect the Gulf of Alaska with the Yukon River 
through American territory. This would be most beneficial to 
the development of the resources of the Territory, and to the 
comfort and welfare of its people. 

Salmon hatcheries should be established in many different 
streams, so as to secure the preservation of this valuable food 
fish. Salmon fisheries and canneries should be prohibited on 
certain of the rivers where the mass of those Indians dwell who 
live almost exclusively on fish. 

The Alaskan natives are kindly, intelligent, anxious to learn, 
and willing to work. Those who have come under the influ- 
ence of civilization, even for a limited period, have proved their 
capability of becoming self-supporting, self-respecting citizens, 
and ask only for the just enforcement of law and intelligent in- 
struction and supervision. Others, living in more remote re- 
gions, primitive, simple hunters and fisher folk, who know only 
the life of the woods and the waters, are daily being confronted 
with twentieth-century civilization with all of its complexities. 
Their country is being overrun by strangers, the game slaugh- 
tered and driven away, the streams depleted of fish, and hith- 
erto unknown and fatal diseases brought to them, all of which 
combine to produce à state of abject poverty and want which 
must result in their extinction. Action in their interest is de- 
manded by every consideration of justice and humanity. 

The needs of these people are: 

The abolition of the present fee system, whereby the native 
Is degraded, imposed upon, and taught the injustice of law. 

The establishment of hospitals at central points, so that con- 
tagious diseases that are brought to them continually by incom- 
ing whites may be localized and not allowed to become epidemic, 
to spread death and destitution over great areas. 

The development of the educational system in the form of 
practical training in such industries as will assure the Indians 


self-support under the changed conditions in which they will 
have to live. 

The duties of the office of the governor should be extended to 
include the supervision of Indian affairs, with necessary assist- 
ants in different districts. He should be provided with the 
means and the power to protect and advise the native people, 
to furnish medical treatment in time of epidemics, and to ex- 
nt material relief in periods of famine and extreme destitu- 

on. 

HAWAII AND PORTO RICO, 


The Alaskan natives should be given the right to acquire, 
hold, and dispose of property upon the same conditions as given 
other inhabitants; and the privilege of citizenship should be 
given to such as may be able to meet certain definite require- 
ments. In Hawaii Congress should give the governor power to 
remove all the officials appointed under him. The harbor of 
Honolulu should be dredged. The Marine-Hospital Service 
should be empowered to study leprosy in the islands. I ask 
special consideration for the report and recommendations of the 
governor of Porto Rico. 

FOREIGN POLICY, 


In treating of our foreign policy and of the attitude that this 
great Nation should assume in the world at large, it is abso- 
lutely necessary to consider the Army and the Navy, and the 
Congress, through which the thought of the Nation finds its ex- 
pression, should keep ever vividly in mind the fundamental fact 
that it is impossible to treat our foreign policy, whether this 
policy takes shape in the effort to secure justice for others or 
justice for ourselves, save as conditioned upon the attitude we 
are willing to take toward our Army, and especially toward our 
Navy. It is not merely unwise, it is contemptible, for a nation, 
as for an individual, to use high-sounding language to proclaim 
its purposes, or to take positions which are ridiculous if unsup- 
ported by potential force, and then to refuse to provide this 
force. If there is no intention of providing and of keeping the 
force necessary to back up a strong attitude, then it is far 
better not to assume such an attitude. 

The steady aim of this Nation, as of all enlightened nations, 
should be to strive to bring ever nearer the day when there 
shall preyail throughout the world the peace of justice. There 
are kinds of peace which are highly undersirable, which are in 
the long run as destructive as any war. Tyrants and oppress- 
ors have many times made a wilderness and called it peace. 
Many times peoples who were slothful or timid or shortsighted, 
who had been enervated by ease or by luxury, or misled by, 
false teachings, haye shrunk in unmanly fashion from doing 
duty that was stern and that needed self-sacrifice, and have 
sought to hide from their own minds their shortcomings, their 
ignoble motives, by calling them love of peace. The peace of 
tyrannous terror, the peace of craven weakness, the peace of 
injustice, all these should be shunned as we shun unrighteous 
war. The goal to set before us as a nation, the goal which 
should be set before all mankind, is the attainment of the peace 
of justice, of the peace which comes when each nation is not 
merely safe-guarded in its own rights, but scrupulously recog- 
nizes and performs its duty toward others. Generally peace 
tells for righteousness; but if there is conflict between the two, 
then our fealty is due first to the cause of righteousness. Un- 
righteous wars are common, and unrighteous peace is rare; but 
both should be shunned. The right of freedom and the re- 
sponsibility for the exercise of that right can not be divorced. 
One of our great poets has well and finely said that freedom is 
not a gift that tarries long in the hands of cowards. Neither 
does it tarry long in the hands of those too slothful, too dis- 
honest, or too unintelligent to exercise it. The eternal vigi- 
lance which is the price of liberty must be exercised, some- 
times to guard against outside foes; although of course far 
more often to guard against our own selfish or thoughtless 
shortcomings. 

If these self-evident truths are kept before us, and only if 
they are so kept before us, we shall have a clear idea of what 
our foreign policy in its larger aspects should be. It is our duty, 
to remember that a nation has no more right to do injustice to 
another nation, strong or weak, than an individual has to do 
injustice to another individual; that the same moral law ap- 
plies in one case as in the other. But we must also remember 
that it is as much the duty of the Nation to guard its own rights 
and its own interests as it is the duty of the individual so to 
do. Within the Nation the individual has now delegated this 
right to the State, that is, to the representative of all the indi- 
viduals, and it is a maxim of the law that for every wrong there 
is a remedy. But in international law we have not advanced 
by any means as far as we have advanced in municipal law. 
There is as yet no judicial way of enforcing a right in inter- 
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national law. When one nation wrongs another or wrongs many 
others, there is no tribunal before which the wrongdoer can be 
brought. Either it is necessary supinely to acquiesce in the 
wrong, and thus put a premium upon brutality and aggression, 
or else it is necessary for the aggrieved nation valiantly to 
stand up for its rights. Until some method is devised by which 
there shall be a degree of international control over offending 
nations, it would be a wicked thing for the most civilized pow- 
ers, for those with most sense of international obligations and 
with keenest and most generous appreciation of the difference 
between right and wrong, to disarm. If the great civilized na- 
tions of the present day should completely disarm, the result 
would mean an immediate recrudescence of barbarism in one 
form or another. Under any circumstances a sufficient arma- 
ment would have to be kept up to serve the purposes of inter- 
national police; and until international cohesion and the sense 
of international duties and rights are far more advanced than 
at present, a nation desirous both of securing respect for itself 
and of doing good to others must have a force adequate for the 
work which it feels is allotted to it as its part of the general 
world duty. Therefore it follows that a self-respecting, just, 
and far-seeing nation should on the one hand endeavor by every 
means to aid in the development of the various movements 
which tend to provide substitutes for war, which tend to render 
nations in their actions toward one another, and indeed toward 
their own peoples, more responsive to the general sentiment of 
humane and civilized mankind; and on the other hand that it 
should keep prepared, while scrupulously avoiding wrongdoing 
itself, to repel any wrong, and in exceptional cases to take 
action which in a more advanced stage of international rela- 
tions would come under the head of the exercise of the inter- 
national police. A great free people owes it to itself and to all 
mankind not to sink into helplessness before the powers of evil. 


ARBITRATION TREATIES—SECOND HAGUE CONFERENCE, 


We are in every way endeavoring to help on, with cordial 
good will, every movement which will tend to bring us into 
more friendly relations with the rest of mankind. In pursu- 
ance of this policy I shall shortly lay before the Senate treaties 
of arbitration with all powers which are willing to enter into 
these treaties with us. It is not possible at this period of the 
world’s development to agree to arbitrate all matters, but there 
are many matters of possible difference between us and other 
nations which can be thus arbitrated. Furthermore, at the 
request of the Interparliamentary Union, an eminent body com- 
posed of practical statesmen from all countries, I have asked 
the Powers to join with this Government in a second Hague 
conference, at which it is hoped that the work already so hap- 
pily begun at The Hague may be carried some steps further 
toward completion. This carries out the desire expressed by 
the first Hague conference itself. 


POLICY TOWARD OTHER NATIONS OF WESTERN HEMISPHERE. 


It is not true that the United States feels any land hunger or 
entertains any projects as regards the other nations of the 
Western Hemisphere save such as are for their welfare. All 
that this country desires is to see the neighboring countries sta- 
ble, orderly, and prosperous. Any country whose people con- 
duct themselves well can count upon our hearty friendship. If 
a nation shows that it knows how to act with reasonable effi- 
ciency and decency in social and political matters, if it keeps 
order and pays its obligations, it need fear no interference from 
the United States. Chronic wrongdoing, or an impotence which 
results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized society, 
may in America, as elsewhere, ultimately require intervention 
by some civilized nation, and in the Western Hemisphere the 
adherence of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may 
force the United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant cases 
of such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise of an inter- 
national police power. If every country washed by the Carib- 
bean Sea would show the progress in stable and just civiliza- 
tion which with the aid of the Platt amendment Cuba has 
shown since our troops left the island, and which so many of 
the republics in both Americas are constantly and brilliantly 
showing, all question of interference by this Nation with their 
affairs would be at an end. Our interests and those of our 
southern neighbors are in reality identical. They have great 
natural riches, and if within their borders the reign of law and 
justice obtains, prosperity is sure to come to them. While they 
thus obey the primary laws of civilized society they may rest 
assured that they will be treated by us in a spirit of cordial and 
helpful sympathy. We would interfere with them only in the 
last resort, and then only if it became evident that their ina- 
bility or unwillingness to do justice at home and abroad had 
violated the rights of the United States or had invited foreign 
aggression to the detriment of the entire body of American 


nations. It is a mere truism to say that every nation, whether 
in America or anywhere else, which desires to maintain its 
freedom, its independence, must ultimately realize that the 
right of such independence can not be separated from the 
responsibility of making good use of it. 

In asserting the Monroe Doctrine, in taking such steps as we 
have taken in regard to Cuba, Venezuela, and Panama, and in 
endeavoring to circumscribe the theater of war in the Far East, 
and to secure the open door in China, we have acted in our own 
interest as well as in the interest of humanity at large. There 
are, however, cases in which, while our own interests are not 
greatly involved, strong appeal is made to our sympathies. 
Ordinarily it is very much wiser and more useful for us to con- 
cern ourselves with striving for our own moral and material 
betterment here at home than to concern ourselves with trying 
to better the condition of things in other nations. We have plenty 
of sins of our own to war against, and under ordinary circum- 
stances we can do more for the general uplifting of humanity 
by striving with heart and soul to put a stop to civic corruption, 
to brutal lawlessness and violent race prejudices here at home 
than by passing resolutions about wrongdoing elsewhere. Ney- 
ertheless there are occasional crimes committed on so vast a 
scale and of such peculiar horror as to make us doubt whether 
it is not our manifest duty to endeavor at least to show our dis- 
approval of the deed and our sympathy with those who have 
suffered by it. The cases must be extreme in which such a 
course is justifiable. There must be no effort made to remove 
the mote from our brother’s eye if we refuse to remove the beam 
from our own. But in extreme cases action may be justifiable 
and proper. What form the action shall take must depend upon 
the circumstances of the case; that is, upon the degree of the 
atrocity and upon our power to remedy it. The cases in which 
we could interfere by force of arms as we interfered to put a 
stop to intolerable conditions in Cuba are necessarily very few. 
Yet it is not to be expected that a people like ours, which in 
spite of certain very obvious shortcomings, nevertheless as a 
whole shows by its consistent practice its belief in the principles 
of civil and religious liberty and of orderly freedom; a people 
among whom even the worst crime, like the crime of lynching, is 
never more than sporadic, so that individuals and not classes are 
molested in their fundamental rights—it is inevitable that such 
a nation should desire eagerly to give expression to its horror 
on an occasion like that of the massacre of the Jews in Kishenef, 
or when it witnesses such systematic and long-extended cruelty 
and oppression as the cruelty and oppression of which the Ar- 
menians have been the victims, and which have won for them 
the indignant pity of the civilized world. 


RIGHTS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 


Even where it is not possible to secure in other nations the 
obseryance of the principles which we accept as axiomatic, it 
is necessary for us firmly to insist upon the rights of our own 
citizens without regard to their creed or race; without regard 
to whether they were born here or born abroad. It has proved 
very difficult to secure from Russia the right for our Jewish 
fellow-citizens to receive passports and travel through Russian 
territory. Such conduct is not only unjust and irritating to- 
ward us, but it is difficult to see its wisdom from Russia’s 
standpoint. No conceivable good is accomplished by it. If an 
American Jew or an American Christian misbehaves himself in 
Russia he can at once be driven out; but the ordinary Ameri- 
can Jew, like the ordinary American Christian, would behave 
just about as he behaves here, that is, behave as any good citi- 
zen ought to behave; and where this is the case it is a wrong 
against which we are entitled to protest to refuse him his pass- 
port without regard to his conduct and character, merely on 
racial and religious grounds. In Turkey our difficulties arise 
less from the way in which our citizens are sometimes treated 
than from the indignation inevitably excited in seeing such 
fearful misrule as has been witnessed both in Armenia and 
Macedonia. 

THE NAVY. * 


The strong arm of the Government in enforeing respect for 
Its just rights in international matters is the Navy of the United 
States. I most earnestly recommend that there be no halt in 
the work of upbuilding the American Navy. There is no more 
patriotic duty before us as a people than to keep the Navy ade- 
quate to the needs of this country’s position. We have under- 
taken to build the Isthmian Canal. We have undertaken to 
secure for ourselves our just share in the trade of the Orient. 
We have undertaken to protect our citizens from improper 
treatment in foreign lands. We continue steadily to insist on 
the application of the Monroe Doctrine to the Western Hemi- 
sphere. Unless our attitude in these and all similar matters is 
to be a mere boastful sham we can not afford to abgndon our 


20 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


naval programme. Our voice is now potent for peace, and is 
so potent because we are not afraid of war. But our protesta- 
tions upon behalf of peace would neither receive nor deserve the 
slightest attention if we were impotent to make them good. 

The war which now unfortunately rages in the far East has 
emphasized in striking fashion the new possibilities of naval 
warfare. The lessons taught are both strategic and tactical, 
and are political as well as military. The experiences of the 
war have shown in conclusive fashion that while sea-going and 
sea-keeping torpedo destroyers are indispensable, and fast lightly 
armed and armored cruisers very useful, yet that the main reli- 
ance, the main standby, in any navy worthy the name must be 
the great battle ships, heavily armored and heavily gunned. Not 
a Russian or Japanese battle ship has been sunk by a torpedo 
boat, or by gunfire, while among the less protected ships, cruiser 
after cruiser has been destroyed whenever the hostile squadrons 
have gotten within range of one another’s weapons. There will 
always be a large field of usefulness for cruisers, especially of 
the more formidable type. We need to increase the number of 
torpedo-boat destroyers, paying less heed to their having a knot 
or two extra speed than to their capacity to keep the seas for 
weeks, and, if necessary, for months at a time. It is wise to 
build submarine torpedo boats, as under certain circumstances 
they might be very useful. But most of all we need to continue 
building our fleet of battle ships, or ships so powerfully armed 
that they can inflict the maximum of damage upon our opponents. 
and so well protected that they can suffer a severe hammering 
in return without fatal impairment of their ability to fight and 
maneuver. Of course ample means must be provided for en- 
abling the personnel of the Navy to be brought to the highest 
point of efficiency. Our great fighting ships and torpedo boats 
must be ceaselessly trained and maneuvered in squadrons, The 
officers and men can only learn their trade thoroughly by cease- 
less practice on the high seas. In the event of war it would 
be far better to have no ships at all than to have ships of a poor 
and ineffective type, or ships which, however good, were yet 
manned by untrained and unskillful crews. The best officers 
and men in a poor ship could do nothing against fairly good 
opponents; and on the other hand a modern war ship is useless 
unless the officers and men aboard her have become adepts in 
their duties. The marksmanship in our Navy has improved in 
an extraordinary degree during the last three years, and on the 
whole the types of our battle ships are improving; but much 
remains to be done. Sooner or later we shall have to provide 
for some method by which there will be promotions for merit 
as well as for seniority, or else retirement of all those who after 
a certain age have not advanced beyond a certain grade; while 
no effort must be spared to make the service attractive to the 
enlisted men in order that they may be kept as long as possible 
in it. Reservation public schools should be provided wherever 
there are nayy-yards. 

THE ARMY. 

Within the last three years the United States has set an ex- 
ample in disarmament where disarmament was proper. By 
law our Army is fixed at a maximum of one hundred thousand 
and a minimum of sixty thousand men. When there was insur- 
rection in the Philippines we kept the Army at the maximum. 
Peace came in the Philippines, and now our Army has been re- 
duced to the minimum at which it is possible to keep it with due 
regard to its efficiency. The guns now mounted require twenty- 
eight thousand men, if the coast fortifications are to be ade- 
quately manned. Relatively to the Nation, it is not now so 
large as the police force of New York or Chicago relatively to 
the population of either city. We need more officers; there are 
not enough to perform fhe regular army work. It is very im- 
portant that the officers of the Army should be accustomed to 
handle their men in masses, as it is also important that the 
National Guard of the several States should be accustomed to 
actual field maneuvering, especially in connection with the regu- 
lars. For this reason we are to be congratulated upon the suc- 
cess of the field maneuvers at Manassas last fall, maneuvers in 
which a-larger number of Regulars and National Guard took 
part than was ever before assembled together in time of peace. 
No other civilized nation has, relatively to its population, such 
a diminutive Army as ours; and while the Army is so small we 
are not to be excused if we fail to keep it at a very high grade 
of proficiency. It must be incessantly practiced; the standard 
for the enlisted men should be kept very high, while at the same 
time the service should be made as attractive as possible; and 
the standard for the officers should be kept even higher—which, 
as regards the upper ranks, can best be done by introducing 
some system of selection and rejection into the promotions. We 
should be able, in the event of some sudden emergency, to put 
into the field one first-class army corps, which should be, as a 
whole, at least the equal of any body of troops of like number 
belonging to any other nation. 


Great progress has been made in protecting our coasts by ade- 
quate fortifications with sufficient guns. We should, however, 
pay much more heed than at present to the development of an 
extensive system of floating mines for use in all our more im- 
portant harbors. These mines have been proved to be a most 
formidable safeguard against hostile fleets, 

MEDALS OF HONOR IN THE NAVY. 

I earnestly call the attention of the Congress to the need of 
amending the existing law relating to the award of Congres- 
sional medals of honor in the Navy so as to provide that they 
may be awarded to commissioned officers and warrant officers as 
well as to enlisted men. These justly prized medals are given 
in the Army alike to the officers and the enlisted men, and it js 
most unjust that the commissioned officers and warrant officers 
of the Navy should not in this respect have the same rights as 
their brethren in the Army and as the enlisted men of the Navy. 

THE PHILIPPINES, 

In the Philippine Islands there has been during the past year 
a continuation of the steady progress which has obtained ever 
since our troops definitely got the upper hand of the insurgents, 
The Philippine people, or, to speak more accurately, the many 
tribes, and even races, sundered from one another more or less 
sharply, who go to make up the people of the Philippine Islands, 
contain many elements of good, and some elements which we 
have a right to hope stand for progress. At present they are ut- 
terly incapable of existing in independence at all or of building 
up a civilization of their own. I firmly believe that we can help 
them to rise higher and higher in the scale of civilization and of 
capacity for self-government, and I most earnestly hope that in 
the end they will be able to stand, if not entirely alone, yet in 
some such relation to the United States as Cuba now stands, 
This end is not yet in sight, and it may be indefinitely post- 
poned if our people are foolish enough to turn-the attention of 
the Filipinos away from the problems of achieving moral and 
material prosperity, of working for a stable, orderly, and just 
government, and toward foolish and dangerous intrigues for a 
complete independence for which they are as yet totally unfit. 

On the other hand our people must keep steadily before their 
minds the fact that the justification for our stay in the Philip- 
pines must ultimately rest chiefly upon the good we are able to 
do in the islands. I do not overlook the fact that in the de- 
velopment of our interests in the Pacific Ocean and along its 
coasts, the Philippines have played and will play an important 
part, and that our interests have been served in more than one 
way by the possession of the islands. But our chief reason 
for continuing to hold them must be that we ought in good faith 
to try to do our share of the world’s work, and this particular 
piece of work has been imposed upon us by the results of the 
war with Spain. The problem presented to us in the Philip- 
pine Islands is akin to, but not exactly like, the problems pre- 
sented to the other great civilized powers which have posses- 
sions in the Orient. There are points of resemblance in our 
work to the work which is being done by the British in India 


and Egypt, by the French in Algiers, by the Dutch in Java, by 


the Russians in Turkestan, by the Japanese in Formosa; but 
more distinctly than any of these powers we are endeavoring 
to develop the natives themselves so that they shall take an 
ever-increasing share in their own government, and as far as 
is prudent we are already admitting their representatives to a 
governmental equality with our own. There are commissioners, 
judges, and governors in the islands who are Filipinos and who 
have exactly the same share in the government of the islands 
as have their colleagues who are Americans, while in the lower 
ranks, of course, the great majority of the public servants are 
Filipinos. Within two years we shall be trying the experiment 
of an elective lower house in the Philippine legilature. It may 
be that the Filipinos will misuse this legislature, and they 
certainly will misuse it if they are misled by foolish persons 
here at home into starting an agitation for their own independ- 
ence or into any factious or improper action. In such case 
they will do themselves no good and will stop for the time be- 
ing all further effort to advance them and give them a greater 
share In their own government. But if they act with wisdom 
and self-restraint, if they show that they are capable of elect- 
ing a legislature which in its turn is capable of taking a sane 
and efficient part in the actual work of government, they can 
rest assured that a full and increasing measure of recognition 
will be given them. Above all they should remember that their 
prime needs are moral and industrial, not political. It is a 


good thing to try the experiment of giving them a legislature; 
but it is a far better thing to give them schools, good roads, 
railroads which will enable them to get their products to 
market, honest courts, an honest and efficient constabulary, and 
all that tends to produce order, peace, fair dealing as between 
man and man, and habits of intelligent industry and thrift. 
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If they are saf 


eguarded against oppression, and if their real 
wants, material and spiritual, are studied intelligently and in 
a spirit of friendly sympathy, much more good will be done 
them than by any effort to give them political power, though 
in its own proper time and place be proper 


enough. 

Meanwhile our own people should remember that there is 
need for the highest standard of conduct among the Americans 
sent to the Philippine Islands, not only among the publie serv- 
ants but among the private individuals who go to them. It 
is because I feel this so deeply that in the administration of 
these islands I have positively refused to permit any discrimina- 
tion whatsoever for political reasons and have insisted that in 
choosing the public servants consideration should be paid solely 
to the worth of the men chosen and to the needs of the islands. 
There is no higher body of men in our public service than we 
haye in the Philippine Islands under Governor Wright and his 
associates. So far as possible these men should be given a free 
hand, and their suggestions should receive the hearty backing 
both of the Executive and of the Congress. There is need of a 
vigilant and disinterested support of our public servants in the 
Philippines by good citizens here in the United States. Unfortu- 
nately hitherto those of our people here at home who have spe- 
cially claimed to be the champions of the Filipinos have in 
reality been their worst enemies. This will continue to be the 
case as long as they strive to make the Filipinos independent, 
and stop all industrial development of the islands by crying out 
against the laws which would bring it on the ground that capi- 
talists must not “exploit” the islands. Such proceedings are 
not only unwise, but are most harmful to the Filipinos, who do 
not need independence at all, but who do need good laws, good 
public servants, and the industrial development that can only 
come if the investment of American and foreign capital in the 
islands is favored in all legitimate ways. 

Every measure taken concerning the islands should be taken 
primarily with a view to their advantage. We should-certainly 
give them lower tariff rates on their exports to the United 
States; if this is not done it will be a wrong to extend our ship- 
ping laws to them. I earnestly hope for the immediate enact- 
ment into law of the legislation now pending to encourage 
American capital to seek investment in the islands in railroads, 
In factories, in plantations, and in lumbering and mining. 

‘THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Warre House, December 6, 1904. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed, 
together with the accompanying papers, and lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move an executive session, but I 
am willing to waive the motion for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to 
tlear his desk, if the Senator pleases. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 12898) to create a new division in the eastern 
judicial district of the State of Missouri was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 13355) to amend the copyright laws was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of the code, acts, resolution, and journals of the legisla- 
ture of Porto Rico, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a full and complete statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Senate of public moneys remaining in his 
possession from July 1, 1903, to June 30, 1904; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the See- 
retary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete account 
of all property, including stationery, belonging to the United 
States in his possession on the 5th day of December, 1904; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from Brig. Gen. A. Mackenzie, Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, relative to operations for the new building 
for the Government Printing Office for the year ended November 


30, 1904; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the administrator of the estate of James W. Schaum- 
burg, deceased, formerly a lieutenant in the United States Army, 
making application for an appropriation to pay the amount due 
the estate decreed by the courts; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of the expenditures, etc., at the Springfield Armory, Springfield, 
Mass., and the Rock Island Arsenal, Roek Island, III.; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant 
te law, a list of all final judgments in Indian depredations ren- 
dered in favor of claimants against the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of all judgments rendered by the court for 
the year ended December 3, 1904; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL TAXATION IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report by Dr. Jacob H. Hollander on school taxation in the In- 
dian Territory; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a state- 
ment of the receipts from the sale of condemned property in his 
possession since December 7, 1903; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, giving a full and complete account of all property 
belonging to the United States in his possession December 5, 
1904; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the commission ap- 
pointed to examine certain lands in the Yosemite National 
Park and select a site for a substantial road to be built within 
that reservation. The communication will be referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservation and the Protection of Game. 
There are maps, etc., accomp: ng it. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it had better not be printed until the 
committee have looked at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is my impression. It 
will be referred to the committee without printing. 

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Public Printer on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a eom- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in each of the causes of John Dennett, Helen M. Bassett, widow 
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of F. S. Bassett, and Nicholas Brice, brother of William H. 
Brice; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
John S. Neal v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
James Bigler v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
Emory Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Brightwood, D. C., 
by Benjamin C. King, agent, and the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Washington District, Baltimore Conference, by Henry 
R. Naylor, presiding elder, v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Mary F. Pollan, administratrix of William H. Pollan, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was réferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Mary 
F. Coons, administratrix of John West; deceased, v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Charles W. Adams v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of C. A. 
Russell, administratrix of the estate of B. B. Neville, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Mar- 
garet J. Parks v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Charlton B. Tucker, administrator of J. W. Tucker, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Lewis Cass Smith, for himself and as administrator of the 
estate of Elisha G. Abbott and Zarelda E. Abbott, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the motion is put, I will ask the 
Senator from Iowa if he will not withdraw it for a moment 
that I may make a partial report from the Merchant Marine 
Commission. The law requires the commission to make report 
on the first day of the session, but the commission desire a 
little additional time, and the matter ought to be disposed of 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield for that purpose, but will insist 
on my motion after the Senator from New Hampshire gets 
through. 

Mr. GAULINGER. Mr. President, under a statute approved 


on the 28th day of April last a commission was created known 
as the Merchant Marine Commission; and one provision of the 
law is that the commission shall report on the first day of the 
present session. 

The commission, Mr. President, took up its work on the 23d 
day of May and held sessions consecutively in the cities of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, Detroit, Cleve- 
land, Milwaukee, Seattle, Tacoma, Portland (Oreg.), San Fran- 
cisco, Galveston, New Orleans, Pensacola, Brunswick, Newport 
News, and Washington. In addition to those hearings the com- 
mission have been in daily session in the city of Washington for 
the past two weeks. They have been extremely diligent in the 
discharge of their duties, and have made a special effort to com- 
plete the work that was given into their care, so as to be able to 
report at the time the statute required them to do so. 

It is found, however, that a little additional time will be 
required, and I now desire, Mr. President, to make this partial 
report, submitting two volumes of testimony, which I shall ask 
to have lie on the table without printing, for the reason that 
there will be an additional volume, and to make request that the 
time when the formal written report shall be presented be ex- 
tended to a date not later than the 5th day of January, 1905, at 
which time, also, a bill or bills will probably be reported from 
the commission. 

I will state that the House of Representatives has granted a 
similar request, and it is very important that we should have 
these few additional days in which to complete our work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, having made a partial report, asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time for completing the report be extended until 
the 5th of January. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and that order is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fourteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 
o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, December 7, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 6, 1904. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Paul Morton, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Navy of the 
United States, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, yice William H. Moody, appointed Attor- 
ney-General. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


1. Lieut. Charles M. Fahs to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 5th day of May, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John N. Jordan, deceased. 

2. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas L. Johnston to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 5th day of May, 1904, vice Lieut, 
Charles M. Fahs, promoted. 

3. Capt. William M. Folger to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the ist day of June, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Mortimer L. 
Johnson, retired. 

4. Commander Gottfried Blocklinger to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of June, 1904, vice Capt. William M. 
Folger, promoted. 

5. Lieut. Commander Moses L. Wood to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of June, 1904, vice Commander Gott- 
fried Blocklinger, promoted. 

6. Lieut. Charles P. Plunkett to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 1st day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Commander 
Moses L. Wood, promoted. 

7. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Yancey S. Williams to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the ist day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Charles P. Plunkett, promoted. 

8. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward T. Constien to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 13th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Hilary Williams, suspended. 

9. Lieut. Commander Robert M. Doyle to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of June, 1904, vice Commander Wil- 
liam H. Nauman, deceased. 

10. Lieut. Humes H. Whittlesey to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 16th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Robert M. Doyle, promoted. 

11. Lieut. (Junior Grade) George T. Pettengill to be a lieuten- 
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ant in the Navy, from the 16th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Humes H. Whittlesey, promoted. 

12. Capt. Francis W. Dickins to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the 17th day of June, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral John 
J. Read, retired. 

18. Commander Perry Garst to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 17th day of June, 1904, vice Capt. Francis W. Dickins, 
promoted. 

14. Lieut. Commander George M. Stoney to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 17th day of June, 1904, vice Commander 
Perry Garst, promoted. 

15. Lieut. Albert C. Dieffenbach to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 17th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander George M. Stoney, promoted. 

16. Lieut. (Junior Grade) George C. Sweet to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 21st day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Charles 
L. Poor, resigned. 

17. Lieut. Commander Frederick W. Coffin to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Fidelio S. Carter, retired after being due for promotion. 

18. Lieut. Theodore C. Fenton to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Frederick W. Coffin, promoted. 

19. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Franck T. Evans to be a lieutenant 
In the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1904, vice Lieut. Theo- 
dore C. Fenton, promoted. 

20. Ensign Henry B. Soule to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
In the Navy, from the 30th day of July, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

21. Ensign Francis Martin to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of July, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

22. Warrant Machinist Francis D. Burns, 

23. Warrant Machinist Charles W. Densmore, 

24, Gunner David Lyons, 

25. Gunner Owen Hill, 

26. Gunner Joseph F. Daniels, 

27. Gunner Clarence S. Vanderbeck. 

28. Gunner Walter E. Whitehead, 

29. Gunner Gaston D. Johnstone, and 

30. Gunner Frank Rorschach 
to be ensigns in the Navy. 

31. Capt. George F. F. Wilde to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 6th day of August, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Philip H. 
Cooper, retired. 

32. Commander Arthur B. Speyers to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 6th day of August, 1904, vice Capt. George F. F. 
Wilde, promoted. 

33. Lieut. Commander Wythe M. Parks to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of August, 1904, vice Commander 
Arthur B. Speyers, promoted. 

34. Lieut. Volney O. Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Wythe M. Parks, promoted. 

35. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Babcock to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 6th day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. Vol- 
ney O. Chase, promoted. 

36. Capt. Charles H. Davis to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral John C. 
Watson, retired. 

37. Commander Ebenezer S. Prime to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Capt. Charles H. 
Davis, promoted. 

88. Lieut. Commander Frank H. Bailey to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Commander 
Ebenezer S. Prime, promoted. 

39. Lieut. Commander Harry M. Hodges to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Com- 
mander Frank H. Bailey, an additional number in grade. 

40. Lieut. Patrick W. Hourigan to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander Frank H. Bailey, promoted. 

41. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John S. Graham to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Patrick W. Hourigan, promoted. 

42. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter G. Roper to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. 
George R. Slocum, promoted. 

43. Lieut. Commander William B. Caperton to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 31st day of August, 1904, vice Commander 
James H. Perry, retired. 

44. Lieut. William G. Miller to be a lientenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 3ist day of August, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William B. Caperton, promoted. 

45. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Herbert G. Sparrow to be a 


lieutenant in the Navy, from the 3ist day of August, 1904, vice 
Lieut. William G. Miller, promoted. 

46, Capt. Charles J. Train to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Merrill 
Miller, retired. 

47. Commander William P. Potter to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Capt. Charles 
J. Train, promoted. 

48. Commander Nathan E. Niles to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Capt. William P. 
Potter, an additional number in grade. 

49. Lieut. Commander James T. Smith to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Commander 
William P. Potter, promoted. 

50. Lieut. John P. McGuinness to be a lientenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander George S. Willits, promoted. 

51. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Allen Buchanan to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
George W. Kline, promoted. 

52. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Nelson to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
John P. McGuinness, promoted. 

53. Commander Newton E. Mason to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Capt. John B. Briggs, 
an additional number in grade. 

54. Commander Thomas H. Stevens to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Capt. Newton 
E. Mason, an additional number in grade. 

55. Lieut. Commander Walter F. Worthington to be a com- 
mander in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice 
Commander Giles B. Harber, promoted. 

56. Lieut. Commander William N. Little to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Com- 
mander John B. Briggs, promoted. 

57. Lieut. Commander Frank H. Eldridge to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Com- 
mander Thomas H. Stevens, promoted. 

58. Lieut. Joseph Strauss to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Walter F. Worthington, promoted. 

59. Lieut. Charles S. Stanworth to be a lleutenant Commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander William N. Little, promoted. 

60. Lieut. Robert L. Russell to be a lieutenant- commander in 
the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander Theodore F. Burgdorff, promoted. 

61. Lieut. Harrison A. Bispham to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander Frank H. Eldridge, promoted. 

62. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward B. Fenner to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice 
Lieut. Joseph Strauss, promoted. 

63. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Victor A. Kimberly to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice 
Lieut. Robert L. Russell, promoted. 

64. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Paul B. Dungan to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Harrison A. Bispham, promoted. 

65. Capt. George W. Pigman to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 3d day of October, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Frederick 
Rodgers, retired. 

66. Commander Charles P. Perkins to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 3d day of October, 1904, vice Capt. George W. 
Pigman, promoted. 

67. Lieut. Commander Henry C. Gearing to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 3d day of October, 1904, vice Commander 
Charles P. Perkins, promoted. 

68. Lieut. Armistead Rust to be a leutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of October, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Henry C. Gearing, promoted. 

69. Capt. George A. Converse to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral 
William C. Wise, retired. 

70. Commander Charles G. Bowman to a captain in the Navy, 
from the 8th day of November, 1904, vice Capt. George A. Con- 
verse, promoted. 

71. Lieut. George R. Evans to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Sth. day of November, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Templin M. Potts, promoted. 

72. Lieut. Edward W. Eberle to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 23d day of November, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William H. Allen, promoted. 

73. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry E. Lackey tc be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 28d day of Noy ember, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Edward W. Eberle, promoted. > 
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CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 


Evan W. Scott, a citizen of Ohio, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy, from the 31st day of August, 1904, to fill a vacancy exist- 


gunners in the Navy, from the 20th day of July, 1904, upon the 
completion of six years’ service, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 1904. 


ing in that grade on that date. 
ASSISTANT CIVIL ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 


Frederick H. Cooke and Clinton D. Thurber, citizens of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania, respectively, to be assistant civil engineers 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1904, to fill vacancies 
existing in that grade on that date. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Assistant naval constructors to be naval constructors in the 
Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1904, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date. 

Holden W. Evans, 

William P. Robert, 

Thomas G. Roberts, and 

Lawrence S. Adams. 


Ensigns to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, from 
the 21st day of October, 1904, to fill vacancies existing in that 
grade on that date. 

Isaac I. Yates, 

George C. Westervelt, 
Charles W. Fisher, 
Holden C. Richardson, - 
John H. Walsh, 
Edward C. Hamner, and 
Emory S. Land. 

Assistant surgeons to be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy. 

Allen E. Peck, from March 27, 1904; 

Charles G. Smith, from April 12, 1904; 

John H. Iden, from May 4, 1904; 

William Seaman, from May 18, 1904; 

Royall R. Richardson, from May 18, 1904; 
Frederick A. Asserson, from May 18, 1904; 

Alfred W. Balch, from June 22, 1904, and 
Archibald M. Fauntleroy, from September 28, 1904. 


To be assistant surgeons in the Navy. 


William D. Owens, a citizen of the District of Columbia, fro 
May 17, 1904; > 

William A. Angwin, a citizen of California, from June 2, 1904; 

Owen J. Mink, a citizen of Illinois, from June 7, 1904; . 

Frederick E. Porter, a citizen of Tennessee, from June 7, 
1904; 

Norman T. McLean, a citizen of Massachusetts, from June 
28, 1904; 

Cary T. Grayson and Wrey G. Farwell, citizens of Virginia 
and New York, repectively, from June 28, 1904; 

David C. Cather, a citizen of Virginia, from July 9, 1904; 

William N. McDonnell, a citizen of Minnesota, from Septem- 
ber 19, 1904; 

Harold W. Smith, Addison B. Clifford, and Clarence P. Strite, 
citizens of Massachusetts, Michigan, and Maryland, respectively, 
from September 27, 1904; 

Howson W. Cole, jr., a citizen of Virginia, from October 5, 
1904; 

Eugene A. Vickery, a citizen of Massachusetts, from October 
11, 1904; 

Milton E. Lando, a citizen of California, from October 26, 
1904, and 

Hugh T. Nelson, a citizen of Virginia, from November 14, 1904. 


Gunners to be chief gunners in the Navy, from the 27th day of 
April, 1904. 

Leonard J. G. Kuhlwein, 

William A. Cable, 

Franklin T. Applegate, 

Allan S. Mackenzie, 

Otto Fries, 

Theodore B. Watson, and 

Thomas J. Shuttleworth. 

Gunner Jolm H. Lohman to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of June, 1904, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunners George Charrette and Simon Jacobs to be chief gun- 
ners in the Navy, from the 15th day of June, 1904, upon the 
completion of six years’ service, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Hans Johnsen to be a chief gunner in the Navy, from 
the 27th day of June, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

. Gunners Samuel Chiles and George W. Phillips to be chief 


Carpenters to be chief carpenters in the Navy, from the 27th 
day of April, 1904. 
Otto Barth, 


George Helms, 

George J. Shaw, 

Francis J. Harte, ‘ 

John T. S. Miller, i 

William P. Harding, 

William J. Wren, 

Frank Johnson, 

Timothy E. Kiley, 

Charles S. Taylor, 

James T. Haley, 

William Boone, 

John H. Gill, 

Joseph A. Barton, 

Charles Thompson, 

John P. Yates, and 

Frank H. Preble. 

Carpenter Clarence L. Bennett to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy, from the 24th day of May, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. ) 

Carpenter Thomas C. Cooney to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy, from thè 27th day of June, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Carpenter Franz A. Itrich to be a chief carpenter in the Navy, 
from the 29th day of September, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. . 

To be chief boatswains in the Navy. 


Boatswain William Brooks to be a chief boatswain in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, he having completed six years’ 
service in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Francis E. Larkin, 

James Dowling, 

John F. Brooks, 

Samuel W. Gardner, 

James W. Angus, 

John J. Holden, 

Phillip Mullen, 

Allen Whipkey, 

Harry R. Brayton, 

Patrick Deery, 

John J. Rochfort, 

Patrick J. Kane, 

August Ohmsen, 

George B. Moncrief, 

Hugh J. Duffy, 

Edward J. Norcott, 

Timothy Sullivan, from June 2, 1904; 

John E. Murphy, from June 15, 1904; 

Emil H. Eycke, from June 23, 1904; 

Albert F. Benzon, from July 13, 1904; 

Eugene M. Isaac, from July 16, 1904; 

Andrew Anderson, from August 1, 1904; 

Peter E. Radcliffe, from September 1, 1904; and 

August Rettig, from September 1, 1904. 

To be paymasters in the Navy. 

P. A. Paymaster Thomas De F. Harris to be a paymaster in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of August, 1904, vice P. A. Pay- 
master Athur H. Cathcart, resigned, after being due for promo- 
tion. 

P. A. Paymaster John F. Hatch to be a paymaster in the 
Navy, from the 18th day of October, 1904, vice Paymaster Philip 
V. Mohun, retired. 

To be assistant paymasters in the Navy. 

Raymond B. Westlake, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 2d day of May, 1904, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Gordon A. Helmicks, a citizen of Wisconsin; 

John M. Hancock, a citizen of North Dakota; 

Graham M. Adee, a citizen of the District of Columbia; 

Charles N. Wrenshall, a citizen of North Carolina; and 

George R. Crapo, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Thom Williamson and William N. Hughes, citizens of Con- 
necticut and Kentucky, respectively, to be assistant paymasters 
in the Navy, from the 12th day of September, 1904, to fill vya- 
cuncies existing in that grade on that date. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Richard B. Creecy to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps, from the 4th day of June, 1904, vice First 
Lieut. Harold Colyocoresses, retired. : 

Lieut. Col. Otway C. Berryman to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 4th day of June, 1904, vice Col. James Forney, 
retired. 

Maj. Harry K. White to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 4th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Col. Otway C. 
Berryman, promoted. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Joseph A. Rossell, a citizen of Delaware; 

Clayton B. Vogel, a citizen of Pennsylvania; 

Edward H. Conger, a citizen of Iowa, and 

Jeter R. Horton, a citizen of South Carolina. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 

William H. Moody, of Massachusetts, lately Secretary of the 
Navy, to be Attorney-General of the United States, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Philander C. Knox, resigned. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 


William M. Lanning, of New Jersey, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the district of New Jersey, to which position he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Andrew 
Kirkpatrick, deceased. 

Royal A. Gunnison, of New York, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, division No. 1, to which position 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Mel- 
ville C. Brown, term expired. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


- Edward A. Mann, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, to which po- 
sition he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, un- 
der the provisions of the act approved April 28, 1904. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Henry M. Hoyt, of California, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Alaska, and assign him to division No. 2, to 
which position he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Melvin Grigsby, resigned. 

Norman M. Ruick, of Idaho, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Idaho, to which position he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice R. V. Cozier, deceased. 

MARSHALS. 


George F. White, of Georgia, to be United States marshal for 
the southern district of Georgia, to which position he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John M. 
Barnes, removed. 

Robert Grimmon, of Neyada, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Nevada, to which position he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice J. F. Emmitt, deceased. 

SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Victor H. Metcalf, of California, to be Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor of the United States, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice George B. Cortelyou, 
resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, in place of Robert M. Wallace, deceased. Mr. Crum is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


P. A. Surg. Alexander Condee Smith, of New York, to be a 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from October 21, 1904, in 
place of George Purviance, deceased. 

Asst. Surg. Donald H. Currie, of Missouri, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 28, 1904. 
Mr. Currie is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Carroll Fox, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 
Mr. Fox is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew Kemp Gwyn, of Maryland, to be a 
passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States, to rank as such from 


August 8, 1904. Mr. Gwyn is now serving under a temporary. 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph Goldberger, of Pennsylvania, to te a 
passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
July 27, 1904. Mr. Goldberger is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. John M. Holt, of New York, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. Mr. 
Holt is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. William A. Korn, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 
Mr. Korn is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Dunlop Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from June 4, 1904. 
Mr. Moore is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas B. McClintic, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 28, 
1904. Mr. McClintic is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Carl Ramus, of Illinois, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from March 11, 1904. Mr. 
Ramus is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Halstead A. Stansfield, of California, to be a 
passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States, to rank as such from June 4, 
1904. Mr. Stansfield is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Frederick E. Trotter, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 
1904. Mr. Trotter is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Charles William Vogel, of Maryland, to be a 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 
Mr. Vogel is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. John W. Amesse, of Michigan, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from November 28, 
1904. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph W. Schereschewsky, of Massachusetts, to 
be a passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine- 
Hopital Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
November 4, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Clarence W. Wille, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from November 25, 
1904. 

Asst. Surg. Robert L. Wilson, of Texas, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, to rank as such from December 1, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First. Lieut. John C. Cantwell to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from Oc- 
tober 11, 1904, to succeed Walstein A. Failing, retired. Mr. 
Cantwell is serving under a temporary commission issued during 
the recess of the Senate. 

First. Lieut. John C. Moore to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed W. C. De Hart, 
retired. Mr. Moore is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First. Lieut. Horace B. West to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from June 
20, 1904, to succeed J. A. Slamm, retired. Mr. West is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Frederick C. Billard, to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 11, 1904, to succeed John C. Cantwell, pro- 
moted. Mr. Billard is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin M. Chiswell to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from June 20, 1904, to succeed Horace B. West, promoted. 
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Mr. Chiswell is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. e 

Second Lieut. Bernard H. Camden to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from October 11, 1904, to succeed P. H. Brereton, retired. Mr. 
Camden is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Aaron L. Gamble to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed John C. 
Moore, promoted. Mr. Gamble is now serving under a tempo- 
rary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Edward S. Addison to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 11, 1904, to succeed Frederick C. Billard, 
promoted. Mr. Addison is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Eben Barker to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Frank 
B. Goudey, resigned. Mr. Barker is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Leon C. Covell to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from June 20, 1904, to succeed Benjamin M. Chiswell, promoted. 
Mr. Covell is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Franklin B. Harwood to be a second lientenant 
in the Revenue Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Colin S. Craig, promoted. Mr. Harwood is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Charles F. Howell to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Samuel P. Edmonds, promoted. Mr. Howell is now serving un- 
der a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

Third Lieut. Philip W. Lauriat to be a second lieutenant in 
the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Aaron L. Gamble, promoted. Mr. Lauriat is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. William H. Munter to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
John G. Berry, promoted. Mr. Munter is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. John L. Maher to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Wil- 
liam E. W. Hall, promoted. Mr. Maher is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. William A. O’Malley to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Oscar G. Haines, removed. Mr. O’Malley is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. William H. Shea to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from October 11, 1904, to succeed B. H. Camden, promoted. Mr. 
Shea is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Francis R. Shoemaker to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Walter W. Joynes, promoted. Mr. Shoemaker is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

George C. Alexander, of Ohio, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Wil- 
liam G. Blasdel, promoted. Mr. Alexander is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

Thaddeus G. Crapster, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed Herman H. Wolf, promoted. Mr. Crapster is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Muller S. Hay, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Walter A. Wiley, promoted. Mr. Hay is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

William T. Stromberg, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
William J. Wheeler, promoted. Mr. Stromberg is now serving 
mor a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 

ate. 

George E. Wilcox, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Eugene Blake, jr., promoted. Mr. Wilcox is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Asst. Engineer Henry F. Schoenborn to be a chief 
engineer, with the rank of first lieutenant, in the Reyenue- 


Cutter Service of the United States, to date from July 17, 1904, 
to succeed Eugenious A. Jack, retired. Mr. Schoenborn is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Second Asst. Engineer Robert B. Adams to be a first as- 
sistant engineer, with the rank of second Lieutenant, in the 
Revyenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 17, 1904, to succeed Henry F. Schoenborn, promoted. 
Mr. Adams is now serving under a temporary commission is- 
sued during the recess of the Senate. 

Clarence J. Curtiss, of New York, to be a second assistant 

engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Albert E. Bon- 
net, resigned. Mr. Curtiss is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 
Albert F. Patterson, of Washington, to be a second assistant 
engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Henry T. Pow- 
ell, promoted. Mr. Patterson is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Frederick H. Young, of New York, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
with the rank of third lieutenant, to succeed Charles S. Root, 
promoted. Mr. Young is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, lately secretary of the legation 
at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States to Santo Domingo, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

William Blumenthal, of New York, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Lisbon; Portugal, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Henry W. Shoemaker, appointed third secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, Germany. 

Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, lately second secre- 
tary of the embassy at St. Petersburg, Russia, to be secretary 
of the legation and consul-general of the United States at 
Bangkok, Siam, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Paul Nash, appointed consul at 
Venice, Italy. 

Charles Richardson, of Massachusetts, lately third secretary 
of the embassy at Berlin, Germany, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Thomas C. Dawson, appointed minister resident and consul- 
general to Santo Domingo. 

Francis G. Landon, of New York, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Henry W. Shoemaker, resigned. 

Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, lately consul at Venice, 
Italy, to be second secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Montgomery, 
Schuyler, jr., appointed secretary of the legation and consul- 
general at Bangkok, Siam. 

Frank Dyer Chester, of Massachusetts, lately consul at that 
place, to be consul-general of the United States at Budapest, 
Hungary, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate. 

Hezekiah A. Gudger, of North Carolina, lately consul-general 
at Panama, Colombia, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Panama, Panama, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Julius G. Lay, of the District of Columbia, lately consul-gen- 
eral at Barcelona, Spain, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Canton, China, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert M. McWade, removed. 

Daniel Mayer, of West Virginia, lately consul at that place, 
to be consul-general of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Ar- 
gentine Republic, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate. 

Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, lately consul at that place, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Niuchwang, China, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate. 

Benjamin H. Ridgely, of Kentucky, lately consul at Nantes, 
France, to be consul-general of the United States at Barcelona, 
Spain, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice Julius G. Lay, appointed consul-general at Can- 
ton, China. ; 

William F. Wright, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Munich, Bavaria, to which office he was 
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appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice James H. 
- Worman, appointed consul at Three Rivers, Quebec, Canada. 

William E. Alger, of Massachusetts, lately consul at Puerto 
Cortez, Honduras, to be consul of the United States at Teguci- 
galpa, Honduras, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Alfred K. Moe, appointed consul 
at Dublin, Ireland. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at La Guaira, Venezuela, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Louis 
Goldschmidt, appointed consul at Nantes, France. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, lately consul to 
Cadiz, Spain, to be consul of the United States at Seville, Spain, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate to fill an original vacancy. 

Leo Bergholz, of New York, lately consul at Three Rivers, 
Quebec, Canada, to be consul of the United States at Dawson 
City, Yukon Territory, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Louis A. Dent, resigned. 

Louis Goldschmidt, of New Hampshire, lately consui at La 
Guaira, Venezuela, to be consul of the United States at Nantes, 
France, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Benjamin H. Ridgely, appointed consul- 
general at Barcelona, Spain. 

Frank S. Hannah, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Magdeburg, Germany, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice William A. McKellip, deceased. 

Roland J. Hemmick, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Windsor, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Hugh C. Morris, 
resigned. 

Oscar Malmros, of Minnesota, lately consul at Colon, Colombia, 
to be consul of the United States at Colon, Panama, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Alfred K. Moe, of New Jersey, lately consul at Tegucigalpa, 
Honduras, to be consul of the United States at Dublin, Lreland, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Rufus Waterman, deceased. 

George H. Moulton, of Colorado, lately consul at Demerara, 
Guiana, to be consul of the United States at Georgetown, Dem- 
erara, Guiana, -to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate. This is a change in the designation 
of the office. 

Paul Nash, of New York, lately secretary of the legation and 
consul-general at Bangkok, Siam, to be consul of the United 
States at Venice, Italy, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert Woods Bliss, appointed 
second secretary of the embassy at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

Jerome B. Peterson, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cabello, Venezuela, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Thomas J. 
Cummins, deceased. 

Edward J. Sullivan, of New York, lately consul at Erzerum, 
Turkey, to be consul of the United States at Trebizond, Turkey, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

John B. Terres, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Port au Prince, Haiti, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

James H. Worman, of New York, lately consul-general at 
Munich, Bavaria, to be consul of the United States at Three 
Rivers, Quebec, Canada, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Leo Bergholz, appointed con- 
sul at Dawson City, Yukon Territory. 

Southard P. Warner, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Leipzig, Saxony, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Brainard H. Warner, jr., 
resigned. 

SECRETARY OF PORTO RICO. 


Regis H. Post, of New York, to be secretary of Porto Rico, to 
whjch office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Charles Hartzell, resigned. 

PURCHASING AGENT FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


William E. Cochran, of Kansas, to be purchasing agent for 
the Post-Office Department, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

MEMBER OF BOARD OF CHARITIES. 

George W. Cook, of the District of Columbia, to a member of 
the Board of Charities of the District of Columbia, for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1904, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate. This is a reap- 
pointment, 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Charles F. McKenna, of Pennsylvania, to be United States 
district judge for the district of Porto Rico, to which position 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
William H. Holt, term expired. 


CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII. 
Walter F. Frear, of Hawaii, to be chief justice of the supreme 


court of the Territory of Hawaii, to which position he was reap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII. 

Alfred S. Hartwell, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii, to which position he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Clin- 
ton A. Galbraith, term expired. 

Francis M. Hatch, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii, to which position 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Antonio Perry, term expired. 

CIRCUIT COURT JUDGES OF HAWAII. 

John A. Matthewman, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit 
court of the third circuit of the Territory of Hawaii, to which 
position he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice W. S. Edings, term expired. 

Charles F. Parsons, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit court 
of the fourth circuit of the Territory of Hawaii, to which posi- 
tion he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Gilbert F. Little, term expired. 

Jacob Hardy, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit court of 
the fifth circuit of the Territory of Hawaii, to which position he 
was reappointed during the last recess of the Senate. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF PORTO RICO. 


Adolph Grant Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be associate 
justice of the supreme court of Porto Rico, to which position he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Louis 
Sulzbacher, appointed judge of the United States court for the 
western district of Indian Territory. 

COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION OF PORTO RICO. 

Roland P. Falkner, of the District of Columbia, who was 
appointed July 1, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be 
commissioner of education of Porto Rico, vice Samuel M. Lind- 
say, resigned. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 

Frank M. Downer, of Colorado, to be superintendent of the 
mint of the United States at Denver, Colo. New office created 
by act of Congress approved March 18, 1904. Mr. Downer is 
how serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. x 
ASSAYER. 


Arthur R. Hodgson, of Colorado, to be assayer of the mint of 
the United States at Denver, Colo. New office created by act of 
Congress approved March 18, 1904. Mr. Hodgson is now sery- 
ing under a temporary commission issued during the recess of 
the Senate. 

MELTER AND REFINER. 


Joseph W. Milson, of Colorado, to be melter and refiner of the 
mint of the United States at Denver, Colo. New office created 
by act of Congress approved March 18, 1904. Mr. Milson is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. ; 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Rufus A. Flanders, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
State of Massachusetts. Office created by act of Congress ap- 
proved April 28, 1904. Mr. Flanders is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Charles F. Ordway, of Florida, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Tampa, in the State of Florida, in place of 
Dwight Jarvis, deceased. Mr. Ordway is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Frank L. Smith, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighth district of Illinois, in place of Isaac R. Mills, 
deceased. Mr. Smith is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Charles W. Roberts, of Missouri, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the sixth district of Missouri, in place of Frank D. 
Roberts, deceased. Mr. Roberts is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 
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Edgar O. Crossman, of New Hampshire, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of New Hampshire, to. succeed 
James A. Wood, resigned. Mr. Crossman is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF ALASKA. 


William L. Distin, of Illinois, who was reappointed during the 
recess of the Senate, to take effect June 7, 1904, at the expira- 
tion of his term, to be surveyor-general of Alaska. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Robert N. Dunn, of Wallace, Idaho, who was appointed May 
20, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 
land office at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, vice David H. Budlong, re- 
signed. 

Egbert S. Oakley, of Buffalo, Minn., who was appointed Au- 
gust 2, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 
land office at Cass Lake, Minn., vice John D. Jones, resigned. 

John E. Watson, of Boonville, Mo., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 14, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Boonville, Mo., vice William H. Martin, re- 
signed. 

Alexander C. McGillivray, of Dickinson, N. Dak., who was 
appointed May 10, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be 
register of the land office at Dickinson, N. Dak., a newly 
created office. 

Dick T. Morgan, of Elreno, Okla., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 23, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Woodward, Okla., vice Frank D. Healy, de- 
ceased. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Sidney R. De Long, of Tucson, Ariz., who was appointed July 
80, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Tucson, Ariz., vice John H. Bauman, deceased. 

Julius H. Weiss, of Del Norte, Colo., who was appointed Au- 
gust 26, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Del Norte, Colo., vice Percy Hobkirk, removed. 

Mathias N. Koll, of Alexandria, Minn., who was appointed 
‘August 2, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Cass Lake, Minn., vice Egbert S. Oakley, 
resigned. 

Leslie A. Simpson, of Dickinson, N. Dak., who was appointed 
May 10, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Dickinson, N. Dak., a newly created office. 

COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Francis E. Leupp, of the District of Columbia, to be Commis- 

sioner of Indian Affairs, vice William A. Jones, resigned. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 

Capt. John McA. Webstér, United States Army, retired, of 
Mackinac Island, Mich., who was appointed June 20, 1904, dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Colville Agency, in Washington, yice Albert M. Anderson, re- 
moved. 

Samuel Bellew, of Missoula, Mont., who was appointed June 
30, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Flathead Agency, in Montana, vice William H. 
Smead, removed. 

Frank Frantz, of Enid, Okla., who was appointed June 3, 1904, 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Osage Agency, in Oklahoma, vice Oscar A. Mitscher, re- 
moved. 

GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 

John G. Brady, of Alaska, to be governor of Alaska, his term 
haying expired June 5, 1904. (Reappointment.) 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

Wendell P. Stafford, of Vermont, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, to which posi- 
tion he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
yice Jeter C. Pritchard, appointed United States circuit judge, 
fourth judicial circuit. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 

Adam ©. Carson, of Virginia, to be an associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Philippine Islands, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice J. T. 
Cooper, resigned. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 
Col. Albert L. Mills, Superintendent United States Military 
Academy (captain, Tenth Cavalry), May 7, 1904, vice Dough- 
erty, retired from active service. 


Col. Henry H. C. Dunwoody (since retired from active serv- 
ich Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, vice Hains, retired from active 
service, 

Lieut. Col. Peter Leary, jr. (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904, vice Dunwoody, retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel L. Woodward (since retired from active 
service), Seventh Cavalry, July 8, 1904, vice Leary, retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. John MeE. Hyde (since retired from active sery- 
ice), deputy quartermaster-general, July 9, 1904, vice Wood- 
ward, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Oscar F. Long (since retired from active service), 
deputy quartermaster-general, July 10, 1904, vice Hyde, retired 
from active service. 

Maj. Theodore A. Bingham (since retired from active serv- 
ice), Corps of Engineers, July 11, 1904, vice Long, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Constant Williams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904, 
vice Bingham, retired from active service. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspector-general with the rank of colonel. 


Lieut. Col. John L. Chamberlain, inspector-general, November 
21, 1904, vice Heyl, retired from active service. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel. 


Lient. Col. John W. Pullman, deputy quartermaster-general, 
June 25, 1904, vice Jacobs, retired from active service. 


To be deputy quartermasters-general with the rank of lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 

Maj. Oscar F. Long (since appointed brigadier-general and 
retired from active service), quartermaster, June 25, 1904, vice 
Pullman, promoted. 

Maj. Frederick Von Schrader, quartermaster, July 9, 1904, 
vice Hyde, appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. J. Estcourt Sawyer, quartermaster, July 10, 1904, vice 
Long, appointed brigadier-general. 

To be quartermasters with the rank of major. 

Capt. George McK. Williamson, quartermaster, June 25, 1904, 
vice Long, promoted. 

Capt. Thomas H. Slavens, quartermaster, July, 9, 1904, vice 
Von Schrader, promoted. 

Capt. David S. Stanley, quartermaster, July 10, 1904, vice 
Sawyer, promoted. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be deputy surgeons-general with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Maj. Daniel M. Appel, surgeon, August 3, 1904, vice Gardner, 
retired from active service. 

Maj. Harry O. Perley, surgeon, August 14, 1904, vice Kil- 
bourne, retired from active service. 

To be surgeons with the rank of major. 

Capt. Francis A. Winter, assistant surgeon, August 3, 1904, 
vice Appel, promoted. 

Capt. William E. Purviance, assistant surgeon, August 14, 
1904, vice Perley, promoted. 

PAY DEPARTMENT. 
To be paymaster with the rank of major. 

Capt. George E. Pickett, paymaster, September 6, 1904, vice 
Watrous, retired from active service. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
T'o be colonels. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 
1904, vice Raymond, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. William S. Stanton, Corps of Engineers, September 
14, 1904, vice Miller, deceased. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904, 
vice Heuer, promoted. 

Maj. Smith S. Leach, Corps of Engineers, September 14, 1904, 
vice Stanton, promoted. 

To be majors. 

Capt. William L. Sibert, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
vice Rossell, promoted. 

Capt. Joseph E. Kuhn, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. William E. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
to fill an original vacancy. 
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Capt. Henry C. Newcomer, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Mason M. Patrick, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Charles S. Riché, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904, 
vice Symons, promoted. 

Capt. Thomas H. Rees, Corps of Engineers, July 11, 1904, vice 
Bingham, appointed brigadier-general. 

Capt. Charles L. Potter, Corps of Engineers, September 14, 
1904, vice Leach, promoted. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. William D. Connor, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Gaillard, promoted. 

First Lieut. John C. Oakes, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Taylor, promoted. 

First Lieut. Sherwood A. Cheney, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Sibert, promoted. 

irst Lieut. Frederick W. Altstaetter, Corps of Engineers, 
April 23, 1904, vice Kuhn, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harley B. Ferguson, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Craighill, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank C. Boggs, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Newcomer, promoted. 

First Lieut. Clarke S. Smith, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Patrick, promoted. 

First Lieut. William P. Wooten, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Lytle Brown, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Earl I. Brown, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Amos A. Fries, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904, 
vice Riché, promoted. 

First Lieut. James A. Woodruff, Corps of Engineers, July 11, 
1904, vice Rees, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Kelly, Corps of Engineers, September 
14, 1904, vice Potter, promoted. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Sed Lieut. William L. Guthrie, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Connor, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Clarence H. Knight, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Oakes, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William A. Mitchell, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Altstaetter, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Warren T. Hannum, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Ferguson, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert R. Ralston, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Boggs, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Mark Brooke, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Smith, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Laurence V. Frazier, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904, vice Wooten, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James F. Bell, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, vice Brown (Lytle), promoted. 

Second Lieut. Douglas MacArthur, Corps of Engineers April 
23, 1904, vice Brown (Earl I.), promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles T. Leeds, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Harold C. Fiske, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Max C. Tyler, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Ulysses S. Grant, third, Corps of Engineers, 
June 11, 1904, vice Fries, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Julian L. Schley, Corps of Engineers, June 
13, 1904, vice Bowers, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William H. Rose, Corps of Engineers, July 
11, 1904, vice Woodruff, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ferdinand Williams, Corps of Engineers, Sep- 
tember 14, 1904, vice Kely, promoted. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
To be colonel. 


Lieut. Col. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904, vice McGinness, retired from active service. 


To be lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. James Rockwell, jr., Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904, vice Shaler, promoted. 
To be majors. : 
Capt. Edwin B. Babbitt, Ordnance Department, August 25, 
1904, vice Borup, retired from active service. 
Capt. Ormond M. Lissak, Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904, vice Rockwell, promoted. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. James Allen, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, vice Dum 
woody, appointed brigadier-general. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj: George P. Scriven, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, vice Allen, 


promoted. 
: To be major. 
Capt. Edgar Russel, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, vice Scriven, 
promoted. 
To be captain. 


First Lieut. Richard O. Rickard, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, 
vice Russel, promoted. 
CAVALRY ARM. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Daniel C. Pearson, Second Cavalry, July 8, 1904, vice 
Woodward, Seventh Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 
Maj. George A. Dodd, Third Cavalry, July 28, 1904, vice 
Hein, Tenth Cavalry, retired from active service. 
Maj. James B. Hickey, First Cavalry, November 30, 1904, vice 
Ward, First Cavalry, detailed as inspector-general. 
To be majors. 


Capt. William J. Nicholson, Twelfth Cavalry, May 13, PA 
vice Fuller, Seventh Cavalry, retired from active servcie. 

Capt. Fred W. Foster, Fifth Cavalry, July 8, 1904, vice Pear- 
son, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. William C. Brown, First Cavalry, July 28, 1904, rice 
Dodd, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Edwin P. Brewer, Seventh Cavalry, September 15, 1904, 
vice Bigelow, Ninth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Capt. Oscar J. Brown, First Cavalry, November 30, 1904, vice 
Hickey, First Cavalry, promoted. 

To be captains, 


First Lieut. Malin Craig, Fifth Cavalry, May 7, 1904, vice 
Mills, Tenth Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 

First Lieut. Guy V. Henry, Fourth Cavalry, May 18, 1904, 
vice Nicholson, Twelfth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Wallace B. Scales, Fourteenth Cavalry, July 8, 
1904, vice Foster, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Conrad S. Babcock, Third Cavalry, July 28, 1904, 
vice Brown (William C.), First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Ewing E. Booth, Seventh Cavalry, August 22, 
1904, vice Parker, Tenth Cavalry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Percy W. Arnold, First Cavalry, September 15, 
1904, vice Brewer, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Rush S. Wells Eighth Cavalry, September 17, 
1904, vice Dixon, Ninth Cavalry, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Herbert J. Brees, Signal Corps, November 30, 
1904, vice Brown (Oscar J.), First Cavalry, promoted. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Rowland B. Ellis, Thirteenth Cavalry, April 4, 
1904, vice Sharpley, Twelfth Cavalry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Frank I. Otis, Eighth Cavalry, May 7, 1904, vice 
Craig, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Selwyn D. Smith, First Cavalry, May 13, 1904, 
vice Henry, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas H. Jennings, Seventh Cavalry, July 8, 
1904, vice Scales, Fourteenth Cavairy, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wade H. Westmoreland, Eleventh Cavalry, July 
28, 1904, vice Babcock, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Clarence C. Culver, Fifteenth Cavalry, July 28, 
1904, vice Jeffers, Seventh Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Frank B. Edwards, Fourth Cavalry, August 22, 
1904, vice Booth, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Anton H. Schroeter, Sixth Cavalry, September 
15, 1904, vice Arnold, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John T. Sayles, Second Cavalry, September 17, 
1904, vice Wells, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 


ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Walter Howe, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904, vice 
Vogdes, retired from active service. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Joseph M. Califf, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904, vice 
Howe, promoted. 
Maj. Charles W. Hobbs, Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904, vice 
Leary, appointed brigadier-general. 
To be majors. 
Capt. Samuel E. Allen, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904, vice 
Califf, promoted. 
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Capt. Edwin St. J. Greble, Artillery Corps, October 7, 1904, 
vice Wisser, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. Frederick S. Strong, Artillery Corps, November 28, 1904, 
vice Alexander, resigned. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Jesse C. Nicholls, Artillery Corps, April 7, 1904, 
vice McIntyre, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Frank C. Jewell, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904, 
vice Allen, promoted. 

First Lieut. Fred H. Gallup, Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904, 
vice Alexander, promoted. 

First Lieut. Herman W. Schull, Ordnance Department, Sep- 
tember 16, 1904, vice Hains, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Henry B. Farrar, Artillery Corps, September 27, 
1904, vice Schull, detailed in the Ordnance Department. 

First Lieut. Clifton C. Carter, Artillery Corps, October 7, 
1904, vice Greble, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry B. Clark, Artillery Corps, November 28, 
1904, vice Strong, promoted. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. David Y. Beckham, Artillery Corps, January 
12, 1904, vice Covington, detailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Richard C. Marshall, jr., Artillery Corps, Janu- 
ary 21, 1904, vice James, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Morris E. Locke, Artillery Corps, January 21, 
1904, vice Martindale, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John O. Steger, Artillery Corps, April 1, 1904, 
vice Kilbreth, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. Ballard, jr., Artillery Corps, April 
7, 1904, vice Coleman, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Rex Van Den Corput, Artillery Corps, April 7, 
1904, vice Nicholls, promoted. 
Second Lieut. James A. Thomas, Artillery Corps, May 17, 1904, 
vice Mitchell, deceased. 

Second Lieut. John C. Ohnstad, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904, 
vice Jewell, promoted. A 

Second Lieut. Clarence M. Condon, Artillery Corps, June 17, 
1904, vice Bowman, resigned. 

Second Lieut. James H. Bryson, Artillery Corps, July 1, 1904, 
vice Hillman, detailed in the Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Curtis G. Rorebeck, Artillery Corps, July 3, 1904, 
vice Garber, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Roger O. Mason, Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904, 
vice Gallup, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James D. Watson, Artillery Corps, September 1, 
1904, vice Taylor, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Fisher, Artillery Corps, September 
27, 1904, vice Farrar, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles D. Winn, Artillery Corps, October 7, 
1904, vice Carter, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harrie F. Reed, Artillery Corps, November 28, 
1904, vice Clark, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonel. 


Lieut. Col. George Le R. Brown, Fourteenth Infantry, July 
12, 1904, vice Williams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, appointed brig- 
adier-general. . 

To be lieutenant- colonels. 

Maj. William W. Wotherspoon, Sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904, 
vice Brown, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles W. Mason, Fourth Infantry, November 5, 1904, 
vice Ballance, Twenty-ninth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

To be majors. f 

Capt. Omar Bundy, Sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904, vice Woth- 
erspoon, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Everard E. Hatch, Eighteenth Infantry, October 20, 
1904, vice Abbot, Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Cap. David ©. Shanks, Eighteenth Infantry, November 5, 
1904, vice Mason, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. William II. Allaire, Twenty-third Infantry, November 
5, 1904, vice Cowles, Twenty-fourth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

To be captains. 

First Lieut. Irving J. Carr, Seventeenth Infantry, May 5, 
1904, vice Barber, Twenty-eighth Infantry, who resigns his 
line commission only. 

First Lieut. Easton R. Gibson, Ninth Infantry, June 8, 1904, 
vice Wild, Thirteenth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Henry C. Bonnycastle, Twenty-third Infantry, 
July 12, 1904, vice Bundy, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Edward Croft, Nineteenth Infantry, August 7, 
1904, vice Whitman, Second Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Adolphe H. Huguet, Twenty-second Infantry, 
August 24, 1904, vice Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed 
as quartermaster.- 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, September 
28, 1904, vice Berry, Tenth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Raymond Sheldon, Eighteenth Infantry, October 
20, 1904, vice Hatch, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James D. Taylor, jr., Twenty-sixth Infantry, No- 
vember 5, 1904, vice Shanks, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank Halstead, ''wenty-fourth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 5, 1904, vice Allaire, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Lieut. Sherman A. White, Twenty-third Infantry, April 7, 
1904, vice Barnett, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Samuel C. Orchard, Third Infantry, April 7, 
1904, vice Shaffer, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lient. Sydney Smith, Sixteenth Infantry, April 7, 1904, 
vice Curtis, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William H. Clendenin, Seventeenth Infantry, 
April 7, 1904, vice Mulliken, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John M. Craig, Twelfth Infantry, April 8, 1904, 
vice Clark, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harold S. Pearce, Tenth Infantry, April 14, 
1904, vice Jordan, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John R. Kelly, Eighth Infantry, April 14, 1904, 
vice Nixon, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William G. Ball, Third Infantry, April 29, 1904, 
vice McCue, First Infantry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Walter E. Gunster, Seventh Infantry, April 
30, 1904, vice Beacham, Twentieth Infantry, detailed in the Sig- 
nal Corps. 

Second Lieut. William R. Kendrick, Seventh Infantry, April 
30, 1904, vice Kent, Twenty-third Infantry, detailed in the Sig- 
nal Corps. ; 

Second Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
April 30, 1904, vice Butler, Second Infantry, detailed in the Sig- 
nal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Horace F. Sykes, Twenty-fifth Infantry, May 
5, 1904, vice Carr, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Oliver P. Robinson, Thirtieth Infantry, May 8, 
1904, vice Woodruff, Seventeenth Infantry, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. George K. Wilson, Fifth Infantry, May 14, 
1904, vice Mills, Seventh Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. McConnell, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
June 8, 1904, vice Gibson, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Louis B. Chandler, Thirtieth Infantry, June 9, 
1904, vice Macmanus, Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Second Lieut. Gerrit Van S. Quackenbush, Seventeenth Infan- 
try, July 12, 1904, vice Bonnycastle, Twenty-third Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Sydney H. Hopson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
August 7, 1904, vice Croft, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John H. Baker, Fourth Infantry, August 24, 
1904, vice Huguet, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William E. Gillmore, Fifteenth Infantry, Sep- 
tember 8, 1904, vice Aiken, Twenty-eighth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. John C. Murphy, Fourth Infantry, September 
15, 1904, vice Collins, Twenty-eighth Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. William E. Persons, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
September 28, 1904, vice Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James G. Taylor, Thirteenth Infantry, October 
20, 1904, vice Sheldon, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. H. Clay M. Supplee, Nineteenth Infantry, No- 
vember 5, 1904, vice Taylor, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alexander M. Hall, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
November 5, 1904, vice Halstead, Twenty-fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Corps of Engineers. 

1. Cadet Charles Roberts Pettis. 

2, Cadet William Dandridge Alexander Anderson. 

8. Cadet Ralph Talbot Ward. 

4, Cadet John Jennings Kingman. 

5. Cadet Robert Philip Howell, jr. 

6. Cadet Henry Harris Robert. 

7. Cadet Joseph Haynsworth Earle. 

8. Cadet Thomas Matthew Robins. 

9. Cadet Roger Derby Black. 

10. Cadet Theodore Harwood Dillon. 
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Cavalry Arm. 


14. Cadet Vaughn Washington Cooper. 
22. Cadet Robert Charlwood Richardson, jr. 
24. Cadet Robert Madison Campbell. 
28. Cadet George Veazey Strong. 

31. Cadet George Bowditch Hunter, 
46. Cadet Stanley Koch. 

49. Cadet Harry Smith Berry. 

53. Cadet Stephen Clark Reynolds. 
54. Cadet William Vaulx Carter. 

57. Cadet Henry Conger Pratt. 

64. Cadet Arthur James Davis. 

66. Cadet Kinzie Bates Edmunds. 

75. Cadet Charles Sherman Hoyt. 

80. Cadet Henry Joseph Reilly. 

83. Cadet James Joseph O'Hara. 

84. Cadet Albert Courtney Wimberly, 
85. Cadet William Stuart Dowd. 

91. Cadet Roy Weber Holderness, 

95. Cadet Henry Rodney Adair. 

101. Cadet James Scott Greene. 

102. Cadet Gerald Clark Brant. 

106. Cadet Winn Blair. 

107. Cadet Eugene Victor Armstrong. 
115. Cadet Innis Palmer Swift. 


Artillery Corps. 


11. Cadet Lesley James McNair. 

12. Cadet Charles Russell Alley. 

15. Cadet Chauncey Lee Fenton. 

16. Cadet Lucian Barclay Moody. 

17. Cadet George R. Allin. 

18. Cadet Pelham Davis Glassford. 

19. Cadet William Bryden. 

20. Cadet Donald Cowan McDonald. 

21. Cadet Fulton Quintus Cincinnatus Gardner, 

23. Cadet Francis Webster Honeycutt. 

25. Cadet John William McKie. 

27. Cadet Philip Henry Worcester. 

29. Cadet Charles School Blakely. 

80. Cadet Charles Thomas Smart. 

33. Cadet Robert Melville Danford. 

34. Cadet James Brownrigg Dillard. 

35. Cadet Leo Paul Quinn. 

37. Cadet Quincy Adams Gillmore. 

38. Cadet James Kerr Crain. 

39. Cadet Edmund Louis Gruber. 

40. Cadet Carr Wilson Waller. 

42. Cadet David McCandless McKell. 

43. Cadet Matthew Arthur Cross. 

45. Cadet Albert Howell Barkley. 

48. Cadet Carroll Wilder Neal. 

§2. Cadet Walter Singles. 

58. Cadet Donald Cameron Cubbison. 

61. Cadet Rollo Fred Anderson. 

70. Cadet Edward Ellis Farnsworth. 

78. Cadet Jacob Arthur Mack. 
Infantry Arm, 

13. Cadet James Garfield McIlroy. 

26. Cadet Jay Leland Benedict. 

32. Cadet Joseph Warren Stilwell. 

36. Cadet Arthur Wood Copp. 

41. Cadet Richard James Herman. 

44. Cadet Edward Lorenzo Hooper. 

47. Cadet Irving Joseph Phillipson. 

50. Cadet Edmund Bristol Gregory. 

51. Cadet Wilber Alexander Blain. 

55. Cadet Robert Burns Parker. 

56. Cadet Gordon Rives Catts. 

59. Cadet Christopher Jensvold. 

60. Cadet Ursa Milner Diller. 

62. Cadet Edwin Butcher. 

63. Cadet Russell Vernon Venable. 

65. Cadet Roderick Dew. 

67. Cadet Martin Christian Wise. 

68. Cadet Andrew Jackson White. 

69. Cadet Walter Scott Drysdale. 

71. Cadet Ralph Dickinson. 

72. Cadet Riley Estel Scott. f: 

73. Cadet Charles Andrew Meals. 

74. Cadet Matthew Henry Thomlinson. 

76. Cadet Horatio Balch Hackett, jr. 

77. Cadet Joseph Alexander Atkins, 

79. Cadet Charles Fullington Thompson, 

81. Cadet Augustus Bissell Van Wormer. 


82. Cadet Thomas Leslie Crystal. 

86. Cadet Arthur Dryhurst Budd. 

87. Cadet Ralph Rigby Glass. 

88. Cadet Erle Martin Wilson. 

89. Cadet Merrill Ellicott Spalding. 

90. Cadet Joseph James Grace. 

92. Cadet John Donald Burnett, jr. 

93. Cadet Joseph Alexander McAndrew. 

94. Cadet Robert Bailey Hewitt. 

96. Cadet William Fitzhugh Lee Simpson. 

97. Cadet Merrill Dole Wheeler. 

98: Cadet Bernard Philip Oswalt. 

99. Cadet Richard Rembert Pickering. 

100. Cadet Lowe Abeel McClure. 

103. Cadet Charles Frederick Conry. 

104. Cadet Clement Hale Wright. 

105. Cadet William Ross Scott. 

108. Cadet William Washington Harris, 

109. Cadet Harry Lincoln Simpson. 

110. Cadet Napoleon William Riley. 

111. Cadet Otto Ludwick Brunzell. 

112. Cadet George Carson Lawrason. 

113. Cadet Robert Pattison Harbold. 

114, Cadet James Barton Woolnough. 

116. Cadet Joseph Dodge Park. 

117. Cadet Arthur Harrison Wilson, 

118. Cadet Walter Scott Fulton. 

119. Cadet John Jay Moller. 

120. Cadet Sherburne Whipple. 

121. Cadet Harry Hawley. 

122, Cadet Thomas Norton Gimperling. 

123. Cadet Hugh Lawson Walthall. 

124, Cadet John Buchanan Richardson. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants with rank from June 9, 1904. 

Edgar Zell Steever, third, of Pennsylvania, 

Hornsby Evans, at large. 

Harry Leonard Morse, of Massachusetts. 

Charles Bean Amory, jr., of Massachusetts, 

Walter Goodwin, jr., of Connecticut. 

Philip Bradley Peyton, of Virginia. 

Karl Truesdell, of Virginia. 

Frederick Brahan Terrell, of Texas. 

Howard Granville Sharpe, of Colorado. 

Mark Lorin Ireland, of Michigan. 

David Hunter Scott, of New Jersey. 

Charles Avery Dravo, of Pennsylvania. 

With rank from September 1, 1904. 

William C. F. Nicholson, at large. 

With rank from November 18, 1904. 

Allan Rawson Williams, of Vermont. 

With rank from November 14, 1904. 

Loren Chester Grieves, of Michigan. 

With rank from November 15, 1904. 

Aristides Moreno, of Alabama (late first lieutenant, Porto 
Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry). 

With rank from November 16, 1904. 

Richard Daspit LaGarde, of the District of Columbia. 

‘APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER. 
CAVALRY ARM, 

Second Lieut. Joseph Dodge Park, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
from the Infantry Arm to the Cayalry Arm, September 13, 1904, 
with rank from June 15, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Harrison Wilson, Sixth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, September 18, 1904, with 
rank from June 15, 1904. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Silcox, Artillery Corps, from the 
Artillery Corps to the Infantry Arm, November 19, 1904, with 
rank from November 19, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from June 25, 1904. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Anton Cæsar Cron, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry. 


To be second lieutenants with rank from October 5, 1904. 
i Corpl. George W. Edgerly, Fifty-first Company, Coast Artil- 
ery. 
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Corpl. Oscar W. Hoop, Company C, Twelfth Infantry. 

Private John Clark Moore, Troop I, Fifth Cavalry. 

Sergt. William F. Pearson, Twenty-eighth Battery, Field 
Artillery. : 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. James Alexander Ulio, Second Infantry. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Frank Moorman, First Infantry. 

Sergt. Harry H. Bissell, Forty-eighth Company, Coast Artil- 


ery. 
Sergt. Charles B. Elliott, Troop M, Eleventh Cavalry. 
Quartermaster Sergt. John B. Corbly, Troop D, Fifth Cavalry. 
First Sergt. Fitzhugh Lee Minnigerode, Troop F, Twelfth Cay- 
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alry. 

Sergt. Joseph L. Topham, jr., Company G, Sixth Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. Charles L. Sampson, Sixth Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. John M. True, Eleventh Infantry. 
Private Bruce R. Campbell, Troop H, Fourth Cavalry. 

Sergt. John C. French, Troop I, Eleventh Cavalry. 

First Sergt. Benjamin B. McCroskey, Troop B, Fifteenth Cay- 


alry. ; 

Sergt. John W. Downer, Thirteenth Company, Coast Artil- 
lery. 

Sergt. James H. Van Horn, Company G, Twenty-ninth Infan- 


try. 
First-Class Sergt. John B. De Lancey, Signal Corps. 
Corpl. Cassius M. Dowell, Company C, Seventeenth Infantry. 
First-Class Sergt. Marvin E. Malloy, Hospital Corps. 
Corpl. Albert B. Kaempfer, Company H, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Master Electrician Forrest E. Overholser, Artillery Corps. 
Corpl. Charles Winder Mason, jr., Company I, Fourth Infan- 
Fi APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


To be assistant surgeons with rank of first licutenant with rank 
from May 19, 1904. 

Harold William Cowper (late captain, assistant surgeon, 
United States Volunteers), of New York. 

William Robert Davis (late captain, assistant surgeon, United 
States Volunteers), of Virginia. 

Leartus Jerauld Owen, of Indiana. 

Stanley Gustay Zinke, of Ohio. 

Robert Martin Culler, of Pennsylvania. 

Frank Watkins Weed, of Maryland. 

William Anderson Wickline, of Montana. 

With rank from July 8, 1904. 

Henry Levi Brown, of Illinois. . 

Howard Houghton Baily, of the District of Columbia. 

Harry Gass Humphreys, of Pennsylvania. 

Paul Lamar Freeman, of the District of Columbia. 

MILITARY SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 

Edward S. Fowler (late major, additional paymaster, United 
States Volunteers), of New York, to be Assistant Chief of the 
Record and Pension Office, with rank of major from August 1, 
1904, vice Barber, retired from active service. 

Chaplain. 

John E. Dallam, of Minnesota, to be chaplain with the rank 

of first lieutenant from July 14, 1904. 


- PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CHAPLAINS. 


Chaplain Allen Allensworth, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
chaplain with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Henry Swift, Thirteenth Infantry, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Charles C. Pierce, Artillery Corps, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Edward J. Vattmann (since retired from active serv- 
ice), Nleventh Cavalry, to be chaplain with the rank of major, 
June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain George Robinson, First Infantry, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, November 19, 1904. 


PROFESSOR OF MATHEMATICS AT THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Capt. Charles P. Echols, associate professor of mathematics, 
to be professor of mathematics at the Military Academy, with 
rank from June 29, 1904, vice Edgerton, deceased. 


REAPPOINTMENTS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 
INFANTRY. 


To be captains, with rank from July 1, 1904. 
Orval P. Townshend, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 
John M. Field, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry. 


Edwin J. Griffith, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry. 

Frank L. Graham, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry. 

To be first lieutenants, with rank from July 1, 1904 

Emil J. Huebscher, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Ralph E. Gambell, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

Stewart Me. Decker, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

Miles K. Taulbee, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank C. Wood, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

Aristides Moreno, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

William L. Patterson, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
yisional Regiment of Infantry. 

Richard H. Poillon, jr., late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

William S. Woodruff, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

Laurance Angel, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

To be second lieutenants, with rank from July 1, 1904. 

William H. Armstrong, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico 
Provisional Regiment of Infantry. 

Abram I. Miller, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank Stephenson, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank F. Harding, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Samuel S. Bryant, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Proyi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. ° 
To be captains, with rank from July 1, 1904. 

First Lieut. Emil J. Huebscher, vice Hamilton, discharged. 

First Lieut. Ralph E. Gambell, vice Kerney, discharged. 

First Lieut. Stewart McC. Decker, vice Wuttke, discharged. 

First Lieut. Miles K. Taulbee, vice Broome, discharged. 

To be first lieutenants, with rank from July 1, 1904. 
sa Lieut. Willam H. Armstrong, vice Huebscher, pro- 
mot : 

Second Lieut. Abram I. Miller, vice Gambell, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank Stephenson, vice Decker, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank F. Harding, vice Taulbee, promoted. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenant, with rank from July 1, 19006. 

Jaime Nadal, of Porto Rico. : 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Robert J. Wynne, of Pennsylvania, lately First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, to be Postmaster-General of the United 
States, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Henry C. Payne, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

James A. Chambliss to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the 
county of Coffee and State of Alabama. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Hugh R. Duggan to be postmaster at Florala, in the county 
of Covington and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

May T. Fowler to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Perry and State of Alabama, in place of Theophilus G. 
Fowler, resigned. x 

Robert W. Frazier to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the 
county of De Kalb and State of Alabama, in place of Ella G. 
Nix. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

George W. Russell to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county 
of Barbour and State of Alabama, in place of Andrew J. Locke, 
deceased. 

Sylvanus L. Sherrill to be postmaster at Hartsells, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Alabama. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

Thomas H. Stephens to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the 
county of Etowah and State of Alabama, in place of Walter S. 
Standifer, removed. 
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John Sutterer to.be postmaster at Cullman, in the county of 
Cullman and State of Alabama, in place of Lorena Hays. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

John X. Thomas to be postmaster at Pratt City, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in place of Andrew J. 
Prince, resigned. 

Byron Trammell to be postmaster at Dothan, in the county 
of Houston and State of Alabama, in place of William W. 
Millikin, deceased. 

ARKANSAS, 

H. F. Butler to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Arkansas, in place of Mary E. Hughey, 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

James M. Hill, jr., to be postmaster at Gwynn, in the county 
of Sebastian and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Edgar E. Hudspeth to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Howard and State of Arkansas, in place of Nettie A. 
Hudspeth. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Winnifred Hunsucker to be postmaster at Dermott, in the 
county of Chicot and State of Arkansas, in place of William 
Miller, deceased. 

CALIFORNIA, 


George A. Dills to be postmaster at Soldiers Home, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of John 
M. Frew, deceased. 

E. J. Foord to be postmaster at Rio Vista, in the county of 
Solano and State of California, in place of Joseph S. Foord, 
deceased. 

George A. Griffin to be postmaster at Tuolumne, in the county 
of Tuolumne and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

John M. Jolley to be postmaster at Oceanside, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

William J. Kilby to be postmaster at Coalinga, in the ety 
of Fresno and State of California. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Frederick B. Nichols to be postmaster at McCloud, in the 
county of Siskiyou and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Hiram H. Richmond to be postmaster at Auburn, in the 
county of Placer and State of California, in place of Hiram H. 
Richmond. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Joseph Smith to be postmaster at Downey, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1904. 

Cora B. Wales to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Placer and State of California. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1904. 

COLORADO. 

Henry W. Lance to be postmaster at Rocky Ford, in the 
county of Otero and State of Colorado, in place of Samuel H. 
Young. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Robert S. Lewis to be postmaster at Canon City, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Colorado, in place of Guy U. Hardy. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

CONNECTICUT. 

John W. Cook to be postmaster at Beacon Falls, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

William H. Kelsey to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of John L. El- 
liott, resigned. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

John A. Merritt to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and District of Columbia, in place of 
John A. Merritt. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
13, 1904. 

FLORIDA. 

George A. W. Wendell to be postmaster at Quincy, in the 
county of Gadsden and State of Florida, in place of Robert J. 
Mitchell, resigned. 

Louis Wiselogel to be postmaster at Marianna, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Florida, in place of William J. Watson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

GEORGIA. 

John R. Barclay to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Georgia, in place of Thomas J. Helm, 
deceased. 

William T. Edwards to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Lewis R. Farmer to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county 
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of Jefferson and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Helen D. Longstreet to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Hall and State of Georgia, in place of Henry P. 
Farrow, removed. 

Isaac A. Smith to be postmaster at Tennille, in the county of 
Washington and State of Georgia, in place of Isaac A. Smith, 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 25, 1904. 

Walter C. Terrell to be postmaster at Ocilla, in the county of 
Irwin and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1904. 

William Touchton to be postmaster at Douglas, in the county 
of Coffee and State of Georgia, in place of Alfred B. Finley, 
removed. 

William R. Watson to be postmaster at Lithonia, in the 
county of Dekalb and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

IDAHO. 


Julia A. Garber to be postmaster at Grangeville, in the 
county of Idaho and State of Idaho, in place of Jacob C. 
Garber, deceased. 

Edna P. Madden to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho, in place of George E. Hovey, 
remoyed. 

ILLINOIS. 

John F. Ahrens to be postmaster at Gillespie, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1904. 

Isaac W. Arnold to be postmaster at St. Elmo, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Philip H. Baker to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of 5 and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1904. 

Cornell H. Brown to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Cornell H. Brown. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Anson J. Buck to be postmaster at Carpentersville, in the 
county of Kane and State of IIlinois. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

Orange L. Campbell to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois, in place of Orange L. 
Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1904. 

Nathan W. Chandler to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois, in place of Benjamin 
McKeen, resigned. 

Joel W. Ellis to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of La- 
salle and State of Illinois, in place of Joel W. Ellis. Incumbent's 
commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Charles W. Fleming to be postmaster at Arthur, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of Illinois, in place of Charles W. Flem- 
ing. Incumbent’s commission expired January 25, 1904. 

John Flotho to be postmaster at Mascoutah, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Illinois, in place of Frederick Dilg. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 25, 1904. 

John Holliday to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county of 
Warren and State of Illinois, in place of John Holliday. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Warren J. Lincoln to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of Logan and State of Illinois, in place of Frederick W. 
Obermiller, resigned. 

William W. Lowry to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Sangamon and State of Illinois, in place of William W. 
Lowry. Incumbent’s commission expired April 6, 1904. 

Benjamin F. Louden to be postmaster at Trenton, in the 
county of Clinton and State of IIlinois. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Henry Noll.to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of Ma- 
ampin and State of Illinois, in place of Perry C. Hill. Incum- 
bent% commission expired May 21, 1904. 

Fred W. Pattee to be postmaster at Elburn, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1904. 

Philip D. Spooner to be postmaster at Blue Mound, in the 
county of Macon and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

Irvin S. Sumner to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Illinois, in place of Nathan L. Colby, 
deceased. 

Moses C. Thomas to be postmaster at Homer, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Illinois, in place of Moses.C. Thomas. 
Incumbent's commission expired February 5, 1904. 

Joel P. Watson to be postmaster at Ashley, in the county of 
Washington and State of Illinois, in place of Joel P. Watson. 
Incumbent's commission expired January 25, 1904. 
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Charles Q. Whallon to be postmaster at Newman, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Illinois, in place of Charles Q. Whallon. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 16, 1904. 

Frederick R. Young to be postmaster at Metropolis, in the 
county of Massac and State of Illinois, in place of William H. 
Kraper, deceased. 


INDIANA, 


Solomon C. Dickey to be postmaster at Winona Lake, in the 
county of Kosciusko and State of Indiana. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Charles E. Hillstrom to be postmaster at Chesterton, in the 
county of Porter and State of Indiana, Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Jonas Grossnickle to be postmaster at North Manchester, in 
the county of Wabash and State of Indiana, in placé of George 
R. Craft, resigned. 

James O. Murray to be postmaster at Parker, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Mary Ann Ross to be postmaster at East Chicago, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana, in place of Robert Ross, 
deceased. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 


John B. Jones to be postmaster at Lehigh, in district 23, In- 
dian Territory, in place of John B. Jones. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires December 20, 1904. 

F. L. McInnis to be postmaster at Coalgate, district 29, In- 
dian Territory, in place of Walter S. Mellor, resigned. 

Olin W. Meacham to be postmaster at Henryetta, in district 
9, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential October 1, 1904 


IOWA. 


Carlos G. Aldrich to be postmaster at Schaller, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa, in place of George S. Crandall. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

Edgar O. Beanblossom to be postmaster at Whiting, in the 
county of Monona and State of Iowa, in place of Robert Whit- 
tier, resigned. 

Edmund B. Booher to be postmaster at Anthon, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

John Buchanan to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the 
county of Wright and State of Iowa, in place of John Buchanan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

George K. Covert to be postmaster at Vinton, in the county of 
Benton and State of Iowa, in place of George K. Covert. In- 
cumbent's commission expires December 10, 1904. 

Luder D. Eilers to be postmaster at George, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa, Office became Presidential April 1, 
1904. 


John H. D. Gray to be postmaster at Wall Lake, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa, in place of Leander N. Turner. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1904. 

Lincoln Hall to be postmaster at Burt, in the county of Kos- 
suth and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential October 1, 
1904. 

Albert C. Hotchkiss to be postmaster at Adel, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa, in place of Charles C. Pugh, removed. 

Ralph M. Potter to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county 
of Floyd and State of Iowa, in place of Ralph M. Potter. In- 
cunbent’s commission expired May 4, 1904. 

Renben F. Price to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Iowa, in place of Reuben F. Price. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Charles M. Reed to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the 
county of Cass and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

KANSAS. 

Edwin J. Bookwalter to be postmaster at Halstead, in the 
county of Harvey and State of Kansas, in place of Scudder H. 
Trego. Incumbents commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Orlando A. Cheney to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the 
county of Bourbon and State of Kansas, in place of Eldon 
Lowe, resigned. 

Charles W. Hawes to be postmaster at Augusta, in the 
county of Butler and State of Kansas, in place of Harvey D. 
Hill, resigned. 

Frank S. McKelvey to be postmaster at Gas, in the county of 
Allen and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1904 

John F. Price to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas, in place of Russel W. Branson, 
resigned. 

Warren D. Vincent to be postmaster at Hoisington, in the 


county of Barton and State of Kansas, in place of John Typer, 
deceased. 

John T. Walthall to be postmaster at Osawatomie, in the 
county of Miami and State of Kansas, in place of Charles C. 
Clevenger. Incumbent's commission expired December 21, 1902. 

KENTUCKY. 

Daniel O'Riley to be postmaster at Leitchfield, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Kentucky, in place of Daniel O Riley. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

Thomas C. Taylor to be postmaster at Campbellsville, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Kentucky, in place of William 
Hobson. Incumbent's commission expired January 23, 1904. 


LOUISIANA. 


Edward I. Hall to be postmaster at Jennings, in the parish of 
Calcasieu and State of Louisiana, in place of Horace S. Ferree, 
removed. 

Ernest Morgan to be postmaster at New Roads, in the parish 
of Pointe Coupee and State of Louisiana. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

John F. Terrio to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the par- 
ish of Ascension and State of Louisiana, in place of David 
Israel. Incumbent's commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Pinckney Weaks to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of 
Ouachita and State of Louisiana, in place of Henry C. Ray, 
removed, 

MAINE. 

Freeman D. Dearth to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of Freeman D. 
Dearth. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Montrose E. Hill to be postmaster at Old Orchard, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in place of Montrose E. 
Hill. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

George D. Libby to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine, in place of George D. Libby. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 26, 1904. 

Jenny N. Paine to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine, in place of Charles A. Paine, 
deceased. 

Charles F. Plumly to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

MARYLAND, 


Jesse West to be postmaster at Northeast, in the county of 
1 State of Maryland. Office became Presidential July 
À MASSACHUSETTS. 


Samuel Atwell to be postmaster at Kingston, in tbe county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in place of George H. 
Bonney, jr., removed. 

Charles E. Brady to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles 
E. Brady. Incumbent’s commission expired May 26, 1904. 

Albert B. Dresser to be postmaster at Needham, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Albert B. 
Dresser. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Asa B. Fay to be postmaster at Northboro, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Asa B. Fay. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 20, 1904. 

Howard K. Sanderson to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Howard K. 
Sanderson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 17, 1904. 

Joseph C. Sheehan to be postmaster at East Bridgewater, in 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Edmund W. Nutter, deceased. 

Charles J. Shepard to be postmaster at Waltham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
eon Sag J. Shepard. Incumbent's commission expired June 6, 
1 

Elmer Standley to be postmaster at Beverly Farms, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

David D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Susan F. Twiss to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Edward F. Shaw, removed. 

Fred D. Walker to be postmaster at Belchertown, in the 
county of Hampshire and State af Massachusetts. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Marie E. White to be postmaster at South Hadley, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Thomas White, deceased. 


1904. 


MICHIGAN. 

Charles M. Butler to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of -Abram Babcock, 
resigned. 

Theron D. Childs to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the 
county of Berrien and State of Michigan, in place of Henry L. 
Hess, resigned. . 

William T. Hosner to be postmaster at Romeo, in the county 
of Macomb and State of Michigan, in place of William T. 
Hosner. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Frank A. Kenyon to be postmaster at East Jordan, in the 
county of Charlevoix and State of Michigan, in place of William 
Harrington, resigned. s 

Richard E. MacLean to be postmaster at Wells, in the county 
of Delta and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

William C. Mertz to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Saginaw and State of Mickigan, in place of William 
C. Mertz. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Maynard Palmer to be postmaster at River Rouge, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Michigan. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Louis H. Tovatt to be postmaster at Standish, in the county 
of Arenac and State of Michigan, in place of Louis H. Tovatt. 
Incumbent's commission expired April 27, 1904. 

Herman A. Wyckoff to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan, in place of Herman A. Wyc- 
koff. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 


MINNESOTA, 


William B. Anderson to be postmaster at Hopkins, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in place of William 
B. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1904. 

Frank R. Coughran to be postmaster at Worthington, in the 
county of Nobles and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank R. 
Coughran. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

Marion G. Crawford to be postmaster at Lakefield, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Minnesota, in place of John 
Crawford, deceased. 

James M. Diment to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota, in place of James M. Diment. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Fredric M. Grinnell to be postmaster at Winnebago City, in 
the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota, in place of 
Lemmon G. Beebe, resigned. - 

John R. James to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in place of Eva Demgen, 
deceased. 

Andrew R. McGill to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of Minnesota, in place of Andrew R. 
McGill. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Elias Steenerson to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota, in place of Andrew Eiken, 
removed. 

Benjamin D. Underwood to be postmaster at Fergus Falls, 
in the county of Ottertail and State of Minnesota, in place of 
Benjamin D. Underwood. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 5, 1904. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Samuel R. Braselton to be postmaster at Gulfport, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas 
A. Cleary, removed. 

Fannie Hillerman to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the 
county of Attala and State of Mississippi, in place of Aaron M. 
Storer, resigned. 

Samuel M. Howry to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Mississippi, in place of Elizabeth S. 
Pierce. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1904. 

A. T. Leggett to be postmaster at Magnolia, in the county of 
Pike and State of Mississippi, in place of Sarah K. Travis, re- 
moved. 

Nannie B. Richardson to be postmaster at Woodville, in the 
county of Wilkinson and State of Mississippi, in place of Nannie 
B. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1904. 

Augustus S. Weigert to be postmaster at Grenada, in the 
county of Grenada and State of Mississippi, in place of Jennie 
T. Mister, resigned. 

MISSOURL 


Robert A. Booth to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1904. 

William Bostian to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Missouri, in place of William 
Bostian. Incumbent's commission expires December 10, 1904. 
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Charles Ferguson to be postmaster at Willow Springs, in the 
county of Howell and State of Missouri, in place of David B. 
Hobson, removed. 

William R. Lewis, to be postmaster at Eldorado Springs, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri, in place of William 
B. Lewis, deceased. 

Iola W. Morsey to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county 
of Warren and State of Missouri, in place of Thomas M. Mor- 
sey, deceased. 

MONTANA, 

Arthur G. Foster to be postmaster at Columbia Falls, in the 
county of Flathead and State of Montana. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904: 

NEBRASKA. 

William H. Austin to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Nebraska, in place of William 
H. Austin. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

John F. Diener to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county of 
Otoe and State of Nebraska, in place of John F. Diener. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Augustine A. Hyers to be postmaster at Havelock, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Nebraska. Office became Pres- 
idential October 1, 1904. 

Fay Whitfield to be postmaster at Peru. in the county of Ne- 
maha and State of Nebraska, in place of Henry H. Whitfield. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 20, 1904. 

NEVADA. 

Samuel G. Anderson to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the 
county of Humboldt and State of Nevada, in place of Samuel G. 
Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John H. Brown to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimac and State of New Hampshire, in place of George A. 
Young, deceased. 

Mary V. Cheney to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Charles O. 
Hurlbutt, deceased. 

Leon F. Sampson to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of George D. 
Small. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Richard A. Applegate to be postmaster at Alpha, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Frederick P. Baker to be postmaster at Millington, in the 
county of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Abram 
D. Runyon, Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 
1904. 

Thomas Graham to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in place of Thomas 
Graham. Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1904. 

Guido C. Hinchman to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Guido ©. Hinch- 
man. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

William F. Williams to be postmaster at Cape May, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey, in place of Walter 
S. Leaming, deceased. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Robert Kellahin to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county of 
Chaves and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Jacob B. 
Mathews, deceased. 

Edward Pennington to be postmaster at Deming, in the county 
of Luna and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Rodney G. 
Clark, resigned. 

NEW YORK. 

Arthur C. Agan to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York, in place of Arthur C. 
Agan. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

N. Austin Baker to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in place of R. A. Cruik- 
shank. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

George W. Belton to be postmaster at Whitestone, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in place of George W. 
Belton. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Dana Brasted to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of 
875 0 and State of New York. Office became Presidential July 
s Fas | 

Robert P. Brown to be postmaster at West New Brighton, in 
the county of Richmond and State of New York, in place of 
eih P. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 

William T. Chapman to be postmaster at Pawling, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in place of William 
. Incumbent's commission expires December 10, 
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Jairus S. Chase to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Delevan C. Ford to be postmaster at Mohawk, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York, in place of Delevan C. 
Ford. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

John J. Gethins to be postmaster at Victorhill, in the county 
of Erle and State of New York, in place of Aloysius McArdle, 
removed. 

Elmer A. Johnson to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1. 1904. 

Frank H. Johnson to be postmaster at Interlakin (late 
Farmer), in the county of Seneca and State of New York, in 
place of Frank H. Johnson, to change name of office. 

Kathryn C. M. McGrath to be postmaster at New Lebanon, in 
the county of Columbia and State of New York, in place of 
John H. McGrath, deceased. 

Samuel P. Poole to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of August Hauser, 
removed. 

Herbert J. Rouse to be postmaster at Cazenovia, in the county 
of Madison and State of New Tork, in place of Herbert J. 
Rouse. Incumbent's commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Albert P. Seaton to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York, in place of Albert 
P. Seaton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

William A. Serven to be postmaster at Pearl River, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Isaac W. Sherrill to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in place of Isaac W. 
Sherrill. Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1904. 

Daniel Smiley to be postmaster at Mohonk Lake, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Edward L. Ware to be postmaster at Lake Placid, in the county 
of Essex and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Earl L. Whiting to be postmaster at Delevan, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

William R. Willcox to be postmaster at New York, in the 
county of New York and State of New York, in place of Cor- 
nelius Van Cott, deceased. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

Erwin Q. Houston to be postmaster at Davidson, in the county 
of Mecklenburg and State of North Carolina. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

Eugene ©. Kapp to be postmaster at Mount Airy, in the 
county of Surry and State of North Carolina, in place of Richard 
K. Marshall. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

William A. Lloyd to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, in the 
county of Orange and State of North Carolina, in place of Her- 
bert Lloyd. Incumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1904. 

James D. Parker to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the 
county of Johnston and State of North Carolina, in place of 
John D. Massey, deceased. 

Robert P. Reinhardt to be postmaster at Newton, in the 
county of Catawba and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Robert P. Caldwell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


5, 1904. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

James M. Bunker to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the county 
of Dickey and State of North Dakota, in place of Thomas W. 
Millham, deceased. 

Maggie Fox to be postmaster at Michigan, in the county of 
Nelson and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Edwin Sims to be postmaster at Omemee, in the county of 
Bottineau and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Thomas Wilkinson to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county 
of Morton and State of North Dakota, in place of Richard H. 
Smith, deceased. 

OHIO. 

Charles E. Ainger to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in place of Charles E. Ainger. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1904. 

Adolphus Baker to be postmaster at North Amherst, in the 
county of Lorain and State of Ohio, in place of Elias B. Aldrich. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

John C. Burrow to be postmaster at Cortland, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential July 


1, 1904. 


Tarlington B. Carson to be postmaster at New Washington, 


in the county of Crawford and State of Ohio. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

William E. Chapple to be postmaster at Sylvania, in the 
county of Lucas and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

William A, Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in place of William A. Coble. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 20, 1904. 

Milton B. Dickerson to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
= prion and State of Ohio, in place of James B. Fisher, re- 
signi 

Walter Elliott to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio, in place of Walter Elliott. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Hattie A. Huffman to be postmaster at Bradner, in the county 
rs biste and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential October 

Thomas M. Irwin to be postmaster at Fairport Harbor, in 
the county of Lake and State of Ohio. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Thomas L. Knauf to be postmaster at Calla, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio, in place of Wilbur W. Templin, 
resigned. ; 

Henry M. Larkins to be postmaster at Sebring, in the county 
of Mahoning and State of Ohio, in place of Allen E. Albright, 
resigned, 

William T. Marshall to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

E. Calvin Miller to be postmaster at New Carlisle, in the 
county of Clark and State of Ohio, in place of E. Calvin Miller. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Ward B. Petty to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Wyandot and State of Ohio, in place of Harry W. Hawkins, 
removed. 

Theodore Totten to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Ohio, in place of Jacob H. Boger, 
removed. 

OKLAHOMA, 

Edwin F. Korns to be postmaster at Newkirk, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Marshall Lam- 
bert, resigned. 

J. Ed Van Matre to be postmaster at Altus (late Leger), in 
the county of Greer and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of 
J. Ed Van Matre, to change name of office. 

V. W. Whiting to be postmaster at Enid, in the county of 
Garfield and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Frank Frantz, 
resigned. 

OREGON. : 

August H. Bender to be postmaster at Myrtle Point, in the 
county of Coos and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Wiliam M. Brown to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the 
county of Linn and State of Oregon, in place of John R. Smitb. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

John W. Minto to be postmaster at Portland, in the county 
of Multnomah and State of Oregon, in place of Fred A. Ban- 
croft, resigned. 

Charles W. Parks to be postmaster at Roseburg, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Oregon, in place of William A. Frater. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Thomas D. Alexander to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Sam- 
uel E. Worth, removed. 

Andrew ©. Allison to be postmaster at Mifflintown, in the 
county of Juniata aud State of Pennsylvania, in place of An- 
drew C. Allison. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 
1903. : 

Abraham F. Berkey to be postmaster at Windber, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
William T. Geddes, removed. 

Charles W. Bugh to be postmaster at Hughesville, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Peter M. Newman, resigned. 

Elmer D. Carl to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Elmer D. 
Carl. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Charles Clawson to be postmaster at Mercer, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles Claw- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired June 6, 1904. 

Joseph B. Colcord to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Reu- 
ben J. Mott, deceased. 


1904. 


Nelson B. Duncan to be postmaster at Zelienople, in the county 


of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Willlam G. 
Bassler. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

William A. Feist to be postmaster at White Haven, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Wil- 
liam A. Feist. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Levi J. Foust to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel Masters. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Matthew P. Frederick to be postmaster at Gallitzin, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of W. 
Scott Stoner. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Henry O. Garber to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George A. John- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Christian E. Geyer to be postmaster at Catawissa, in the 
county of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Christian E. Geyer. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1904. 

Hugh W. Gilbert to be postmaster at Quarryville, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

William S. Gleason to be postmaster at Johnsonburg, in the 
county of Elk and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
S. Gleason. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

John Gowland to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Andrew L. 
Bolger. Incumbent’s commission expired April 27, 1904. 

Samuel W. Hamilton to be postmaster at Vandergrift, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Henry W. Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 
1904. 

R. C. Keefer to be postmaster at Clairton, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Robert H. 
Sloan, resigned. 

William Krause to be postmaster at Richland Center, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
Krause. Incumbent’s commission expired April 16, 1904. 

James C. McGregor to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county 
of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel A. 
Smith, deceased. 

William P. McMasters to be postmaster at Munhall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 


William P. McMasters. Incumbent’s commission expired June 


5, 1904. 

Millard F. Mecklem to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Albert 
A. Atterholt, resigned. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at South Sharon, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Arthur H. Rider to be postmaster at Freedom, in the county 
of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William D. 
Hamilton, resigned. 

Perry A. Sandborn to be postmaster at Northeast, in the 
county of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Perry A. 
Sandborn. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1903. 

Lyman L. Shattuck to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the 
county of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Royal A. Stratton to be postmaster at Conneaut Lake, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Albert H. Swing to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edward H. 
Graves, resigned. 

James R. Underwood to be postmaster at Roscoe, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1904. ` 

Uriah H. Wieand to be postmaster at Emaus, in the county 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1904. 

H. P. Williams to be postmaster at McDonald, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
D. Williams, jr., resigned. 

PORTO RICO. 

Jose Carrera to be postmaster at Humacao, in the province of 
Humacao, P. R. Office became Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Ramon A. Rivera to be postmaster at Arecibo, in the county of 
Arecibo and Territory of Porto Rico, in place of Ramon A. 
Rivera. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Nathaniel H. Brown to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in 

the county of Kent and State of Rhode Island, in place of Na- 
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thaniel H. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1904. 

Hulda J. Fessenden to be postmaster at Saylesville, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
Hulda J. Fessenden. Incumbent’s commission expired April 27, 
1904. 

Alvin F. Miller to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of Alvin F. 
Miller. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Benjamin G. Collins to be postmaster at Conway, in the 
county of Horry and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Arthur R. Garner to be postmaster at Timmonsyille, in the 
county of Florence and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Louis Jacobs to be postmaster at Kingstree, in the county of 
Williamsburg and State of South Carolina. Office became Pres- 
idential October 1, 1904. 1 

Mary L. Wells to be postmaster at Cheraw, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of South Carolina, in place of Ebenezer 
M. Wells, resigned. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Alyah T. Bridgeman to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Bon Homme and State of South Dakota. Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Thomas T. Smith to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of South Dakota, in place of James Lewis, 
resigned. 

TENNESSEE. 

Rufus Rutherford to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Anderson and State of 'Tennessee. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

TEXAS. 

G. W. Cash to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county of 
Hill and State of Texas, in place of William E. Connelly, 
deceased. 

Edward H. Clark to be postmaster at Victoria, in the county 
of Victoria and State of Texas, in place of Edward H. Clark. 
Incumbent's commission expired April 30, 1904. 

Charles F. Darnall to be postmaster at Llano, in the county 
of Llano and State of Texas, in place of James L. Taylor, 
deceased. 

Dallas Harbert to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 81, 1902. 

Prince A. Hazzard to be postmaster at Colorado, in the county 
of Mitchell and State of Texas, in place of Prince A. Hazzard. 
Incumbent's commission expired April 30, 190-4. 

J. S. McEldowney to be postmaster at Midlothian, in the 
county of Ellis and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

John W. Merrow to be postmaster at Kerens, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

D. A. Robinson to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Texas, in place of William M. O'Leary, 
deceased. 

Lora L. Rowell to be postmaster at Pearsall, in the county of 
1205 and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 1, 

Thomas J. Stevens to be postmaster at Sourlake, in the county 
of eee and State of Texas. Office became Presidential July 

Anderson C. Vinson to be postmaster at Timpson, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Texas, in place of Ella O. Vawter, 
removed; name changed by marriage. 

Otto C. Zavisch to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county 
of at and State of Texas, in place of Anna F. Crawford, 
resign 


UTAH. 


James Clove to be postmaster at Provo (late Provo City), in 
the county of Utah and State of Utah, in place of James Clove, 
to change name of office. 

Jonathan. S. Page, jr., to be postmaster at Payson, in the 
county of Utah and State of Utah, in place of Grant Simons, 
resigned. 

VERMONT. 

Lyman P. Bailey to be postmaster at Putney, in the county 
of Windham and State of Vermont, in place of Lyman P. Bailey. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

David K. Simonds to be postmaster at Mauchester, in the 
county of Bennington and State of Vermont. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 


, 
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VIRGINIA, 


John M. Campbell to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the 
county of Fauquier and State of Virginia, in place of Mary 
Campbell, deceased. i 

Asbury Redfern to be postmaster at Strasburg, in the county 
of Shenandoah and State of Virginia. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

John L. Thompson to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia. Office became Presiden- 
tial April 1, 1904. s 

< WASHINGTON. 

Alonzo W. Carner to be postmaster at Castlerock, in the 
county of Cowlitz and State of Washington. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1903. 

Flora E. Cornforth to be postmaster at Hillyard, in the county 
of Spokane and State of Washington. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

Velosco J. Knapp to be postmaster at Anacortes, in the 
county of Skagit and State of Washington, in place of Velosco 
J. Knapp. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Rosseter I. Towle to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Stevens and State of Washington. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 


John E. Dana to be postmaster at Chatleston, in the county 
of Kanawha and State of West Virginia, in place of Obe A. 
Petty, resigned. 

Edward G. Hinman to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of West Virginia. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

E. L. Long to be postmaster at Welch, in the county of Me- 
Dowell and State of West Virginia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

WISCONSIN, 


Herman M. Blumenthal to be postmaster at Columbus, in the 
county of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in place of Stephen 
Manning, deceased. 

Malcolm H. Douglas to be postmaster at Abbotsford, in the 
eounty of Clark and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Anton J. Haas to be postmaster at Park Falls, in the county 
of Price and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

William Kuelling to be postmaster at Shullsburg, in the 
county of La Fayette and State of Wisconsin, in place of George 
E. Weatherby, jr., resigned. 

Ernest S. Mottram to be postmaster at Markesan, in the 
county of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ash- 
ley S. Higgins, deceased. 

Herman A. Zache to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in place of Thomas H. Sex- 
ton, removed. 

WYOMING, 

Frederick E. Davis to be postmaster at Wheatland, in the 
county of Laramie and State of Wyoming. Office became Pres- 
idential October 1, 1904. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 6, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF EDWARDS AND WHITE V. HUNTER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation; which was read and referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions No. 2: 


CLERK’s OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1904. 

Sin: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives the 
contested-election case of Edwards v. Hunter and White v. Hunter, of 
the Eleventh Congressional district of Kentucky, notices of which 
have been filed with the Clerk of the House, and transmit herewith all 
original testimony, papers, and documents relating thereto. 

On June 24, 1904, cop:es of the printed record were sent to the con- 
testants. with notices to file brief of the facts and authorities relied on 
to establish their case. August 24, 1904, D. C. Edwards, one of the con- 
testants, filed his brief, copies of which were sent to W. Godfrey Hunter, 
contestee, and to John D. White, contestant, with notice to file reply 
brief, but ro reply brief has been received to date. 

Very respectfully, 
A. MCDOWELL, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
Hon. Joseru G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


SHOSHONE INDIANS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, as unfinished business I call 
up the bill (H. R. 13481) to ratify and amend an agreement 
with the Indians residing on the Shoshone or Wind River In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, and to make appro- 
priations for carrying the same into effect, with certain Senate, 
amendments; and I move that the Senate amendments be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from- Wyoming, that the Senate amendments be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT, 


Messrs. Burton, Tawney, and Wirrams of Mississippi, the 
committee appointed on the part of the House to wait upon the 
President and inform him that a quorum of each House is 
assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
8 he may be pleased to make, appeared at the bar of the 
Jouse. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President of the United States to announce to 
him that both Houses are in session and ready to receive any 
communication from him report that they have performed that 
duty and that the President announces that he will communi- 
cate with the House in writing to-day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Davipson indefinitely, on account of illness. 


RECESS. * 


Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 12 o'clock and 8 minutes 
D. m.), the House took a recess until 12.30 p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the message from the 
President; which was read by the Clerk. 

[For text of message see Senate proceedings, page 40.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and ac- 
companying documents be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered 
printed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 
24 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Director of the Geological 
Survey transmitting a report on examination and survey for 
construction of irrigation works—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
eopies of legislative documents of the second legislative assem- 
bly of Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of disbursements for contingent expenses of his De- 
partment—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department, and ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Detroit River, Michigan—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of.a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for erection of building 
for the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting report 
of an examination of the Unite States Yosemite Park—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of all 
final judgments rendered in favor of claimants and against the 
United States in Indian depredation cases—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 


_an estimate of appropriation for copying diplomatic, consular, 


and miscellaneous correspondence—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for foreign intercourse—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, of expenditures 
and of arms fabricated, etc., at the armories at Springfield and 
Rock Island—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Chief of Staff, recommendations for 
the encouragement of rifle practice in the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Staff, the draft of a proposed law in- 
creasing the number of rooms allowed by law to officers of the 
Army at certain posts and stations—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication submitting additional estimates of ap- 
propriation—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of report of the Maritime Canal Company, of Nicaragua 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury; transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for increase of salary of inter- 
preter to legation and consulate-general to Bangkok, Siam—to 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the purchase of four horses— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an additional estimate of appropriation for rent of 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of.a communication from the Surgeon-General of the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for an additional clerk—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the 
Indian service—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the Geo- 
logical Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 
port on school taxation in Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for expenses in connection with the elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President of the United States—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief of Engineers, transmitting a report of 
operations on the new building for Government Printing Office 
for the year ended November 30, 1904—to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
E. B. Shaver, administrator of estate of Elizabeth Hahn, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Elizabeth J. Taylor, administratrix of estate of Josiah M. Ste- 
phenson, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Della Sinnott and Adine Price against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
A. L. Millican, administrator of estate of Andrew Millican, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
trustees of Lutheran Church of Sharpsburg, Md., against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
the heirs of J. H. McVeigh against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Jones against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Daniel Hammon against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hig Melton, administrator of estate of William B. Nokes, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting statement of judgments rendered for the year ended 
December 3, 1903—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
combined report of the receipts and expenditures of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the governor of Hawaii submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for service of the Territory— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
certain statements, a draft of a bill to equalize the salaries of 
certain army officers while on inspection duty—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of legislative documents of the legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii at the special session of 1904—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representa- 
tives, transmitting an inventory of property under his charge— 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report on the claims of settlers in Sherman County, Oreg.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, draft 
of a bill for fixing the point of intersection of the one hun- 
dredth meridian with Red River—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
report of the contingent expenses of his Department for me 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1904—to the Committee on 
tures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15792) requiring all 
corporations engaged in interstate commerce to make returns, 
prohibiting discrimination and the use of interstate commerce in 
attempts to destroy competition, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 15793) to provide for the 
sale of the timber and other material growing or being on public 
forest reserves and for renting or leasing of the lands therein— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 15794) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands 
TA the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the Public 
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By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 15795) to destroy Bayou 
Bartholomew as a navigable stream in the State of Arkansas— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 15796) granting 
certain property to the county of Gloucester, N. J—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15797) for the relief of the 
widows of Union soldiers, sailors, or marines—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 15798) to admit the products 
of the Philippine Islands into all of the ports of the United 
States of America free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 15799) for the erection 
of a public building at Pittsfield, Mass—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15800) for the erection of a public building 
at North Adams, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 15801) to build a post-office 
at Gonzales, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 15802) authorizing the 
State of Arkansas to fix its western boundary—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. d 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 15803) to authorize the 
registration of trade-marks used in commerce with foreign na- 
tions or among the several States or with Indian tribes, and to 
protect the same—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 15804) to amend sections 2 and 
8 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for pensions for widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 15805) to increase propor- 
tionately with the present rating for total deafness the pen- 
sions of all persons who may be entitled to pension under the 
general laws for partial deafness—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A Dill (H. R. 15806) granting a fifteen- 
day leave of absence to rural free-delivery letter carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 15807) to amend 
sections 5 and 6 of the act entitled “An act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 
1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 15808) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Asheville, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 15809) amending 
an act entitled “An act to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States, to refund the public debt, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 14, 1900—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15810) to 
authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to construct a bridge across the 
Ouachita River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 15811) to provide for a sur- 
yey of the channel from Ship Island anchorage to the anchorage 
basin at Gulfport, Miss., and of the Ship Island bar, with a view 
to deepening same to 30 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 15812) to repeal Act No. 
42, Public, approved February 8, 1901, to revoke the authority 
granted thereunder, and to direct the removal of the dam and 
wagon bridge across Twelvemile Bayou, Louisiana, authorized 
thereby—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 15894) to encourage rifle prac- 
tice and excellence in marksmanship among citizens of the 
United States, so as to render them quickly available for efficient 
service in time of war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 162) pro- 
viding for the printing of 10,000 additional copies of the Jeffer- 
son Bible (“ Morals of Jesus of Nazareth”)—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 163) au- 
thorizing the appointment of Philip B. Low as a lieutenant on 
the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A resolution (H. Res. 384) asking 
for investigation of the Panama Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 385) authorizing 
the appointment of two additional clerks to the Committee or 


Enrolled Bills for the remainder of the present Congress—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 386) referring the 
message of the President to the different House committees—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 15813) granting an increase 
of pension to John S. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15814) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 15815) authorizing the 
President to appoint and retire Peter Josef Osterhaus, late 
major-general of volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 15816) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Polhamus—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 15817) granting an increase 
James F. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15818) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15819) granting a pension to Festus H. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15820) granting an increase of pension to 
James Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

-Also, a bill (H. R. 15821) granting a pension to Mary J. Red- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15822) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Beckmon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15823) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Liddil—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15824) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander M. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 15825) for the relief of 
John R. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15826) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi E. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15827) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15828) granting an increase of pension to 
Judson N. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15820) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15830) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15831) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Odenheimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15832) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Kester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15833) granting a pension to Helena A. 
Edic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15834) granting a pension to Fannie J. 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15835) granting a pension to James M. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15836) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Teirner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15837) granting a pension to Harry J. 
Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 15838) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary F. Fuller to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 15839) granting an increase 
of pension to Louis Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. F 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15840) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lindquist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15841) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham K. Miller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15842) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stansberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLBIGH: A bill (H. R. 15843) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 15844) for the relief of the 
old of Aaron Paull, deceased—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15845) for the relief of Jane P. Paulk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15846) for the relief of James A. Paulk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 15847) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas G. Dallman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15848) granting an increase of pension to 
John Renninger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 15849) to authorize the Pres- 
ident of the United States to appoint William L. Patterson a 
second lieutenant in the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 15850) granting an increase 
of peusion to Samuel Shadman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15851) granting a pension to George A. 
Crooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 15852) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Wilmoth Links—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 15853) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles I. Krickbaum—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 15854) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Ryan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15855) granting an increase of 
pension to Loren T. Austin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15856) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Witherby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15857) granting an increase of 
pension to David Galbraith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 15858) granting a pension to 
Evaline Holtzworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15859) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony W. Klunk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 15860) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Deming—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 15861) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles O. Lapham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15862) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15863) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Wilde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15864) granting a pension to Margaret 
Laparle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 15865) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. McClellan—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15866) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 15867) for the relief of the heirs 
of Nicholas Stonestreet, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15868) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Cogley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 15869) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin H. Scrivens—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15870) 
to correct the military record of Calvin Hough—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 15871) granting an increase 
of pension to John Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15872) granting an increase of pension to 
Marvin Welton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 15873) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah P. Moffett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 15874) granting an 
increase of pension to John Kingdon—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15875) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren S. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15876) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Grindle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15877) granting an increase of pension to 
Climena Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15878) granting a pension to George N. 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15879) granting a pension 
to Flora C. Keene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill. (H. R. 15880) for 
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the relief of the heirs of the late Jennie Hunter—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 15881) for the relief of James 
Heiney, late of Company G, Two hundred and fourteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 15882) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel M. Stukes—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15883) granting 
an increase of pension to Virginia Bryant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 15884) granting a pension 
to Julia R. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 15885) 
for the relief of Zachariah Toler—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15886) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Radcliffe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R..15887) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Ludwig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 15888) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15889) granting an increase of pension to 
Winget Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15890) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Beyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15891) granting a 
pension to Harriett Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15892) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha F. Field—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 15893) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. McClung—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Festus H. Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Liddel, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in support of claim of Oliver P. Beckman, of 
Moundville, Mo., of First Illinois Regiment, Mexican war, for 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill granting an increase of 
pension to James Smith, Mexican war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill granting a pension to 
Mary J. Redburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, papers in support of House bill granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander M. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of the Third Con- 
necticut Congressional district for constitutional amendment 
prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Nebr., 
favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers in support of pension claim of Joseph W. Win- 
ger—to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Highland Grange, No. 
364; New Century Grange, No. 356, and Schoodie Grange, No. 
408, all of Hancock County, Me., urging passage of bill H. R. 
10765, to establish a bureau of public highways—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany claim granting a pension to David 
Davis, of Cornville, Somerset County, Me.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Interstate Com- 
merce Law Convention, held at St. Louis, Mo., October 28-29, 
1904, for the enactment of legislation by Congress to afford re- 
lief from unjust discrimination in tariff rates established by 
railway corporations, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of Washington Bowie, of Balti- 


more, Md., a special deputy surveyor of customs, to be allowed 
the salary of surveyor of customs while he was acting in that ca- 
pacity under authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, which, 
with a credit of salary received, leaves due $2,527.62—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of Division No. 217, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, recommending relief for locomo- 
tive engineers who served at the front during the civil war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Grand Camp, Arctic Brotherhood of 
Alaska, demanding representation for Alaska in Congress—to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association, favoring 
the enlarging of the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Leonard J. Dean, D. D., of Troy, N. Y., favor- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Shadman, of Emporium, Pa.; also, petition of 
George S. Crooks to accompany bill for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Interstate Commerce Law Con- 
vention in session at St. Louis, October 28, 29, 1904, favoring 
legislation for relief from discriminating tariff rates in trans- 
portation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of M. F. Hyde 
and others, against use of the word “sex” in the statehood 
bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petitions of James E. Likins, of Fayette County, W. Va.; 
John E. Hardway, of Nicholas County, W. Va.; heirs of Gilbert 
M. Bastable, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Va., and Wil- 
liam G. Edwards, of Fauquier County, Va., praying for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitions of A. A. Smith, 
of Montague, Mass.; Carew Street Baptist Church and others, 
of Hampden County, Mass., and State Street Baptist Church 
and Parker Memorial Baptist Church, of Springfield, Mass., fa- 
voring a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GLASS: Papers to accompany claim of heirs of Wil- 
moth Links, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, praying 
for the relief of Charles I. Krickbaum by granting him a pen- 
sion—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Enterprise Har- 
bor, of Camden, N. J., American Association of Masters and 
Pilots, favoring the Delaware and Chesapeake ship canal—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of locomotive engineers of Jersey City, N. J., 
favoring bill H. R. 18354—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of Manor, 
Westmoreland County, Pa., in fayor of a consitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Harrison, West- 
moreland County, Pa., favoring a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Loren T. Austin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Clark Witherby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to William J. Hubbard—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany claim of David Gal- 
breath, late of Company K, Second Iowa Cavalry, for pension— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Mary J. McClothlen for 
goods destroyed by rebel General Morgan—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of members of John D. Baker 
Post, No. 605, Grand Army of the Republic, of Littlestown, Pa., 
recommending the passage of bill H. R. 9933, granting a pension 
to Marvin Coshun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Captain Skelly Post, No. 9, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Gettysburg, Pa., recommending 
the passage of bill H. R. 9933, granting a pension to Marvin 
Coshun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Anthony Klunk for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Memorial urging passage of bill H. R. 1997, 
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introduced by Representative Macon, of Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Z. F. Matthews & Son and others, in favor of 
the Boutell bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to acompany House bill for the 
relief of Benjamin P. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to William H. McClellan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MoCALL: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers of Boston, in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 18354— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
15746, for the relief of Israel Roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15747, for the relief of 
Henry A. Wesson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Bushyille, N. Y., 
favoring a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of owners of motor vehicles in Canandaigua, 
favoring passage of the Boutell bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Ohio Valley Improve- 
ment Association—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the New England Tobacco Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, opposing any change in the tobacco schedule in the Ding- 
ley tariff law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution opposing an eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Millers’ National Federation—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the American Park and Outdoor Art Asso- 
ciation and American League of Civic Improvement, held at 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition in St. Louis, June 11, 1904, favor- 
ing improvement of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Camp, Arctic Brotherhood, de- 
manding elective representation in Congress for Alaska—to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Papers to accompany claim for 
the relief of William B. Grindle, of Bangor, Me.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim granting pension to Warren 
S. Rand, of Bangor, Me.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for the relief of John King- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Woman's Missionary Society 
of Middlesex County, Malden, Mass., favoring an amendment 
to Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. C. Knuland, of Everett, Mass., and 
Boston East Baptist Association, of Malden, Mass., favoring a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Flora C. Keene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution adopted by the Grand Camp, 
Arctic Brotherhood, demanding that the Congress of the United 
States shall at once enact legislation which will give Alaska 
adequate representation, by election, in that body—to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. ; 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House joint reso- 
lution authorizing the appointment of Philip B. Low as a lieu- 
tenant on the retired list of the Nayy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHULL: Petition and affidavit for relief of James 
Heiney, late of Company G, Two hundred and fourteenth Regi- 
ment, Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany claim of Nathaniel 
M. Stukes for increase of pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of members 
of churches of Suffolk County and Hast Boston, Mass., in favor 
of an amendment to Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
the bill for the relief of Zacharia Toler—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Andrews—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Wepnespay, December 7, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
finances for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered’ to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1904; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OF HAWAII. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, copies of the journals of the legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii, 1904, together with a copy of the laws of 
the Territory of Hawaii, special session, 1904; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF ONE HUNDREDTH MERIDIAN, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative 
to the establishment of the one hundredth meridian, together 
with a draft of a bill prepared by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office relative to the establishment of a boundary 
line between the State of Texas and the boundaries of Okla- 
homa and New Mexico; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM presented the credentials of REDFIELD 
Proctor, chosen by the legislature of the State of Vermont a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Congregational Association of the Island of Maui, Territory of 
Hawaii, praying that an investigation be made into the condi- 
tions existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Montana, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the postal 
` laws and regulations; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Reads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Washington, Pa., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. : 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Roxbury; of the congregation of the Memorial Bap- 
tist Church, of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, and of 
H. J. Spencer and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizehs of Spartans- 
burg, Pa., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Findlay, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Williamstown, 
Ohio; the Presbyterian Christian Endeavor Society, of Davis- 
ville, Cal.; the Baptist Christian Endeavor Society, of Trenton, 
N. J.; the Christian Endeavor Society of Spring Dale, Ohio; 
the Christian Endeavor Society of Du Quoin, III.; the Young 
People's Christian Endeavor Society of Windham, N. X.; the 
Union Christain Endeavor Society, of Glasston, N. Dak.; the 
Bethel Brethren Christian Endeavor Society, of Mulyane, Kans. ; 
of sundry citizens of Smallwood, Md.; Hillsdale, Mich.; Marsh- 
field, Ohio; Damascus, Ohio; Brooklyn, N. T.; Buffalo, N. X.; 


Scranton, Pa.; Clayton, N. Y.; Canadian, Tex.; Shenandoah, 
Iowa; Everton, Mo.; Balm, Pa.; Sibley, Iowa; Chicago, III.; 


Winamac, Ind.; New Gretna, N. J.; Erie, Mich.; Hillyard, 
Wash.; Aurora, Mo.; Worthington, Minn.; Portland, N. Dak.; 
Dexter, Me.; Mustang, Okla.; Pittsfield, Mass.: Iroquois, S. 
Dak.; North Pasadena, Cal.; Bourneville, Ohio; Paterson, 
N. J., and West Brattleboro, Vt., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the convening of an international con- 
gress for the consideration of all international questions; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of the Turn Verein of Meriden, 
Conn.; of the Verein of Indianapolis, Ind.; of Teutonia Lodge, 
No. 15, Sons of Hermann, of Nebraska City, Nebr.; of Eintracht 
Lodge, of Beemer, Nebr.; of Lippe Detmold Lodge, No. 34, of 
Nebraska; of the German Veteran Society of Schenectady, 
N. Y.; of the West Side Harmonia, of Columbus, Ohio; of Har- 
monia Lodge, No. 9, of Auburn, Nebr., and of the Order of the 
Sons of Hermann, of Moulton, Tex., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Clara Barton Relief 
Corps, of Warren, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation to authorize 
the President to issue a call for an international peace congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Taunton, 
Boston, East Boston, Roxbury, Dorchester, Hanson, Brockton, 
Montague, West Bridgewater, Wakefield, Everett, Reading, 
Springfield, Rockland, Gloucester, Malden, Mattapan, Salem, 
and Allston, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Union 
No. 419, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Kings County, 
N. V., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to locomotive engineers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York and a petition of the Board of Trade and 
Transportation of New York, praying for the ratification of an 
international arbitration treaty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Republican Club 
of New York City, of sundry citizens of Suffolk County, and of 
the Woman’s Club of New York City, all in the State of New 
York, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Saroor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rushville, , 
St. Johnsville, Port Jervis, Hudson, and Troy, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the establishment of a national forest reserve in 
the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of 15 citizens of Provi- 
dence, of 46 citizens of Central Falls, and of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Newport, all in the State of Rhode 
Island, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 373 citizens of Newport, R. I., 
praying for the passage of the so-called“ pure-food bill; ” which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Suffrage League 
of Pawtucket, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Middletown, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
East Greenwich, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Woonsocket, of the Woman’s Suffrage League of Anthony, of 
Angela Lincoln Carpenter, of Pawtucket, and of the State 
Woman’s Temperance Union of Rhode Island, all in the State 
of Rhode Island, praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 
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Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash.. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Clerks’ Association 
of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the upbuilding of the American merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Columbia Grange, No. 87, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Lyle, Wash., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ good-roads bill;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to investigate 
the labor troubles in Colorado; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUARLES presented resolutions adopted by the Inter- 
state Commerce Law Convention, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wheel- 
ing, W. Va., and a petition of 56 citizens of Fairmont, W. Va., 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. s 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waverly, 
W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. : ` 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the ratification of an interna- 
tional arbitration treaty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Brewery Workers’ 
Local Union No. 10, American Federation of Labor, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called “ eight- 
hour bill” and also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Michigan State Naval 
Brigade, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment vf legisla- 
tion to establish a naval militia and define its relations to the 
General Government and also for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the enrollment and organization of a United 
States naval reserye; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Woman's Club of Mont- 
clair; of the Woman’s Presbyterian Society for Home Missions 
of Elizabeth, and of the Episcopal Woman's Home Missions 
Society, of -Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 

` hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Political Study Club 
of Short Hills, N. J., and a petition of the Political Club of 
Montclair, N. J., praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories: 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Missionary So- 
ciety of the First Presbyterian Church of Metuchen, N. J., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of Local Union No. 
819, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of West 
Palmbeach, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
better the labor conditions in the State of Colorado; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Tallahassee, Pensacola, and Monticello, all in the State of Flor- 
ida, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for more 
complete statistical information on the subjects of marriage and 
divorce; which was referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of Butte Camp, 
No. 153, Modern Woodmen of the World, of Butte, Mont., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation placing 
official journals of fraternal insurance societies under the same 
ban as lotteries and games of chance; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

“He also presented a petition of the North Montana Roundup 
Association, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for an investigation of the low prices in the live-stock industry, 
and also to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Vermont, remonstrating against the ratification of a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives, That the people 
of Vermont look with disfavor upon reciprocity with Canada withou a 
definite statement of terms. There is no reason to expect the Cana- 
dians will grant us preferential duties as they do to Great Britain, or 
that they will agree to any favored interchange except of natural prod- 
ucts. This was the scope of the treaty of 1854, which, working great 
injury to the farmers of Vermont, was terminated on motion of Ver- 
mont's representatives in Congress. 

Our relations with Canada are pleasant and profitable under national 

licies which each country has adopted for its fiscal needs and its in- 

ustrial development, and our commercial relations throughoute the 
United States are so ramount to any others attainable that we 
should avoid all innovations upon such relations. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Joun H. MERRIFIELD, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


CHARLES H. STEARNS, 
President of the Senate. 
STATE or VERMONT, Office of the Secretary of State: 


I hereby 3 that the 3 is a true copy of a joint resolution 
as adopted by the general assembly of the State of Vermont at its 
eighteenth biennial session, as appears by the files and records of this 
0 


ce. 
Witness my si; 8 and the seal of this office at Montpelier this 
A 5 


Ist day of Decem 
GEORGE L. Hunt, 
Deputy Secretary of State. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Westrindge, N. H., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to require the internal-reyenue 
officers to furnish certain lists, on demand, of persons paying 
Federal taxes as liquor dealers in no-license towns; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented a petition of the First Battalion Michigan 
State Naval Brigade, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the enrollment and organiza- 
tion of a United States Naval Reserye; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the State Woman’s Temperance 
Union; of the Equal Suffrage Club, of Franklin; of Candia 
Grange, No. 167, Patrons of Husbandry, of Candia; of the Out- 
look Club, of Manchester; of the Equal Suffrage Association, of 
Concord; of the Good Citizenship Club, of Andover, and of 
Mary M. Chase, of Concord, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the New Hampshire Baptist 
Convention, praying for an investigation into the conditions ex- 
isting in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present sundry petitions, to which I call 
attention for the reason that they refer to international treaties. 
I present them in open session, as they do not refer to any pur- 
ticular treaty, and therefore I think they are in order in open 
session. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, as follows: 

A petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal.; 
a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of Portland, Me.; a peti- 
tion of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa., and a petition of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg., praying for the 
ratification of international arbitration treaties. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the commercial organi- 
zations of Quincy, III., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the commercial organizaticns 
of Quincy, III., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the upper Mississippi River between St. Louis 
and St. Paul; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of Normile, Fastabend & 
McGregor, of Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $35,000 
be made to compensate them for losses sustained in the con- 
struction of the lock and dam on the Yamhill River, Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Charles B. Spencer, 
of Milwaukee, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
grant him the recruiting expenses incurred and paid by him be- 
tween the 5th day of September, 1862, and the 25th day of Oc- 
tober, 1862, at Boston, Mass.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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He also presented the petitions of Thomas J. Harrison, of 
North Powder; of Fred A. Russell, of Oakland; of Katherine 
A. Smith, of Portland; of Charles Duggan, of Portland; of 
David D. Garrison, of Portland; of Charles H. Ellis, of Port- 
land; of Benjamin P. Thompson, of Portland; of George A. 
Clark, of Lostine, and of Elijah Hawkins, of Portland, all in 
the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting them increase of pension; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William M. Powers, of Al- 
bany, Oreg., praying that he be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper in support of the bill (S. 5660) 
granting a pension to James McDonald; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeayor of New Britain, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Connecticut 
Baptist Convention, of Hartford, Conn., relative to affairs in 

. «the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 

Foreign Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. HAwLEey) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Groton, Wallingford, Union City, North Stonington, Vol- 
untown, Plainfield, Norwich, Montville, and Waterbury, all in 
the State of Connecticut, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Westminster Presbyterian Church of St. Joseph, of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of the Westminster Presbyterian Church of 
St. Joseph, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the West- 
minster Presbyterian Church of St. Joseph, all in the State of 
Missouri, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reen Suoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were eae to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Fourth Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Elizabeth, Ky., pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the ratification of inter- 
national arbitration treaties ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange, the 
Board of Trade, and the Manufacturers and Producers’ Asso- 
ciation of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for certain changes and improyements 
recommended by the commanding general of the military divi- 
sion of the Pacific; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Pacific Coast Jobbers and 
Manufacturers’ Association, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for 
the appointment of a commission to secure stability of rates 
and the protection of shippers over the Panama Railroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pacific Coast Hardware 
and Metal Association, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation increasing the weight of 

_ mailable packages of merchandise; which was referred to the 

Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Woman's 
Christian Temperance Association, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the protection of Indians against the 
liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Kingfield, Ellsworth, Cherryfield, and Addi- 
son; of the Maine Woman's Suffrage Association, of Portland; 
of the Equal Suffrage Association, of Old Orchard, and of sundry 
citizens of Maine, all in the State of Maine, praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause of the 
statehood bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Buckfield, 
Oakland. South Berwick, Eliot, and North Berwick, all in the 
State of Maine, praying for the adoption of.an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, all in the State of Maine, praying for the passage of 


the so-called good-roads bill;” which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BAILEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the opening of Pasture No. 3 and the big 
pasture to actual settlers the same as the balance of the Kiowa 
and Comanche reservations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition from the Wisconsin Farm- 
ers’ Institute, praying for the establishment of a parcels post 
and parcels savings banks; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Coterie Club, of Beloit; of 
the Woman's Club of Monroe; of the Woman's Club of La 
Crosse, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Oshkosh, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Soor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Farmers’ Insti- 
tute, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an 
increase in the income of the agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the Lafayette Baptist Associa- 
tion and the congregations of the Methodist, Episcopal, and 
Baptist churches, all of Lancaster, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for an investigation of the conditions existing in the 
Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of St. Joseph; of the 
Ladies’ Missionary Society of the Westminster Church, of St. 
Joseph, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Westmin- 
ster Church, of St. Joseph, all in the State of Missouri, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Tyler 
Place Presbyterian Church, of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of 
the Woman's Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions, of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rxxp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Ministers’ Asso- 
ciation of Auburn, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of A. C. Bartlett, of Chicago, III., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “pure-food bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Berean Temple Baptist 
Church, of Boston, Mass., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Association, of 
Pleasant Grove, La., and a petition of the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church, of Ap- 
pleton City, Mo., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. RED Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the ratification of an international arbi- 
tration treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the North Montana Mission 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and a petition of the Con- 
gregational Association of the island of Oahu, Hawaii, praying 
for an investigation of the conditions existing in the Kongo 
Free State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the State Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Maine; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Houlton; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Camden; of Helen M. Bates, of Portland, and 
of Jennie Fuller, of Hartland; all in the State of Maine, pray- 
ing for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Hancock County, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the establishment of a Bu- 
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which 


reau of Highways in the Department of Agriculture; 
was referred to the Committee of Agriculture and Forestry. 


BUREAU OF PUBLIC HIGHWAYS, 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4098) to establish in 
the Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the 
Bureau of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid 
in the improvement of the public roads, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. The letter from the chief clerk of the 
Court of Claims transmitting a statement of judgments ren- 
dered for the year ending December 3, 1904, was presented 
yesterday by the President pro tempore and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. That ought to go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. I ask that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that document, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Claims 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the docu- 
ment referred to by the Senator from Missouri, and it will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BRONZE PORTRAIT STATUE OF GEORGE WASHINGTON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Committee on the Library 
may be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 3721) for the purchase of a bronze portrait statue of George 
Washington, and that the bill may be brought before the Senate 
and indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves that the Committee on the Library be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill indicated by him and that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall introduce another bill in lieu of it. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5688) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to coustruct a good drained road at the naval 
station, New Orleans, La.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5689) to require the employment 
of vessels of the United States for public purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5690) for the promotion of a 
professor of mathematics on the retired list of the Navy; which 
“was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5691) to erect a monument to 
Benjamin Franklin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 5692) granting a pension to James G. Bowden; 

A bill (S. 5693) granting a pension to Hannah A. Holden; 

A bill (S. 5694) granting a pension to Milford W. Oxley; and 

A bill (S. 5695) granting a pension to Anthony N. Greeley. 

* Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5696) to amend an act fix- 
ing the grade of veterans of the civil war; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 5697) granting an increase of pension to J. Tilden 
Moulton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5698) granting an increase of pension to Martin Schu- 
bert (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5699) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
Ernest (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5700) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Robinson; and 

A bin (S. 5701) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
Summers (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 5702) to encourage rifle 
practice and excellence in marksmanship among citizens of the 
United States, so as to render them quickly available for effi- 
cient service in time of war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5703) to amend section 38 of an 
act entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent 
military establishment ef the United States,” approved Febru- 


ary 2, 1901; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5704) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can National Red Cross; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 5705) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the-Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
raa twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 5706) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Reformed Church, of Boonsboro, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 5707) for the relief of the estate of James H. Beall, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 5708) for the relief of the estate of Horace L. Kent, 
deceased. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5709) repealing a pro- 
vision of section 13 of an act approved March 3, 1899, entitled 
“An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the person- 
nel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5710) to require the erection of 
fire escapes in certain buildings in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5711) in amendment of an act entitled “An act to 
increase pension for total deafness ;” 

A bill (8. 5712) granting an increase of pension to Sally Dick- 
inson ; 

A bill (S. 5713) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther ; 

A bill (S. 5714) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKenne; and 
A bill (S. 5715) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Bickford. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5716) granting a pension to 
Dotha J. Whipple; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5717) granting a pension to Moses Hill; 

A bill (S. 5718) granting a pension to Alma L’Hommedieu 
Ruggles; 

A bill (S. 5719) granting a pension to Nellie Raymond; 

A bill (S. 5720) granting a pension to Jennie S. Ostler ; 

A bill (S. 5721) granting a pension to Orville V. Percy ; 

A bill (S. 5722) granting a pension to Charles B. Field ; 

A bill (S. 5723) granting a pension to George W. Bannon; 
and 

A bill (S. 5724) granting a pension to Elijah J. Goodell. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 5725) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Pipes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 5726) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Baptist Church of Princeton, Ky.; which 
ve read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

gan ee (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 

A bill (s. 5728) granting an increase of pension to Kephart 
Wallace; and 
9 bill (S. 5729) granting an increase of pension to Scott 

raves. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 5730) to correct the 
military record of Henry Marlow; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5731) to correct the military 
record of Joseph H. Stroebel; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Gtsson) introduced a bill (S. 5732) 
granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: : 

A bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to Monroe 
W. Wright; 

A bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodbury + 

A bill (S. 5735) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Lenhart; 

Poy (S. 5736) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
rt; 

A bill (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


A bill (S. 5738) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Russell; 
A bill (S. 5739) granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 
1 . 


e; 

cin bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to Clemon 

ooten ; 
5 bill (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Welch; 

A bill (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to Nickles 
Dockendorf ; 

A bill (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan; 

A bill (S. 5744) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Rhodes ; 


A bill (S. 5745) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell; and 

A bill (S. 5746) granting an increase of pension to Anne 
Jones. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I introduce a bill to amend an 
act entitled “An act making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Twelfth 
Census.” It is a bill which has been prepared by the committee 
on national affairs of the Republican Club of New York City. 
I wish to have it referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks that the bill be read at length. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it will be read. 

The bill (S. 5747) to amend an act entitled “An act making 
an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the 
several States under the Twelfth Census” was read the first 
time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress passed at the second ses- 
sion of the Fifty-sixth Congress entitled “An act making an apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Twelfth Census,” spproved January 16, 1901, and numbered Chapter 
93, be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows, that is to say: 

After section 5 of said act there shall added as sections 6, 7, 8, 
and 9 the following sections, oane 
“ Sec. 6. Whereas the Constitution of the United States prescribes 
at Article XIV, section 2, that when the right to vote at any election 
specified in said article is ‘denied to any of the male inhabitants of 
such States being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States or 
in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other crime, 
the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 
which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number 
of male citizens 21 years of age in such State; and further prescribes 
at Article XV that ‘the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
shall not be denied or abri by the United States or by any State on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude;’ and 
whereas the Congress is satisfied that the right of male inhabitants of 
certain States, being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, 
to vote at some of said specified elections since the passage of the act 
hereby amended has in fact been denied or in some way abridged for 
causes not permitted iy the Constitution of the United States, and that 
the representation of the States hereinafter specified should be reduced 
pursuant to the Constitution: Now, therefore 
“ Be it enacted, That on and after the 3a day of March, in 
E 1907, and thereafter until otherwise enacted, the representation 
the House of Representatives of the State of Alabama, instead of 
being nine Representatives, shall be seven Representatives; and the 
State of Arkansas, instead of being seven Representatives, shall be six 
Representatives; and the State of Florida, instead of being three Rep- 
resentatives, shall be two Representatives; and the State of Georgia, 
instead of being eleven Representatives, shall be eight Representatives ; 
and the State of Louisiana, instead of being seven Hepresentatives, shali 
be five Representatives; and the State of Mississippi, instead of bein 
eight Representatives, shall be six Representatives; and the State o 
North Carolina, instead of being ten Representatives, shall be eight Rep- 
resentatives; and the State of South Carolina, instead of being seven 
Representatives, shall be five Representatives; and the State of Ten- 
nessee, instead of being ten Representatives, shall be nine Representa- 
tives; and the State of Texas, instead of being sixteen Representatives, 
shall be fifteen Representatives; and the State of ar ae instead of 
being ten Representatives, shall be eight Representatives; and that, 
therefore, the House of Representatives, instead of being composed of 
three hundred and eighty-six members, as provided for in the act hereby 
amended, shall be composed of three hundred and sixty-seven members: 
Provided, nevertheless, That whenever hereafter it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the 5 that the right to vote at the elections speci- 
fied in section 2, Article XIV, of the Constitution, in any of the States 
last specified is no longer denied or in any n abri for causes not 
rmitted by the Constitution of the United States, then the number of 
embers apportioned to such State in the House of Representatives by 
section 1 of the aforesaid act of 1901 hereby amended may be restored 


to said State by a further amendment to the aforesaid act. This ređuc- 
tion shall apply to the next election for members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from said last-mentioned States in the Sixtieth Congress. 

“Sec. 7. Unless the legislatures of any of the specified States whose 
representation is reduced by this act shall have provided, before the time 
fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein, for the 
election of Representatives by districts, after the manner denoted in 
section 4 of the aforesaid act of 1901 hereby amended, then the whole 
number of Representatives from such State, as apportioned by the re- 
duction hereby established, shall be elected at large, as provided for in 

d aforesaid section 4 in respect to cases where the number of Repre- 
sentatives provided for in any State shall be less than it was before the 
change was directed to be made. 
“Sec, 8. The second section of the act hereby amended is here 
amended so as to read as follows: ‘That whenever a new State is a 
mitted to the Union the Representative or Representatives assigned to 
it shall be in addition to the gate number to which all the States 
may be entitled under the operations of the aforesaid act entitled “An 
act making an pk Sey eng a of Representatives in Congress am the 
several States under the Twelfth Census,” approved January 16, 1901 
and of this amendatory act and of any further acts amendatory of and 
nae Oe 

*Snc.9. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, for my information, I 
should be glad if the Secretary would read the names of the 
States proposed to be affected by the bill. 

The Secretary. The States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, for my information, I should 
like to inquire if there is anything in the bill affecting the rep- 
resentation of a State in the Senate where it is charged that 
the governor, instead of the legislature, selects the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. There is nothing of that kind in 
the bill. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5748) to cor- 
rect the military record of William Fleming; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5749) granting a pen- 
sion to Malinda McBride; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5750) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Woods; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5751) granting an increase of pension to Miles Wall; 

A bill (S. 5752) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Glidewell ; and 

A bill (S. 5753) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bechtel. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5754) for the relief of 
C. I. McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5755) to correct the military ree- 
ord of Charles H. Silby; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5756) to correct the military 
record of Bernhard Steuber; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 5757) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Luther; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5758) granting an increase of 
pension to Sallie B. Weber; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 5759) to establish a law 
library for the United States courts at Omaha, Nebr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5760) fixing the terms of the 
circuit and district courts in and for the district of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5761) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Heelan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5762) granting an increase of 
pension to Ruth E. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 5763) granting certain 
property to the county of Gloucester, N. J.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 5764) for the relief of Benjamin 
Franklin Handforth; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5765) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Turbett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5766) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew S. Graham; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5767) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the First Baptist Church of Mansfield, La.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 5768) to provide for an addi- 
tional judge of the district court of the United States for the 
district of New Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5769) for an additional circuit 
judge in the third judicial circuit; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5770) increasing the limit 
of cost of public building at Charlottesville, Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5771) to reinstate Francis S. 
Nash as a surgeon in the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
fan twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: : 

A bill (S. 5772) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Tucker, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5773) for the relief of Gipsie P. Powell; 

A bill (S. 5774) for the relief of the trustees of the Freder- 
icksburg Baptist Church, of Fredericksburg, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 5775) for the relief of the trustees of Zion Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Spottsylvania County, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 5776) for the relief of the trustees of St. George's 
Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburg, Va. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 5777) to provide for 
the enlargement and improvement of the public building at 

Fort Worth, Tex; which was read twice by its title and re- 

ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5778) for the relief of W. C. York; 

A bill (S. 5779) for the relief of the heirs of Bethel A. Smith, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5780) for the relief of J. V. McDaniel. 

Mr. BALL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: . 

A bill (S. 5781) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Steele; 

A bill (S. 5782) granting an increase of pension to B. H. 
Draper; and 

A bill (S. 5783) granting a pension to Susan A. Vantine. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5784) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Boothsville, W. Va. ; 

A bill (S. 5785) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Bunker Hill, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 5786) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Springfield, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 5787) for the relief of the trustees of Zion Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church, of Charlestown, W. Va.: 

A bill (S. 5788) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Webster, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 5789) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of St. Albans, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 5790) for the relief of Harmon Snyder; 

A bill (S. 5791) for the relief of the estate of Levi Moler, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 5792) for the relief of the estate of James Watson, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 5793) for the relief of Isaac W. Busey. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5794) for the relief 
of Rinaldo, Isadore, and Robert von Balsan, and the heirs of 
Caroline yon Balsan, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5795) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton A. Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5796) for the relief of Leroy 
Noble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5797) to establish a United 
States historical commission; which was read twice by its title; 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 5798) to extend the time 
for the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
Yankton, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5799) to provide for the exten- 
sion of time within which homestead settlers may establish their 
residence upon certain lands which were heretofore a part of 
the Rosebud Indian Reservation wicain the limits of Gregory 
County, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5800) to amend the homestead 
laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in 
South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 5801) for the relief of the 
estate of Saphira E. Stalcup; which was read twice by its title, 
ona with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5802) granting an increase of 
pension to Luther M. Bartlow; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 5803) for the relief of 
Daniel Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 5804) to 
authorize the construction of two steam vessels for the Revenue- 
Cutter Service for duty on Puget Sound, Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5805) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William McCutcheon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: ; 

A bill (S. 5806) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Knapp; 

A bill (S. 5807) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
F. Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 5808) granting an increase of pension to William 
Steele; y 

A bill (S. 5809) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell ; 

A bill (S. 5810) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber ; 

A bill (S. 5811) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Waller; 

A bill (S. 5812) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Graham; 

A bill (S. 5818) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
E. Farnsworth ; 

A bill (S. 5814) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
D. Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 5815) granting an increase of pension to James 
McKim. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs: S 

A bill (S. 5816) waiving the age limit for admission to the 
Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of Pay Clerk 
Walter Delafield Bollard, United States Navy. 

A bill (S. 5817) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy. : 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5818) granting a pension to Andrew Barr; and 

A bill (S. 5819) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
K. Long. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 5820) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Christopher Wood; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5821) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to William F. Patterson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5822) for the relief of 
certain purchasers of lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, 
and for other purposes; which. was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5823) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles B. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committe on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
P. Thompson ; 

F A bill (S. 5825) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
ones; 

A bill (S. 5826) granting a pension to Mary Lansing Catlin; 

A bill (S. 5827) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
A. Smith; 

A bill (S. 5828) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Garrison; 

A bill (S. 5829) granting a pension to William M. Powers; 

A bill (S. 5830) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 5831) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 5832) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Harrison ; 

A bill (S. 5833) granting an increase of pension to Charles II. 
Ellis; 
cis bill (S. 5834) granting an increase of pension to George A. 

ark ; 

A bill (S. 5835) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Duggan; and 

A bill (S. 5836) granting a pension to Fred A. Russell. 

Mr. CLAY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5837) for the relief of Sibini Jones; 

A bill (S. 5838) for the relief of the heirs of G. W. Click, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 5839) for the relief of J. H. Holland; and 

A bill (S. 5840) for. the relief of Elizabeth A. C. Galloway. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. Hawtry) introduced a 
bill (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to Nelson P. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Hawtey), introduced a bill (S. 5842) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas G. Parish; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5843) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Warrenton, 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5844) for the relief of the heirs 
of Alfred Lea, deceased; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the afi- 
davit of William W. Moore. I move that the bill and accompa- 
nying paper be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5845) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. McCullah; which was read twice br its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of James W. McCullah, Company B, Fifty-first Missouri 
Volunteers. I move that the bill and accompanying paper be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5846) for the purchase 
of a bronze portrait statue of George Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 5847) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert McCoy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 5848) for the relief of 
Simon Normile, John F. Fastabend, and William F. McGregor; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5849) for the relief of certain- 


purchasers of lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 5850) for the purchase of letters 
patent of the Dickenson self-righting and self-bailing lifeboat; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5851) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha W. Hargadine; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5852) granting a pension to Vic- 
toria St. C. E. C. Mickelson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5853) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Castle; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5854) for the relief of the Ches- 
apeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5855) for the relief of the heirs 
of Marjorie Ward, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
8 with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5856) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William V. Morrison; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- ` 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5857) granting an increase of pension to James 
Bryson ; 

A pill (S. 5858) granting an increase of pension to John Hub- 
bard; and 8 

A bill (S. 5859) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 5800) for the re- 
lief of settlers upon the abandoned Fort Rice Military Reserva- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5861) granting an — — of 
pension to John M. Garrett; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5862) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott ; 

A bill (S. 5863) granting a pension to Clara A. Cresey (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5864) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 
Gassett (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the 
Military Academy at West Point, Frutus Tomás Plaza, of Ecua- 
dor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) 
granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the Government 
reservation in Washington, D. C., for the American Railway Ap- 
pliance Exhibition; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (by request) introduced a joint 
resolution (S. R. 80) construing the act of March 3, 1899, relat- 
ing to the transferring of officers of the Engineer Corps of the 
Navy to the line of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) authorizing 
the appointment of Philip B. Low as a lieutenant on the re- 
tired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 82) direct- 
ing the Isthmian Canal Commission and the chief engineer of 
the Panama Canal to develop a plan for a sea-level canal at 
the Isthmus of Panama; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 

Mr. CARMACK. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that 
it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) providing for an investigation 


T 


50 


into the collection and expenditure of money for election pur- 
poses was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be appointed a committee of Mem- 

rs, to be selected by the Senate and to be selected by 
the House, and that said committee be authorized and instructed to in- 
vestigate the collection and expenditure of money to promote the elec- 
tion of Presidential electors and Representatives in Congress by the 
national committees of the various political parties, the sources from 
which such money was derived, and the manner in which it was used, 
and that such investigation shall ly cover and include the 
elections of 1896, 1900, and 1904. 

That said committee, as a part of Its rt, shall recommend such 
legislation as it may deem most effective for the pu of securing 
publicity in the collection and mditure of money for election pur- 

ses and for preventing the collection and of such mone: 

m corporations engaged in interstate commerce and the use of suc 
money for corrupt and unlawful purposes. 

That said committee is hereby empowered to administer oaths, com- 
pel the attendance, take the testimony of witnesses, send for persons 
and papes; and to exercise all the usual powers necessary to carry into 
effec e purposes of this resolution. 

That the sum of dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any 
ee the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
carrying this resolution into effect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee desire? 
Mr. CARMACK. The joint resolution should be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I suppose. 
y The joint resolution was read the second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to introduce a joint resolution, for 
which I shall ask immediate consideration. 5 

The joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing for the reappoint- 
ment of James B. Angell on the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the vacancy on the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution of 5 ye anr 8 s on 
sha e reappointment of James B. Angell, o 
whose term of nh expires on January 24, 1905. u 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. This gentleman has been a member of the board for 
a long time, and ought to remain so. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and 
commonly known as the Bowman Act; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES AND VENEZUELAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the original manuscript of the report of Robert C. 
Morris, agent of the United States before the United States and Vene- 
guelan Claims Commission, which report was printed as Senate Docu- 
ment No. 317, Fifty-eighth Con second session, be taken from the 
files of the Senate and returned to the State Department, said manu- 
script being of the archives of the State Department. 

Mr COCKRELL. I should like to know what is the object of 
taking this document from the files. It is considered a very 
interesting document, and a number of copies have already 
been distributed to Senators. Is it now proposed to take the 
copies that have been assigned to Senators and turn them over 
to the State Department? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; it is only the intention to take the orig- 
inal document from the Senate files and restore it to the State 
Department, where it belongs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the miscellaneous Items o 
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contingent fund of the Senate the actual and necessary expenses In- 
curred by the committees appointed by the President pro tempore of 
the Senate in arranging for and attending the funerals of the late 
Senator from Pennsylyania, Hon. Matthew S. Quay, and the late 
Senator from Massachusetts, Hon. George F. Hoar, upon vouchers 
to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the ate. - 


IMPROVEMENT OF GRAYS RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be and he ＋ hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 


cost of improving the Grays River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SWINOMISH SLOUGH, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cont of improving Swinomish Slough, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GRAYS HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represcntatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is. hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the mouth of Grays Harbor, Washington, to meet the 
demands of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ROCHE HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an mate submitted of the 
cost of improving the entrance to Roche Harbor, Washington, to meet 
the demands of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF LEWIS RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is 2 directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Lewis River and branches in the State of Wash- 
ington to meet the demands of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COWLITZ RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives conourring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the litz River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce, and to submit pans and estimate of cost of Bk oe a 
depth of 16 feet of water at low tide between the mouth said river 
and the city of Kelso. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SKAGIT RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an te submitted of the 
cost of — tg, So kagit River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce, by the construction of the so-called “ Sterling cut-off.” 


IMPROVEMENT OF ILWACO HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
That the A id of ar g and he Hf he „directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an mate submitted of the 
cost of Improving the harbor of Ilwaco, Wash., to meet the demands of 
commerce, 


IMPROVEMENT OF ANACORTES HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
That the Secretary of War B- and he 75 hereby, directed to cause 2 

natlon and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
K of improving the harbor of Anacortes, Wash., to meet the demands 
of commerce, 
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IMPROVEMENT OF EVERETT HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: k 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the harbor of Everett, Wash., to meet the demands of 


commerce. 
JEFFERSON BIBLE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved gA the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
House Document No. 755, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 
The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth, be reprinted by photolitho- 
graphic process from the same plates and bound the same style, and 


that 9, additional 17 — be Printed for the use of the Congress, 3,000 
copien for the use of the Senate and 6,000 copies for the use of the 
ouse, 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the unfinished business of the 
Senate is House bill 14623, which was reported before the close 
of the last session, To amend an act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and for other purposes.” There is a Senate bill 
almost exactly similar to the House bill. The House bill came 
over and was substituted for the Senate bill. We then took the 
bill up, amended it, and it went over at the close of the last ses- 
sion as unfinished business. It was my intention when the bill 
comes up regularly at the hour of 2 o’clock to ask the Senate to 
proceed with its consideration until disposed of; but I should 
be very glad, Mr. President, if the Senate would fix a time for 
taking a vote upon the bill, and that it should then be taken up 
to suit the convenience of those Senators who desire to speak 
upon it. I should like to ask the Senators who constitute the 
minority of the committee if they would be willing to agree to 
a day before the holiday recess on which we shall take a vote 
on the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before considering the 
suggestion of the Senator, I wish to call his attention to the 
fact, as I did just before the adjournment of the last session, 
that there is some material difference between section 4 of the 
House bill and the same section of the Senate bill. For in- 
stance, in the House bill that section provides, in effect, for the 
guaranty of 5 per cent interest on bonds or other securities of 
railroads—of electric street railways—which is not the case 
with the section of the Senate bill. 

Of course if it is the purpose of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in charge of this bill to press the House section notwith- 
standing that difference, well and good; but I call his atten- 
tion to it now, so that if it is not his purpose to do so we may 
have the bill reprinted in order that it may be presented to the 
Senate in the form in which it will be insisted upon. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, that section applies only to 
railroads. The word “electricity ” is merely used to cover any 
power that may be employed, not to confine it to steam. Street 
railways are not mentioned. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But they are included. 

Mr. LODGE. Ob, no. 

. Mr. CULBERSON. They are necessarily included by the 
general language of the House bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no, Mr. President; street railways have 
to be defined as street railways. The language here is “ rail- 
roads,” a perfectly well-known distinction. Street railways 
are always expressed in that form. I do not think the intent 
of the House bill is different from ours. This is the House bill 
which is now before the Senate. It was substituted for the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is for that very purpose that I called 
the attention of the Senator to this distinction between the two 
sections. 

There is also another difference between them in that the 
right of the United States under the guaranty is better guarded 
in the Senate section than in the House section. But as it is 
apparently the disposition of the Senate not to take up this 
matter now, I am willing to consider the other question as to 
what time shall be fixed to take a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not going to move to take up the bill at 
this time. It will come up at 2 o'clock, when I shall be glad to 
go on with the bill unless we can agree on some time for a vote, 
and then leave it to the convenience of Senators on the other 
side to say when they wish the bill taken up. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think that when the bill is regularly 


before the Senate there will be no trouble about reaching a con- 
clusion as to the time for taking the vote. 


Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President; then I will wait un- 
til the bill comes up at 2 o’clock, when I shall renew my re- 


quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
Calendar under Rule VIII is, in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I will ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be reprinted with the amendments adopted by the Senate at the 
last session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts will be agreed to. The pend- 
ing amendment 

Mr. LODGE. There are no pending amendments, Mr. Presi- 
dent. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands there 
is an amendment pending. 

Mr. LODGE. All the committee amendments were adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment isan 
amendment to section 2 offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TORAKER]. The Chair understands that is the amendment pend- 
ing. 

Mr. LODGE. I was not aware of any pending amendment. 
The committee amendments were adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not a committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. I want the bill printed with the committee 
amendments as they have been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are a number of nomina- 
tions on which reports are to be made from committees, and 
we can utilize the time between now and 2 o'clock with an ex- 
ecutive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


JULIUS A. KAISER. ' 


Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
158) construing the act for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser as car- 
rying an appropriation, to report it favorably, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
read subject to objection. J 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. This seems to be a meritorious case, but if 
we construe that phraseology in this particular case as carrying 
an appropriation, of course it means that in all similar cases 
hereafter those words will carry an appropriation. I do not 
see why, if the House of Representatives want to pay this per- 
son, they can not make an appropriation for the payment of the 
claim. Certainly we would assent to it here in a moment if 
that was proposed. 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion of the Senator from Iowa is very 
important. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that if 
he will withdraw the joint resolution for the day we can change 
the language, making it an appropriation, and send it right over 
to the House. The point made by the Senator from Iowa is a 
good one. We ought not to say that the act shall be construed 
as carrying an appropriation, but a few words can put it all 
right. 

Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator from Maine suggest that 
the joint resolution be recommitted? 

Mr. HALE. Nominally. The Senator can report it to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I ask to have the joint resolution re- 
committed to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia withdraws the report. 

Mr. HALE. He can withdraw it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be withdrawn. 

Mr. PENROSE. I wish to get it back to the committee, so 
that I shall be in order to present it when reports of committees 
are called. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there will be no objection to it. In- 
deed, the joint resolution might lie on the table and be con- 
sidered in that way. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that it may go back to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylya- 
nia has a right to withdraw the report. It is withdrawn. 


The 
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THE CALENDAR. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. At the last session the Senate passed over a large 
number of biHs that were objected to and we reached Order of 
Business 480, which is the first business on the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. The bills were passed over without prejudice 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular place to begin is on page 9 of 
the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, page 9 is where we should begin. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first business in order on the Calendar, which is on page 9. 

: The Secretary stated Order of Business 480, on page 9, as fol- 
ows: . 

Resolution by Mr. Dax esting the Presi > 
ate all O AEOS AO DE tha ELET . 
lating to that country since November 4, 1903, and which has not been 
heretofore transmitted. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] here, but I should think the resolution might be indefi- 
nitely postponed. However, I will withhold the motion, as he is 
not present, and ask that it may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. 

BUFUS NEAL. 


The bill (S. 3621) for the relief of Rufus Neal was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Crarp, from the Committee on Claims, January 28, 1904. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the bill had better be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks that the bill may go over. It will be passed over. 


CLAIMS OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


The bill (S. 3828) to provide for the settlement of certain 
claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for the loss or 
destruction, without fault or negligence on the part of said ofti- 
cers and men, of property belonging to them in the military sery- 
ice of the United States, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand how the record has 
been made up in this case. On the face of the bill and on the 
Calendar it is stated that the bill was “reported by Mr. Cocx- 
RELL without amendment.” The report states that Mr. Proc- 
ror, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report.” ‘The report itself shows that the Senator from 
Vermont, who introduced the bill, reported it. I am under the 
impression, but I am not certain about it, that he requested me 
to present the report to the Senate at some meeting when he 
could not be present, and therefore the bill ought not to have 
appeared on the Calendar as having been reported by me. I 
should like to have the clerks look into the matter and have it 
corrected, because for one Senator to report a bill as stated on 
its face and another one to make the report is a little anomalous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter will be looked into, 
and it will be corrected. The bill will be passed over at the 
request of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

JOHN WESLEY HOYT. 

The bill (S. 2021) for the relief of John Wesley Hoyt 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
goes over. 


was 


WILLIAM H. CRAWFORD. 


The bill (S. 1283) for the relief of William H. Crawford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, after the last word, “ appointment,” in line 
8, at the end of the bill, to insert “under this act;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
William H. Crawford, of Philadelphia, Pa., assistant engineer, with 
rank of lieutenant, junior grade, on the retired list of the Navy, as for 
disabilities incurred in the line of duty, to take effect upon the date of 


appointment under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES G. FIELD. 


The bill (S. 1786) restoring James G. Field, naval surgeon, to. 
ae uae of promotion, was considered as in Committee of the 
e. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
dary 1 amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
an rt: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to restore James G. Field, surgeon, 
United States Navy (not in the liue of promotion), to the line of pro- 
motion in accordance with the date of his origi: commission of ar 
23, 1887, to take rank next after Surg. Eugene P. Stone: Provided, 
That the said Field shall be carried as additional to the number of the 
grade to which he shall be restored, or at any time thereafter promoted. 


Pia COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in 
at case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted February 2, 1904, by 
Mr. BLACKBURN, as follows: í 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1786) restoring James G. Field, naval surgeon, to the line of promo- 
tion, having considered the same report thereon with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass, with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“That the President be, and he hereby, authorized, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to restore James G. Field, sur- 
geon, United States Navy (not in the line of pronao to the line of 

romotion in accorđance with the date of his original commission of 

y 23, 1887, to take rank next after Surgeon Eugene P. Stone: Pro- 
vided, That the said Field shall be carried as additional to the num- 
ber of the grade to which he shall be restored or at any time there- 


after promoted.” 
The bill, as amended, has the mpororel of the Navy Department, as 
will appear by letter attached. statement of the claimant is also 


appended and made a part of this report. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 30, 1903. 


Sm: Referring to the committee's communication of the 26th in- 
stant, requesting the views of the Department with regard to certain 
bills pending in the Senate, among them S. 1786, “ restoring James G. 
Field, naval surgeon, to the line of promotion,” I have the honor to 
state that, concurring in the views of the Bureaus of Medicine and 
Surgery and Navigation, the measure in question is regarded with fa- 
vor, and is accordingly commended to the consideration of the com- 
mittee. In this connection there is forwarded herewith, for the fur- 
ther information of the committee in the premises, Doctor Field's state- 
ment in support and explanation of the bill. 

While the De ent does not, in view of his condition when placed 

1 regard the board by which he was recommended for 
re t as having erred in its conclusions with res to Doctor 
Field’s unfitness for active service, as claimed him in his petition, he 
has, haying already been restored to the active list not in the line of pro- 
motion, demonstrated the fact that he is so far recovered as to be cap- 
able of performing active duty, and as he is now serving at sea on 
board the U. S. S. Bennington, the commanding officer of which vessel 
commends his services (see first indorsement, dated December 11, 1903, 
upon the petition referred to), it is believed that he may well be given 
his former place on the list and the benefits of promotion. The provi- 
sion in the bill that makes Doctor Field an additional number in his 
grade prevents any injury to those surgeons above whom he will be 
placed if it becomes a law. It is su; ted, however, that the bill be 
amended so as to provide that he shail be an additional number, not 
only in the grade of surgeon, but also in pon grade to which he may 
hereafter be 1 and by adding, in order that there may be no 
misunderstanding as to the rank, the words to take rank next after 
Surg. Eugene P. Stone.” 

As Doctor Field is already on the active list, and as a — while 
out of the service and engaged in actve practice may properly be sup- 
posed to have lost nothing of 5 in his profession, as is the 
case with an officer of the line, it is not thought necessary to treat this 
ease according to the rule 3 by the Department and enunciated 
in its communication of the 24th instant to the committee In relation 
to Capt. Seth M. Ackley, United States png 
1 of the bill as it is proposed to amended is herewith sub- 


Very respectfuily, W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 


Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


U. S. S. BENNINGTON, 
Navy- Tard, Puget Sound, Wash., December 9, 1903. 
GENTLEMEN: I beg to be permitted the honor of submitting the fol- 
lo brief statement in eg and explanation of Senate $in 1786, 
tor Patterson, of Colorado, Novem 


was due me 23, la tie 
Station at that time I could not be given the professional examination 
5 to promotion, but went to the senior medical officer of the 
ship and requested him to examine me physically as to fitness for the 
promotion due me that day and spread the same on the medical journal 
of the ship. This he refused to do, saying that nothing would occur 
prior to my return to the States which would prevent my being given 
the promotion then due me. 

At this time I was 2 qualified for promotion. Su 
to this date, and prior to my return to the States in June, 1891, I had 
— incurred in line of duty. This illness was followed some 
ime later by what might be called slight hemorrhages from the lungs, 
and after being on duty in the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Navy 

ent, Washington, from July to November, 1891, I was given 


uent 


leave of absence and went to Colorado. 
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Returned a year or so later and went u 
tion, now two or more years overdue, and was rejected physically and 
was retired as an ass t surgeon. i 

Not believing myself as ill as the examining and retiring boards con- 
sidered me, and not wishing to leave the service, certainly not without 
the promotion I felt due me, I requested that I be sent to sea to 
demonstrate the correctness or otherwise of the decision of the boards. 
ay request was not considered by the board, and I was put on the 
retired list of the Navy as an assistant coal gr (about) June 26, 1893. 

I then went to Colorado and commen the 
sion, but with each succeeding Congress made 
service by act of Con „ but without success. When the war ensued 
between the United States and Spain I gave up my practice in civil 
life, which was bringing me double the amount of my pay in the service, 
and offered my services to the Navy Department, through the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery, and was ordered back to active service April 
26, 1898, but was again put back into civil life after the signing of the 
protocol between the United States and Spain. 

Returning to Colorado and finding my former practice entirely de- 
stroyed by my year’s absence, I settled down to bulld u another and 
was beginning to be successful when Congress enacted a bill giving the 
Secretary of the Navy power to order retired officers back Into active 
service. Not wishing to return to the service as an assistant surgeon, 
far below those of my date, I went to Congress, which enacted a bill 
eras me a surgeon, with rank of lieutenant, not in line of promo- 


for examination Lor promo 


ractice of my profes- 
orts to return to the 


The act of March 3, 1903, gave all surgeons the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, and though the Judge-Adyocate-General of the Navy had 
included my name in the list of those who, in his opinion, were en- 
titled to the above-named rank, mine was omitted when the names were 
sent for „ on the ground, I suppose, that I was not in line 
of promotion. 

he result of the passage of this bill will be to offset the misfortunes 
of my unlucky retirement, and will be a recognition of the fact that, as 
I am able to do and am doing the services required of me, I should not 
de subjected to the injustice of “ marking time while others perform- 
ing the same kind of work go marching on. 
have the honor, therefore, to beg at your hands a favorable report 
on 3 eek 
ery res 
F James G. FIELD, Surgeon, U. 8. Navy. 


The CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


[First Indorsement. ] 


U. S. S. BENNINGTON, Navx-Yarp, PUGET Sounp, 
` Bremerton, Wash., December 11, 1903. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Secretary of the Navy. 
I beg to remark, concerning the within statement, that while Sur- 
n Field has been attached to this ship under my command since 

arch 2, 1903, I have ever found him most zealous and attentive to 
his duty, of excellent presence and bearing, faithful to the sick and 
unusually eon ATEA his 5 o pon —— ne beans A 
shown no signs o ng anything bu e mo: 2 oug e 
ship has iel from San Francisco to the io orski Islands, 
Bering Sea, in the time mentioned. 

I cordiali commend Surgeon Field’s case to the favorable considera- 
tion of the Kavy Department in transmitting his petition to the Senate 
Naval Committee, as I am convinced that a worthy officer is the victim 
of an error of judgment on the part of the board that recommended 
him for retirement ey Surely no harm can come to any med- 
ical officer now in the service through granting his petition and the 
relief asked for by his bill. 

CHAUNCEY THOMAS, 


Commander, U. 8. Navy, Commanding. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 982) amending the act of January 26, 
1897, entitled “An act for the relief of telegraph operators who 
served in the war of the rebellion.” This is a very deserving 
pill, and it is accompanied by a very exhaustive report, which I 
made at the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Scorr] asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before giving consent I 
wish the Senator from West Virginia would make a brief state- 
ment concerning this bill. As I understand it, it proposes to 
put on the pension roll the military telegraphers of the civil 
war. It seems to me, without having carefully considered it, 
that it opens a door for putting on the pension roll a large num- 
ber of other men who in various capacities served the country, 
but were not enrolled. I presume these men were never duly 
enrolled in the Army as military men. That is my recollection. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
West Virginia proceeds, with his permission I should like to state 
that I believe this is a bill introduced by myself, The beneficia- 


ries under it are very few in number. I know of no bill pre- 
sented or pending before this body that is asked for so earnestly 
and will gratify so many deserving and prominent persons as 
the enactment of this measure. So far as the expenditure from 
the Treasury of the Government is concerned, it is extremely 
small in amount. - 

I will not attempt to go into an explanation of the bill, be- 
cause the Senator from West Virginia is prepared to do so and 
is about to do so. But I hope the Senate will give careful and 
serious consideration to what he. is about to say on the bill 
before the Senate, and I sincerely trust that the Senate will see 
fit to pass it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, this bill covers a class of men 
who had never before the war of the rebellion occupied a promi- 
nent position in our armies. At the time that their services 
were utilized there was no particular rating or standing which 
they could have, but they were men who went out on the firing 
line in the presence of the enemy, and who put in touch the 
Commander in Chief, the President of the United States, in 
Washington, with the armies in the field. These men were 
compelled to be under fire, they were compelled to extend the 
lines of the telegraph to the immediate vicinity of the points 
where battle was raging, and to report on the maneuvers of 
our armies. 

I have an exhaustive report here for which it required weeks 
to secure the data from the War Department in its preparation, 
showing the importance of the seryices of this class of men at 
the time they were employed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not in the Senate Chamber when the 
bill was called up, and I wish the Senator would enlighten me 
as to the class of men involved in it. Who are they? 

Mr. SCOTT. As near as I can remember from the last 
session—not having the figures before me at the present time— 
the number is less than 200. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; that was not my question. Who 
are the men of whom the Senator is speaking? 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the Senator mean those who are asking 
relief by this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, they are the telegraph operators 
during the war of the rebellion. They were confidential agents, 
and they had to take the following special oath, as shown by the 
report: 

I do solemnly swear that I will bear true allegiance to the United 
States of America, and that I will support and sustain the Constitution 
and laws made in pursuance thereof as the supreme law of the land, 
anything in any State constitution or lawa to the contrary notwith- 
standing; that I will not take Re arms against the United States, or 
give aid and comfort to the enemies thereof, or to any authority or pre- 
tended authority that is or may hereafter be enga in armed hostility 
thereto; and that I disclaim fellowship with the so-called Confeder- 
ate States and Confederate armies. I do further swear that I will 

rsons the contents of any dispatch, report, 

er directly or indirectly, that may come to 
connection with the telegraph, in any man- 
ner whatever; that not reveal or di e to any person or per- 
sons any cipher that may be m me for United States military pur- 
poses; and that I will faithfully keep and observe this my solemn oath 


of secrecy and allegiance to the Government of the United States of 
America. 


The report goes on further to show that General Grant and 
other distinguished generals required these telegraph operators 
to report to them only. Now, their widows and orphans are 
barred from drawing pensions, although these men were under 
fire and exposed to all the dangers to which any of the enlisted 
men or officers of the Army were exposed. 

I should like, Mr. President, in the era of prosperity and 
abundance which this Government is now enjoying, to present 
these men, or their widows and orphans, as a Christmas gift 
pe well-deserved right of theirs to be put in the line of pen- 
sion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What other civilian employees were there 
connected with the service during the war who have received 
pensions? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
{ Mr. GALLINGER] has been a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions much longer than I, and probably can answer that question 


not reveal to any person or 
or other communication, ei 
my knowledge bone 8 Bni 
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better than I, but those who acted as teamsters and in some 
other capacities have been made pensionable, if I am not mis- 
taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not the fact, Mr. President. No 
class of men acting in a civil capacity has eyer been put on the 
pension roll. We have made this exception in several bills, that 
if a man acting in a civil capacity was wounded or had taken 
up arms and had fought and distinguished himself, we have 
waived the law, or made a new law, granting that man a pen- 
sion by special act. 

Mr. President, this particular bill was before the Committee 
on Pensions on several occasions while I had the honor of act- 
ing as chairman of that committee, but I could not see my way 
clear to report it or to advise its being reported for the reason, 
as it seemed to me then and seems to me now, that if we pen- 
sion as a class the military telegraphers, we shall have to pen- 
sion all the men who drove the military wagons, who were like- 
wise in danger when they were performing that service, and 
also other classes that rendered valuable service to the Govern- 
ment, though not having been enlisted. ` 

I have nothing further to say in reference to the matter. I 
shall vote against the passage of the bill when it comes to a vote, 
believing, as I do, that it is a very dangerous precedent. * 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he does not think that a man who was hanging 
wires on telegraph poles in the face of the enemy was exposing 
himself to as much danger as the man in the rifle pit, who was 
protected by an embankment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not any more so than the man who drove 
an army wagon. 

Mr. SCOTT. The man who drove a wagon did not have to go 
to the front. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is rather important in this connection 
to know what rate of pay these men got. The man in the rifle pit 
got $13 a month. I think, before we vote pensions to these men, 
we ought to know what rate of pay they received as civil em- 
ployees; and yet that does not cover the fact that we are pen- 
sioning a class of men who were not enlisted, who were not 
soldiers, and who have no right to a pension under existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if this 
question was not passed on once before in regard to the right of 
pension? I see in the bill as originally presented in the Senate 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] it read thus: 

That the act of January 26, 1897, entitled “An act for the relief of 
telegraph operators who served in the war of the rebellion,” be amended 
by striking out and repealing so much of said act as reads: “ Provided, 

at this law shall not be construed to entitle the persons herein men- 
tioned to any pay, pension, bounty, or rights not mentioned herein 
specifically,” ete. 

That provision was in the law as it was first passed, authoriz- 
ing these men to have certificates of discharge. That bill was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and it never 
would have been reported favorably if that proviso had not been 
inserted. The bill was pending before the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs for years to give those men the full status of sol- 
diers. The official records will show that those men who were 
detailed from the Army did not lose their places as soldiers, 
but got extra pay for the time they were so detailed, and were 
pensionable just the same as if they had never been in the tele- 
graph service, because they were simply detailed soldiers. They 
are upon an equal footing with the others. But there were a 
large number of telegraph operators who were not in the mili- 
tary service who are covered by this bill, and they received 
anywhere from $60 to $100 per month, while the soldiers in the 
trenches received $13 or 814 a month. - 

I say it is not right to pension these men. If they were doing 
military duty and taking greater risks, they got a compensation 
equal to the amount of the additional risk that they took, and 
rather than go into the ranks at $13 or $14 a month they were 
willing to take their chances in the position of telegraph opera- 
tors with the pay at the rate of $75 to $100 a month. If you 
pension these men, you will have to pension every teamster who 
served in the quartermaster, the commissary, and the ord- 
nance departments of the Army. You can not avoid it. It 
would be gross injustice, for they did not receive half as much 
pay for their services as teamsters as these men received. 

T know I had occasion once to investigate and report upon 
the claim of a man who had been detailed to serve as a tele- 
graph operator who had only been paid the extra pay, and for 
a certain portion of the time he was not paid for his services as 
a soldier. His widow made claim. I remember endeavoring to 
ascertain what salaries were paid these telegraph operators. I 
remember distinctly when the bill which it is now proposed to 
amend was before the committee. I know it was there for 
years before it could be reported favorably with this proviso 


inserted in it, and it never would have passed Congress and 
Congress never would have given such recognition at that time 
ree proviso had been inserted, and now it is proposed to 
re À 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am always glad to hear the 
Senator from Missouri; but it strikes me that his argument that 
these men received extra pay to the amount of from $75 to $100 
a month is no argument whatever. We have had officers in the 
Army who exposed themselves to danger who drew salaries 
ranging from $100 to $150 a month, but that does not preclude 
their widows and orphans or they themselves from drawing 
pensions. 

The same class of men for whom I am asking this considera- 
tion to-day are now recognized by the War Department as a 
part of the Army. They are enlisted in that particular branch 
called the Signal Service. 

Now, the very class of men whom we are proposing by this 
bill to pension are men whom the Senator is objecting to voting 
to pension. I say freely, Mr. President, that if a man who drove 
a wagon was exposed to danger, which under some circum- 
stances during the war he was, I am in favor of pensioning him 
or his widow and orphans. There is nothing, in my judgment, 
Mr. President, that is too good for the men who in the days of 
1861 to 1865 stood by the flag of their country for their Govern- 
ment, and I stand here always prepared to cast my vote for the 
class of men who were willing to risk their lives for the defense 
of their country. I say that the men who put up the telegraph 
poles, and were targets for the enemy, are just as much entitled 
to pension as the man who marched in the ranks of his battal- 
ion or his regiment or his brigade in the hour of battle. These, 
as I haye said, were the men who kept the Government in touch 
with what was going on upon the field of battle. They are en- 
titled, in my judgment, to a pension the same as the man who 
earried a musket or the man who carried a sword and rode a 
horse. 

I want to yield for a moment to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, who is perhaps more familiar with this subject 
than I am. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not know that I can 
very materially add to what has been stated by thé Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. The report will show, I be- 
lieve, that the men who are now proposed to be pensioned could 
not be enlisted at the time they went into the Army; that the 
authorities refused to accept them as soldiers for the very rea- 
son that at that time we did not have a sufficient number of 
telegraphers to supply the needs in that branch, and therefore, 
as I understand, under a military order the authorities were 
directed to refuse enlistment to that class of persons, and for 
the most part they went into the special service. I may be in 
error in this, but this is my understanding, and at least it is 
one of the influences which governed in reporting this bill favor- 
ably by the majority of the committee. 

In addition to this, Mr. President, it was considered that by 
reason of the peculiar services of these men they were placed in 
a condition differing from that of teamsters and others who 
have been referred to here as such as would be liable to ask for 
pensions if this was passed as a precedent. 

In addition to that, we considered at the time the bill was 
before the Senate the question of the extra amount paid to these 
men, but I believe the same arm of the service is now treated 
practically as enlisted soldiers and that they would draw pen- 
sions under the same conditions now if we had a war; that 
this peculiar class was exactly in the same position as those 
who now would be entitled to pensions. Therefore it was 
thought best to place them in the same grade without fixing 
the amount of the pension. 

The question of extra pay was also conside: but, as has 
already been suggested, we make no distinction In the matter 
of the right of pension because of extra pay. Otherwise a dis- 
tinction would be made between the private and the general 
and all other officers. 

The number of these men I have not now in mind, but I 
think there are but very few, perhaps less than 200. 

Mr. SCOTT. About 180. 

Mr. McCUMBER. One hundred and eighty to be placed in 
the same position as other telegraphers in the Army at the 
present time. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill as amended, and as originally in- 
troduced, for that matter, provides that all persons placed upon 
the roll of military telegraph operators under the provision of 
an act approved January 26, 1897, entitled “ An act for the re- 
lief of telegraph operators who served in the war of the re- 
bellion,” shall be made eligible for pension. I assume from that 


1904. 
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that there Is a roll that Has been prepared that ought to show us 
how many there are. It becomes important to make inquiry 
about that 

Mr. PENROSE. There are 187, I will state for the informa- 
no o = Senator from Ohio, who might be beneficiaries under 

s bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. One hundred and eighty-seven? 
Nr. PENROSE. Only 187. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is down to last year. 

Mr. FORAKER. The report accompanying this bill has two 
exhibits, one on page 35 and the other on page 36. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ohio 
yield for a moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock haying 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness; which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an 
act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 
yide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled 
“An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for 
the more efficient administration of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the bill is now in regular course 
before the Senate, as I stated this morning it would be. I 
should be glad if we could agree to a time to take a vote upon 
it. I have no desire to press it unduly, but if we can not fix a 
time for taking the vote I shall have to ask the Senate to go on 
with the bill. I should like to ask Senators on the other side 
if they would be willing to name a day before the holiday recess 
when we can take a vote on the Dill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have conferred in a general way on 
this matter with the minority members of the Committee on 
the Philippines who are here, and I will state that there is no 
disposition on their part—I do not know how it is with the 
balance of Senators on this side—to postpone the vote on this 
bill beyond the holidays. Any reasonable time, I think, would 
be satisfactory to the minority members of the committee on 
this side. 

As already stated, I have not conferred generally with Sen- 
ators on this side. Personally I have no objection to fixing a 
day ten days or two weeks from now when a yote may be taken 
upon the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator yesterday in conversation with 
me suggested the 19th. I have myself no objection whatever 
to that date, but I think we shall very likely adjourn on the 
19th or 20th. I would suggest the 16th, which will probably be 
the last legislative day before the holiday recess. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator, 
in view of the statement that we shall probably adjourn on the 
19th, which will be on Monday, that probably this side of the 
Chamber will consent to vote on Saturday, the 17th. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, say Saturday, the i7th, at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator, in case 
such a special arrangement is made, if there will be at the same 
time provision which will give precedence to the consideration 
of this measure? 

Mr. LODGE. Under the unanimous-consent ent I 
shall ask the understanding will be that, of course, the bill will 
remain the unfinished business and come up every day at 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. BACON. I did not know that that was the understand- 


ing. 
Mr. LODGE. Oh, yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. I suppose that includes all amendments. 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I was going to make that a part of 
my request. I ask, as the bill is now the unfinished business, 
that it may continue the unfinished business, and that the final 
yote be taken on the bill and all amendments pending or to be 
offered at 3 o’clock on Saturday, the 17th instant. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It has been suggested that some Senators 
on this side of the Chamber would like to leave the city on the 
17th, and I therefore suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he fix the 16th as the day for the vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; I will make it the 16th instant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the bill now before the Sen- 
ate—the unfinished business—may receive the final yote on the 
16th day of December, on the bill itself and all amendments 


which shall then be offered or pending, at 3 o’clock p. m. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, unless some Senator desires to 
address the Senate upon this bill now, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will with- 
hold that motion until at least I can complete the question I 
was propounding to the Senator who had the fioor when I was 
interrupted. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I will withhold the motion for that 
purpose. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course it must be by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will be permitted to ask 
the question and obtain an answer, so that it may go into. the 
RECORD. 

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold the motion if the Senator de- 
sires to ask a question; but I do not withhold it so as to go on 
with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; and so far as I am concerned I do not 
care about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Loper] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be laid aside temporarily, in order that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] may finish the remarks he was 
making. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I was just calling attention when inter- 
rupted to the fact that, on pages 35 and 36 of the report accom- 
panying this bill, there are two exhibits showing the number of 
operators in the telegraph department at certain periods. Ex- 
hibit A, on page 35, shows: 

Nonie and classes of persons employed on United States military tele- 


graph lines — — 1 1 5 of the Cumberland from July 1, 1863, 
ovember 30 d 


For emen 
Exhibit B, on page 36, shows: 


Number and classes of persons emplo 
5 of the C from 


SE a 8 


a ph in 
8 une 30, 


on milita 
mber 1, 1 


Operators 
Re 


or ee EE BEES Sa . EN. 


Wagon master 
SE a Se at 


Blacksmiths 


— — —— 


Now, the inquiry I want to make is, What does this roll show 
which has been prepared under the provisions of the act of 
1897, the act of January 26 of that year? The provision of 
that law was that the roll should be prepared, and the provision 
of this bill is that all whose names have been entered upon that 
roll shall be put upon the pension list and shall be eligible to 
pension. I think we ought to be favored by an exhibition of 
that roll. I think also it will be apparent to anyone who 
looks at the exhibit I have just read that we ought to be in- 
formed as to the length of service these men rendered and the 
kind of service they rendered. This exhibit shows in one 
instance all those in a certain army, namely, the Army of the 
Cumberland, who served for a period of some five or six months, 
and in the second exhibit those who served during a like short 
period. It shows the total of those who belonged to the tele- 
graph operators of the Army of the Cumberland to be larger 
than any figures that have been named here. I should like to 
be advised before I vote on this bill as to the length of this roll, 
who are on it, and what kind of service they rendered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Béfore the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCuarser] makes his answer to the Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. Foraxer], will he permit me to make a quotation from the 
act of January 6, 1897, which has been referred to? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That act provides: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to pre- 
pare a roll of all persons who served not less than ninety days in the 
operation of military telegraph lines during the late civil war— 

That answers the question as to the time—ninety days’ 
service— 
and to Issue to each, upon application, unless it appears that his serv- 
ice was not credita tably performed, or to the representatives of those 
who are dead, suitable certificates of honorable service in the military 
— corps of the Army of the United States, stating the service 

„ the length of such service, tes, as near as may be, 
between which such service was performed. 
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Then the proviso: 


Provided, That this law shall not be construed to entitle the persons 
herein mentioned to any pay, pension, bounty, or rights not herein spe- 
cifically provided for, 

And the act, as the Senator from Ohio has suggested, was 
originally the bill here presented by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania—was a bill for the relief of telegraph operators; and I 
understand the Senator from West Virginia now to believe that 
the amended bill reported applies to telegraph operators; but 
the words of the amended bill are: “That all persons placed 
upon the roll of military telegraph operators under the pro- 
vision of an act approved January 26, 1897,” shall be entitled 
to the benefits of the bill if it becomes an act; whereas, under 
the terms of the act of 1897, repairers, blacksmiths, foremen, 
wagon masters, wagon makers, teamsters, and laborers would 
all be entitled to the benefits of this bill. 

I have much sympathy for the claims of men on the firing 
line who are now enrolled in the Signal Corps and who receive 
great consideration; but it seems to me that this bill is unhap- 
pily worded. As it was introduced it included only the military 
operators, and the title only includes them now; but the lan- 
guage of the bill includes all these other classes of persons who 
have been recited by the Senator from Ohio. I only wanted to 
call attention to that before the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions answered the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to 
the fact that the temporary suspension was only until the Sen- 
ator from Ohio might submit a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion. ‘ 

Mr. McCUMBER. Without there having been an answer to 
the question? 

Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent for the further temporary sus- 
pension so that the Senator from North Dakota may answer the 
question propounded by the Senator from Ohio. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the act in question is an 
act for the relief of telegraph operators who served in the war 
of the rebellion. I do not think the body of the bill covers any- 
thing further than is covered in the title, “ telegraph operators.” 
I do not understand that anyone but telegraph operators could 
get a certificate under this bill. 

I further understand that no one but telegraph operators did, 
in fact, get certificates under that act; that the number of certifi- 
cates was about 200, and that the present number is something 
less than 200—I think 187. 

The Senator from Ohio asked where we got the information. 
I had supposed it was in the report. I do not, however, find it 
in the report that was made by the Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. Scorr]; but it was obtained from the Department, and the 
Department gave the number approximately as I have stated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to call 
attention to these words: 

A roll of all persons who served not less than pee days in the op- 
eration of military telegraph lines during the late civil war. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The operation of lines does not mean the 
entire construction of the line. It means telegraph operators. 
The mere fact that they helped the construction of the lines 
would not bring them under that classification. 

Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

$ The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 14 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Decem- 
ber 8, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 7, 1904. 
MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Lieut. Col. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, to be a member of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Lieut. Col. Henry M. Adams, Corps of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, relieved. 

` T POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Joseph C. Manning to be postmaster at Alexander City, in the 
county of Tallapoosa and State of Alabama, in place of Joseph 
C. Manning. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1904. r; 3 

Dallas B. Smith to be postmaster at Opelika, in the county of 
Lee and State of Alabama, in place of Dallas B. Smith. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 


CALIFORNIA, 

George S. Parkinson to be postmaster at Mountain View, in 
the county of Santa Clara and State of California, in place of 
George G. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1904. 

COLORADO. 


Eva T. Wheeler to be postmaster at Crested Butte, in the 
county of Gunnison and State of Colorado, in place of Frank E. 
Songer, removed. 

FLORIDA, 

George J. Arnow to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Alachua and State of Florida, in place of George J. 
Arnow. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Newell B. Hull to be postmaster at Starke, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Florida, in place of Newell B. Hull. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1904. 

Enoch E. Skipper to be postmaster at Bartow, in the county 
of Polk and State of Florida, in place of James Harden, re- 
signed. 

ILLINOIS, 

Charles H. Hurt to be postmaster at Berry, in the county of 
Pike and State of Illinois, in place of Charles H. Hurt. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Henry C. Jones to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Illinois, in place of Henry C. Jones. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 10, 1904. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Charles W. Fears to be postmaster at Sulphur, in district 

21, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential July 1, 1904. 
IOWA. 

Harper W. Wilson to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county 
of Audubon and State of Iowa, in place of Harper W. Wilson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

KANSAS. 

Charles E. Green to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county 
of Atchison and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

George B. Hollenbeck to be postmaster at Tonganoxie, in the 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in place of Henry 
Metz. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Robert D. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Nortonville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kansas. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

KENTUCKY. 

John M. Bowling to be postmaster at Pikeville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

J. W. Shields to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the county 
of Grant and State of Kentucky, in place of William C. Johnson, 
removed. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


George E. Ricker to be postmaster at Merrimac, in the county 


of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Elizabeth W. 


Smart, resigned. 
MICHIGAN. 


Eber S. Andrews to be postmaster at Williamston, in the 
county of Ingham and State of Michigan, in place of Eber S. 
Andrews. Incumbent's commission expires Decémber 20, 1904. 

Oliver D. Carson to be postmaster at Galesburg, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Christopher C. Smith to be postmaster at Algonac, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. 


Frank L. Redfield to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank L. Redfield. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1904. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

David G. Dunlap to be postmaster at Sardis, in the county of 
Panola and State of Mississippi, in place of David G. Dunlap. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

Laura M. Gowdy to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county 
of Panola and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1904. 4 

Edward M. Scott to be postmaster at Rosedale, in the county 
of Bolivar and State of Mississippi, in place of Edward M. 
Scott. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

MISSOURI. 

John H. Bryant to be postmaster at Burlington Junction, in 
the county of Nodaway and State of Missouri, in place of John 
H. Bryant. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904 

Edward R. Williams to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 


1904. 


county of Ray and State of Missouri, in place of Edward R. Wil- 
‘liams. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 
NEW YORE. 

Annie Larrabee to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Annie Larrabee. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1904. 

George A. McKinnon to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county 
of Delaware and State of New York, in place of George A. 
McKinnon. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Frederick B. Powell to be postmaster at Amityville, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Frederick 
B. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Charles J. Sweet to be postmaster at Black River, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of Charles 
J. Sweet. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

James W. Welch to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Madison and State of New York, in place of E. W. Cushman, 
resigned. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Mary A. Milligan to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Steele and State of North Dakota, in place of Mary A. Milligan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Robert S. Davis to be postmaster at Leetsdale, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylyania. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

TENNESSEE. 


Jasper N. Fitzwater to be postmaster at Collierville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

William H. Hollinger to be postmaster at Waverly, in the 
county of Humphreys and State of Tennessee, in place of Mary 
II. Ricketts. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Thomas J. Lovell to be postmaster at Obion, in the county of 
Obion and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1904. 

John Redd to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Hardeman and State of Tennessee, in place of John Redd. In- 
cumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

TEXAS. 5 

Jacob M. Harrell to be postmaster at Manor, in the county of 
Travis and State of Texas, in place of Jacob M. Harrell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

UTAH. 

George H. Richards to be postmaster at Sunnyside, in the 
county of Carbon and State of Utah. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Eæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 6, 1904. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Paul Morton, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Navy of the 

United States. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

William H. Moody, of Massachusetts, to be Attorney-General 

of the United States. 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Victor H. Metcalf, of California, to be Secretary of Commerce 

and Labor of the United States. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Robert J. Wynne, of Pennsylvania, to be Postmaster-General 

of the United States. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Francis E. Leupp, of the District of Columbia, to be Com- 

missioner of Indian Affairs. 
POSTMASTERS. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John H. Brown to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimac and State of New Hampshire. 

Mary Y. Cheney to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

NEW YORE. 

William R. Willcox to be postmaster at New York, in the 

county of New York and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Levi J. Foust to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Gowland to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 7, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report the bill (H. R. 15895) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes, with accompanying report. 

The SPEAKER. By direction of the Committee pn Appro- 
priations the gentleman from Pennsylvania reports the follow- 
ing bill, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15895) making Aporopem HONA for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire, by instructions of the 
committee, to announce to the House that I will ask for the con- 
sideration of the proposed legislation immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania gives 
notice that he will call up the bill for consideration to-morrow 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points 
of order. ~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia reseryes all 
points of order upon this bill. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I report back House resolution No. 886. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk began the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to 
read it now, as I propose to ask the House to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reports the 
resolution with the request that it be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of House resolution 386. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House do now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of reso- 
lution 386, the title of which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Gmterr of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 386. 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of 
the United States to the two Houses of Con at the present session 
as relates to the revenue, the bonded debt of the United States, and the 
treaties affecting the revenue be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

That so much as relates to the foreign affairs, the consular and 
diplomatic service, including appropriations therefor, be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations’ of the public revenue 
for support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for 
fortifications and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of 
5 and for all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations. i 

> That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the 
administration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime 
ma the organization of courts be referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

That so much as relates to banks and banking and the currency be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to the mints of the United States and to the 
8 of gold and silver bullion be referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

That so much as relates to the commerce of the United States, 
domestic and foreign, except so far as it affects the revenue, to inter- 
colonial railways and cables, and the isthmian canal be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

That so much as relates to the improvements of rivers and harbors 
be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

That so much as relates to agriculture and appropriations therefor 
and to forestry be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
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That so much as relates to the military establishment and appropria- 
tions therefor be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establishment and to the con- 
struction of additional vessels for the Na 
be referred to the Committee on Naval 

That so much as relates to post-oflices and post- roads and to the car- 


„and appropriations therefor, 
ai rs. 


rying of the for mails, and ap 8 — therefor, be referred to 
ommittee on the Post-Office Post- Roads. 

That so much as relates to the public domain be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the relations of the United States to the 
Jodia e. as and appropriations therefor, be referred to the Committee 
on In 

That so macht as relates to the Territories, crear and the Hawaiian 
Islands be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the islands 3 came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so 
much as relates to the revenue and the appropriations), be referred to 


the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
— of arid lands be referred to 


That so much as relates to the 1 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 

referred to the Committee on Labor. 
That so much as relates to the election of President, Vice-President, 


That so much as relates to labor be 
or Representatives in Congress be referred to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con 

That so much as relates to the Milla of the sever: tates be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Militia. 

That so much as relates to foreign Immigration and naturalization be 
referred to the Committee on Imm tion and Naturalization. 

That so much as relates to the Library of Con , Statuary and 
83 be referred to the Joint Committee on the Library on the part 

ouse. 

That so much as relates to printing be referred to the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing on the part of the House. 

That so much as relates to the affairs of the District of Columbia 
8 appropriations) be referred to the Committee on the District 

That so much as relates to the industrial arts and hr ent pa be re- 

ferred to the Committee on Industrial Arts and itions. 

ore so much as relates to patents be referred the Committee on 


That so much as relates to the pensions of the civil war be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the agers of an yi wars of the United 
5 other than the civil war, the Committee on Pen- 
sions 


The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows: 

On page 3, in line 21, strike out the words “and to Cu 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is the usual annual resolu- 
tion for the distribution of the President's message to the vari- 
ous committees, following as it does the language of the rules 
and the jurisdiction of each committee. It is more a formal 
matter than anything else, and I have no knowledge of anyone 
who desires to debate the subject in any way. There is an 
amendment on page 3, in line 21, and if there is no general de- 
bate I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been read. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the resoluson, with the amendment, to the 
House, and ask for its passage. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves 
that the committee do now rise and report the resolution to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Guierr of Massachusetts, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration reso- 
lutidn No. 386 and had agreed to the same with an amendment, 
recommending that the amendment be agreed to and that the 
resolution as amended be passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution as amended was passed was laid on the 
table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Parrerson of Tennessee for thirty days on account of important 
business. 

i ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

Annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1904—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 


‘Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for completing 


the Sabine Bank light station, Texas—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for quarters of officers of 
the Bureau of Plant Industry—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Auditor for the State and 
other Departments submitting an estimate of deficiency appro- 
priation for certain clerks—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for certain salaries—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report of the receipts and expenditures on account of the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the War Department—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Report of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1904—to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
report of the board for the year ended June 30, 1904—to the 
committees on Military Affairs and Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14936) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. Wolverton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2946); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15342) granting a pension to Angeline 
Buckley, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2947) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15404) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Hayward, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2948); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15762) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. Olmsted, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2949); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15686) granting 
a pension to Annie Dunn, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2950); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15680) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Hanson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2951); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15634) granting a pension to Harriet 
A. Orr, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2952) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15199) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Lansing, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2953); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15785) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles E. Young, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2954) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. r 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15387) granting an increase of pension 
to William Hall, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2955) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Lill of the House (H. R. 15071) granting an increase of pension 
to Matilda L. Curkendall, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2956); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15207) graut- 
ing an increase of pension to Amos Jones, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2957); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15144) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William J. Reynolds, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2958) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. ; 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14951) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Watts, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2959); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14919) granting 
a pension to Kerney May, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2960) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14799) grant: 
ing an increase of pension to Napoleon B. Wing, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2961); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14662) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Fanshaw, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2962); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14601) granting 
an increase of pension to William Schrall, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a_report (No. 2963); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14288) granting a pension to Nettie C. 
Lutes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2964) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14150) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Carberry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2965); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13910) granting 
a pension to Henry E. Wright, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2966) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13501) grant- 
ing a pension to James L. Townsend, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2967); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13064) granting 
an increase of pension to John K. Tyler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2968); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12859) granting 
an increase of pension to James Donnelley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a teport (No. 2969); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12254) granting 
an increase of pension to Mathew H. Beyan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2970); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11788) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to Henry L. Kyler, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2971); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11492) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel B. Bartley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2972); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11451) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander Morrison, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2973); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11235) for the 
relief of Clarissa E. McCormick, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2974) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11148) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Stanfield, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2975) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11090) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Reese, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2976); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11016) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. Short, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2977) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10680) granting 
an increase of pension to S. B. Coe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2978); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10686) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Kurtz, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2979) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9939) granting a pension to Martha 
Higgins, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2980) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 9824) granting 
a pension to William Hayes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2981) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9771) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Weaver, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2982); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9696) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry S. Austin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2983); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9621) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Lance, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2984); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9553) grant- 
ing a pension to Hattie L. Rich, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2985) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15779) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda M. Reeves, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2986); 
pit said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9552) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Williams, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2987); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8917) for the 
relief of Michael Marx, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2988) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7241) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip H. Strunk, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2989); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6832) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nathaniel Cayes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2990); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6506) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward M. Rhoades, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2991); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension 
to Preston D. Roady, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2992); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5436) granting 
a pension to Hiram Baird, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2993) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5341) granting 
a pension to Jennie Petteys, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2994) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4927) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene P. Tewkesbury, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2995) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4728) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Smith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2996) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the billof the House (H. R. 4655) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Jeffers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2997); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4627) 

granting a pension to Annie Young, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2998); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4242) granting 
a pension to Annie M. Wallace, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2999) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15473) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Capron, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3000) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15791) granting a pension to Mary 
Suppes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3001) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4211) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah Roberts, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3002) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4112) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Wynne, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3003) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8712) granting 
a pension to Frederick W. Tappmeyer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3004); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3287) granting 
an increase of pension to Orrin Plaisted, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3005); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2353) granting 
an increase of pension to S. C. Hilleary, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3006); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1901) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to W. F. Barnes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3007); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 912) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Dorsey, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3008) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension 
to Desire Leglise, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3011); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension 
to Aygustus H. Hains, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3012); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14774) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert S. Graham, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3013); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension 
to Edward L. Russell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3014); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11824) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnaud, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3015); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15682) granting an increase of pension to Jack- 
son Holmes—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15789) granting a pension to Oscar L. Thrash— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15868) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Cogley—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes—to the Union 
Calendar. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15896) making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Brazos River be- 
tween Old Washington and Waco—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15897) to pro- 
vide for the investigation of the claims of the Potawatomi In- 
dians of Wisconsin, for their proportionate shares of the an- 
nuities, interest on trust funds, and other moneys heretofore 
paid to or expended for the tribe to which they belong, in which 
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payments the claimant Indians have not shared—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15898) to in- 
crease the limit of the appropriation for a public building at 
Perth Amboy, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 15899) authorizing the Minne- 
apolis, Red Lake and Manitoba Railway Company to acquire 
certain lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 15900) to provide United 
States district attorneys with the Supreme Court Reports—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 15901) fixing the terms 
of the circuit and district courts in and for the district of Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15902) concerning the 
naval hospital grounds at Chelsea, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15967) to amend sec- 
tion 39 of the act entitled An act to regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States —to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 164) for 
the printing of a compilation of the laws of the United States 
relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution (H. Res. 387) authorizing 
the appointment of an additional page in the press gallery dur- 
ing the present session of Congress—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: : 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 15903) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George T. Barker to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15904) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15905) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15906) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank G. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 15907) for the relief of George 
W. Randall, of Portland, Cumberland County, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15908) granting 
an increase of pension to John E. Leahy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15909) granting a pension to Jessie Marie 
Hester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15910) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Philbrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 15911) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 15912) granting a pension to 
Catherine Slattery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15913) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram R. Freelove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15914) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward B. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 15916) for the promotion 
and retirement of Col. John B. Rodman, United States Army, 
retired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 15917) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver P. Hughes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 15918) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Cullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15919) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fike—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15920) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Matteson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15921) granting a pension to Maletta Hill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 15922) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Cheney—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15923) granting an increase of pension 
James B. Bird—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15924) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shadrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 15925) granting an increase 
5 pension to Nellie Barrett to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15926) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Warren V. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 15927) granting an increase 
of pension to Freeman C. Witherby—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15928) granting a pension to Martha Saun- 
ders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15929) granting a pension to Anna E. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 15930) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Cray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15931) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim L. Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 15932) granting a pension to 
Ella Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15933) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marcius L. Box—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 15934) for the relief of 
Nancy Gragg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 15935) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John B. Seidle, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 15936) granting a pension to 
Augustus James Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 15937) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances Brower—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15938) granting a pension to William F. 
Folk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15939) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke V. Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15940) 
granting a pension to James M. Wood—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 15941) granting an increase 
of pension to Israel V. Hoag—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15942) granting an increase of pension to 
John Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLBY: A bill (H. R. 15943) granting an increase 
of pension to Paul Stang—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15944) granting an increase of pension to 
John Vorous—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15945) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Kuhns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15946) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Marcus Bump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15947) granting a pen- 
sion to Philander S. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 15948) granting a pension to 
Jane Asher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 15949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Blackmore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15950) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15951) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15952) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Wacaser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15953) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 15954) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira D. McClary—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 15955) granting a pension 
to William B. Sturges—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15956) granting a pension to Clarence E. 
Duane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15957) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15958) granting a pension to Marcus D. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15959) granting a pension to Daniel 
Swisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15960) granting an increase of pension to 
David N. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15961) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15962) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Beals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15963) granting an increase of pension to 
D. C. MeMillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15964) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius A. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15965) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Shroeder—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 15966) for the relief of Henry 
Luther—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 15968) granting an increase 
of pension to James Luther Hodges—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and refered as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George W. Randall, of Portland, 
Me., owner of the fishing sloop Lottie W., praying for damages 
sustained by his vessel to the extent of $200, on account of the 
U. S. steamer Weitzel striking said sloop and crushing her port 
side below water line—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: Resolution of the Lowell (Mass.) Board of 
Trade, in favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition in favor of Hearst bill to increase 
the powers of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Edwin Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram R. Freelove—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany the bill for the pro- 
motion and retirement of Col. John B. Rodman, United States 
Army, retired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention held at St. Louis, Mo., October 28 and 29, 1904, ask- 
ing for relief from discriminating tariff rates by various railway 
corporations—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Resolution in the matter of the inter- 
state-commerce law adopted at a meeting of she Manufacturers’ 
Association of New York Monday evening, November 21, 1904, 
enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Kings County Di- 
vision, No. 419, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
urging the passage of the bill (H. R. 13354) to pension engi- 
neers on the military roads during the civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Twenty-second Annual Lake Mohonk 
Conference of the Friends of the Indians, in reference to liquor 
traffic in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany Dill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nellie Barrett—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Anna E. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of churches and societies of 
Woonsocket, R. I., favoring a constitutional amendment prohib- 
iting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, favoring the enlarging of the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Brunswick-Balke-Collender Company of 
New York City, favoring the enlarging of the powers of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: Petitions of citizens of Arkansas, urging 
passage of bill H. R. 1997, regulating liquor traffic in States and 
Territories where local-option laws have been passed—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Petition of Elizabeth 


F. Givin, widow of William I. Givin, first sergeant, United 
States Marine Corps, United States Navy, in support of bill H. R. 
19808, granting her an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 5001, to reimburse James 
M. McGee, M. D., for expenses incurred in the burial of Mary J. 
De Lange, a deceased pensioner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McNARY: Resolution of Division No. 61 of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Boston, Mass., praying re- 
lief for locomotive engineers who served at the front during the 
civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mattapan, Suffolk County, Mass., 
in favor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of William R. Fulk, Company F, One hundred and 
forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers in support of 
House bill granting a pension to James W. Wood, of Jackson 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers in support of House bill granting a 
pension to Jane Asher, of Paulding, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Meriden, Water- 
bury, Wallingford, and Middletown, Conn., for a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Baptist convention, relative to conditions 
in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New England Tobacco Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, opposing any reduction in the duty on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers in support of House bill granting 
a pension to Ira D. McClary—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. - : 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of the Pattenberg Gun Club, in 
fayor of bill H. R. 9302, providing for untaxed denaturized alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Tuourspay, December &, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Mr. WIA B. BATE, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand 
approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 7 


TRESPASSES ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the 
seizure of live stock found trespassing on Indian reservation 
lands, ete.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISHERIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting the annual report of the Commissioner of Fisheries for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the fiscal 
year ended October 31, 1904; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Guyandotte, W. Va., v. The United States; 
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which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Mary S. Strube, administratrix of the estate of P. B. Sawyer, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I present a petition in the form of a tele- 
gram, which I ask may be read and referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

There being no objection, the petition was read and referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures, as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
Boston, Mass., December 8, 190}. 


Hon. Porter G. MCCUMBER, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 


The General Federation of Women's Clubs indorse the pure-food bill 
now pending before the Senate, and urge its passage. Signed indorse- 
ment follows by mail for the committee, 

ELIZABETH FOSTER, 
44 Fairfield Street, Boston. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the New York 
Legislative League, of New York City; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Rushford; of Julia E. Merrill, of 
Rushford; of the Political Equality Club of Auburn; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Johnson Creek; of 
Woman's Relief Corps No. 133, of New Rochelle; of the 
Woman's Suffrage Association of Brooklyn; of Sarah R. A. 
Dolley, of Rochester; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Little Genesee; of the Prospect Political Equality 
League of Brooklyn, and of Joseph B. Bloss, of Rochester, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia, of the Pennsylvania Baptist Educational Society, and 
of the Woman’s Presbyterian Missionary Society of Troy, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Highland Park 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Mount Vernon, 
S. Dak., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the protection of Indians against the 
liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented the petition of Rev. M. L. 
Brown and sundry other citizens of Middletown Springs, Vt., 
praying-for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy.; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Albert C. Bliss and sundry 
other citizens of Calais, Vt., praying for the establishment of a 
parcels post and for the adoption of a postal currency; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Presbytery of Puget 
Sound, United Presbyterian Church of North America, of Ta- 
coma, Wash., praying that an investigation be made into the 
conditions existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and of the congregation of the Congregational Church 
of Snohomish, and a petition of the Amethyst Club of Spokane, 
all in the State of Washington, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

JULIUS A. KAISER. 


Mr. PENROSE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I 
report back with an amendment the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
158) construing the act for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser as 
carrying an appropriation, and I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the same. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, to 
strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Trea: 


sury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Julius A. Kaiser the sum of 
$3,758.46, being the amount disallowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury for difference between active-duty pay of a second assistant 
engineer and retired pay of a first assistant engineer from October 13, 
1868, to July 8, 1873, while on the active list of officers of the Navy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee also reports 
3 out the preamble. It will be stricken out, without ob- 

on. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution for 

the relief of Julius A. Kaiser.” 


FRUTOS TOMAS PLAZA. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 78) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at 
the Military Academy at West Point, Frutos Tomás Plaza, of 
Ecuador, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, and by unanimous consent the 
pete as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FUNERAL EXPENSES. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by him yesterday, reported it without 
amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he peren is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate the actual and necessary expenses in- 
curred by the committees appointed by the President pro tempore of 
the Senate in arranging for and attending the funerals of the late 
Senator from Pennsylvania, Hon. Matthew S. Quay, and the late 
Senator from Massachusetts, Hon. George F. Hoar, upon vouchers 
to be approved 3 Committee to Audit and Control Contingent 
Expenses of the ate. z 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5866) for the relief 
of the rector, wardens, and vestry of St. John’s Church at Jack- 
sonville, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 5867) granting a pen- 
sion to George Amerine; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. š 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5868) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck; ? 

A bill (S. 5869) granting an increase of pension to’ Sarah A. 
Page (with accompanying papers) ; s 

A bill (S. 5870) granting a pension to Mary J. Lawrence (with 
an accompanying paper) : 

A bill (S. 5871) granting an increase of pension to Willard 
P. Chaffee; 

A bill (S. 5872) granting an increase of pension to George 
Gove; and 

A bill (S. 5873) granting an increase of pension to Roswell F. 
George (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: = 

A bill (S. 5ST4) for the relief of the estate of Wesley Shelton, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5875) for the relief of the estate of James Guy, de- 
ceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5876) for the relief of George W. Penney and the 
heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5877) for the relief of Hennegan’s Chapel Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, at Dunlap, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 5878) for the relief of the estate of Washington 
Turner, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5879) for the relief of William Renneau; 
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A bill (S. 5880) for the relief of the heirs of George B. F. 
Guthrie, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 5881) for the relief of the heirs of Erban Powell, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5882) for the relief of James Graham; 

A bill (S. 5883) for the relief of Hillery Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 5884) for the relief of the trustees of the Primitive 
Baptist Church, of Pelham, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 5885) for the relief of the estate of Philip L. 
Daniels, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5886) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon Graves, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5887) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen Winfield; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5888) to allow the Minne- 
apolis, Red Lake and Manitoba Railway Company to acquire 
certain lands in the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. r 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5889) to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5890) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Magnuson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 5891) for the relief of 
Josephine Lillie, a Yakima Indian; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5892) granting an increase of 
pension to James McAuliff; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5893) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha 
Hayward Brown; š 

A bill (S. 5894) granting an increase of pension to S. G. 
Kreidler ; 

A bill (S. 5895) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Hawkins; and 

A bill (S. 5896) granting añ increase of pension to August 
Krueger. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 5897) granting a pension 
to Collin A. Wallace; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5898) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Mayhew; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5899) for the relief of 
owners of rents in Louisiana; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5900) for the relief of the estate 
of Owen Conlen; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5901) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. J. C. Patrick, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) 
authorizing the granting of permits to the committee on in- 
augural ceremonies on the occasion of the inauguration of the 
President-elect on March 4, 1905, and so forth; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. j 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to present the bell of the 
late United States sloop of war Germantown to the Site and 
Relic Society of Germantown, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT-ELECT. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee consisting of three Senators and three Repre- 
` sentatives, to be appointed by the President gra tempore of the Sen- 
ate and Speaker ot the House of Representatives, respectively, is au- 


thorized to make the ents for the ina tion of 
: next. 


the President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of March 
COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES, 
Mr. BURROWS submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the two Houses of 8 shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Wednesday, the 8th day of e 1905, 
at 1 o'clock the afternoon, pursuant to the frements of the Con- 
stitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be their 
presiding officer; that two tellers shall be previously appointed on the 

art of the Senate and two on the part of the House of Representatives, 
o whom shall be handed, as they are opened by the President of the 
Senate, all the certificates and papers purporting to be certificates of 
the electoral votes, which certificates and papers shall be dpened, pre- 
sented, and acted upon in the alphabetical order of the States, beginning 
with the letter A; and said tellers, having then read the same in the 
presence and hearing of the two Houses, shall make a list of the votes 
as they shall ee gine from the said certificates; and the votes having 
been ascertained and counted in the manner and according to the rules 
by law provided, the result of the same shall be delivered to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, who shall thereupon announce the state of the vote, 
which announcement shall be deemed a sufficient declaration of the 
rsons, if any, elected President and Vice-President of the United 
tates, and, together with a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals 
of the two Houses. 


PURE-FOOD BILL. 


ier PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulteration or mishranding of 
foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Has the bill been read? 

Mr. CULLOM. If the bill is taken up, I hope it will be read 
at length. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not ask for unanimous consent; I act 
pursuant to a notice that I should ask the Senate to take up the 
bill. I do not understand that that calls for unanimous consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It certainly does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly it does. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At this time it does. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The morning hour has not expired, and 
there being nothing else before the Senate I understand that 
under the rules I am entitled to take the sense of the Senate as 
to whether or not it will at this time consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until 1 o’clock the Senate 
can not, under the rules, proceed to the consideration of any bill 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And between 1 and 2? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Between 1 and 2, the Calen- 
dar being under consideration, a motion can be made to proceed 
to consider anything on the Calendar. i 

Mr. HEYBURN. Do I understand that an objection has been 
interposed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked that the bill might be read for in- 
formation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill, and the Senator from Rhode Island asks that it may 
be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For information. 

7 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for informa- 
on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before consent Is given? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I take it there is no neces- 
sity to read the original bill, but simply the proposed amend- 
ment which strikes out the original text. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to have the bill read as passed by 
the House and then let the proposed substitute be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to suggest that it would con- 
sume considerable time to read the bill and it will be objected 
to after it is read. Why waste time in reading it until we get 
ready to discuss it? I will object now, to get it out of the way. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is only a few pages long. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought it was about 10 or 15 pages. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will take some time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. All right. I am perfectly willing to let the 
Senator have it read, but I think it is a waste of time. 

Mr. LODGE. There are 22 pages to be read. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Twenty-two pages, and it is morning busi- 
ness concerning which I wish to make an inquiry. Let us get 
through with the morning business and then go on with it regu- 
larly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that the morning business is 
finished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
South Carolina object? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do object, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the 
request of the Senator from Idaho. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. I give notice that on Monday next after the 
routine morning business, I shall move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adultera- 
tion or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic 
therein, and for other purposes. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering 
statements showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company for the months of March, April, May, 
June, July, August, September, and October, 1904, furnished by the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of section 11 
of the Act to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversar 
3 e purchase of the Louisiana territory,” etc., approved March 3, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE House, December 7, 190}. 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise to make an inquiry and 
to get some information. 

At the last session I introduced a resolution, which the Senate 
adopted on the 4th of February after some modification, instruct- 
ing the Judiciary Committee to make inquiry and report “ what 
constitutes a recess of the Senate and what are the powers and 
limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such 
cases.” Nothing was done in the way of making a report on 
the resolution, for reasons which are well understood. As it is 
well known that the action of the Executive in making the ap- 
pointment which provoked this inquiry has been repeated and 
the name sent in again, and as the subject will be discussed by 
the Senate, I merely want to know when we will have a report 
from the Judiciary Committee, as I desire to have such report 
before the consideration of the nomination is had by the Senate. 
If the present chairman of the Judiciary Committee will kindly 
enlighten me, I will be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, as is well known, 
the chairmanship of the Judiciary Committee is now vacant. 
I suppose that I perhaps will be regarded as the acting chairman 
of the committee. Therefore I reply to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

As he has suggested, circumstances due to the ill health of 

the then chairman of the committee were such that the matter 
was not considered by the Judiciary Committee at the last ses- 
sion. I will assure the Senator that at the first meeting of the 
committee I shall call its attention to the resolution that is pend- 
ing before the committee. I can not assure him of anything 
else; but I shall call the attention of the committee to it, and 
the committee will take such action as it may deem proper and 
advisable. ; 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut answer 
another question which occurs to me in connection with his 
statement just made? Has the Judiciary Committee power to 
refuse to make a report when the Senate orders it to do so? 
It must make some sort of a report, must it not, if the Senate 
itself has instructed it? 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any time limit on the resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. None at all. I presume, however, that the 
matter might be stirred up several times in the meantime by 
new resolutions, and possibly we might take it up in the Senate 
without any committee report at all, where no time limit of any 
sort runs. In such cases a reasonable time is allowed and ex- 
pected, and that is all the committee ought to ask. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not want to 
answer hypothetical questions. As to what are the powers of 
the committee with reference to a resolution of the sort referred 
to it, I do not know that I am called upon now to define. I can 
assure the Senator that I shall call the attention of the commit- 
tee to it, and I have no doubt the committee will do whatever 
it thinks is proper in the matter; and if it does not suit the 
Senator he is at all times at liberty to appeal to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I understand that. My question 
was only for the purpose of explaining why I have called this 
matter up. It is that this appointment, that I have hitherto op- 
posed with all my might, has been thrust upon the Senate again, 
and it will probably be acted on pretty soon. I want to give 
notice that I think it will be unjust and unfair to ask the Sen- 
ate to vote on it or to ask me not to oppose a vote on it before 
the committee reports. 


XXXIX—5 


I do give notice now that I do not want to have Mr. Crum’s 
appointment considered by the Senate for the purpose of con- 
firmation until the Judiciary Committee has passed upon this 


question. I do not propose to obstruct in any way, or to at- 


tempt to thwart the will of the Executive; I am simply exercising 
my right in a quiet way to ask for a report from the Judiciary 
Committee before Mr. Crum’s confirmation is considered; and 
that is all. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 


and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 


cember 12, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate December 8, 1904. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 

James Johnston, of New Jersey, now consul at Palermo, Italy, 


to be consul-general of the United States at Hankau, China, vice 


Levi S. Wilcox, resigned. 
CONSULS. 
William H. Bishop, of Connecticut, now consul at Genoa, Italy, 
to be consul of the United States at Palermo, Italy, vice James 
Johnston, nominated to be consul-general at Hankau, China. 


James Jeffrey Roche, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 


United States at Genoa, Italy, vice William H. Bishop, nominated 

to be consul at Palermo, Italy. 

PROMOTION IN PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Samuel S. Bryant, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 

ment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant, November 30, 1904, vice 

Moreno, appointed second lieutenant of infantry, United States 

Army. 

REAPPOINTMENT IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. 


To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain from July 1, 


1904 


José Lugo-Viſia, of Porto Rico, late captain and assistant sur- 
geon, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 8, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Capt. William M. Folger to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the ist day of June, 1904. 
Capt. Francis W. Dickins to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 17th day of June, 1904. 


Capt. George F. F. Wilde to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 


from the 6th day of August, 1904. 

Capt. Charles H. Davis to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

Capt. Charles J. Train to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from 
the 13th day of September, 1904. 

Capt. George W. Pigman to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 3d day of October, 1904. 

Capt. George A. Converse-to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the Sth day of November, 1904. 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND coxsUL GENERAL. 

Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, to be minister resident and 

consul-general of the United States to Santo Domingo. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Charles Richardson, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the 

legation of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 
MEMBER OF DISTRICT BOARD OF CHARITIES. 

George W. Cook, of the District of Columbia, to be a mem- 
ber of the Board of Charities of the District of Columbia for 
the term of three years from July 1, 1904. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT OF PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Adam C. Carson, of Virginia, to be an associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Philippine Islands, provided for in the act 
of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily 
to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes. 

AGENT FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

William E. Cochran, of Kansas, to be purchasing agent fer the 

Post-Oflice Department. 
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POSTMASTERS. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
John A. Merritt to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and District of Columbia. 


GEORGIA. 


Helen D. Longstreet to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Hall and State of Georgia. 
MAINE. 
Freeman D. Dearth to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. 
Montrose E. Hill to be postmaster at Old Orchard, in the 
county of York and State of Maine. 
George D. Libby to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine. 
Jenny N. Paine to be postmaster at Eastport, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine. 
Charles F. Plumly to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Samuel Atwell to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles E. Brady to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. i 
Albert B. Dresser to be postmaster at Needham, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
əsa B. Fay to be postmaster at Northboro, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Joseph C. Sheehan to be postmaster at East Bridgewater, in 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles J. Shepard to be postmaster at Waltham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Elmer Standley to be postmaster at Beverly Farms, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
David D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 
Susan F. Twiss to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
Fred D. Walker to be postmaster at Belchertown, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
Marie E. White to be postmaster at South Hadley, in the 
county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Leon F. Sampson to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 
_ OREGON. 
August H. Bender to be postmaster at Myrtle Point, in the 
county of Coos and State of Oregon. 
William M. Brown to Le postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Linn and State of Oregon. 
John W. Minto to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Multnomah and State of Oregon. 
Charles W. Parks to be postmaster at Roseburg, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Oregon. : 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Nathaniel H. Brown to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in 
the county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. 
Hulda J. Fessenden to be postmaster at Saylesville, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
Alvin F. Miller to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, December 8, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


~ BILLS PASSED LAST SESSION. 


Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following con- 


current resolution : 
House concurrent resolution. 

Whereas the bill (H. R. 10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell 

both Houses at the second session of this Congress, but was en- 
rolled too late to receive the signatures of the prso officers of the 
two Houses and be presented to the President of the United States 
before the adjournment of the said second session; and 

Whereas the bill (H. R. 11444) to grant certain lands to the State of 
Ohio passed both Houses and was signed by the presiding officers thereof, 
but failed to be presented to the President of the United States before 
the adjournment of the said second session: Therefore, 

Resolved ly the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the said bilis be, and are hereby, ordered to be reenrolled for the 
signatures of the presiding cfficers of the two- Houses and for presen- 
tation to the President of the United States. 


estate of William B. O 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Maryland what are these bills? 

Mr. WACHTER. They are two bills which passed both Houses 
at the last session. One of them had received the signature of 
the Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate, but 
too late to go to the White House. 

Mr. MADDOX. What bill was that? What was the other? 

Mr. WACHTER. That was a bill granting certain lands to 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. MADDOX. I heard that. What was the other? 

Mr. WACHTER. The other was a bill for the relief of Ed- 
ward J. Farrell. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is impossible to hear. I think we ought to 
have an opportunity to hear. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WACHTER. The other bill was for the relief of Edward 
J. Farrell, a citizen of New York State. 

Mr. MADDOX. What sort of relief? 

Mr. WACHTER. The bills were passed by the House and 
Senate. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that. I supposed the gentle- 
man could give us some information. 

Mr. SULZER. Just say what the bill is for. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. WACHTER. One was to grant certain lands to the State 
of Ohio and the other was for the relief of Edward J. Farrell. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let us have the titles of the bills read 
from the desk. We can not hear. 

Mr. WACHTER. I will send the bill up and have it read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman desires to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to execute, acknowledge, and deliver, in the 
name of the United States of America, to Edward J. Farrell, a deed of 

nitelalm and release quitclaiming and releasing to said Edward J. 
rrell, his heirs and assigns, all the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to the following-described land, under 
water, in the city of New York and State of New York, namely: Be- 
ginning at a point in the northerly line of the Croton Aqueduct 

propriation, where the same is intersected by the easterly side of lan 
taken by the United States Government for the improvement of the 
Harlem River, and running thence northerly along said easterly side 
of said lands taken by the United States Government for the improve- 
ment of the Harlem River 107.87 feet to the lands of the estate of 
William B. Ogden; thence westerly along the lands formerly of the 
e pier and bulkhea 


m 15.45 feet to line es- 


tablished the Uni States Government in 1890; thence southerly 
along said last-mentioned line 180.43 feet to the lands formerly of the 
Croton A uct appropriation; thence said lands 9.59 


qued ey R 
feet to the point or place of beginning: Prov & t the said Ed- 
ward J. Farrell shall show, by proof satisfactory to the Secretary of 
War, that he is the owner of the abutting shore. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Maryland who introduced this bill originally? 

Mr. WACHTER. The gentleman from New York State, Mr. 
GOULDEN. ` 

Mr. SULZER. Itis all right, then. [Laughter.] I know all 
about it now. It is all right. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to inquire of somebody—the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, if he will answer—if 
there is any precedent for this sort of business? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not examined into this matter myself, 
but have conferred with others who have, in whose judgment I 
have confidence, who state that is within the precedents estab- 
lished. The bill, as I remember, was a bill to remove a clog to 
the title to a piece of property. I have forgotten the details. 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not think I ever heard of anything like 
this before. e 

Mr. PAYNE. I am satisfied the bill itself ought to pass. 
This particular question I have not examined. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman from New York 
a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Has the gentleman ever inquired as to 
whether there is a precedent for this particular way of passing 
a bill which had passed the last session? 

Mr. PAYNE. To settle that, I would make a parliamentary 
inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is whether there are precedents for the ac- 
tion on this particular resolution brought in by the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. This matter was brought to the attention of 
the Chair a day or two ago. The Chair caused the precedents 
to be examined. This is the Fifty-eighth Congress, the third 
session. At the close of the second session of the Fifty-elghth 
Congress both of the bills had passed the House and the Senate. 
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One of them had received the signature, perhaps, of the Speaker 
of the House, and also of the Presiding Officer of the Senate, 
but too late to be presented to the President. They appear to be 
bills of the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. The 
other had passed both House and Senate and was awaiting the 
signature of the presiding officers. In other words, nothing re- 
mained to be done except to submit the bills to the President, 
except the formal fact of signing the bills, as to one of them, by 
the Speaker and by the Presiding Officer of the Senate. 

Now, the precedents show, if the Chair recollects aright—one 
or two in the Thirty-fifth Congress and one, possibly, in the 
Fifty-fourth—that this course was pursued. Following the prec- 
edents, the Chair recognized the gentleman from the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills to offer a concurrent resolution for the ac- 
tion of the House. Without this action the bills probably would 
fail. The Chair, however, is not clear as to that point, because 
this is the same Congress. As it appears now, the enrollment 
would be defective, because this is the third session instead of 
the second session of the Congress. 

The question is on agreeing to the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint reso- 
lution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 910. An act granting a pension to Frank L. Phalen; 

S. 1283. An act for the relief of William H. Crawford; 

S. 1786. An act restoring James G. Field, naval surgeon, to 
the line of promotion; and 

S. R. 77. Joint resolution providing for the reappointment 
of James B. Angell on the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 73. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an mate submitted of the 
cost of improving Grays River, Washington, to meet the demands of 
commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 74. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving Swinomish Slough, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 75. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the mouth of Grays Harbor, Washington, to meet the 
demands of commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 76. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the entrance of Roche Harbor, Washington, to meet 
the demands of commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 77. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, di to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Lewis River and branches, in the State of Wash- 
ington, to meet the demands of commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 78. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Cowlitz River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce, and to submit plans and estimate of cost of providing 
a depth of 16 feet of water at low tide between the mouth of said river 
and the city of Kelso. 

Senate concurrent resolution 79. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Skagit River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce by the construction of the so-called Sterling cut-off. 


Senate concurrent resolution 80. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is 1 directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an est te submitted of the 
cost of improving the harbor of Ilwaco, Wash., to meet the demands of 
commerce. 
Senate concurrent resolution 81. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is pereis directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the harbor of Anacortes, Wash., to meet the demands 
of commerce. 


Senate concurrent resolution 82. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 


examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the harbor of Everett. Wash., to meet the demands of 
commerce, 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate resolutions and bills of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 910. An act granting a pension to Frank L. Phalen—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1786. An act restoring James G. Field, naval surgeon, to 
the line of promotion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 1283. An act for the relief of William H. Crawford—to the 
Committee on Naval Afairs. 

S. R. 77. Joint resolution providing for the reappointment 
of James B. Angell on the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution—to the Committee on the Library. 

Senate concurrent resolution 73: 

metre 4 by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made a an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Grays River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 74: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving Swinomish Slough, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 75: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the mouth of Grays Harbor, Washington, to meet the 
demands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 76: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 

hat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 8 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the entrance to Roche Harbor, Washington, to meet 
the demands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 77: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Lewis River and branches in the State of Wash- 
ington te meet the demands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 78: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Cowlitz River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce, and to submit plans and estimate of cost of providing a 
depth of 16 feet of water at low tide between the mouth of said river 
and the city of Kelso— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 79: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the Skagit River, Washington, to meet the demands 
of commerce, by the construction of the so-called“ Sterling cut-off "— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 80: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is have „directed to cause AR 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 


cost of improving the harbor of Ilwaco, Wash., to meet the demands of 
commerce— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 81: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he 11 heres, directed to crime at 
examination and survey fo be made and an estimate submitted of the 
cost of improving the harbor of Anacortes, Wash., to meet the de- 
mands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 82: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 8 
examination and survey to be made and an estimate submitted of the 


cost of improving the harbor of Everett, Wash., to meet the demands 
of commerce— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Forster, one of his secretaries: 
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LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
The Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering 
statements showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company for the months of March, April, May, 
June, July, August, September, and October, 1904, furnished by the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of section 11 
of the Act to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversa: 
ecua purchase of the Louisiana territory,” etc., approved March 3, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Warre House, December 7, 190}. ; 
The message and accompanying document were referred to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move you, sir, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
15895) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all 
points of order. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Lrvrneston] if there is any desire for debate on his side 
of the House? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have had no applications for time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to reserve all points 
of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have been reserved. 

The SPEAKER. They have been reserved. 

The motion of Mr. BIN HAu was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with 
Mr. DALZELL in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the first for- 
mal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, while it may seem somewhat 
unusual to present one of the important appropriation bills at 
this early date in the session, it is proper that the House should 
be advised that, at the request of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, the subcommittee of the full Committee on 
‘Appropriations assembled a week before the convening of Con- 
gress, all the members of the subcommittee being present, and 
were enabled to report the bill from the subcommittee to the full 
committee yesterday. Throughout the deliberations of your 
subcommittee all were present, and the bill comes from the sub- 
committtee unanimously reported. I may say that the para- 
graphs in the bill might also be marked “ Current law.” In my 
long experience I have never seen a bill presented with as few 
changes, as compared with the bill itself and current law, as 
this bill exhibits. 

The estimates of the Departments, however, required a thor- 
ough investigation on the part of your committee, and all parties 
who were supposed to represent the increases in the bill were 
called before your subcommittee. The print covers a very large 
number of pages, but the most important particular for the con- 
sideration of the Committee of the Whole is the fact that the 
estimates for the next fiscal year from the Book of Estimates, on 
pages 9 to 89 and 111 to 121 of the Book of Estimates for 1906, 
aggregate $29,685,207.84, of which amount there is recommended 
in the bill $28,838,709.84. Appropriations for the same purposes 
for the current fiscal year, including $44,570 carried in the 
sundry civil, deficiency, and other acts, aggregated $28,602,828. 22, 
being $235,881.62 less than is recommended in the accompanying 
bill for the service of the fiscal year 1906, and being a decrease 
from the estimates of $846,498. In other words, to make it 
clear, we have decreased the estimates upward of $800,000 and 
we have added to the bill but $235,000 more than the current 
law. In other words, we might have submitted to the House 
almost the current law, so far as the sum totals are concerned. 

We called upon the War Department, in the current law, for 
the classification, both as to class and clerks as well as compen- 
sation, of that body of men in that Department that has here- 
tofore been carried on what is called the “temporary roll,” a 


roll which was a result of the war with Spain. In the first fiscal 
year in which that temporary force was allowed, 1899, the tem- 
porary roll, which was a roll subject to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War both as to assignment and duty and compensation, 
amounted to $507,000. It was increased for 1900 to $600,000, 
and since has been annually reduced until the current year, 
1905, it has been brought down to $360,000. We have put this 
requirement in the bill for the current law, that for the ensuing 
year—meaning the next fiscal year of 1906—specific estimates 
should be submitted for all employments thereunder in number 
and rate of compensation not in excess of the number and com- 
pensation actually being paid during the current year. 

In other words, that fund which has been heretofore fully: 
under the discretion of the Secretary of War, we enjoin that 
there shall be no increase over the present number nor any in- 
crease in compensation. That has been complied with by the 
War Department, resulting in this, that there is a reduction of 
84 employees and a reduction of $27,820 in the total amount of 
compensation carried. 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
necessity for a lump-sum appropriation? Why not distribute it 
out so that we may know just what it is for? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is exactly what we have done. In the 
bill under consideration, what has been called the “ temporary 
roll ” heretofore, under instruction the appropriation for the cur- 
rent year has been taken up by the War Department and as- 
signed to .a specific line of duty; the clerk’s salary is fixed for 
75 next fiscal year, and there is no increase in number or 
places. 

Mr. LLOYD. As I understand it, there is a lump sum appro- 
priated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; we give the details. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. I under- 
stood there was a lump sum appropriated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no lump sum appropriated. 

Mr. LLOYD. We ought not to have any lump-sum appropria- 
tions anywhere. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not in this Department. 

Mr. LLOYD. Not in any Department. There is no lump sum 
appropriated. Each salary is specified, and there is no in- 
crease in the number, and no change in the salaries. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will also be noted that an apparent in- 
crease of 59 in the number of salaries is made in the office of 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, all of which have heretofore 
been paid from the general appropriations, made first in 1900 in 
the sum of $650,000 and gradually reduced to the sum of $250,000 
for the current fiscal year. That was also a part of the tempo- 
rary force in connection with the change of laws running to the 
Internal Revenue Department, and under the construction of the 
current law, giving up his discretion of $250,000 and locating 
that force in the general office throughout the country or where- 
ever it may have been necessary heretofore to pay out of the fund 
of $250,000, we haye taken the whole proposition of the Internal 
Reyenue Department and readjusted it on the lines suggested 
by the Commissioner, who is accepted by the House as a careful 
official, and have been able to handle that whole proposition 
with an increase of $9,700. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
to please state in a concise way the new legislation in the bill, 
so that we may all understand it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. There is, Mr. Chairman, therefore, an 
actual net increase in the number of salaries proposed in the bill 
of 164 over the number now provided by law. I am now on 
page 2 of the report, and any gentleman having the report in 
his hand can follow me. I would say that in so far as that dec- 
laration is concerned the large body of this seeming increase 
of force runs to the Civil Service Commission. General Black 
appeared before the commission, and his hearings are complete 
in the printed book of hearings. He submitted a new organiza- 
tion for his commission. Heretofore he has had full liberty and 
the broadest freedom under the general statute organizing the 
commission of making draft upon any of the Departments here 
or elsewhere throughout the country for the work of the com- 
mission. We found in his statement a fair proposition that ap- 
pealed to your committee. There has never been a proper 
exhibit for some years past of what the expenses of the Civil 
Service Commission were. We thought two years ago that we 
would handle the proposition when we said to the commission, 
“You have so many detailed clerks,” and the commission re- 
sponded: “ But they fail to come up to the standards of effi- 
ciency. Under the law we ask a Department for subordinate 
clerical force and the Department exercises its own judgment, 
and as a rule contributes to the work of this commission per- 
haps their poorest clerical force.” 

Now, the commission has felt that that was not fair. 


There- 
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fore, instead of allowing the detail to go on, we ordered the de- 
tail back to the Departments and granted the commissioner all 
of his requests, up to the last cent. We are now confronted with 
the proposition that the large inflow on account of the rural 
free delivery throughout the country has so burdened and so 
enlarged their field of operations that they have been forced to 
organize a system other and different from that which they have 
heretofore operated. Now, the proposition is this: Let us in the 
future come to Congress and ask Congress specifically annually 
for the needed requirements and force in connection with a 
good, wise administration in the conduct of the work of the com- 
mission. Not only that, but the same with reference to the rural 
free delivery. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are to-day detailed 
from the various Departments of the Government in the Civil 
Service Commission a permanent or continuing detail of fifty-six 
of the subordinate force of the different Departments here, as 
well as the post-offices and custom-houses throughout the coun- 
try. We said to General Black, in effect, We will take your 
recommendation to the House, giving you all that you have 
asked, in order that your administration of this commission shall 
show in the future its expenditure; but at the same time we 
want from you some declaration that you will not avail yourself 
of the broad provisions of the statute that organized your com- 
mission and continue to make your details from the Departments 
of the Government.” I will say that General Black assured us— 
and I think I remember his words—that during his administra- 
tion certainly he would guarantee that he would keep in good 
faith the action of the committee, and if indorsed by the Con- 
gress it would be his labor to endeavor to carry out that which 
the committee seemed to think a wise way for him to do his 
work. I hope I have made myself clear on that proposition. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. I understand from the statement made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrneHam] that the 
clerks in the Civil Service Commission, ordered chiefly on detail, 
are to be transferred back to their original Departments. Now, 
this bill provides for the employment of additional clerks for the 
Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. BINGHAM. To correspond and in accordance with their 
wish, sending back the details now on the force to the respective 
Departments. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If other Departments could have af- 
forded to permit the temporary detail of these clerks, they do 
not need them in their own service? 

F We have tried to correct that throughout 
the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will not the effect of this bill be to 
increase the number of public officers correspondingly by re- 
quiring the Civil Service Commission to employ directly for its 
own service and to turn back this clerical force to the Depart- 
ments which have been able to spare them for the civil service 
administration? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now with reference to that question, I will 
come right to the commission 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And would it not be better to provide 
these clerks detailed to remain there permanently as civil serv- 
ice clerks in order that there might not be an excess of offices 
more than the service requires? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no doubt we have throughout the 
bill endeavored to correct the matter of details as far as we 
could. We now give the civil service what the civil service 
asks. First comes the presumption as to whether the commis- 
sion will not take care of these people themselves under their 
own right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Can they under the provisions of this 
bill? They are clerks now regularly employed in other De- 
partments of the service, and, as provided on page 35 of this 
bill, they shall not be transferred. They must therefore be 
returned to their proper Department and the commission must 
employ a new and adequate force, and therefore it seems to 
me you have a surplus force of public officers. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that 
there are fifty of these clerks detailed to the Civil Service Com- 
mission and that there are six clerks of their own force now 
doing this work. We are able to trace where twenty of these 
clerks came from so as to be able to take them out where they 
are specifically provided for, particularly in the Post-Office De- 
partment; but all through this bill—and I am sure the chairman 
will make an explanation of that in connection with the Pension 
Bureau—wherever we could find a Department where the force 
was supernumerary or they could give details in large blocks or 
any considerable number to other bureaus or other Departments, 
we have reduced the force in that Department from which the 
details came. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So you have provided for it? 


Mr. LITTAUER. In this way: we have reduced the number 
of clerks in other Departments, particularly the Post-Office De- 
partment, whence came a large number of these clerks. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So you have had in view the return of 
these clerks? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes, sir. Now, as to the question as to 
whether or not these clerks should be retained where they are at 
work. This work is new work they are doing. The field work, 
as an incident, comes because of reorganization of the work of 
the Civil Service Commission and better service and more uni- 
form examinations and quicker return to these people for civil- 
service positions. That is the argument they made us recom- 
mending this permanent force. -We believe these people have 
only been detailed there for one or two years. We believe the 
necessary force, selecting out as many of those as they wish for 
and ask after the transfer of this new and permanent force, will 
be better than detailing them in blocks and continuing them in 
the positions that they occupy temporarily. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So that practically provides against a 
supernumerary force in any Department? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; and we have tried to provide for an 
efficient force for the work of the Civil Service Commission. . 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the thing I want to be advised 


upon. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, may I ask, at this point, of 
my colleague, the chairman of the committee, this question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask whether this bill does 
not create twenty-three new employees to the Civil Service Com- 
mission for the purpose of examining rural carriers? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman in reply— 
I was going to follow my remarks with that after the remarks 
of my colleague on the committee—that in this reorganization 
scheme rural free delivery is made a division in connection with 
the work of the commission. They have divided the country 
into thirteen districts. In these thirteen districts, or throughout 
the country, a body or force numbering twenty-three were de- 
tailed from the various departments located throughout the coun- 
try to do that rural free delivery examination work. We turn 
every one of that subordinate force back to the respective lines 
of work in the departments—customs, post-offices, ete.—through- 
out the country, and we give the Civil Service Commission the 
right to appoint twenty-three new men, so that we relegate back 
the whole force now detailed from the Post-Office Department 
in what is called permanent relation with the Civil Service Com- 
mission to the original places in the respective departments 
throughout the country, and allow them to go on with the or- 
ganization on the basis of the division of the country into thir- 
teen districts. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Do you increase, then, the aggregate 
administrative forcee—the number of employees—by the number 
that you authorize the Civil Service Commission to employ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. You increase the number that much? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir; to be located with the work that 
they have now in the Post-Office Department, customs, internal 
revenue, ete. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They will have nothing to do 
but continue these examinations? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They will have nothing to do but to con- 
prap these examinations just the same as the detailed cleris 

lo now. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield to a question, and tell 
us where these clerks are now located? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are located throughout the country 
about 1,200 civil-service boards, made up in the small districts 
of the postmaster and such assistants as he gets from near-by 
places, and the location is indicated where examinations may 
be taken. We give them twenty-three men in the future, as car- 
ried in this bill, to make the supervision throughout the country, 
where the rural free delivery runs, and the details are made 
just as the requirements increase for that service, which falls 
upon the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand you to mean that the local su- 
pervision is to be condemned? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; not in any form whatever. They 
claim that it is better and wiser for the efficiency of the service. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Where are these twenty-three 
people located? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are to be located in the big centers. 
They are to be sent from their particular locations to other 
places to supervise the examinations held. 
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Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to state to the gentleman that 
the country has been divided into thirteen districts, and we 
have allowed one superintendent at the head of each of the 
thirteen districts, so as to bring about uniformity. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But you have allowed twenty- 


three. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That would be thirteen throughout the coun- 
try and the rest of the clerical force here at New York or Boston 
or Chicago. You may need two or three at Chicago at any time. 
This way, it is believed, is a much more satisfactory way of 
doing the work, and will do away with many of the little abuses 
that have been charged as occurring in the conduct of civil- 
service examinations. 

Mr. BINGHAM. General Black, the chief of the Bureau, was 
most earnest in presenting this, and he believed that if Congress 
would indorse the scheme the future administration would be 
far more satisfactory than the old system. This will bring the 
yearly statement of every year’s appropriation, so that everyone 
will know just exactly what the civil service is doing. Now, I 
will read this limitation upon the legislation: 

Durog the fiscal year nineteen hundred and six it shall not be lawful 
to detail clerks or other employees from the Executive Departments or 
other Government establishments in Washington, District of Columbia, 
to the Civil Service Commission for the performance of duty in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

That will be the limitation. That is what the Civil Service 
Commission recommends. I know that they can under the pro- 
visions of the general statute make details from the Depart- 
ments, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why does it limit that prohibition to 
the fiscal year 1906? Why not make it permanent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We deemed it a little wiser to make it run 
for the current year rather than make a radical inroad in the 
statute. They have the right ad libitum to make details on the 
reorganization under that statute. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Only technically. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We think the best policy was to let it run 
the year. We do not think, while there might be some gentle- 
men of the House who would be willing to make such a radical 
inroad into the organization, it would be wise to limit it, and 
make it run for the year, as they have requested, and we will 
see what the experiment proves. j 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the policy of recommending it 
is right, but I would like to know why you do not make this pro- 
hibition of details permanent. If it is good for one year, I do 
not see why it would not be well to make it general and perma- 
nent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not think it is subject to the criticism 
of some gentlemen of the House with reference to the civil 
service. Many would object to making it permanent, and it 
would proyoke the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman one more question in 
connection with the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. I think I saw a report that a new estimate had 
been sent to the committee in reference to the additional clerks 
for the examination of applicants under the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. May I ask the gentleman whether it is his 
intention—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. That estimate has not reached the commit- 
tee. I saw the published statement myself and made inquiry 
about it. 

Mr. MANN. So far as the gentleman now knows, is it his 
intention to offer any amendment upon the floor in reference 
to that matter? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not to this bill, as I am informed, because 
it has not reached us. One other matter in reference to the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. As it is to be hereafter under the 
War Department, we have transferred the adjustment of the 
accounts of that commission to the Auditor of the War De- 
partment. 

Mr. HULL. I notice on page 78 of the bill the following 
provision: 

It shall not be lawful to detail clerks or other civilian employees au- 
thorized for the office of the General Staff for duty, temporary or other- 


ise, in any office or bureau of the War Department at Washington, 
D. C., or to detail clerks or other employees from the War Department 


for service in the office of the General Staff. : 
My understanding is that the gentleman—— 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will say in regard to that 
Mr. HULL. Just one minute. My understanding—and I 


want to have that understood—is that the committee this year 
had left the clerks for the General Staff out of this appropria- 
tion bill under the idea that they would be provided for in the 
military bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They belong to your committee. 


Mr. HULL. That they would be provided for by the Military _ 
Committee, in that way stopping any friction between the two 
committees as to those clerks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, the General Staff can not 
ask for details, nor can the War Department make any levies 
upon that staff. 

Mr. HULL. I simply wanted that brought out here now. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. RIXEY. On page 18—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Page 18 of what? 

Mr. RIXEY. Of your report, I find that while you have only 
increased the number of clerks in the Navy Department to a 
limited extent, you have transferred 152 per diem employees to 
the annual list, I believe. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say they were taken up last session 
in the current law. Those were the temporary forces made 
necessary at the time of the Spanish war. One year prior to 
the current law we called upon the then Secretary of the Navy, 
Moody, so to arrange in his next report as to accomplish the 
absorption of the so-called “temporary force.” He absorbed 
them in detail; they are in the current law, and we have fol- 


-lowed it. 


Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is not 
the reason for that, that they are made annual employees in 
order to give them their sixty days’ leave of absence? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I do not know. 

Mr. RIXEY. And that as per diem employees they only got 
fifteen days. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I can not say. That did not come 
before us in any form in the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. RIXBEY. Is not that the reason that this change was 
pressed before the committee? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think not. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The only reason is—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will tell the gentleman why, if he will 
pardon me. We now will have absorbed into the details of gen- 
eral legislation running in the appropriation bills, and espe- 
cially this one, all the temporary forces heretofore authorized 
that have been in the War Department, in the Internal Reve- 
nue, in the Navy, in all the Departments that were added dur- 
ing the war with Spain. The committee did not in any way 
take into consideration the fact of the leave of absence. The 
House determined of its own action to put all that force, after 
its three or four years of experience, into the civil service. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to know the fact, though. Is it 
not true that annual employees in the Navy Department get 
sixty days’ leave of absence while the per diem employees only 
get fifteen? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
that, however. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. The naval bill which is brought in here annually pro- 
vides for many salaries, and I would like to know what is the 
lin of demarcation between your jurisdiction and the juris- 
diction of the Naval Committee in regard to the salaries of 
clerks and officers? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was not aware that the naval bill carried 
any of the subordinate force of the Navy Department. 

Mr. RIXEV. It provides for a great deal. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not in the Navy Department. Of course 
you cover all the stations and navy-yards, which we do not 
touch. ; 

Mr. RIXEY. This is simply confined to the Navy Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
ment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I feel confident that the gentleman would 
approve this policy here if he would but take into consideration 
that this class of clerks we specify now in detail was formerly 
paid out of a lump sum called the “ increase of the Navy.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. That we have eliminated. 

Mr. RIXET. The point I am making is that probably the 
reason for this move is to put the per diem employees on the 
annual roll in order to get sixty days’ leave of absence, whereas 
now they only get fifteen days. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am confident that was not in the mind of 
Secretary Moody when he advised us to take this course, but it 
was because he felt that in appropriation bills of this character 
we should appropriate specifically wherever we could, and elimi- 
nate the lump sum, and deprive the Department to as great an 
extent as possible of haying large sums of money with which 
to engage as many clerks as they desired at salaries they chose 
to pay them. 


I think that is so. I am not sure about 


It is simply confined to the Navy Depart- 
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Mr. RIXEY. There is another question I would like to ask 
in this connection. I notice in this bill, I forget what page, 
there is a lump sum under the control of the bureau chiefs here 
in Washington, and who have control of the disbursement of 
those funds. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We could not take that up in our bill, be- 
cause it goes to your bill for the Navy Department; it is in 
connection with the conduct of the Navy. We only touch the 
subordinate force and contingent expenses of the Navy Depart- 
ment because it appears in the appropriation. 

I assure the gentleman it is not the purpose. When they 
take up their bill, they can look into that proposition. 

Now, if I should be allowed to proceed, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives we have made simply the aggregate increase in 
expenditure, because the next session that this bill will run to 
is a long session of Congress as against the current law, which 
is the short session. Otherwise no changes are made in the 
number and compensation of officers and employees of the 
House, except that in the office of the Clerk the salary of the file 
clerk is reduced from $2,750 to $2,000, and the salary of the mes- 
senger in the Chief Clerk’s office is increased from $730 to $900, 
and an assistant clerk is given to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. These are all the changes we made in the office of the 
Clerk. In the Doorkeeper’s office the addition of a watchman at 
$720 is provided for, and a night watchman is reduced from 
$900 to $720. Three assistants at $1,000 each and a janitor at 
$720 are provided for in the document room, the same being 
now authorized by current law, and the salary of one laborer for 
the minority is increased from $600 to $720. 

The appropriation for miscellaneous items is reduced from 
$50,000 to $25,000, and the use of the appropriation is restricted 
to purposes other than salaries and labor, and a specific appro- 
priation of $20,000 is made for special and select committees. 
In other words, we have decreased that $5,000 and made a bet- 
ter system of accounting. 

In the office of the President, four clerks are provided for at 
$2,000 each in lieu of four clerks at $1,800 each, an additional 
clerk at $1,400 is authorized in lieu of one now transferred from 
the office of the Surgeon-General of the Army, and the salary of 
$1,800 for an usher is omitted. So that in effect the Department 
is not increased in subordinate force. 

As to the Civil Service Commission, I have already informed 
the House. The salary of the secretary is increased from $2,250 
to $3,000. 

Mr. MANN. Why is that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That official is regarded as the most valua- 
ble subordinate in the office of the Civil Service Commission. 
He has been there since the organization of the commission, 
and, as all of us know who have had business with that depart- 
ment, there have been frequent changes in the body of the com- 
mission itself. 

Mr. MANN. This gentleman is not Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought his title was that of chief examiner. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, no; and I will say that this gentleman 
well deserves it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, a specific appropriation is 
made for 23 employees, with salaries aggregating $41,000, for the 
field force of the commission, the same being in lieu of persons 
now detailed from other branches of the publie service; and 23 
pmployees, with salaries aggregating $26,240, are provided for 
to constitute the rural carrier examining board, being in place 
of persons now on detail from the Post-Office Department and 
the postal service. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Then, Mr. Chairman, there is 
nothing to prohibit their further detail, is there? Nor is there 
anything to prohibit the continued detail of others than these 23? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have already read what the 
law provides in respect to that, that during the fiscal year 1906 
it shall be unlawful to detail clerks or other employees from the 
Executive Departments or other Government establishments 
in Washington, D. C., to the Civil Service Commission for the 
performance of duty in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But that does not prohibit their 
detail for the performance of duty outside of the District of 
Columbia. As I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. BINdHAuI, these 23 additional clerks were to perform 
duty outside of the Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We give them those 23 that they ask for in 
lieu of what they want. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, but that dees not prohibit 
their detailing additional clerks. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. It prohibits it in accordance with the spirit 
and disposition of the president of the commission. They will 
come to Congress hereafter for their increases and decreases, 


and they will follow their own recommendations, that are a part 
of this bill, letter by letter. We make it for only one year. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If we were to prevent details outside of 
the District of Columbia, how would they take care of thé 
organization and reorganization of the twelve hundred and odd 
boards they have throughout the country? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know; but the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrneHam] said that this provision 
prohibited their detailing clerks to perform the work here in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; what we call “inefficient detail — that 
is, filling the Departments here with more clerks than we think 
they ought to have. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Then, as a matter of fact, there 
is not anything in this law which prohibits the board detailing 
clerks from the District of Columbia to perform the same work 
that these twenty-three additional officials are to perform? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The entire twenty-three are not to perform 
work outside of Washington. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All the details in this are consistent with 
their proposition, and when they come to Congress in the fu- 
ture 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is as consistent as any 
proposition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The only detail that they can make outside 
of the District of Columbia is a detail for a few days in connec- 
tion with some examinations for rural free delivery without ad- 
anaes expense to the Government. Is that clear to the gentle- 
man 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It is possibly as clear as any- 
thing in that connection can be made. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Four additional laborers at $600 each are 
provided for in the Department of State. In the Treasury De- 
partment there is one clerk at $1,400 provided for in lieu of 
clerk at $1,200. In the office of the chief clerk and superintend- 
ent one clerk at $1,600 is provided for in lieu of a clerk at 
$1,400, omitted in the office of the Anditor of the War Depart- 
ment, and an assistant draftsman at $1,200 is provided for. 

Division of customs.—An additional clerk at $1,800 is author- 
ized in lieu of one omitted in the office of the Auditor for the 
Interior Department. 

Division of printing and stationery—An additional clerk at 
$1,400 is provided for in lieu of one at that salary omitted in the 
office of the Auditor for the War Department. 

Office of the Auditor for the War Department.—A reduction 
is made of two clerks at $1,400 each and two clerks at $900 each, 
the same having been transferred and provided for in other 
offices. 

Office of Auditor for the Navy Department.—An increase is 
recommended of one clerk at $1,800, one clerk at $1,600, two 
clerks at $1,400 each, three clerks at $1,200 each, four clerks at 
$1,000 each, and four clerks at $900 each. 

We found the office very much in arrears with its work 
and 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Which office is that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Auditor for the Navy Department. Then 
comes the Auditor for the Interior Department. 

Mr. BURKE. May I ask the chairman a question? In dis- 
continuing the clerks in the office of the Auditor for the Interior 
Department and providing for a clerk in the division of customs, 
did you ascertain whether or not the Auditor of the Interior 
Department could spare that clerk, or simply assumed, because 
he had been transferred and was on duty in some other Depart- 
ment, that he was not required in that office? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The very fact of his detail was the most 
conclusive evidence you could get that his services were not re- 
quired in the office of the Auditor for the Interior Department. 

Mr. BURKE. I would like to eall the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that these details are often made against the 
protest of the head of a particular Department, and yet in this 
particular instance I happen to know that the Anditor has been 
protesting ever since this clerk has been detailed and demand- 
ing that he be detailed to his bureau; that he was a valuable 
clerk, engaged in work that is very important, and that he has 
insisted that this clerk be returned to his office. And I also 
understand that these details are made usually, as I have 
already stated, against the protest of the head of a particular 
bureau from which the detail is made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no doubt of it, but they are under 
the Secretary’s control, and that is just what we are trying to 
do; we want to stop this matter of details. 

Mr. BURKE. I appreciate that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We want each bureau to exhibit its work 
done with its expense; and, further than that, a clerk familiar 
with his line of work transferred to another line of work leaves 
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the line of work with which he is familiar and goes on a new 
line of work in some other Department, and we consider it bad 
discipline. 

Mr. BURKE. I want to say to the chairman I am in entire 
sympathy with his desire to stop this, but I think an injustice 
might be done, and I will think an injustice has been done in 
some of these particular Departments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Office of Auditor for the Interior Depart- 
ment.—A reduction is made of one clerk at $1,800, the same be- 
ing transferred to and provided for in the division of customs of 
the Treasury Department. 

Office of Auditor for the State and other Departments—An 
increase is recommended of two clerks at $1,400 each and two 
clerks at $1,200 each. 

Office of Auditor for the Post-Office Department—Two hun- 
dred dollars additional is recommended for one clerk of class 4, 
to be designated assistant chief of assorting and checking divi- 
sion, and an increase is recommended of four clerks at $1,200 
each, six clerks at $1,000 each, five clerks at $900 each, and fif- 
teen skilled laborers at $720 each. 

As the gentleman knows, this is one of the very large Depart- 
ments of the Government, and the reason for the action on the 
part of the Department is the question of auditing the accounts 
of the star-route service, which heretofore have had an auditing 
every three months. They have changed that system, believing 
better results could be secured by auditing the accounts of the 
star route every month. That necessitated the change. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I know; but have not the num- 
ber of star routes greatly decreased since the rural free delivery 
came in? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no doubt of that, but this increase of 
clerical force is made because of the change in the system of 
administration and adjustment of accounts in the Post-Office 
Department, and while the star-route service has decreased 
since the rural free delivery came in these star-route accounts 
will be audited monthly, instead of every three months. That 
is the reason of the increase. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I have no doubt there is a rea- 
son for the increase in the clerks, and I doubt not gentlemen 
who are acquainted with the conduct of business on the outside 
could not go in there and devise a system to bring about a de- 
crease in the number of clerks instead of an increase. I do not 
doubt the ability of the people of the Post-Office Department to 
devise some system by which it will be necessary to increase 
the number of clerks and 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the first place, I think this 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. As long as the increase in the 
number of clerks is encouraged by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in this Congress, why there will be no question at all about 
the Post-Office Department and other Departments and those em- 
ployed therein devising new schemes by which additional ap- 
pointments will be made necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman remembers my statement, 
he probably will see that there was an increase of a million 
estimated or submitted to the committee, and we haye made a 
reduction of over $800,000, leaving an increase of only $225,000. 
The gentleman will see that whatever may have been the pur- 
pose of some of the Departments, they haye not made any im- 
pression upon the committee. 

Office of the Treasurer.—FYor the force employed in redeeming 
the national currency an increase is recommended of 1 assistant 
bookkeeper, at $2,000; 1 clerk, at $1,200; 3 expert counters, at 
$900 each; 1 expert counter, at $800, and 5 expert counters, at 
$700 each. 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency.—The salary of the 
Deputy Comptroller is increased from $3,000 to $3,500. 

Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.—In lieu of 
employees now authorized and employed in this office with com- 
pensation paid from a general appropriation the following are 
recommended: Three clerks, at $1,800 each; 1 clerk, at $1,600; 
8 clerks, at $1,400 each; 13 clerks, at $1,200 each; 8 clerks, at 
$1,000 each; 17 clerks, at $900 each; 1 clerk, at $800; 5 assist- 
ant messengers, at $720 each, and 8 laborers, at $660 each. 

The two general appropriations for expenses of collecting in- 
ternal revenue are increased as follows: The one for salaries 
and expenses of collectors, etc., from $1,900,000 to $2,000,000, 
and the one for salaries and expenses of agents, etc., from 
$2,100,000 to $2,200,000, and the general appropriation of $250,- 
000 for additional clerks in the office of the Commissioner and 
for salaries and expenses of agents is omitted, the net result of 
the amounts recommended in this bill for the Internal- Revenue 
Service, including the office of the Commissioner, being an in- 
crease of $9,780. 

This covers the entire cost in the temporary organization, which 
has been absorbed by the regular force of the office, so that 


now we haye no temporary force, as we had heretofore, author- 
ized in connection with the war. It is not now carried in any of 
the Departments. 

Office of the Director of the Mint.—The appropriation for 
freight on bullion and coin by registered mail or otherwise be- 
tween mints and assay offices is reduced from $75,000 to $40,000. 

Office of the Surgeon-General of Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service—The salary of the private secretary to the 
Surgeon-General is increased from $1,600 to $1,800, and a clerk 
to the disbursing agent, at $1,400, is provided for. 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 

Office of the assistant treasurer at Baltimore.—aAn increase is 
recommended of 2 clerks, at $1,600 each. 

Office of the assistant treasurer at Chicago.—An increase is 
recommended of 3 clerks, at $1,200 each. 

Office of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans.—The salary 
of the assistant treasurer is increased from $4,000 to $4,500, and 
a yault clerk, at $1,800, is recommended. 

All the assistant treasurers of the United States get $4,500 a 
year as compensation, except the assistant treasurer at New Or- 
leans, who has been running on a basis of $4,000. 

Office of the assistant treasurer at New York.—An increase is 
recommended in the salaries of 5 assistant tellers from $800 to 
$900 each. s 

Office of the assistant treasurer at San Francisco.—The salary 
of the bookkeeper is reduced from $2,500 to $2,250, the chief 
clerk from $2,400 to $2,000; the salary of the assistant cashier 
is increased from $2,000 to $2,400, and the salary of the first 
teller from $2,000 to $2,250, and provision is made for 1 addi- 
tional clerk at $1,500. 

MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 

Mint at Carson, Nev—The appropriation for wages of work- 
men and watchmen is reduced from $5,600 to $3,600. 

Mint at Denver,.Colo.—Appropriations are recommended for 
salaries of 18 officers and employees in the general staff for op- 
eration of the mint at salaries aggregating $37,450, being an in- 
crease of 7 employees with compensation aggregating $12,200, 
and the appropriation for wages of workmen and adjusters is 
increased from $22,000 to $115,000. 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES, 

Appropriations are recommended for government in the sev- 
eral Territories as authorized by law, the aggregate being re- 
duced $64,750 under the appropriations for the current year, 
owing to the fact that appropriations are not required for bi- 
ennial sessions of the legislatures in Arizona, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma the coming fiscal year. 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The general appropriation of $360,000 for continuing the em- 
ployment of additional temporary clerks and others is omitted, 
specific provision being made under estimates submitted by the 
Department as required by law, enacted at the last session of 
Congress, for employees in each of the several bureaus of the 
Department, in accordance with the numbers now employed and 
the rates of compensation now paid from the general fund, the 
total number of employees thus takén up and specifically pro- 
vided for being 290. The consolidation of the Record and Pen- 
sion Office and the Adjutant-General's Office under the new 
Military Secretary's Office, authorized by a law enacted at the 
last session, is effected, and by a rearrangement of the clerical 
force recommended by the Military Secretary, a reduction is 
made of 34 clerks and employees, with salaries aggregating 


827,820. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

The salary of an assistant engineer in the office of the Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings and Grounds is increased from 
$1,800 to $2,400, and the general appropriation of $35,000 for 
the employment of overseers and others is made available for 
the payment of the chief clerk and a clerk and stenographer in 
the Office. 

"STATE, WAR, AND NAVY DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 

The salary of one electrician is increased from $1,000 to $1,200, 
and four mistresses of charwomen at $300 each are provided for 
in lieu of four charwomen at $240 each. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Bureau of Navigation—One clerk, at $1,000, is omitted by 
transfer to the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 

Hydrographic Office—One clerk, at $1,400, is omitted and 
transferred to the Bureau of Steam Engineering, and the sala- 
ries of 6 apprentices are increased $100 each. 

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts.—A chief clerk, at $2,000, is 
provided for in lieu of a civilian assistant, at $2,500, and 1 clerk, 
at $1,600; 1 clerk, at $1,400; 1 clerk, at $1,200, and 1 messen- 
ger boy, at $420 are omitted, the same being no longer borne on 
the rolls of the Bureau. 
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Bureau of Medicine and Surgery.—aAn increase is made of 1 

clerk, at $1,000, and 1 assistant messenger, at $720. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Pension Office—A reduction in the force is made as follows: 
One clerk, at $1,800; 10 clerks, at $1,400 each; 8 clerks, at 
$1,200 each; 8 clerks, at $1,000 each; 5 copyists, at $900 each; 
1 engineer, at $1,200; 6 messengers, at $840 each, and 1 laborer, 
at $660, the same being no longer employed in or required for 
the service of the Bureau. A reduction is also made of 25 
special examiners at $1,300 each, and the appropriation for per 
diem and expenses of special examiners is reduced from 
$400,000 to $350,000. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Postmaster-General—A foreman of laborers, at 
$800, is provided for in lieu of 1 laborer, at $660. 

Office of the purchasing agent.—The salary of the purchasing 
agent authorized at the last session of Congress, at $4,000, is pro- 
vided for, together with the following in his office: Chief clerk, 
$2,000; 1 clerk, at $1,800; 1 clerk, at $1,600; 1 clerk, at $1,400; 
2 clerks, at $1,200 each; 2 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 assistant 
messenger, at $720, and for actual and necessary traveling ex- 
penses, $500. $ 

We haye now in that office, doing work by transfer from the 
First Assistant's office, five or six clerks. They are going to re- 
organize the office of purchasing agent. Very large contracts 
are considered, and the office requires this subordinate force; 
but they will be transferred and go back to their places in the 
departments, having been only temporarily assigned to this 
division. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The First Assistant's office did 
not suffer from the detail of these men. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is a necessity of the Department. These 
few men were duly detailed from the office of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General in order that the purchasing agent might 
fully go on with his work. We now send them back, and they 
have only been away from the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral's office a few months. 

Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General.—The sal- 
ary of the assistant superintendent of railway adjustments. is 
increased from $2,000 to $2,500, and an increase is made of 2 
clerks, at $1,800; 1 clerk, at $1,600; 2 clerks, at $1,400 each, and 
2 clerks, at $1,200 each. 

Everybody knows how careful the Second Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General is, not only in the administration of the general 
work but in all its features. 

Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General.—The salary 
of the superintendent of postage-stamp supplies and postmasters’ 
accounts is increased from $2,500 to $3,000, and an increase is 
made of 5 clerks at $1,200 and 5 clerks at $1,000 each. 

Office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General.—aAn in- 
2rease is recommended of 3 clerks, at $1,600 each; 4 clerks, at 
31,400 each; 9 clerks, at $1,200 each, and 19 clerks, at $1,000 
each, and a reduction is made of 18 clerks, at $900 each. On ac- 
count of transfers made to the Civil Service Commission a reduc- 
tion is made as follows: Chief of board of examiners of rural 
carriers, $2,250; 1 clerk, at $1,600; 1 clerk, at $1,400; 3 clerks, 
at $1,200 each; 2 clerks, at $1,000 each; 8 clerks, at $900 each, 
and 2 assistant messengers, at $720 each. 

Office of the topographer.—Salaries are increased as follows: 
The topographer, from $2,750 to $3,000; 1 map mounter, from 
$1,200 to $1,400; 2 copyists of maps, from $900 to $1,000 each, 
and provision is made for 1 assistant topographer, at $2,000. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Provision is made for 1 confidential clerk to the Attorney- 
General, at $1,600. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Office of the Secretary—An increase is recommended of 1 
confidential clerk to the Secretary, at $1,600; 1 chief of divi- 
sion, at $2,000; 3 clerks, at $1,800 each; 5 clerks, at $1,600 
each; 4 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 captain of the watch, at $1,200; 
1 skilled laborer, at $840; 2 laborers, at $660 each; 5 char- 
women, at $240 each, and the salaries of 2 telegraph operators 
are increased from $1,000 to $1,200 each, and an appropriation 
of $10,000 is recommended for the compensation and expenses of 
a specialist or specialists, to be selected and appointed by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to make investigations re- 
garding manner of conduct of public business in the various 
bureaus of that Department. 

The investigation by specialists has been made as a direct re- 
quest by the Secretary of the Department; and while perhaps the 
amount of $10,000 may not be amply sufficient, we think it safe 
to start with, on the basis of the statement he made, that he 
wants a thorough investigation regarding manner of conduct 
of public business in the various bureaus of his Department, the 
appointment being made outside of the civil service. 


Bureau of Corporations.—A reduction is made of 1 special 
attorney, at $4,000, and the appropriation for compensation and 
per diem of special attorneys, special examiners, special agents, 
and expenses of employees of the Bureau detailed for duty is 
increased from $61,300 to $100,000. 

Bureau of Manufactures.—A reduction is made of 1 chief clerk, 
at $2,000; 1 clerk, at $1,800; 1 clerk, at $1,400; 1 clerk at 
$1,200; 1 clerk, at $1,000; 1 clerk, at $900; 1 messenger, at 
$840; 1 assistant messenger, at $720; 1 messenger boy, at $480, 
and 2 laborers, at $660 each. 

I will state, gentlemen, that the Secretary of Commerce made 
the statement before our committee that there was no organiza- 
tion: whatever as yet of the bureau known as the Bureau of 
Manufactures. 

Light-House Board.—An increase is recommended of 1 clerk, 
at $1,000; 1 clerk, at $900, and 1 messenger boy, at $480. 

Census Office—An increase is recommended of 28 clerks, at 
$1,200 each, and 13 clerks, at $1,000 each, and a reduction is rec- 
ommended of 14 clerks, at $900 each. The appropriation for 
securing information for census reports provided for by law, 
including per diem and expenses of special agents, is increased 
from $438,400 to $500,000. 

We make that appropriation immediately available for the 
reason that the Census Office must make their report on manu- 
factures on the ist of July next. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be extended 
as much as he desires. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania be extended without limit. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Bureau of Navigation—The salary of the 
Commissioner of Navigation is increased from $3,600 to $4,000. 

Bureau of Immigration. — An increase is recommended of 2 
ne at $1,000 each; 1 copyist, at $900, and 1 messenger at 


Bureau of Standards.—An increase is recommended as follows: 
One assistant physicist, at $1,600; 1 assistant chemist, at $1,600; 
1 assistant physicist, at $1,400; 1 laboratory assistant, at $1,000; 
2 aids, at $600 each; 1 laboratory apprentice, at $540; 2 mes- 
senger boys, at $360 each; 1 elevator boy, at $360; chief mech- 
anician, at $1,600; 1 assistant engineer, at $1,000; 1 fireman, 
at $720, and 1 female laborer at $360. The salary of the store- 
keeper is increased from $900 to $1,000, and that of the engineer 
from $1,500 to $1,800. ` 

I come now to the amendments of the bill. I have read, I 
think, twice to the House that which has reference to the Civil 
Service Commission, and as that matter has been fully ex- 
plained to the House I will not comment on it further. 

On page 45, after line 22, is the following: 

Hereafter the accounts for the Isthmian Canal Commission shall be 
audited by the Auditor for the War Department. 

That seems to be settled as the policy of the Administration. 

On page 78, after line 14, is the following: 

It shall not be lawful to detail clerks or other civilian employees 
authorized for the Office of the General Staff for duty, temporary or 
otherwise, in any office or bureau of the War Department at Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, or to detail clerks or other employees from 
the War Department for service in the Office of the General Staff. 

That I have read in reply to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hur], chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, . 

On page 146, in connection with the Bureau of Immigration, 
is the following: 3 

That the Commissioner-General of Immigration, with the approval 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, shall have power to refund 
head tax heretofore and hereafter collected under section 1 of the 
immigration act approved March 3, 1903, upon presentation of eyi- 
dence showing conclusively that such collection was erroneously made. 

I will simply state to the gentlemen that these are generally 
refund of head tax, are small sums of two, four, or six dollars, 
and when submitted under statute takes about five or six months 
to*conclude; and under the legislation, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the immigrant can 
receive the refund of his head tax in a very short time. 

We come to a paragraph in the bill which relates to inca- 
pacitated employees. On page 155, section 3, is made applicable 
to employees of the Government “incapacitated,” instead of 
“ incapacitated otherwise than temporarily.” 

We had some discussion in the committee concerning this pro- 
posed change, and your committee, in making the change, have 
had but one purpose; that is, to try and reach out and see if 
we can not find a satisfactory conclusion to the continuance in 
the Departments of men permanently incapacitated, where, 
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through the charity or good heart or whatever you may see 
proper to call it of the officer in administration over the unfor- 
tunate subordinate, who doubtless has been worn out in the 
service, this employee is retained. We want to try and get such 
verbiage whereby the incapacitated clerk can be dropped. We 
think this draws the line a little more closely than heretofore. 
To what extent the present law has been carried your commit- 
tee has been unable to ascertain; but in some of the Depart- 
ments there have been men who have been receiving sixteen or 
eighteen hundred dollars, who, perhaps the greater part of their 
lives, have been most efficient in their line of work. A man of 
this sort becomes, with years or other infirmities, unable to do 
a very high class of clerical work or work in the line in which 
he has been employed. He is reduced to ten or twelve hundred 
dollars, which is simply a temporary expedient to allow that 
man to make a fair return in the way of work for a limited com- 
pensation. We think, perhaps, that the amendment we submit 
will be more effective in the administration of the offices than 
the verbiage now used in current law. 

As to the following, we were of the opinion that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LAN DIS] 
covered the full ground of a prevention or a stoppage of the use 
of horses, wagons, and carriages by the Departments, other than 
those exempted by statute or current law. There is a provision 
that was inserted as a paragraph in the sundry civil bill which 
extended the law to the like uses of horses and carriages for 
private purposes and intended to accomplish the same end as 
the paragraph in the legislative bill. We have therefore grouped 
the two together, and hope that with that grouping we will reach 
the wish of this House in a limitation of what seemed heretofore 
to have been perhaps a violation of the intent of the law. It is 
as follows: 

3 — any r= l appropriated Dy this act — be — 
Cc. „ — 

cle Leher than 5 call 2 me at — og — al 
rposes in section 2 the 1 a 5 — 


all 3 

urposes shall have con- 
name of the Executive 
the same 


We have simply used a cae of the two paragraphs con- 
tained first in the legislative bill and second in the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, dees the gentleman on the other side [Mr. 
9 desire any time? 

r. LIVINGSTON. I want a little time just now myself. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. The gentleman is welcome 
to as much as he desires. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, it has been impossible 
under the circumstances, with all this confusion, to hear the ex- 
planations made by the gentleman in charge of the bill. It is 
nearly always the case, in the consideration of appropriation 
bills in a short session, that there is this lack of attention; and 
I am surprised that Members of the House who have to vote 
upon a bill carrying $28,000,000 and more are not silent and 
quiet, so that an explanation of the bill can be made in a gen- 
eral way. I know it is impossible to do it with the confusion 
that we have in the House, and I do not propose now to under- 
take it after the gentleman has tried it and could not be heard 
across the aisle 10 feet away. 

I want to say to the Members of the House that if you will 
take the report that accompanies this bill and follow the report 
closely with the bill in the reading under the five-minute rule 
it is the only possible way that you will be enabled to compre- 
hend what this committee has presented to the House. There 
is a little summary at the last of the report that will give you 
some idea of it. 

The increase, for instance, in the number of salaries in 1906 
over those for 1905 was 645. The net increase in the amount 
of this bill over the appropriation for 1905 is $235,881.62. That 
is the increase in the total appropriation. The net increase in 
the number of salaries over the bill for 1905 is 513. 

Now, in this bill will develop where these increases are and 
what they are and what they are for, and there you can stop 
and ascertain absolutely the reason for those increases, and it 
is about the only way you can get at it. I might give it to you 
now, but you would forget it before the bill is finished. The 
only way for Members of the House to see what we are appro- 
priating is to follow the bill closely under the five-minute rule 
and demand explanation when you do not understand what the 
appropriations are for. Now, you will find in the hearings, 
on page 11—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Right there, if the gentleman will allow 


me, I want to ask my colleague, and not only him but the gen- 
tleman who has charge of the bill, why it is that we can not 
get a copy of these hearings? I haye twice sent for them and 
have been refused both times. I would like to find out the 


reason. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are not public documents. 
Mr. MADDOX. Well, admit that they are not public docu- 


ments. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will say that I am surprised that my 
colleague could not get hold of a copy for his own use. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have sent twice to get a copy and my col- 
league has sent once, and the messenger comes back and says 
that the clerk refuses to let them go out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, while there was so much confusion 
on the floor there was something said about 13 new clerks sent 
up by the Post-Office Department, into which the Civil Service 
Bureau intends to put their fingers. You will find that all in the 
hearings. I asked the question myself, What do you propose 
to do there?” ‘They said, “ We propose to establish an inde- 
pendent body; it is not proper for the Post-Office Department 
to examine their own clerks.” That may be true; it may be 
right and proper; and I said, “Then what? If the rural car- 
rier in my district is examined by the agent and that is sent up 
to the local board in Washington they send it down to you, do 
they not?’ He said, “Yes.” I said, “ Why not observe that 
course now?’ He said, “ We want a go-between in there; we 
want some man in your district and in all that division that will 
take an oversight of this matter before it comes up to the Post- 
Office Department.” Now, you will find in the hearings all the 
reasons that he gave for that proposition. 

There is some new legislation, Mr. Chairman. For instance, 
you passed an act a year ago authorizing the appointment of a 
purchasing agent for the Post-Office Department. We in this 
bill make him a little bureau by giving him a few clerks. There 
is another thing that is new. We take down the Bureau of Man- 
ufactures, except the chief himself, take away all his clerks. 
He never organized and never did anything, and there is no 
prospect of his doing anything under these limitations that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has just spoken about. Some of 
them are drastic. They are in the report, and you can scan them 
when we get to them in the bill; and if you do not understand 
them now, you can get a full explanation if the Chairman of the 
House can keep order on the floor long enough for you to get it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are no other 
gentlemen on either side of the House that desire to discuss the 
bill, I move that the bill be read under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate having closed, the Clerk 
will report the bill by paragraph. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

erks an rin 
22205 see te tan Committee cm eli errele 48000 enh S100 
additional while the office ve held by the peng incumbent; assis 
clerk, $2,220; messenger, to be appointed by the committee, $1,440; 
clerk and stenographer to the Committee on Finance, $2,500; messen- 
$1,440; clerk to 5 Committee o Claims, $2,220; assistant clerk, 

440; messenger, clerk to the Committee on Commerce, 
12 assistant clerk $ Bao; 8240 to * Committee on Pensio: 

2.220 two assistant cler 

7 messenger, 
b: eigtl erk. 1.440; 


Roads, 52.220; messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 2,2 messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, 82.220 messenger, $1,440; clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Engrossed Bills, $2,220; messenger, $1,440; clerk to the 
Joint Committee on the Library, $2,220: clerks to the committees on 
Naval Affairs, Cannan, Publie Lands, Indian Affairs, to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contin mses of the Senate, Public Buildings and 
Grounds, Agricu ae and Forestry, Education and Labor, Territories, 
Interstate Commerce, Public Health and National Quarantine, Private 
Land Claims, Patents, Coast Defenses, Privileges and Elections, Addi- 
tional Accommodations for the Library of Con „Rules, Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, Enrolled Bills, Geological urve „ Raliroads, Pacific 
Railroads, Pacific Islands and Porto Biet, Philippines, Relations with 
Cuba, Interoceanic Can rtation and e of Meat Products, 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, Eee of the Mississippi River 
and its Tributaries, 8 ‘onduct, and itures of the 
Executive rtments, and clerk to conference mino ty of the Senate, 
at $2,220 each; clerks to committees on Woman Suffrage, and Mines 
and Mining, at $2,100 each; in all, $127,760. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. Has this Committee on 
Woman Suffrage ever had a meeting? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Our committee has not been informed, I 
would say to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, that committee is in the 
Senate. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not care where it is now. What I want to 
know is whether it ever meets, and, if it does meet, what use 
it has for a clerk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri 
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[Mr. CLARK] that that is a provision of the bill about which we 
have never made any investigation. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I think the 
committee had one meeting in 1902. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK] has been in the House long enough to have wit- 
nessed at different times long controversies, running sometimes 
through several days, with reference to what the Senate has 
asked for and what the House thought they should have, and 
what the House has asked for and what the Senate thought the 
House should haye; and he well knows that it has been the 
practice of the House for some years to accede to the request of 
the Senate in that respect. That is a question which has been 
eliminated from discussion for some years, and it has been our 
practice to take the recommendations of the Senate as to the 
conduct of their business as well as their own comfort in re- 
spect to that branch of the legislative part of the Government. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, what I want to find out is this, 
Must the House agree to everything that the Senate claims? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
that the House has acceded to everything except, I think, one 
suggestion with reference to the contingent accounts, and I 
would state that that is a tentative proposition on the part of 
the House. We find that out of their contingent fund they em- 
ploy a body of laborers that we think should be put in an ap- 
propriation of distinct form, not contingent—something of the 
same division which we have made with reference to what is 
called miscellaneous accounts in the House. Now, we ask for 
$50,000 in the House and we divide that and appropriate half 
of it—$20,000 or $25,000—for miscellaneous items, and $20,000 
for expenses of the House in connection with special commit- 
tees, funerals, etc. We think the Senate may accede to that 
proposition, but I am free to say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] that I think the Senate will endeavor to ad- 
here to their policy of the past, something with which the gentle- 
man is familiar. I say in frankness to the gentleman that we 
have made no investigation, nor do we expect the Senate to 
make any investigation into the House subordinate force, not 
only in practice, but in compensation, for the wise conduct of 
the business of the House. s 

Mr. CLARK. Well, Mr. Chairman, what has become of this 
great hullabaloo that has been going on here about making the 
House independent of the Senate? I have heard a heap of talk 
about that thing, but I have never heard of anything being 
done. I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, if a point of order 
lies against that man’s salary, and if it does I desire to make it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentle- 
man that it is current law. 

Mr. CLARK. If it is current law a point of order does not 
lie against it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I shall have to object to the point of order, 
on the ground that it is current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Chair if a point of 
order lies against the item of $2,100 for a clerk to the Woman 
Suffrage Committee of the Senate, and if it does I desire to 
make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Missouri will make 
the point of order, the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. CLARK. Very well; I will make the point of order, and 
that will settle it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would simply state, in 
reference to the gentleman’s point of order, that this is in ac- 
cordance with current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that these clerks 
are provided for by arrangements in the Senate—the committees 
and the clerks. Is that the fact? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the 
gentleman’s point of order as against that paragraph of the sec- 
tion of the bill to which he has referred does not lie, because it 
is current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For thirty annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of com- 
mittees, at $1,500 each, $45,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman in charge of this bill some questions on this 
item embraced in lines 18 to 20 in regard to thirty annual 
clerks to Senators. I see an item here in regard to clerks who 
shall be clerks of committees, but I do not know what they 
want with thirty annual clerks without any further explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can only answer the gentleman it is cur- 
rent law and has been for years. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would make the point of order 
against it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We accept the estimates of the Senate. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It does not mean anything; that 
is my objection to it. I think they Should state some reason 
for asking for these clerks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is a force subordinate in the Senate that 
has been employed for some years. It is in the current law 
and we have accepted current law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. For information I would ask the 
gentleman if each one of these Senators has not a secretary? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman for some years 
we have gone into no detailed inquiry as to the administration 
of the Senate and have given their recommendations. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact the House has to 
appropriate for all these expenditures of the Senate? I under- 
stand that to be the fact. Then why should they not state what 
the duties these thirty clerks are to perform? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They practically perform the same duty 
your clerk performs. ¢ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But there are more than thirty; 
there are ninety Senators. 

Mr. LITTAUER. But those thirty are Senators who are not 
chairmen of committees. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand, each chairman 
has his clerk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. These are clerks of Senators not chairmen 
of committees and go to the other side of the House, the minor- 
ity side. That is the history 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is that the meaning of it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is to give the Senators on the other side— 
the minority, whatever the character of the Chamber may be— 
the same convenience of clerical aid that the chairmen of com- 
mittees have who are in the majority, assigned to chairmanships 
of committees. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe we have two clerks in 
the House, have we not, of this kind belonging to the minority? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We are on a different basis, because we 
each have a personal clerk. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I ask why we should have 
but two and the Senate have thirty to perform the same service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Every Member on both sides has his clerk. 
The House has thought for years that is all the convenience 
any Member needs. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the chairman of the committee will 
permit me; each Senator does not have a private clerk. There 
is no provision in the bill for a clerk to each Senator the 
same as to each Representative. The Senators are provided 
for either by chairmanships to their numerous committees, but 
those who are not chairmen of committees are here provided 
for with a clerk at $1,500. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have they not got a messenger or two and 
another boy? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is beyond our control, as experience has 
proven. 

STEPHENS of Texas. We could inquire into it, how- 
ever 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, decidedly. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Office of the Clerk: For Clerk of the House of Representatives, in- 
cluding compensation as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, 
$5,000 ; hire of horses and wagons and cartage for use of the Clerk's 
office, $900, or so much thereof as may be necessary; Chief Clerk, jour- 
nal clerk, and two reading clerks, at 1 9 5 each; tally clerk, $3,000; 
printing and bill clerk, disbursing clerk, and enrolling clerk, at $2,500 
each; file clerk, assistant disbursing clerk, — enrolling clerk, 
resolution and petition clerk, newspaper clerk, index clerk, assistant 
journal clerk, and assistant to Chief Clerk, at $2,000 each; librarian, 
distributing clerk, stationery clerk, and superintendent clerks docu- 
ment room, at $1,800 each; one bookkeeper, two assistant librarians, 
and seven clerks, at $1,600 each; document and bill clerk, $1,600; 
document clerk, $1,440; locksmith, who shall be skilled in his trade, 
$1,200; one assistant in Clerk's office, and one assistant in disbursing 
office, at $1,400 each; assistant Index clerk, $1,500; telegraph opera- 
tor, assistant file clerk, and stenographer to the Clerk, at 71.200 each ; 
assistant telegraph operator authorized and named in resolution 
adopted January 15, 1902, $1,200; one assistant in library, one assist- 
ant in document room, one assistant in stationery room, and one mes- 
senger in file room, at $900 each; one page, $720; attendant in charge 
of bathroom, $1,000; three laborers in the bathroom (including Wil- 
liam Richardson), at $720 each; three laborers, and one page in enrol- 
Mog Pie at $720 each; messenger in Chief Clerk's office, $900; in all, 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. On page 12, line 8, after “ file clerk,” in- 
sert the words “docket clerk.” This officer 1s now carried by 
resolution, and for lack of proper explanation he was not given 
his place in the bill. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee accepts the gentleman's 
amendment. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman from Michi- Mr. BINGHAM. It is composed of five members. It is a 


gan to say that this gentleman is provided for. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. He is provided for by the reso- 
lution of the House, and is now acting under that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But, Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
rule, in order to include anyone under this bill it must be au- 
thorized by law. A resolution of the House is not a law, except 
to the House. When anybody is authorized to do work, and 
receives salary by a simple resolution of the House, he is paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House, and to put it upon an 
appropriation bill simply because authorized by a resolution of 
the House, in my opinion is not one authorized by law. I am 
not going to enter any objections to it if it is necessary; but I 
do not want it to be made a precedent that a matter which is 
in order on the bill, when authorized by law, is also in order 
when it is simply authorized by a resolution of the House. 

Ey BINGHAM, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

m 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Had this been called to our attention it 
would have been in the body of the bill. We have operated 
under a resolution of the House, and when there was employ- 
ment given by a resolution of the House it has always been 
recognized as coming under the rules of the House in the general 
application of the rules. This was simply an error, and the 
committee desire the correction of that error. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not making any point of order, if it 
is subject to a point of order; but I do not want it to be a prec- 
edent for a matter being put into an appropriation bill as 
authorized by law, such as the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, when it is authorized by simple resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that it has been 
uniformly held that a resolution regarding an officer of the 
House is existing law. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clerks and messen to committees: For clerk to the Committee 
on Ways and M 000; assistant clerk and stenographer, $2,000; 
messenger, $1,200; janitor, $1,000; clerk to the Committee on Appro- 

riations, $3,000, and $1, additional while the office is held’ by 

e present incumbent ; t clerk and stenographer, $2,000; mes- 
senger and assistant clerk, $1,200; Janitor, $1,000 ; clerks to Commit- 
tees on Accounts, Agriculture, Ban 
— Columbia, Elections Nos. 115 5 Fore’ 


‘oreign Commerce, Indian Arts itions, 
Insular Affairs, Invalid Pension udiciary, Labor, Library, Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, Military ‘airs, Naval Affairs, Pensions, Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, Prin Public Buildings and Grounds, Pub- 


lic Lands, Rivers and Harbors, Revision of the Laws, Terri 
and clerk to continue Digest of Claims under resolution of 

March 7, 1888, at $2,000 each; assistant clerk to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, $1, ; assistant clerk to the Committee on Post-Office 
and pees ty 51.400; assistant clerk to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, $1,400; assistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, 
$1,200; for janitors for rooms of the Committees on Accounts, See 
culture, Banking and Currency, Claims, District of Columbia, aoe 
Fore om- 


tions Nos. 1, 2, and 3 ign — Interstate and Fore 

merce, Indian Aftatrs, nsular Affairs, Invalid Pensions, Judic ry, Li 
brary, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, Pensions” Printing, Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, Pablic Lands, Rivers and bors, and War Claims, at $720 
each, and said janitors shall be — —.— dy the chairmen, respectively, 
— said 1 Rd — pel reece under — — of a act 
said committees by the Doorkeeper ; in all, $99,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the pro- 
yision for clerks and messengers to committees, I should like to 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if all these clerks and 
janitors to the various committees are now authorized by law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that with 
one exception they are all authorized by law, either by resolu- 
tion of the House or general statute; further, that that one 
exception consists of an assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, which we specially call attention to in our 
report to the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will not make any point on that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is the only exception in the whole list. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. Can he tell me where the law is that authorizes a 
clerk to the Committee on the Library—whether that is by 
resolution or by act of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that the current law author- 
izes that clerk. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman means by that that the ap- 
propriation for this clerk has heretofore been carried in an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; carried in the law for the current 
fiscal year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. This committee is the 
Library Committee, which is composed of three members. Am 
I correct about that? 


joint committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no; you provide for the joint commit- 
tee. It is the Library Committee of the House, over which the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCreary] presides, and there 
are but three members. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Five in all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The present Library Committee of the 
House consists of five members. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This is an annual clerk, is it not? This 
is a provision for an annual clerk? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can say nothing beyond the fact that the 
committee accepted the present working force of the House in 
every respect, and saw no reason to make any change in that 
eee, AONE AOE SENG ARIE: Teeny: BAY REELS 008: 
curred 

Mr. BARTLETT. Can the gentleman tell me where he gets 
the authority for a janitor for the Committee on the Library? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is in the existing law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What you mean is that it is carried in a 
former appropriation bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the current law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In a former appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Or by resolution from the Committee on 
Accounts? 

Mr. BINGHAM. An appropriation bill, approved by this very 
present House at its earlier session. I will say to the gentleman 
that in regard to the House subordinate force, with one or two 
small increases of compensation, and perhaps I might say with- 
out any material changes, we have followed current law, and 
the committee in no wise has assumed the introduction of a 
larger force except in the one specific case that seemed to be im- 
minent and necessary in connection with rivers and harbors. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no question that that is proper, and 
will make no point on that at all. I happen to have been for 
years upon the Committee on Accounts, and I notice that a num- 
ber of committees which now have annual clerks did not have 
them prior to this Congress. We had provided for them by res- 
olution brought from that committee, giving to those gentlemen 
clerks during the session; and it seemed to me that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have taken all those committees, where 
the Committee on Accounts have authorized the employment of 
clerks during the sessions of Congress, and have put them in 
here as annual clerks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would say to the gentleman right there 
that your Committee on Appropriations, the House haying once 
determined what shall be the subordinate force, would not take 
upon itself the responsibility of making changes in that subordi- 
nate force. We should not assume to do anything in contradic- 
tion of the action of the House. To do so would militate against 
our relations as a committee with the House, and it would be an 
assumption of authority that the House did not intend to give 
us, when the House had once voted to determine what should be 
its subordinate force. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman misapprehends my posi- 
tion. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 


me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. One minute, untii I get through with my 
statement. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think I could answer the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will give you plenty of opportunity. 
Just let me finish this sentence, and I shall be glad to hear from 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

My proposition is this, Mr. Chairman—that the Committee on 
Accounts have during the previous sessions of this Congress 
been called upon, as they have at other sessions of previous 
Congresses been called upon, at the definite request of. various 
chairmen to furnish clerks to the several committees. The Li- 
brary was not one of those, because they had succeeded in get- 
ting an annual clerk at $2,000 in an appropriation bill which 
passed last year. Take, for instance, the Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions, of which I am a member, and the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and so on, The 
House has passed a resolution in which it said that these 
committees were entitled to clerks during the session. Now, 
the Committee on Appropriations has taken up a number of 
these committees which the House by passing the resolution 
gave clerks during the session of Congress and embraced them 
in this bill, making them annual clerks. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken about that. The intention of the committee is in 
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every instance where the House previously appropriated for a 
session clerk to give them a session clerk, and when the House 
appropriated for an annual clerk we have given them an annual 
clerk. Can the gentleman from Georgia suggest a single in- 
stance where that has not been the case? ; 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have suggested two. In the first place, 
the Committee on Accounts has no right by simple resolution to 
appropriate money for any such elerks. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I mean, when the Con- 
gress has provided for it 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We have intended to fol- 
low exactly the direction of Congress. If the gentleman can 
point out any instance—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am trying to get information from the 
committee. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is what we have done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Take the janitor for the Committee on the 
Library. I will ask the gentleman if that was passed by resolu- 
tion or an act of Congress? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think that is in the cur- 
rent appropriation. I don’t remember how it was originally 
passed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to know, because it occurs to 
me that we are appropriating a great deal of money for that 
committee. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. All this committee does is 
to follow out existing law, and if the gentleman will look at the 
law of last year he will find that it is the same as the provision 
in this bill for the Library Committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT, The janitor was carried in the last appro- 
priation bill? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is the fact. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the appropriations in reference to the clerical 
force—that when a resolution comes to the House limiting it for 
the session, it is so followed, and when it comes to the House 
and the House determines that it shall be a permanent clerk, it 
Is so followed. There is not a single committee in the paragraph 
of this bill that has not had their old-time current law estab- 
lished by a resolution of Congress. - 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I will move to strike out the word 
“Library ” in reference to the janitor on page 15, line 10, where 
it-says “janitor for the Library.” It occurs to me in the first 
place that I will make the point of order that it is not author- 
ized by law. 3 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that he is fully 
within his right if he wants to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's point of order comes too 
late. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Very well. Then I will move to strike 
out the word Library ” in line 10, page 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 15, line 10, strike out the word “ Library.” 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
with that Committee on the Library having only five members, 
with an annual clerk at $2,000 a year, paid when Congress is in 
session and not in session, it is a little extravagant to add to 
-that the cost of a janitor at $720 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BanTTxrr) there were—ayes 30, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed with the 
reading of the bill I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee some questions. Now, there is brought in a resolu- 
tion by which somebody is put on the pay roll. Is that to be 
construed hereafter as existing law—that resolution? Is that 
the way it is construed? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would state to the gentle- 
man that it will depend upon the terms of the resolution. If the 
resolution comes into the House for the session, and the session 
closes, then it is at an end. If it comes in as a permanent clerk, 
why, that is different, because this House can enact legislation 
for a permanent clerk in the future just as well as it can enact 
legislation for anything else in the future; and it being so 
enacted that a clerk shall be given to a Committee on the Post- 
Office or that an additional clerk shall be given to the Committee 
on Appropriations, it will be so construed. 

Mr. CLARK. But this House can not create the office of a 

> permanent clerk by simple resolution, can it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should say yes. 


Mr. CLARK. That is, as much an officer as is the United 
States marshal? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under the ruling I should say yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, I desire to ask another question. Some- 
thing happens to be put into one appropriation bill, we will say. 
Is that to be construed for all time to come as existing law? 
What is the reason an appropriation bill does not die when the 
year ends? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If it comes in in the bill as this janitor came 
in, to be added to the regular force, it will come in in the future 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and the House under the 
ruling, which is just accepted by the gentleman and made by the 
Chair, has the power to continue that clerk; but under the rules 
of the House the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK} or any 
other gentleman can move to strike it out, and then that par- 
ticular House can determine the proposition. 

Mr. CLARK. But you occupy an entirely different position 
when you are moving to strike out and when you are standing 
on a point of order to existing law. What I want to know once 
and for all is, if you happen to get an item into an appropria- 
tion bill once is that to be construed then as existing law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is construed as existing law. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I shall pay more attention to what they 
get into appropriation bills in the future. Why, an appropria- 
tion bill dies when the year runs out. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the mat- 
ter, it is in effect this, that if at the time we are passing this 
appropriation bill there is in effect an existing resolution or 
law which at this time in this year fixes this appropriation for 
this office, then it is existing law; but if, as the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] says, that appropriation year had ex- 
pired and there was not at the time we are passing this appro- 
priation bill a resolution in operation and in existence at this 
time, then it could not be said that there was existing law for 
this appropriation. 

Mr. CLARK. I know; but the trouble about the whole busi- 
ness is this: You do not get any chance to examine these bills 
unless you are a member of the Appropriations Committee. 
They are dumped in here all of a sudden, and then if we raise 
any question about it some member of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee bobs up serenely and says, “ Why, that is existing law,” 
and that is the end of it. What I want to find out is, if a thing 
gets into one of these, appropriation bills temporarily by some- 
body not paying attention, whether it is going to be construed 
for all time to come as the creation of an office under existing 
law? ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; not for all time, but during the year for 
which it was enacted. 

Mr. CLARK. But I thought we were appropriating for a new 
year. 

8 OLMSTED. But we are making it in this year the exist- 
g law. ; 
Mr. CLARK. And every time you object. to an item some- 

body gets up over there and says that is existing law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, it is now. s 

Mr. BINGHAM. Any gentleman can make the motion to 
strike it out. It is existing law, and the remedy is in the hands 
of the House, and this House has just voted down a motion to 
strike out a laborer for the Library Committee because it is ex- 
isting law. 

HE OMKER: You can strike it out if you can get votes 
enough. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the committee acts upon it. The propo- 
sition is perfectly clear. 

Mr. CLARK. What I was driving at is this: I was trying 
to put the committee in the weak position instead of putting 
every Member of the House in a weak position. It changes the 
burden entirely. If it is a matter of existing law, then we have 
to go to work and vote it out. It gives us the coign of vantage 
in one case and gives you the coign of vantage in another. 
Now, it seems to me it is in the nature of an outrage for one 
of these committees to come in here and ask for a clerk or an 
extra clerk or a janitor or anything for the session and get that 
through, and then for the Committee on Appropriations to come 
in here the next time and appropriate for that fellow, and then 
say it is existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They must say it is existing law. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, everybody knows they have not secured 
economy. The President said so, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee recognizes it as well as I do. If we are going to under- 
take to economize in appropriations, the best place to commence 
is with ourselves. We can not go on and appropriate everything 
we want for ourselves and then with a straight face say that 
some other fellow’s appropriation ought to be cut down or out, 
and these supernumerary officials here ought to be gotten rid of. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. 
souri that he has the opportunity in his own hands to have the 
judgment of the House and have the House pass upon what- 
ever may be his proposition. 


I desire to say to the gentleman from Mis- 


Mr. CLARK, All right. I will get the judgment of the House 
on some of these things. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For an assistant clerk to each of the ommittees on Military Affairs, 
Naval Affairs, and Invalid Pensions at fe per day each during the ses- 
sion, $3,762. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, but, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in addition to what the 
gentleman from Missouri said about inserting these new laws 
into this bill, what I have said over and over again, nothing 
new on this subject. You bring this bill im here, reported yes- 
terday, printed this morning. Now, I defy any man who is not 
a member of this committee to take this report and this bill and 
find out where the new law is in the bill if he wants to make a 
point of order. He simply can not do it; it is out of the range 
of possibility to do it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendments to the bill are printed in 
italics in the next to the last page and the last page of the report. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Every single change in the existing law—— 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that; but I undertake to say 
that without sending out and getting the original bill and last 
year’s report and scrutinizing these appropriations in advance 
it is impossible for anyone to say that the law which goes into 
the apropriation bill is already existing law. And even when 
you examine into it and undertake to ascertain a new law, I 
defy any Member not a member of the committee, under the cir- 
cumstances he has been placed in to-day, to find out what new 
law is here and make the point of order against it. We can not 
do it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me say this: There could not be on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations any such action as the 
gentleman intimates, perhaps I might say. There is no purpose 
on the part of the Committee on Appropriations to come before 
this House with any disguised proposition. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have not said so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have tried to print in italics here every 
change we have given, and further on in the report in every 
bureau of this Government the increase in amount and the sum 
in dollars and the increase of clerical force. We have given the 
greatest detail. 

Mr. MADDOX. 
time taken up. , 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to show the gentleman that such a 
suggestion is not fair to the committee, and the committee would 
not present to this House any proposition that was hidden by 
either verbiage or hidden by a failure to report. 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not intend to make any such sugges- 
tion as the gentleman seems to think I did. I did want to 
say, however, and I do want to insist now, that the rule ought 
to be different. My colleague here to-day has stood here and 
lectured this House, and yery properly, I think. Here is a bill 
carrying $29,000,000 or more of the money of the people of the 
United States, and probably not fifty men in the House at the 
time knew anything about what is in the bill; and one of the 
reasons this condition of affairs exists is that you bring this 
bill in, as I say, one day, and it is printed the next day and 
thrust right before the House, and it is a matter of impossi- 
bility for the Members of this House to look into it or see what 
is in it. They can not do it, and the result is we have all this 
confusion, and the whole legislation of appropriations is con- 
fined to the Committee on Appropriations. It is wrong. I say 
that for myself I feel I am as much responsible for the legisla- 
tion of the Congress as the Committee on Appropriations. Why 
should I not have an opportunity to examine this expenditure 
of money? We did have a rule once, introduced by the gentle- 
man from Iowa—probably I may be mistaken; it may have ap- 
plied to something else. But these bills ought not to be taken up 
under three days after being submitted here, so as to give the 
Members of the House who propose to do so an opportunity to 
look into these appropriations and see what they are. While 
the committee may, and I have no doubt they do what they be- 
lieve to be to the best interests of the country, a majority of 
this House may not agree with them. Men differ in opinion, 
but we are all sent here, as I say, with the same responsibilities, 
and I would be very glad now if the Committee on Rules would 
make such a rule as would give those of us at least who would 
like ‘to examine and know what is in these appropriations an 
opportunity to examine them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appro- 
priations follow the law. That we have got to do, and the com- 
mittee is not responsible for it, but this House and the Senate. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want all my 


The gentleman from Missouri seems to be startled, and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia a moment ago, who moved to strike out, 
seemed to be startled as to how these clerks and janitors got in 
here. You put them in here yourselves when there is confusion 
worse confounded at the close of the session or any other time 
when some man jumps up and moves that the Committee on the 
Library have a janitor at $720 and passes it. Then when it 
comes before the Committee on Appropriations what have we 
to do but to follow your commands? There is another thing 
they have to follow that is discretional and within our power, 
and that is the estimates sent in from the Departments. It is 
the law that they must make known to the Committee on Appro- 
priations through this House what they want for the next fiscal 
year. They make it in detail, and I want to say to my colleague 
from Georgia those estimates are at his service at any time that 
he wants to see them. 

In this report we state what the estimates were in excess of 
this bill exactly to the dollar. We show that we have not given 
the estimates by more than a million of dollars. Now, what is 
your committee to do? We have, in the first place, to follow 
current law and appropriate the money you have ordered appro- 
priated. More than that, when the Secretary of the Interior or 
the Secretary of the Treasury says to us in his estimate he 
must have ten additional clerks of class 2, 3, 4, or 1, and he comes 
before the committee and makes known to the committee why 
he has to have these, we put them in. 

The gentleman speaks as if this would come within the dis- 
cretion of the committee, but we have no discretion when it 
comes to appropriations under the rules of the House. We can 
not question your action. If you want us to do it, authorize us 
to do it and we will do it very quick. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. You do assume to originate legislation? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; but it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then you violate the rules yourselves, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No. 

Mr. MADDOX. Why, of course you do. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, if my colleague will permit me, I 
wish to say to this House that if there is any legislation, in our 
opinion, that ought to be enacted we italicize it and put it be- 
fore the House; and then it is for you to violate your own rule 
or not. 

Mr. MADDOX. But you put it in the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Of course the committee gives as its 
opinion what ought to be done, but it is subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand all that. My question is to 
find out what in this bill is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, in answer to that, if 
my colleague on the other side will permit me a moment, I wish 
to state that the gentleman makes one mistake when he thinks 
time is an essence in understanding this bill. You may print it 
and give one solid week, and not twenty-five Members on either 
side of the House will read either the bill or report, but will 
come in here when it is considered as ignorant as a man from 
Porto Rico. [Laughter.] You won't know anything about it. 
I don’t care how long it lies on the table. The only way to dis- 
cover what is in the bill is to take it up under the five-minute 
rule; and there is no necessity for any hurry except that this is 
the short session. The committee is not responsible for that. I 
admit that three months is simply a ridiculous proposition on 
the part of Congress to legislate for 80,000,000 people and to 
transact their business; but as there are only three months in 
which to do this work, the Committee on Appropriations must 
hurry up or you will leave here on the 4th of March with some 
important appropriation bills not passed. 

Mr. LLOYD. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true, as a 
matter of fact, that in this very instance the Appropriation 
Committee itself never had an opportunity to read the bill? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why, five of us, who constitute the sub- 
committee, did study the bill, and the remainder of the commit- 
tee knew no more of it than my colleague from Georgia. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the very reason. The gentleman 
knows that it is not likely that any except those five will know 
anything about it, and it ought to be stopped. I think that con- 
fession alone is enough to demand that this bill shall be printed 
und give this House an opportunity to investigate it. The idea 
of five men making up a bill of $29,000,000 of the people’s money 
that is to be spent! 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is a confession that the House 
ought to profit by. It ought to put this House and the country 
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to be stopped. That is what we have been here doing for two 
weeks, on account of the hurry of the three months’ session, 
with more than a billion of the people’s money to be appropri- 
ated or disbursed in this country. You say, and the Speaker 
says to the Committee on Appropriations, “Gentlemen, you must 
hurry up.” We met one week before you did, and we met every 
day, and part of the time at night, to get this bill ready for the 
opening of Congress. Gentlemen, give your Appropriation Com- 
mittee time to make a bill and then we may be able to cut some 
of these things down. 

Mr. BAKER of New York. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the Speaker has said the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should hurry up? No resolution of dis House has directed 
the Appropriation Committee to hurry up. We have not said so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, that is another question, and it 
answers itself. The time allowed here between the ist of De- 
cember and the 4th of March is not fixed by the committee, and 
we have got to hurry. I say to you, Why don’t you change the 
time of holding of the sessions of Congress? Why not meet in 
May and give this House decent time to consider the legislation 
of this country? When the Ist of December was fixed we did 
not have more than 20,000,000 people to legislate for; but here 
we are with 80,000,000, and you crowd into three months’ work 
legislation for the appropriation and disbursement of billions of 
money. Why do you make objection to the action of the com- 
mittee? Whose fault is it? 

Mr. CLARK. I will tell you why we do not know anything 
about it. You do not have the time to find out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is right 

Mr. CLARK. Now, it is absolutely no answer to that state 
of affairs to say that there would not be 25 men in the House 
who would not understand these bills. Suppose there were 
only 5 who studied them. The 5 who.did have a chance to 
study them and who did study them would find out enongh 
about these bills to precipitate a discussion here that would 
lead, probably, to some results. Now, I believe that every 
Member of the House will take me to be stating the exact 
truth when I say that I am an industrious Member of this 
House. [Applause.] Just as soon as I got over here this 
morning I sent for this bill and this report. I sat down here 
and I undertook to find out what was in it. Well, there was 
such an uproar going around here all the time that you could 
hardly rend 
` Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let alone hear. 

Mr. CLARK. And by the time that they commenced reading 
the bill by sections I did not know very much more about it 
than I did when I began; and the way that the bill is printed 
I am not finding fault with the Appropriations Committee es- 
pecially—the way the bill is printed you have got to take the 
report and the bill and read them together in order to find 
out whether you have any new legislation at all. One of two 
things ought to be done to it, and it is not simply for this bill— 
it is a general proposition. ‘There ought to be a rule made in 
this House that an appropriation bill should be printed three 
days before it is considered. [Applause.] Then if people 
have something else to do or are too lazy to examine them let 
them go, but there are people in this House who would examine 
these bills. That is one thing that ought to be done. In the 
second place the bill itself ought to be printed in such a way 
that you could tell instantly, in reading the bill, without con- 
sulting the report, whether a thing was new legislation or not, 
and give some men who wanted to make a motion to strike it 
out or who wanted to raise a point of order, a chance to do it. 

Now, I have the greatest respect in the world for the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and I feel a great deal of 
kindness for him. He says we have a right to strike any one of 
these things out. That is all true, but you can hardly strike 
anything out of an appropriation bill that they recommend here. 
It puts the shoe on the other foot about this matter of existing 
law. If an appropriation bill is not existing law in the proper 
sense—and I say it is not—then the point of order lies; but if 
the appropriation bill for this year is to be construed as exist- 
ing law when we come to consider this bill, then it swaps the 
burden of the position, and you haye got to move to strike out, 
and without a tremendous knockdown and drag-out fight about 
every one of these items that you want to get out, why, people 
follow the committee. I have done it a thousand times here 
when I ought not to have done it. The whole thing ought to 
be changed, and I want to repeat the statement. The President 
says that there ought to be economy. The Secretary of the 
Treasury says there is going to be a deficiency of, I believe, 
$25,000,000. Now, you have got to do one of two things. You 
have either got to increase the revenues, which you can not do 
very well, or you have got to cut down the expenses, which you 
can do. And if you are going to cut down the expenses, the 
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place to begin to cut them down is on the expenses of running 
the Congress itself. Then everybody will say we are honest. 
But if we take all of these extraordinary appropriations to our- 
selves, and then jump on the War Department and the Post- 
Office Department, and the rest of these Departments, and under- 
take to cut them down, the whole country will have the right 
to point the finger of scorn at Congress and say: Tou are a 
nice set of fellows, aren't you? You will not cut down a thing 
that affects the House or Senate, but you are willing to cut down 
everybody else.” It does not give us a fair chance. I have never 
posed as a leader of economy in this House, but I would like to 
go over these appropriation bills intelligently, and wherever 
there is a chance to save anything reasonably I would like to 
do it. I would not vote to strike out an item that injured. the 
public service anywhere. I trust that I am just as patriotic as 
anybody else on this floor; but there is no sense in squandering 
money, and the gentemen there on that side of the House under- 
stand it just as well as we do, but you never can get at it. It 
puts everybody at a disadvantage. It puts the readiest talker 
in the House at a disadvantage. I do not want to get up here 
and be repeating the same thing over and over again. Why, if 
a man of good sense—any ordinary Member of the House—had 
had this bill for two days and had a chance to study it he could 
have fixed up a speech here an hour long that would have set 
the whole country to studying about these items of extravagance. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I sympa- 
thize very heartily with the spirit of the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Missouri. I think 
it is very unfortunate thet this House does not pay more atten- 
tion to these appropriation bills. Why, look at the House now; 
not one-third of the Members here, and that is its ordinary con- 
dition when appropriation bills come up. 

Now, if the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia that an 
appropriation bill should not be taken up for three days would 
tend to change that, I would be in favor of it; indeed, I would 
favor it any way in order to try the experiment and give the 
Members a chance to study the bill, although I confess I think 
the result would be that they would put off the consideration 
of the bill until the three days were up, and then would come in 
as unacquainted with its contents as ever, and only one-third of 
the House, as to-day, would be here. But I should be very 
willing to try it, and I hope in the future we will try it, as we 
generally do. But in this particular case we wanted to get this 
bill through before the holidays; there is a special hearing set 
for next Tuesday, the impeachment case, and so we wanted to 
begin as soon as we could. Five of us were here all last week, 
during the vacation, getting it ready. 

Now, as to the economy of the bill. I was much pleased with 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana made this morn- 
ing, in which he said—I forget his exact language, but it was to 
the effect that gs long as the committee would follow the sug- 
gestion of the Departments and give them more employees, the 
Departments would go on asking for more clerks. The House, as 
a rule, does not seem to sympathize with the gentleman. I con- 
fess that on that committee I sometimes reproach myself that I 
am getting into a position of antagonism to the Departments; 
that I am coming to feel that the Departments ask for more than 
they need, and that we try somewhat blindly to cut them down. 
There is a feeling on the part of members of the committee to 
cut down the Departments, and a feeling on the part of the De- 
partments to keep grasping for more and more. That is unfor- 
tunate. Both ought to work together with mutual confidence. 
But one trouble has always been in the past that in committee 
we have always felt that when the matter came before the House, 
instead of helping us to keep down the clerkships and appropri- 
ations, the tendency was to increase them. . 

I am very glad the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman 
from Indiana feel that we ought to try and pare down these ap- 
propriations. Now, I venture to say that if they will take up 
this appropriation bill and study it carefully they will see that 
it has been economically framed; that we have cut right down 
to a sharp line, as far as we could estimate what the Depart- 
ments need. 

Mr. CLARK. This bill reports or recommends appropriations 
for something like $255,000 over last year. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think it does. I can not 
give the exact figures. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, it is admitted everywhere that there isa 
deficit in the Treasury, and you have got to meet it by an in- 
crease of taxation, or by paring down these appropriation bills. 

a, STEPHENS of Texas. How about a revision of the 
tariff? 2 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not want to make any tariff speech now. 

I want to ask you this about the conductof these bills. Suppose 


80 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 8, 


that this bill had been here for three days and that one man, an 
industrious man, who wanted to pick into these things, had made 
himself thoroughly familiar with it. Now, you say that there is 
a small attendance on these bills, but suppose a man of that 
kind had worked upon one of these bills and had become thor- 
oughly informed as to what was in the bill, does the gentleman 
not believe that before this time of day nearly every Member 
would be here in his seat and we would have had a kind of in- 
terlocutory debate to-day that would have been of great advan- 
tage to the House and country as well? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think it would have been 
of advantage to the House, and we would be glad to have that 
happen. 

Mr. CLARK. Does not the gentleman think it would have 
been of advantage to the country? . 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I would be exceedingly 
glad to have any Member to study carefully this bill and attack 
it or any other appropriation bill and try to cut it down. That 
is just what I would like to see. As I say, I do not believe 
personally, there is much cutting that can be made; but I 
recognize that what the gentleman says is true, that it is of 
great advantage to have these bills attacked and I believe and 
I shall advocate in the committee, that we do print them long 
enough in advance to give the House an opportunity to study 
them, though I very much fear that there will not be any one 
man, even one righteous man, who will take it up and study it. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I will make the gentleman a fair and 
square proposition now. If he will print one of these appro- 
priation bills three days in advance, I will agree to stir up 
this House so that the House will be full and you will all be 
here, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. And it will not be my fault 
if that does not come true, I will say to the gentleman, but I 
am unfortunately not in a position to regulate it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. Why not print the new law which you 
insert in these bills in italics, so that when we follow the bill 
along we can see what is new. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They are printed in italics 
in the report. The page and the line are given. 

Mr. MADDOX. I know, in the report, but I am talking about 
the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It might be well enough. 
I see no harm in that, but here they are pointed right out to 
everybody in the report. There are not many of them and they 
are pointed out in the report, with the line and the page, so 
that if the gentleman is interested he can not possibly mistake it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have just now found that out, after we 
have been working around here all the morning trying to find 
out something about this bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then the gentleman has 
not read the report. 

Mr. MADDOX. I did get the report when I came here early 
this morning for that purpose. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Does the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] expect us to digest in thirty minutes 
that which has taken the attention of the committee for at 
least five or six.days? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, I do not think it is 
reasonable to do it. As I say, I will be very glad to give the 
gentleman an opportunity, and I hope the gentleman will take 
advantage of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. When will the next appropriation bill be brought into 
the House? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That I do not know. Now, 
I would like to say one word more as to what the gentleman 
from Georgia has said. It seems to me the committee have 
made everything just as plain as possible in this report, giving 
the page and the line in the bill where everything new occurred. 
Now, as to what the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] says 
as to existing law, I think he is unreasonable about that. He 
says that everything that the committee puts in one bill comes 
the next year to be existing law and therefore you can not 
make a point of order against it. Why, Mr. Chairman, I think 
the House will recognize that that is fair and right, because if 
it has been in one year it shows that the House has once 
passed upon it. In other words, the House has approved it. 
Now, after the House has once approved it, it ought not to be in 
the power after that of any one Member of the House to strike 
it out. It is only fair after a measure has once been approved 
by the House that in order to be put out it should be rejected 
by a yote of the House, and that is all the present condition al- 
lows. If the thing is new, one man can strike it out; but if it 


has been once approved by the House under the present rules 
it has got to receive a vote of the House to be rejected, and I 
think it is fair and right that a measure which has once been 
approved by the House should not be struck out without a vote 
of the House. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, can you not just as well leave out one 
of these clerks or janitors in the Appropriation Committee, in 
framing this bill, as well as you can put in a new one? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, you can not put a 
new one in without a vote of the House, and any man can rise 
and make a point of order against it. 

Mr. CLARK. What is the reason you can not strike one out, 
just as well as you can put one in? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Because those that are in 
already have gone in by a vote of the House. The House has 
approved it, and no one man ought to be able to strike out what 
the House itself has once put in. 

Mr. CLARK. You come here with a bill that is new legisla- 
tion in creating a new office. Why not try the project of new 
legislation by leaving one of these fellows out? Just give the 
people a chance. j 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We leave a great many out 
in this very bill; we leave a great many out. 

Mr. 1 The trouble about it is we can not find out 
About it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, yes; we tell you what 
we leave out. We have not left anything out that affects the 
Members of the House, because I think the House will all recog-. 
nize that there are a good many offices of this House that ought 
to be left out. It is true, as the gentleman from Missouri says, 
that we ought to begin to reform and economize ourselves, yet, 
if the Appropriations Committee should begin and strike out 
every janitor and every clerkship in this House which we 
thought could be dispensed with, you very well know how long 
the Appropriations Committee would have a majority of this 
House behind it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, one word. We have fol- 
lowed in this bill the well-defined rule of the House in all pre- 
ceding appropriation bills. There has been no deviation. 
There may be much in what the gentleman from Georgia, as well 
as the gentleman from Missouri, has stated, that there should 
be a longer time intervening between the submission of a bill 
to the House and its consideration by paragraph and under the 
five-minute rule. That is for the Committee on Rules. We come 
in with a report that we have submitted accompanying this bill, 
as accessible to the Members of this House as the bill itself, 
which explains every change we have made in the bill in such 
verbiage that it must be clear to anyone as to the changes, It 
is presumed that when inquiries under the five-minute rule 
come to the committee they will be able to give a reasonably 
fair answer to whatever may be the inquiry. We submit in 
this bill five or six amendments. I am frank to say that every 
one of them is subject to the point of order if they do not in 
the debate appeal to the common sense and common judgment 
of the House as wise suggested legislation. We give you the 
sum total in dollars and we give you the sum total in increase 
in number of subordinate force. The only phase of this bill 
that it is impossible for the Members to know is the hearings 
that we have given to the representatives of all the Depart- 
ments where we felt called upon to ask for explanation as to 
details of force. 

First, as to this man receiving twelve hundred dollars, why 
he should receive fourteen hundred dollars. Why this man 
should be reduced and why this man should be promoted. Why 
a new man should come on in the force. And questions of like 
character. ‘That is the result of our examination, which by the 
rules of the Committee on Appropriations is given to five mem- 
bers, because they may meet at their own convenience and at- 
tempt to pass judgment upon the question of appropriations, 
large or small; but when it comes to the practice involved here 
of a change of policy, such as in two or three items of this bill, 
italics are printed in this report, so every man will know every 
change that is proposed in this bill. I am very free to say that 
this House, with its vast number of Members, can only proceed 
intelligently upon that rule, and I submit that I have not had a 
single appeal from a subordinate of this Government in the con- 
duct of this bill for the last ten days who has come to me ask- 
ing for an increase of his compensation. We have given a hear- 


ing to those designated by the departments to tell us in detail 
why the subordinate force should be either decreased or in- 
creased in number or decreased or increased in emolument. 
You bring that question before this House and you never will 
reach a conclusion. It has taken five men a week, working from 
10 o'clock until 5 each day, to reach a conclusion. All we can 
bring to you is the sum total. We can not go into details unless 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


81 


vou read our book in connection with our hearings. Now, as to 
whether this bill should come before the House some days for 
consideration, we are following the rule, and we have given as 
much consideration to the bill as a subcommittee has ever given 
to any preceding bill. 

The general committee has given it some consideration. We 
bring the bill before the general committee. We make an ex- 
planation of every inquiry that is made in the committee that 
has caused the determination of the subcommittee. We have cut 
this bill more than any bill I have ever handled in this House 
for years. The Department asked for a million more than was 
appropriated last year. We have cut down about eight hundred 
thousand, and we leave simply an increase of a little over 
$200,000, one of the important changes being for the Civil Service 
Commission, the other increases of the bill being made up of 
clerks—one or two—to the other Departments. The bill was 
considered fairly. Gentlemen say why do you make this man 
$1,400 instead of $1,200? We take the reasons given by the 
representatives of the Department, and our committee takes the 
reasons given by the representatives to the subcommittee of five. 
The committee simply give to the House a well-prepared, care- 
fully digested bill, and that is the whole proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

113.784. clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the chairman 
of the committee about these lines, beginning with line 24 on 
page 15—11 clerks. What committees are referred to in this 
provision for “ 11 clerks, at $6 per day during the session?” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that this is 
in accordance with the action of the Committee on Accounts, 
that brings in a resolution at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, setting forth just exactly what these lines set forth, and 
your committee have simply complied with the action of the 
House in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee 
on Accounts. That is all there is in this paragraph. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I see in the preceding paragraph 
that you have mentioned every important committee of this 
House and given each of them one clerk, and some of them 
assistant clerks. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, you bulk eleven clerks of 
committees without stating what committees. I will ask the 
gentleman this further question, if these committees referred 
to are the dead committees of the House, that never have a bill 
referred to them and never have anything to do? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that the only 
additional clerk to committees of the House that this bill car- 
ries is the assisant clerk to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and that is a case for the House to determine—— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What I wanted to ascertain was 
these eleyen committees that these clerks are given to. It sim- 
ply provides for the eleven clerks to committees, and I presume 
they are the committees of this House that never meet. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that the House has already 
determined to what committees these clerks shall be assigned. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Where will I find those lines in 
this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are given in the Recorp in the early 
part of the Congress and printed in detail. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The gentleman can find the list 
of these clerks by consulting the chairman of the Committee on 
Accounts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The records of the Committee on Accounts 
will show it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will scarcely have time to see 
those before time to vote. z 

Mr. BINGHAM. The House has directed the Committee on 
Appropriations to make this provision. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will it be subject to the point of 
order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see how a point of order can run 
against it. You have done it yourselves. It is being done by 
this House in this Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then this other question I desire 
to ask. Do these eleven clerks, in addition to the clerks hereto- 
fore provided for, cover every committee of the House? Does it 
give each committee a clerk? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not every one. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Which one is left out? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can not tell the gentleman until I could 
have an opportunity to inspect the record. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Just let me state the House always takes 
action during the session, passing resolutions increasing this 
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number. Not only are these eleven clerks taken up according 
to the report of the Committee on Accounts, but we always pass 
one or two resolutions granting an additional one in each ses- 
sion. Last year we passed one for the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,500; hire of horses, feed, 
repair of wagon and harness, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary; assistant doorkeeper, and Department messenger, at $2,000 
each; one special employee, John T. Chancey, $1,500; one special em- 
ployee, $1,500; clerk to Doorkeeper, and janitor, at $1, each ; 
thirteen messengers, including the messenger to the reporters’ gallery, 
at $1,200 each; thirteen messengers, at $1,000 each; messenger to the 
Speaker’s table, $1,000; fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at 
$1,200 each; twelve laborers, at $720 each; two laborers in the water- 
closet, at $720 each; ten laborers, at $720 each; one laborer, $600; 
ten laborers, known as cloakroom men, at $50 per month each; female 
attendant in ladies’ retiring room, $720; superintendent of folding 
room, $2,000; five clerks in folding room, one at $1,800 and four at 


$1,200 each; foreman, $1,500; messenger, $1,200; page, $500; la- 
borer, $720; nine folders, at $900 each; five folders, at $840 each; 
eighteen folders, at $7 720 each; 


20 each; two night watchmen, at 
two drivers, at $600 each; two chief pages, at $900 each; forty-three 
pages during the session, including two riding pages and two telephone 
pages, and ten pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the House, 
at $2.50 per day each, $22,467.50; horse and buggy for Department 
messenger, $250; superintendent of document room, $2,000; assistant 
superintendent of document room, $1,800; six assistants in document 
room, one at $1,600, two at $1,4 each, one at $1,200, and five at 
$1,000 each, and one janitor, at $720; in all, $164,957.50. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, on page 18, in line 5, I 
move to strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “nine.” I would state that it is simply a misprint, 
and does not change the sum total of the appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On oss 18, line 5, strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu 
thereof “ nine.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee why he increases the number of laborers 
in the cloakrooms? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We do not. I would state that this is no 
increase. It is simply current law. 

Mr. LLOYD. I understand that under the existing law there 
were eight individuals in the cloakroom, and under this bill ten 
are provided for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have made no increase. 

Mr. LLOYD. You will find, as I understand it, on page 7 of 
the existing law, eight laborers known as cloakroom men at $50 
per month each. This bill provides tor ten laborers known as 
cloakroom men at $50 per month each. That is certainly an in- 
crease of two men. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The other two were put in on the de- 
ficiency bill of last year.- 

Mr. LLOYD. Put in on the deficiency bill? Then it was not 
in the legislative bill? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No; but it is current law at this time. 

Mr. LLOYD. It is current law by combining the two laws— 
the legislative act and the deficiency bill—together. 

Mr. LITTAUER. One is as much law as the other. 

Mr. LLOYD. I know, but we wanted to know where to find it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is right. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not know where to find it. All I could 
find was the existing law as stated in the legislative bill, and. 
as stated in that existing law I find that there are eight instead 
of ten. Now the explanation explains. You have provided for 
it in the deficiency bill heretofore, and that*made it ten. Now 
you provide for both in the legislative bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that we do 
not make existing law. We simply take it and carry it in our 
bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; I understand that explanation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But when we make an exception we put it 
in our report in detail, in order to show increases or decreases. 
But I want to say—— 

Mr. LLOYD. But in this particular case it does not show in 
that exhibit. ney 

Mr. BINGHAM. As to the force of the House, except what is 
published on the first two or three pages of our report there has 
been no change. 

Mr. LLOYD. Now, I wish to take another line. You pro- 
vide for— 

43 pa during the session, Including 2 riding pages, 2 tel 
and 10 pa for duty at the entrances to the flail 5 
$2.50 per day each, $22,467.50. 

In the existing law the amount provided was $15,307.50. 
Why the difference between the two? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is very simply explained. The gen- 
tleman will understand that this is a short session of Congress. 
The next session of Congress that this bill will be applicable 
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to, commencing as this bill does on the 1st day of July and 
running for the next year, is a long session of Congress. These 
are per diem employees. That is what makes the difference 
in the compensation, 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, that is a satisfactory explanation, but 
the bill itself does not explain it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is in the report. We make declara- 
tion of that in the report. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not happen to observe that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is simply the difference between the long 
and the short session. 

Mr. LLOYD. But you see here is the old law and the new 
bill, and in my examination it makes it very difficult for one 
who is a noyice to investigate. Just in that connection I 
should like to call attention to a paragraph that I find in ex- 
isting law which makes the matter plain. On page 9 of the ex- 
isting law I find this 

Mr. BINGHAM. On page 9 of the report? 

Mr. LLOYD. Page 9 of the existing law. 

That wherever the words “during the session occur in the fore- 


going paragraph they shall be construed to mean 121 days from De- 
cember 1, 1904, to March 31, 1905, inclusive. = 


That makes the matter plain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The difference between the short and the 
long sessions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To continue the employment of the clerk to the conference minority 
pron 43200 of Representatives, $2,000; and for messenger, $1,200; 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking a question of the chairman of 
the committee. I understood the gentleman to say that he made 
a note of all new law; that is, he italicized the new law in this 
report. I have examined it somewhat, and I want to ask him if 
he the addition of twenty-three new clerks that goes to 
the Civil Service Commission as new law. I find no reference 
tes in the report, and I do not know where to find it in the 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We are nearly to it now. 

Mr. MADDOX. We were told that it was all italicized, and 
I do not find anything of that kind italicized. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I gave full notice to the House, coupled with 
the remarks that I made this morning. I am willing when 
we come to the paragraph of the bill—— 

: Mr. MADDOX. Where is that paragraph? 
Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will find it on page 3 of the 


report. 

Mr. MADDOX. But where is it in the bill? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will look 
at the index he will find that it is on page 33. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The index shows that it is on page 33, and 
if the gentleman will turn to page 33 of the bill he will find it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Official reporters: For six official rters of the 
debates of the House, at $5,000 each, who shall also, when so req 
perform duties as 1 ers to committees; assistant official re- 
porter, $1,200; In aH, $31,200. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 20, lines 17 and 18, strike out the following words: “ who 
— ia when so required, perform duties as stenographers to com- 
m 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this provision was put 
in the bill last year on the floor, and was not reported by the 
committee. It requires that the official stenographers of the 
House shall, when required, report the proceedings of commit- 
tees, putting no limitation on that requirement that they shall 
so report when their services are not required in the House. 
As a matter of fact, it has proven impracticable, I am informed, 
to use the House stenographers as stenographers to committees, 
because, while they are at leisure in the forenoon and can take 
notes, they have no time to extend them afterwards. 

If the provision is allowed to stand in the existing law at 
all, it ought to be so limited as to provide that they may so serve 
when they are not engaged in their official duties in the House; 
but this requirement is in any event too broad and too sweep- 
ing, and it seems to me it ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what has 
been said by my colleague on the committee, I want to say that 
when one of these stenographers serves before a committee from 
early in the morning until 12 o’clock, and then is called in on 
this floor, and every forty minutes comes back on to this floor 
during the balance of the day, during the whole afternoon, 
it is just physically impossible to do that kind of work. Your 
committee had to put it in here because it was current law. It 


was put in last year on motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN]. It got into the bill in an unguarded moment. I 
know that these stenographers can not perform these duties be- 
fore committees in the forenoon and then come into the House 
in the afternoon and properly discharge their duties here. I 
hope the motion of the gentleman from Iowa will prevail and 
that this provision will be stricken from the bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

hers to committees: For f. nogra comm 
at ss. ack: assistant — —— Se bios 1 all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman who is in charge of this bill whether any inquiry was 
made as to the sufficiency of this provision? Here is a provision 
for four stenographers to committees at $5,000 each. I am sat- 
isfied that four stenographers can not do the work of the com- 
mittees. They do not doit. I am told that there is a constant 
expenditure made necessary by the demands of the committees. 

Then, again, it seems to me that there is no propriety in mak- 
ing them annual stenographers. It would be a great deal bet- 
ter, in my judgment, to make an appropriation for the purpose 
of securing stenographers to be used while committees were in 
session. Here is the short session, and $5,000 is paid for the 
three months’ services, I think that is not economy; and an- 
other sum, how much I do not know, is being paid during that 
time for labor that it is utterly impossible for these gentlemen 
to do. I would be glad to know if the subject has been in- 
quired into or if any thought was given it by the committee. I 
know that the present method of securing stenographers is in- 
adequate. There is a great demand, a growing demand, on the 
the part of committees for the use of valuable stenographers. I 
think they might be session employees; they might be employed 
by the month, and in that way the appropriation of $21,400 
might be sufficient for the uses of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, I will ex- 
plain. We have made no special inquiry on the subject, for 
there came to our committee no complaints from any committee 
as to an increase of the number of stenographers for com- 
mittees. 

However, this Congress by its action has added one to the 
general force of stenographers and assigned him to the work of 
the committees. That was supposed by the Congress to meet the 
demands and the requirements of the House. Now, as to the 
matter of the sum to which the gentleman refers, he doubtless 
means that which the stenographers of the House pay to the 
men who do their detail work down in the office. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; I do not. I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. I do not refer to that at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thought the gentleman referred to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I am correct in saying that it often 
happens that more than four stenographers are in the service 
of the various committees at the same time. Now, there is some 
method by which those in excess of four are paid. I am not 
familiar with the method. Perhaps some gentleman can explain 
the matter, and I for one would be glad if he would do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I could briefly respond to the gentleman to 
this effect—that should that be necessary all that would be re- 
quired would be to come in the House and make a motion, which 
would be referred to the Committee on Accounts, approved by 
the Committee on Accounts, brought back to the House, and ap- 
proved by the House, and payment made out of the contingent 
fund of the House as miscellaneous expenses. That is a quick 
remedy. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is it really being done? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
I think it is not even necessary, under the rules of the House or 
the law, to come into the House at all. Any chairman of a com- 
mittee who needs a stenographer when there is not one available 
of the committee stenographers has a right, under the law, to 
get an order from the Committee on Accounts and employ a ste- 
nographer from the outside, and the practice is to furnish a 
stenographer from the outside when the committee stenographers 
are already engaged. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then that is a better solution of it. That, I 


-| think, gives the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] the infor- 


mation he desires. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, may I add a 
word? One reason why the committee did not inquire about the 


stenographers to committees was because the current law, which 
we did not know was to be changed, provided that the House 
stenographers could be called in, which of course made the sup- 
ply abundant. Now, it seems to me individually that the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that we 
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should appropriate a lump sum of, say, $20,000, inasmuch as we 
have now four stenographers who receive $5,000 each, would be 
economy for the House, and have no permanent committee ste- 
nographers. Of course the stenographers in the House we need 
to have permanent, because we need to have the very best that 
can be provided in the country; but it does not seem to me that 
the committee stenographers need to be any beter than, for in- 
stance, our ordinary court stenographers, and an abundant sup- 
ply of them ought to be procured for $20,000. I should think 
that if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] would frame 
such an amendment it would be in the line of economy. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I should say that I think the 
solution suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
is easier of accomplishment without any change of law. He 
has stated how the procedure should be met, as well as how the 
committee can readily get the necessary stenographic help, by 
simply applying to the Committee on Accounts, and then the 
money comes out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, the observation that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrngHam] has just made is satis- 
factory so far as concerns additional employees that may be 
needed, but it does not meet the objections made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. We are still left with four 
stenographers, at $5,000 a year, who are employed only during 
the session, and I have not heard any suggestion from the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrnauHam] to eliminate that 
extravagance. Would it not be better, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] has suggested, that an amendment 
be presented at this time calling for a lump sum appropriation 
amounting to $20,000, to be employed for the purpose of en- 
gaging such extra stenographers as may be needed from time 
to time rather than to appropriate a fixed sum of $5,000 each 
for four stenographers who are needed only a part of each year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the intent of the paragraph and of 
the law is that this compensation should run to these four 
people. 

Mr. SCOTT. Undoubtedly that is the wording of the present 
law, but why not change the present law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If, however, the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Hersvurn] is that the committees of the 
House are in necessity and need more stenographic help, then, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], that 
want is simply submitted to the Committee on Accounts, which 
committee authorizes the employment of an outside stenog- 
rapher and then audits the account. 

The solution is right there, and it came out of the contingent 
fund; and the proposition of the gentleman is to make another 
contingent fund, and we have fought strenuously and consist- 
ently against additional contingent funds. We have reduced 
the contingent fund of the House on this bill from $50,000 to 
$45,000. 

Mr. SCOTT. And we are still left with a specific appropria- 
tion of $20,000 to be paid to four stenographers, whom we only 
use a part of the time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Which seems to fill the requirements of the 
committees of the House, unless they find it necessary to take 
the procedure indicated by the gentleman from Illinois. The 
inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa was simply as to informa- 
tion upon the subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: Strike out in line 25 the word “fiye” and substitute 
“three;” so that it will read “for four stenographers to com- 
mittees, at $3,000 each.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 25 strike out the word “ five” and 5 in lieu thereof the 
word three; so as to read “at $3,000 each 


Mr. BINGHAM. If the committee will allow me, the steno- 
graphic force of this House is a well-employed force, and they 
have with them, in connection with their work, a long-time rec- 
ord of this compensation, and the House has seemed to think 
for years past that $5,000 is not too great a compensation for 
the work they do, and I trust the House will allow this appro- 
priation to continue just as it is applied in the bill. You have 
a good force of men, who are worth the money we pay them, and 
I think that, in view of the gentleman’s proposition, that as a 
temporary expedient we had better follow the rule. As has been 
stated, there is no trouble at any time for a committee to secure 
a stenographie reporter and have him paid out of the contingent 
fund. In other words, the result of this proposition will be to 
give another contingent fund, 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. Is it not true, under existing law, we have to 

pay $5,000 a year to each of these four employees for a service 
that will be rendered between the 5th day of December and the 
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4th day of March—$5,000 from the 5th day of December of the 
current year to the 4th day of March, 1905? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; we pay the same during vacation; 
their compensation is annual. 

Mr. LLOYD. Their compensation is annual and the service is 
rendered during the sessions of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The compensation is annual, just like the 
other officers of the House. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Suppose a special committee has 
a hearing during vacation. Are the services of these gentlemen 
available? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly; their service is subject to the 
order of the House at all times. If any services are required of 
that body, the men must report for that service. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Without any additional compen- 
sation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Without a cent of additional compensation. 

Mr. SCOTT. It seems to me not an unreasonable distinction 
to make a difference of $2,000 between the salaries of the high- 
class men who are engaged in the very difficult and arduous 
work of reporting the debates on this floor and the men who 
need not necessarily be of so high a class, because their work is 
of a vastly different character, who are called in occasionally 
to report the proceedings or hearings before committees, where 
they have all kinds of time to take and transcribe the remarks 
which are made. In view of the fact that these men only serve 
for three months in one year and in the other year rarely more 
than six months, an annual salary of $3,000 is certainly gener- 
ous enough, and I believe the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I was very much struck with the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Iowa in the first in- 
stance that it would be better to have a lump sum for these 
Stenographers, but when I remember that the stenographers to 
the committees occupy a most confidential position in connection 
with the House and are required to be men who can keep their 
mouths closed in regard to matters which often take place in 
committees in the taking of testimony, it seems to me that we 
ought to have stenographers who do not reveal the secrets of a 
committee hearing until it is made public at the proper time. 

Mr. SCOTT.. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the gentleman 
if he does not think that a salary of $3,000 ought to be suffi- 
cient to keep a man’s mouth shut as well as $5,000? 

Mr. MANN. Permit me to say to the gentleman, if he will 
pardon me, the salary of $5,000 to the stenographers is not paid 
only to the stenographer himself. The gentleman understands 
very well that every stenographer has to transcribe his notes, 
and these stenographers pay for the people who transcribe their 
notes, and the committee stenographers, I may say during the 
session of Congress, have more notes to transcribe than the ste- 
nographers on the floor of the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it a fact the gentleman mentioned as being 
within his own knowledge that these stenographers do pay for 
the transcription of their notes? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to correct that. It amounts to 
about $700 in a session to the subordinate stenographer who 
makes the transcript. That account is transferred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts and paid out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. SCOTT. So the stenographer does not pay for the tran- 
scription? 

Mr. MANN. I said the stenographer paid for the typewriting 
of the notes. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
House pays for the typewriting and all paraphernalia? 


Mr. BINGHAM. It becomes a paragraph in the general de- 
ficiency bill. 
Mr. MANN. It is quite certain it will not be in the power of 


the House to keep the services of first-class stenographers in the 
House on a salary of $3,000 a year. There is not a first-class 
stenographer in my city—if gentlemen have any in their cities 
who are earning less they can send them to my city—who makes 
less than from eight to ten thousand dollars a year clear, 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a pretty extraordinary statement. In 
New York the official stenographers have a salary of $3,500 a 
year, and that is all, and they are quite as good stenographers 
as those now employed as committee stenographers of this 
House which are now under debate. 

Mr. MANN. -Now, Mr. Chairman, it has come to my knowl- 
edge since on the floor that these stenographers do pay for the 
typewriting at their own expense out of the $5,000. I think 
somebody who is on the floor of the House who has knowledge 
in the matter ought to make a statement in that regard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, I will look 
up the deficiency bill. I understand the statement is now made 


that they do pay for the transcription of their notes. 
Mr. LACEY. I can answer that. They do pay for it, but they 
are reimbursed afterwards. [Laughter.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. LLOYD. One question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I read from the deficiency bill: 


To reimburse the official reporters of the and debates and 
the official stenographers to committees of the House of Representatives, 
including the assistant official shag gee to committees authorized by 
resolution of the House of December 17, 1903, for clerk hire and extra 
clerical services during the first and second sessions of the -eighth 
A. 740. March 4, 1904, $750 each, and to John J. Cameron $240; in 

* * * 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember that says for 
“clerk hire,” but it does not cover the cost of the transcription 
of the notes or the cost of supplying typewriters. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For clerk hire and extra clerical services.” 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what it means. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We asked one of them when before the 
committee and they told the committee that they had paid it 
out of their pocket in the first instance and were reimbursed. 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question, please. Are not the stenographers for com- 
mittees assigned to the committees as their stenographers? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No. 

Mr. LLOYD. Are these stenographers for committees as- 
signed? à 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no general direction, no specific 
assignment of the stenographers to any committee. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions require to have a stenographer, but they do not report 
their proceedings. 

Mr. LLOYD. And these are one or two of these four? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now see what the gentleman means—there 
is no stenographer as a stenographer to the committee. The 
law with reference to the Committee on Ways and Means, as 
well as the Committee on Appropriations, requires that their 
second clerks shall be stenographers. That is one of the quali- 
fications that was to justify the House in giving to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations 
this additional clerk. He must be a stenographer. 

Mr. LLOYD. What compensation does he receive? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Two thousand dollars. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then the stenographer of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and to the Committee on Ways and Means, which 
ought to be probably the best stenographers to committees of 
the House, only receive $2,000? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That qualification of doing work as a ste- 
nographer is in addition to the general work of the committee. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then, if I understand you, in addition to the 
work of stenographers, they are required to perform the duty of 
clerk? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is required to be a stenographer, and at 
any time when not engaged on the work of the committee any 
member of the committee takes him and dictates to him, and he 
is given $2,000 a year. He must be a stenographer, but he never 
reports the proceedings of the committee. 

Mr. LLOYD. But he must have the ability. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is only a question of ability. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I desire to make the statement that these 
stenographers to committees are required to be as able men as 
those that take down the debates on the floor of the House. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it true that these stenographers assigned to 
the Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appro- 
priations are the same that are assigned to the other commit- 
tees? à 
Mr. LIYTAUER. Certainly not. Those stenographers to 
which the gentleman refers are ordinary stenographers, for cor- 
respondence, and are used in getting up the bills. They are sten- 
ographers, but they are not capable of taking the hearings or 
statements of Cabinet officers and others that come before the 
Committee on Appropriations. They are used as in the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, in getting up the papers and any other 
work in the committee. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is the point I intended to reach, whether 
you use any other stenographer than your committee stenogra- 
pher? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
bas expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded a division. ! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 44, 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. LITTAUER demanded tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Scorr 
and Mr. BINGHAM. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
71, noes 65. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to offer an amendment to correct the 
Piya in line 2, page 21, making the total $13,600, instead of 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That wherever the words “during the session” occur In the fore- 
going 8 they shall be construed to mean the two hundred and 
nine days from December 4, 1905, to June 30, 1906, both inclusive. 

Mr. LLOYD. I should like to inquire about this session. 
Suppose the session of Congress next year should adjourn the 
15th day of April. As I understand it, all session employees of 
the House will receive pay up to the 30th day of June. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. LLOYD. They are session clerks, though. This is in- 
tended to provide that so far as the session employees are con- 
cerned, that session of Congress legally shall continue until the 


80th day of June. 
commences the ist day of July, 


Mr. BINGHAM. This bill 
next. 

Mr. LLOYD. You do not understand me. So far as the ses- 
sion. employees of the House are concerned, the session of Con- 
gress next year will not adjourn until the 30th of June. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You refer to session employees. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The compensation of the subordinate force 
the session employees—will commence the first Monday in De- 
cember next and run until the end of the session. The House 
usually, I believe, gives an extra month’s compensation. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is the point I was concerned to get at. 
According to this bill they will receive their pay up to the 30th 
day of June, it seems to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is correct. That will be a long session. 

Mr. LLOYD. It seems to me session clerks ought to receive 
pay only up until the end of the session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They will receive pay until the 80th of June. 

Mr. LLOYD. Whether Congress adjourns before that or not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; and that is predicated on the general 
theory that Congress runs until the 30th day of June or July 1. 
And further than that, let me go a step further, so as to give 
the full information; and, as a rule, Congress gives them an 
extra month’s pay. 

Mr. LLOYD. What would be your objection to this kind of a 
statement? 

That wherever the words “during the session “ oceur.in the forego- 
fue Desmaber 1006, th tne ool or the Pree Oe ee 
both inclusive. 7 rer ee 9 

Mr. BINGHAM. The only criticism to that would be that it 
would be an indefinite appropriation, and we are trying to regu- 
late this on a fair basis. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it necessary under the law that the appro- 
priation be definite? : 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was going to say, as I stated in my first 
remarks, and I am informed here that only twice in twenty years 
has Congress adjourned before the ist of June. 

Mr. LLOYD. But if Congress does adjourn before the ist of 
June 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is simply because we make a specific ap- 
propriation under the experience of the House, until the Ist of 
June, and at the end of this session the gentleman will be pre- 
sented with a proposition to give these men an extra month’s 
pay. 

Mr. LLOYD. Suppose that the Congress does not adjourn 
until the 15th day of August. IIas it been the custom of the 
House to give additional pay? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then we would have to bring in an addi- 
tional and supplemental appropriation for the time they were 
employed here. 

Mr. LLOYD. Why should we pay for the additional month 
and a half if Congress runs beyond July, when we pay them for 
a month and a half that they will probably not serve prior to 
the Ist of July? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That may be true. 

Mr. LLOYD. It seems to me that if one proposition is correct 
the other is correct, that we ought.te stand by the law; but so 
far as this fiction is concerned, which is referred to in this para- 
graph, the session of Congress will end on the 30th day of June, 
whether it actually ends at that time or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Missouri is mistaken, 
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Take the case of the short session, althongh Congress adjourns 
on the 4th of March, the House force will receive compensation 
until the end of the fiscal year, June 30. 

Mr. LLOYD. And this particular year—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am giving that as an illustration. This 
is the current year. 

Mr. LLOYD. The law provides that that session shall end on 
the 3ist day of March, if you will read it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Has the gentleman got the old bill? 

Mr. LLOYD. I have the present bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You are confusing, I am afraid, the propo- 
sitions contained in this bill, which are for the next fiscal year. 
This bill does not begin to run until the ist day of July. 

Mr. LLOYD. Let me make my explanation. The existing 
law is that wherever the words “during the session” occur in 
the foregoing paragraph they shall be construed to mean one 
hundred and twenty-one days, from December 1, 1904, to March 
31, 1905, inclusive. That is this session of Congress. Now, the 
law which you seek to enact—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. This law which we are now considering is 
for the next fiscal year. It does not take up the proposition of 
the short session; the current law takes up the proposition of 
the short session. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is correct. This law simply provides pay 
for the session of Congress. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman surely can not deny that it 
is well to have definite appropriations, specific appropriations. 
Now, with the experience of twenty years there have only been 
two long sessions of Congress that have not extended up to 
June 30. This force that comes in here for the session get the 
benefit of a few extra weeks’ pay, but that benefit to them would 
much more than be wiped out by the harm to us if we made an 
indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not object to this feature of it if that is 
made the end of the session, but it seems to me that the em- 
ployee has just as much a right to work beyond the ist day of 
July, as we have to pay him if he does not work before the ist 
day of July. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If they work beyond the fiscal year, they 
get compensation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Is the gentleman from Missouri objecting 
to sessional employees? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir. 

: Mr. LITTAUER. Is the gentleman’s objection that they shall 
not receive extra pay if they do the work? 

Mr. LLOYD. No; but if we fix a day for the end of the ses- 
Bion, it ought to be the end of the session whether it goes beyond 
it or not. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, we do fix the end of the session in 
this case, but if it extends beyond that there is a deficiency ap- 
propriation taking care of these men for the extra work that 
they perform. 

Mr. LLOYD. I have only been concerned in getting at the 
facts, whether it is true that when the session extends beyond 
the 30th of June you make it up in a deficiency appropriation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That has always been the case. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

General administration: For Librarian of 858 99 chief 
assistant librarian, $4,000 ; chief clerk, $2,500 rian’s 
$1,800; clerk (assistant to chief clerk), $1060; 3 
and typewriters, at $1,000 each; messenger, $840; in all, 918.140. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I, in common with every 
other citizen, take great pride in the Library of Congress. I 
have no disposition to run a tilt against this institution, but I 
am constrained to believe that it is an exceedingly expensive 
luxury that perhaps the House has never considered in relation 
to the apparent benefit to the public at large. 

The appropriations covered by this bill aggregate $590,045. 
The employees connected with the institution constitute an army 
of 429, which I might say, in passing, is about twenty-five times 
larger than the standing army of Panama. [Laughter.] 

If we were to take into consideration the cost of the plant— 
the building—$8,000,000, the interest at 2 per cent—and I think 
that it is wise to so consider it, because, but for this appropria- 
tion, it is probable that the public debt would have been 
$8,000,000 less—there is an interest charge of $160,000, making 
the total cost of this pride-exciting institution $750,045. 

I do not know that it is possible for anyone to measure in dol- 
lars and cents the benefits of this institution, but I find that 
last year the readers in the main reading room numbered a total 
of 163,142 persons. The books issued in the main reading room 
numbered 836,123. If each reader should be considered as a bor- 
rower of a book, then the total number of books issued in the 
main reading room would be 499,305. 


The bill now under consideration appropriates, as I have said, 
$590,045. If the aggregate of appropriations should be divided 
by the total number of borrowers, as I have aggregated them, 
considering each reader as a borrower of a book, then the issue 
of that book has cost the United States $1.19, which possibly 
might equal the cost of the book. 

I would like to ask the committee if in making this appro- 
priation they have considered the comparative value secured by 
the appropriation and the expediency of buying and presenting 
the books to the various persons to whom they have been issued? 
Would it not be cheaper for the Government to buy the books 
and make presents of them than to keep up this extraordinarily 
expensive but very ornamental institution? I call attention to 
this matter in connection with this further fact that every De- 
partment in this city has its library, scientific so far as it applies 
or is useful to the Department, but also having a miscellaneous 
department in which I think all classes of literature may be 
found. In addition to that, there is another very expensive 
library, a gift of Mr. Carnegie, that costs annually somewhere 
about $30,000 to administer. Now, I do not want to be consid- 
ered as hostile to culture, to the diffusion of intelligence, or 
anything of that kind, but I have thought that the procurement 
of books by any man who wanted books in this day and age 
was perhaps very easy of accomplishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the statement 
of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], if left unchallenged, 
would create a wrong impression, although I have no doubt that 
he fully intended to have it create a right impression. The 
aggregate annual expense of the Library as an institution is, as 
has been stated, about $590,000. It is proper, however, that the 
way in which this money is expended be pointed out. 

In the first place, $70,500 of this sum is paid to the employees 
of the Copyright Division. But, this Copyright Division is self- 
sustaining. The fees for copyrights are all paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, so that this $70,000 can not properly 
be charged against the Library as a library. 

In the second place, there is an expenditure of $5,000 for the 
distribution of cards. As Members know, the national library— 
that is, the Library of Congress—is in communication, in a spirit 
of helpfulness, with all of the leading libraries of the country; 
with even small libraries that desire its assistance. There is a 
model library, a list of the books of which has been published, 
and the card indexes for that model library, and, indeed, for very 
much beyond that, are available to the other libraries that de- 
sire to work in connection with the national library. These 
card indexes are paid for by the libraries getting them, so that 
the sum of $5,000 which appears here as part of this expense is 
repaid, and the item is therefore not a source of expense. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the only change in the law submitted 
from the current law. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As the chairman says, this is 
the only change in the bill submitted from current law. 

Then again, there is $100,000 of this sum to be charged to the 
enlargement of the Library. It is ninety-nine thousand and odd 
dollars, but in round numbers we will call it $100,000. These 
additions of books and so on become part of the permanent 
plant and should not be charged against current expense. 

Again, there is an expense of $40,000 for shelving and appa- 
ratus connected with the handling of the books, a permanent in- 
vestment as part of the building itself. 

These sums aggregate $220,500, leaving about $370,000 that 
might in one sense be charged as the cost of the Library. 

Of that sum, however, $107,000 is used for the care of the 
building itself. It is a very costly building, a very handsome 
one—one of the notable buildings of the world. It is kept admir- 
ably, as it should be. In order to maintain the building and the 
grounds in proper condition an expenditure of $107,000 a year is 
necessary. 

So we have left about $260,000 as the expenditure for the 
maintenance of the Library. It is proper in this connection to 
say that while the Library was here in the Capitol building the 
books could not, from lack of space, be properly placed. They 
were piled upon floors and in corners and were not available for 
use. Except in small part, they were not catalogued. Since 
the establishment of this new Library the Library authorities 
have been trying to catch up with the classification and cata- 
loguing of these accumulations of books, manuscripts, docu- 
ments, etc., in the possession of the Library. This will account 
for $88,000 more a year of these expenses. So that when we 
have made all proper allowances the actual expense for the 
maintenance of the Library itself is less than $200,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that this ex- 
planation has been made, and yet it is an explanation that does 
rot explain away this great aggregate of $590,000. 
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I suppose that it is utterly impossible to speak of the cost of 
a library without speaking of the cost of these items, save the 
one that I first mentioned. They are all essential, and they are 
all of them, in one form or another, annual. While there is an 
item for shelving this year of $40,000, there will be a corre- 
sponding item under some other name that means an appropria- 
tion next year, and while we have these books on hand, yet if 
it is going to cost so much to administer their use it is well to 
stop and consider whether they are, as gentlemen suppose they 
are, a valuable asset to the United States. There is this great 
aggregate. 

Now, I would not suspend in any way any part of the useful- 
ness of a library, but it does appear to me that there ought to 
be some way of retrenchment in the cost. Five hundred and 
ninety thousand dollars is an immense sum for the maintenance 
of this library. There is nothing corresponding to it that I 
have any knowledge of anywhere else in the country. I made 
the remarks that I did simply for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to this subject in the hope that there might be some method 
devised by which all the benefits that are secured may be se- 
cured at a reasonable expenditure of public money. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, my friend, I 
am sure, would not do away with the building, which is in itself 
a liberal education. People from all over this world visit it. 
They go away with memories of it that are pleasant to the United 
States, and I am sure he would not wish that building back into 
nothingness. The building being there, it must be maintained. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I would not do anything that would disturb in any way his 
sesthetic taste. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Of course my friend. from 
Iowa was only joking when he made that mathematical and 
financial calculation that it would be better to give a book to 
each person. Of course he knows that when he goes there not 
one book, but a dozen books, perhaps a hundred, will be drawn 
by him for consultation. That is so with every Member here. 
Men come from across the seas to see that Library and to con- 
sult that collection of books. The suggestion of the average 
being one book drawn per person can not be taken seriously. 

If my friend means that some way should be found for reduc- 
ing the cost of maintaining the Library without interfering with 
its efficiency, and will point out such a way specifically, I am 
very sure that the Committee on Appropriations would welcome 
the suggestion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman 
from Iowa, as one of the committee haying charge of this bill I 
am gratified to hear his criticism, of course with some qualifi- 
cations. This is the first bill that has been brought into the 
House in connection with the Library administration that has 
held it down (with the exception of $1,000 which we have in- 
creased in the card-index division, which brings in revenue to 
the Library) in my experience since the Library has gone into 
that building, and your committee recognized in making the rec- 
ommendations for the next year that only current law should 
run. Perhaps in the near future it might be possible to take up, 
in the line of the gentleman’s suggestion, some proposition of 
that kind, but your committee for the next fiscal year in this 
bill has held the Library down to current legislation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Catalogue and shelf: For ne of Meee ve) $3,000; 5 assistants, at 
$1,800 each ; 7 assistants, at $1,500 ; 6 assistants, at $1,400 each; 
12 assistants, at $1,200 each; 6 3 at $1,000 each; 14 assist- 
ants, at $900 each; 4 assistants, at $800 each; 13 assistants, at $720 


each; 8 assistants, 'at $600 each; 10 assistants, at $540 each; 4 assist: 
ants, at $480 each; 6 messengers, at $360 each; in all, $87, 740. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask permission to go back 
to the preceding paragraph in order to ask for information, 
commencing at the top of the page. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What page? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Page 24. What are the functions of these 
various officers? Two thousand dollars for chief of division. 
Are they engaged in making purchases for the institution? 

Mr. BINGHAM. For purchasing new books. It is for the 
current addition to the Library of books perhaps that might not 
come to them under the copyright law. They attend all sales 
of old and valuable and very difficult to secure publications, 
and they go into the market and purchase these in competition 
at auctions at whatever may be necessary for them to secure 
them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it take these thirteen purchasing 
agents to expend this $99,000? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is what they have heretofore been al- 
lowed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library if these thirteen persons are neces- 
sary to expend $99,000? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I would like the opinion of the gentleman. 


That is what the law says. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is not a question of opin- 
ion. It is right before the gentleman’s face. The gentleman 
asked for the fact, and that is the fact. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the gentleman, as chairman of the 
Committee on the Library, ought to know, undoubtedly does 
know, the functions of these officers. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are as stated by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are named assistants. It is one of 
the divisions of the Library. These men not only purchase, but 
they are the men who make a very complete examination in 
wants as well as needed publications upon any given subject, 
to find out if new books are needed, rare volumes, and to com- 
plete serials or information upon certain lines wherein the 
Library is deficient. And they take up the matter of arrange- 
ment of the books. The bureau or division is given the allow- 
ance not only for the purchase of books, but they have to make 
an investigation preliminary to the purchase of the books and 
also to the alignment or location of the volumes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; that is a function that is provided for 
in the next paragraph, I take it, in the matter of shelves—of 
“ catalogue and shelf.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. The catalogue is a different proposition. 

Mr. HEPBURN. “Shelf” signifies location. Do these gen- 
tlemen catalogue the whole Library? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is the location in the Library only of 
the books which they purchase. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that catalogue require that great 
number of men? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not suppose they have approached any- 
thing near completing the catalogue of this Library. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They have not got up with current busi- 
ness? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The cataloguing is perhaps one of the most 
difficult lines of work before them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply wanted to know, you know. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would simply like to say in justification 
of this item that the purchasing department this year has pur- 
chased 30,575 volumes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


For ars commissioners, at $3,500 each; chief examiner, 3,000 ; 
secretary, $3,000; assistant chief examiner, $2,250; law clerk, 2'000; 
two aati of division, at $2,000 each ; eight, clerks of class 4; thirteen 
clerks of class 3; sixteen clerks of Glass 2 2; thity-two clerks of class 
1; twenty clerks, at $1,000 each; ten clerks, at $900 each; eight 
clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; en poer $840; two firemen; 
two watchmen; one elevator conductor, $72 three laborers; and 
three messenger boys, at $360 each; in all, 7464, 810. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
that paragraph, or one of the paragraphs following it, for I 
understand that in this paragraph, and I have been cited to this 
page, twenty-three new officials are provided for for the Civil 
Service Commission. Now, I should like to see the chairman of 
the committee stand up, without consultation with the clerk of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and tell us which are these 
twenty-three, and where they are provided for in this bill. It ~ 
is said that it is so plain that any of us can find it by reference 
to it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will permit me, I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia only wants information, and I wanted it the same as he 
does. I find thirty-three in the next paragraph, and twenty- 
three in the succeeding one, and I am going to move to strike 
them both out. I had no difficulty in finding them. 

Mr. MADDOX. I simply wanted to illustrate by this para- 
graph about these appropriation bills. The gentleman tells us 
that these items of new legislation are perfectly plain; that they 
are all italicized. He says just look at the report; that any- 
body can see where the items are. Now, in the report it is 
stated that the salaries of these twenty-three employees aggre- 
gate $26,240. It does not tell what each one of these clerks gets. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman, if he will 
look on page 33 of the bill 

Mr. MADDOX. I have that before me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As stated on page 3 of the report, the 3 
of the secretary is increased from $2,250 to $3,000. That has 
been given because he has been regarded as the best-informed 
man in the entire commission with reference to all extensions 
of the commission's work that have occurred since its inaugura- 
tion by statute in 1883, the commission frequently changing in 
personnel. Specific appropriation in this paragraph that has 
just been read is made for thirty-three employees, with salaries 
aggregating $41,000, for the field force of the commission, the 
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same being in lieu of persons now detailed from other branches 
of the public service. Gentlemen, understand, the same being in 
lieu. They are located specifically in the paragraph just read. 
Their work is now being done by persons detailed from other 
branches of the publie service, and twenty-threee of those 

Mr. MADDOX. What I want you to do is to point out the 
item in the bill which refers to those twenty-three. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Twenty-three employees, with salaries ag- 
gregating $26,240, are provided for to constitute the rural- 
carrier examining board in place of persons now on detail from 
the Post-Office Department and the postal service. 

Now, that takes up the details here in the central headquar- 
ters of the Civil Service Commission, as well as the details 
from the various departments of the Government located 
throughout the country who are detailed to the boards covering 
the rural free-delivery service 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman evidently does not under- 
stand me. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, will you permit me to an- 
swer this question? 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to know where these officials are 
mentioned in the bill, so I can make a point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will turn to the thirty- 
fourth page of this bill he will find a large caption there, “ Field 
force,” and reading down that force you will find that there are 
thirty-three clerks included under that caption, with salaries 
amounting to $41,000. That is the entire new field force asked 
for. 

- Mr. MADDOX. It is in that section? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is in that section, a paragraph that 
never was in the bill before. The next paragraph is the rural 
carrier board, where the twenty-three clerks are included. Is 
it italicized in the report? 

Mr. MADDOX. No. 

Mr. LITTAUER. There is nothing italicized in the report 
except the changes of existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Where there is an amendment. Now, will 
the gentleman from Georgia allow me one statement more? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I shall allow him to proceed without 
any interruption whatever. This proposition for an increase 
of the permanent force of the Civil Service Commission, or 
what on the surface appears to be such, is upon the recom- 
mendation of the commission for the reason, first, that when 
they make application under the general statute to the head 
of a Department for a detail, which they have the right to do, 
a second-class or inefficient clerk is sent to do the work for 
the commission. While the commission can call upon the head 
of a Department for a detail, they can not indicate the indi- 
vidual, other than in a general conversational way as to the 
character of the work that they want him to do; but they 
make application for a detail under the general statute. Now, 
the proposition comes from the Civil Service Commission, “ Let 
us stand, as we put it in the examination, on our own legs.” 
Let us exhibit what this civil service is costing. That was the 
desire of the committee. Let it be seen what it takes to run 
your commission. Under the present arrangement we never 
can tell, because you might have a hundred details or fifty de- 
tails. Let us see what your commission is going to cost. 

We are willing to make that exhibit, the chairman of the com- 
mission says, if you will let us have appropriated in your bill 
the detail of clerks we desire for good administration. We have 
got to meet the question of rural free delivery examinations 
throughout the country ; 

Mr. MADDOX. Is this being taken out of my time? 

Mr. BINGHAM (continuing). And therefore your committee 
adopted the recommendations of the commission without seem- 
ingly any increase of expenditure, and let them get the body of 
clerks who can do their work sufficiently and with some condi- 
tions of ability without taking second-class clerks, in sense of 
ability, from the various Departments of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Georgia be allowed to proceed for five 
minutes, or as long as he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man from Georgia will be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. After exhausting my time, my question has 
never been answered, or anywhere in the neighborhood of it. 
The gentleman on the committee from New York [Mr. Lrt- 

‘AUER] pointed out the provision in the bill, in which the 

enty-three clerks that I am looking after and the thirty-three 
that my friend from Pennsylvania wants to find are provided 


for. He has told us where we may look for them. But what 
I am trying to get at is to show that we are not treated fairly, 
not intentionally, but it is impossible for any Member in this 
House to go after one of these appropriation bills and get any 
sort of light on the subject from the reports made, and that I 
think is demonstrated here in this proposition. 

We are told that in the report where new law is proposed it 
is all italicized ; that we could read the report and the italicized 
part would be amendments proposed, and that there would be 
no trouble to find it. Now, no man outside of the committee 
or the chairman, who has had four minutes of my time, and 
you all know that he never touched the subject at all—I say 
that no man can find that new law italicized in this report. 
One gentleman rose and told us what it was. I do not know 
whether the clerk of the committee whispered to him or not, 
but we all know that he knows where they all are. 

Some one was inclined to sneer at me because I could not 
find it. I defy anybody to find it unless he knows exactly where 
it is. Now, as to these twenty-three clerks, the commissioner 
goes before the committee and states what he is after. His 
sole purpose is, according to his own statement, in answer to 
one of the members of the committee, to step in between the 
examining board here in Washington and the board that ex- 
amines these carriers in the States. I say there is absolutely 
no necessity for these officers in my opinion. These carriers: 
are examined to-day by special agents and the postmaster at the: 
initial point, and the papers are sent here to the examining 
board, who pass upon them. Now, what is the provision in this 
bill? Here is a provision for twenty-three more clerks, and 
we are told that thirteen districts are to be established to put 
themselves between the board now authorized who examine 
carriers in the States and the board up here, and no statute 
which tells us what their duties are or what they are expected 
to do. We expect the agents will send the papers to these 
thirteen agents and of course those agents have got to for- 
ward them to the board here. The Civil Service Commission 
wants to get between this board here and the local board, and 
that is all there is to the question. After all the discussion 
we had this morning, in which I got no light on the subject, 
if anybody can assure me or demonstrate to me that there is 
any real necessity for these twenty-three additional men and 
the additional districts, if it is going to benefit the service, or 
going to benefit the country, I am willing to vote for it; other- 
wise I am opposed to it. 

The gentleman has already said that it behooves us in this 
Congress to retrench, or have a deficit. If that statement is 
true, we should give heed to it. God knows I want to see the 
Government stand upon a firm financial basis—able to pay its 
debts without issuing any more bonds or requiring an addi- 
tional tax. I do not want to see any more taxes put upon the 
people. In how many cases have you increased the number of 
officers? After you give a man a salary it is a mighty hard 
thing to take some of it off, but he can stand it if he is not ac- 
customed to getting more. I tell you that right here is the place 
to begin the economy, and let us begin here. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I want to join with the plea 
of the gentleman from Georgia, who has just spoken, for re- 
trenchment. This happens to be one of the few items in this 
bill where retrenchment is brought about by the action or the 
recommendation of this committee. These twenty-three clerks 
are now at work by detail, doing the very work that we want 
to establish a permanent force for. They are now employed at 
salaries aggregating $2,250 higher than are recommended here. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Are they taken from the eligible list under the 
civil-service rules? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They are all transferred from the Postal 
Department here in Washington. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that a violation of the civil-seryice rules 
to transfer clerks from one Department to another without 
authorization? 

Mr. LITTAUER. In this case it is fundamental law that the 
Civil Service Commission may ask for detailed clerks. 

Mr. HILL. They violate the rules themselves? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They do, in order to keep the Department 
going. 

The work of examining applicants for rural-carrier positions was for- 
merly done for the commission by a large force of special agents of the 


Post-Office Department; but as the results were not entirely satisfac- 
tory, and complaints of unfairness in examinations were frequently 


received, it was decided, on December 3, 1903, to take the examining 
work out of the hands of the special agents and intrust it to the rural- 
carrier examining board, under the immediate direction of the commis- 
sion. The force assigned to the board is much smaller in number than 
In lieu 
yees with the board estimate is made for twenty- 


the force of special agents formerly employed to do the work. 
of the detailed emplo 
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three employees, with aggregate annual salaries of $26,240. The esti- 
mate is $2,250 less than the amount of salaries now paid those 
employees, The efficiency of this force has been seriously impaired, be- 
cause in many cases competent clerks have not been detailed, while 
transfers from the force to other branches of the seryice have been 
frequent. 

Now, I think that is a fair and complete answer. First, it is 
a retrenchment; it is a saving of money. Second, it permits the 
examination of these rural carriers to go on with a greater 
degree of fairness and uniformity than formerly. 

Mr. LLOYD. What will become of the men already employed? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They will go back to the work wherefrom 
they were detailed. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then the Government, in the end, will have to 
pay for these additional people. 

Mr. LITTAUER. No; no. If the gentleman will look at 
another paragraph right in our very plain report, where every- 
thing is taken up, he will find on page 6, under the head of the 

Office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, the following: 

On account of transfers made to the Civil Service Commission a re- 
duction is made, as follows: Chief of the board of examiners of rural 
carriers, $2,250; one clerk, at $1,600; one clerk, at $1,400; three 
clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 each; eight clerks, at 
$900 each, and two assistant messengers, at $720 each. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is that the same number? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I believe that total, if my memory serves 
me right, is 18. Three of the 23 are already on the permanent 
force of the Civil Service Commission and the other 20 were 
details, and sending these 18 back would increase the force by 2. 

Mr. LLOYD. And decrease the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And decrease the expenditures of the Goy- 
ernment by $2,250. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver] a question. I would 
like the gentleman to state to the House as to what the neces- 
sity was for increasing the salary of the secretary of the com- 
mission from $2,250 to $3,000 a year. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think that he earns it as amply as any 
man in the Government employ earns $3,000. i 

Mr. BARTLETT. The law now fixes his salary at $2,250. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The appropriation, the current law, is 
$2,250. For years this has been asked from us by the commis- 
sion. The high-grade men in this commission are the lowest 
paid of any in the employ of the Government. The commis- 
sioners themselves receive only $3,500 a year, and this clerk is 
the practical man in this commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How long has it been established by law 
that the salary of the secretary should be $2,250? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am not informed, but I believe since the 
organization of the commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then it does not depend upon the current 
legislation; it has been fixed by the law that established the 
commission? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; but Congress can change that law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask how long this man has 
occupied this position with this same salary? 

Mr. LITTAUER. He has been there since 1883—twenty-one 

ears. 
7 Mr. BARTLETT. At the sanie salary? 

Mr. LITTAUER. At the same salary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. From the time the Civil Service Commission 
was established. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We were appealed to particularly because 
we understood the gentleman was married the other day and 
that he had lived along these twenty-one years on this low 
salary and that in the end Congress ought to recognize and 
grant to him his just deserts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 
whether I am in time to make the point of order on the increase 
of this salary from $2,250 to $3,000? I will make the point of 
order anyway. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, I trust the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
now that the $3,000 increase of salary is contrary to existing 
law, the existing law being that it shall be $2,250. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it is too late to 
make the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I offer to amend and propose to 
strike out the words “three thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “two thousand two hundred and fifty,” in 
accordance with the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 12 strike out “ three thousand“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words two thousand two hundred and fifty.” 


Mr. LILLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraurn] if he thinks this 
clerk could earn more than $2,250 in any other job if he should 
lose this one? . 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do. L believe that he has shown such 
ability in the work that he has carried on there for many years. 

Mr. LILLEY. Well, I do not. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, that is a mere difference of opinion. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it is well known 
to the House that the members of the Civil Service Commission 
usually continue in office but a brief time. This is one of the 
most rapidly changing commissions, in its personnel, in the sery- 
ice. The one man who has held steadily from the beginning up 
to this time and who knows the whole civil-service system more 
thoroughly than any other, upon whom the commissioners rely, 
as do all that have business to do with that commission, has 
been this man for whom an increase of salary is recommended. 

He has served these twenty years or more and carried the 
burden oftentimes of the entire commission. From his acquire- 
ments, his fidelity, his long service, his thorough familiarity 
with the entire system, it is simply just that his salary be in- 
creased to this extent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman before he 
takes his seat, as he is so familiar with the subject, would it not 
be well to strike out the three commissioners and let the clerk 
run this commission, and in that connection will the gentleman 
tell us if he knows why it is that gentlemen will very seldom 
remain on that commission? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, of course—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the matter with it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just wait a moment, if you 
please. I am well aware that this is not a popular subject with 
some gentlemen in this House—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not a bit popular. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And has not been any time 
since I have been here. Every time the civil service or the 
commission has come up before the House it has been assaulted 
from one standpoint or another. I think, to be frank with the 
gentleman from Ohio, that there are some Members of the House 
not thoroughly in sympathy with the Civil Service Commission, 
and because of that lack of sympathy there is this disposition to 
levity, and sometimes, perhaps, to unjustly charge these gentle- 
men, who are the creatures of this House—public servants under 
law made by this House and in obedience to your behest under- 
taking to carry out their duties in your name. If by insinuation 
or otherwise we make it uncomfortable for them, or if we do not 
give them enough to justify a continuous service, it is our fault 
and not theirs; and here is a gentleman who has served faith- 
fully through all these years of the changing personnel and poli- 
ties of the commission, and is the one man above all others, as 
I understand it, who is simply indispensable in this service, and 
his salary ought to be increased. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Division! ž 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 38. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were refused, not a sufficient number rising in support 
of the demand therefor. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, did I understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania a little while ago to say he intended to 
move to strike out this paragraph? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I intended first to make the point of order 
against it, and, unless that carries, to move to strike out the en- 
tire paragraph under the caption of “ field force” and also the 
one under the head of “ rural-carrier examining board.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to move to strike 
out the paragraph. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, the paragraph has not been read yet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; he is reading on the next paragraph, 
I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which paragraph is it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Beginning on line 10, page 33, which has 
been read, has it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; that paragraph has been read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the paragraph I move to strike out. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is the one I had in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page line 10, strike out all of line 10 down to and includin 
line 24. se: x * 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect that this 


motion will prevail. 1 do not believe that if it did prevail it 
will prevent this commission from getting their salaries, but it 
is the only way that I have here or any other Member will have, 
as long as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] is 
chairman of the Civil Service Committee I fear, to vote upon 
this question and to enter a protest against the whole system of 
alleged, pretended, civil-service reform as we have it. I do not 
want it understood that I am opposed to a proper civil service— 
a civil service based on proper examination and trial. I want 
one that will bring results in the way of an improvement in the 
way of ciyil service. I have had an opportunity to observe dur- 
ing the two periods—the old period of the “spoils system,” so 
called, and thé new period of the “ merit system,” so called—and 
I believe I can say with absolute sincerity, and I think that is 
true of the judgment of every man who has been permitted to 
observe those two periods, that the civil service of the United 
States is not being improved; that it is not as good as it was 
twenty years ago; that it is constantly deteriorating; that it is 
being every year more and more an expense and less and less 
efficient. 

I want to enter my protest against it as it now exists, and I 
can not do it in any other way than this. If it came in such a 
way that I could vote to wipe it out—cut it out, root and branch, 
to get rid of all its pretenses, to do away with its deformity—I 
would gladly do it. But it seems that we can not have that 
opportunity. Therefore I take the only one that comes to me, 
that in the most positive way I can to denounce it as, in my 
judgment, a great mistake—a mistake almost amounting to a 
crime. We are creating in our midst a privileged class of people. 
We are preparing a way for a large pension list, an immense one. 
Gentlemen think that the danger is not upon them this moment, 
and therefore they seem to be unconcerned; but every man who 
gives thought to it knows that that is coming—that it must 
come in the interest of doing the public business of the people. 
In time to come there will be an army of inefficient men, made 
so by time, and I believe that instead of passively accepting this 
system as one that ought to be changed, it is the duty of men 
who know, the duty of men who have opportunity to observe, 
whenever they can and wherever they can to denounce it as 
insufficient to accomplish the purpose that men say they desire 
by a civil service. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I just wish 
to say a word. I do not think it is necessary to debate the 
proposition made by the gentleman from Iowa. This House 
has heard it a great many times, and he himself admits that his 
proposition would have no force or effect; that it simply ex- 
presses a feeling; and no matter what we do, whether we 
strike it out or not, the law goes on just the same. It does 
not matter whether this particular provision goes through; 
it amounts to nothing whether we strike it out or leave it in, 
the law will still remain and the same salaries will be paid. 

Now on the merits of the civil service, I differ absolutely 
from the gentleman from Iowa, and I believe the great majority 
of the people of this country differ from him. I believe that 
when he says the old “spoils system,” as he calls it, is better 
than the present system, he is grossly mistaken. I believe the 
present system is infinitely better in the service it gets for the 
country, in the men it brings in as clerks, and in the effect it 
has upon us as Members of Congress. I believe it has improved, 
and it will improve from year to year, and I think it will be 
free from much of the criticism which used to be made with so 
much force, and truth, I doubt not, about the examinations. 
The examinations are better, and the effect on the service is 
beneficial. Of course it is not a perfect system. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman know 
that another system would be better than either the “ spoils 
system” or this, which, I think he must grant must lead at 
least to a civil-service pension list? Does not the gentleman 
think that it would be better for the committee of which he is 
the distinguished chairman, I believe, to bring in a bill for a 
fixed period of public service? Let it be for five, seven, twelve, 
or fifteen years—that makes no difference; but let it be limited; 
let the time be fixed so that each man who holds a Federal ap- 
poinment may know, just as a sheriff or clerk jn one of our 
counties knows, that when a certain time comes he must go 
back to private life, and during the period of public life he may 
save his money so that when he goes Lack to private life he may 
go back out of debt and respected. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: That is a question which 
has been discussed in our committee. Personally, I do not be- 
lieve that it is the remedy. I will admit of course that the pres- 


ent system does tend to superannuation. There is a bill on the 
Calendar of this House that if is passed will relieve that. 
There is a provision that when a man gets to be 70 years of age 
he shall leave the service. That prevents the danger of in- 
efficient service the gentleman alludes to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But if the gentleman will 
excuse me, if you are going to wait until a man is 70 years of 
age before putting him out of the service he goes out helpless, 
and that is the objection to that scheme. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not think he ought to 
go out helpless. That is just it. In every other walk of life a 
man appreciates that he must lay up enough money as he goes 
along to keep him after he gets to be 70 years old. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, do our Federal of- 
ficials appreciate that? Is it not a matter within the gentle- 
man’s own knowledge that they rely upon the hope of feeding 
at the public crib always, as a reason why they should not save 
a dollar? Does the gentleman from his Massachusetts dis- 
trict—I know of none from my section of the country—remem- 
ber a single man who has ever gotten an office in Washington 
who ever entertained the idea of giving it up? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I think that we all of 
us, when we get here, want to stay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Congressmen know 
that they are elected for only two years, and they know that 
there is.a chance of going out at the end of the term, so that 
wise Congressmen, like the gentleman and myself, do not use- 
lessly run in debt, and do not leave ourselves stranded as atoms 
upon the general surface of the oceanic occasion. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That may be true, but 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But these other people do. 
Now, don’t you think it would be better to prescribe a term that 
would not run with the Presidential term—five or seven years— 
and at the end of that time let a man go out of office just as a 
sheriff or a clerk does? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If the House will give me 
time, I will be glad to answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman's time 
wil be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The same thing which the 
gentleman seeks by his five or four year term would be reached 
by the bill which is now on the Calendar; because if every clerk 
saw before him the necessity of going out of the service when 
he reached 70 years of age, then he would not have the feeling 
which the gentleman says they all now have, that they are go- 
ing to feed at the crib forever. It seems to me that bill brings 
to bear upon a Government employee the same influences for 
saving as the gentleman’s proposition, and it does not make 
what I think is the objection to a five-year term; it does not 
make a wholesale turning out of office. Now we are in a very 
different condition than we were even twenty years ago, when 
this act went into effect. Why there are 150,000 men now un- 
der the classified service; 270,000, I think it is, in the whole 
Government service. There are 150,000 men, according to you, 
who would have to go out every five years; I do not believe 
that is wise; but I do believe that if the bill which is now on the 
Calendar was enacted it would remedy that one defect in the 
law, would it not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
cuse me—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not mean by that that 
the whole office-holding class will go out at the termination of 
a particular five years. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. You mean one-fifth go out 
every one year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You might let one-fifth of 
them go out each year, and then when a man was reappointed 
he would go out five years after he was reappointed. Deaths 
and—lI started to say resignations, but there would be none 
deaths and remoyals for cause would bring about a different state 
of initiation into office, and in addition to that you could divide 
the general office-holding class into subclasses that would go 
out in different years. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As I say, I do not believe 
that is the best remedy. I think the bill which is now on the 
Calendar, while I do not think it is best, would be a better 
method of curing it. But the question now, of course, is not 
what is the ideal method, it is not a question of improving the 
method. The question now is, Shall we simply show animosity 
to that whole system by emptily striking out this paragraph? 
I trust the committee will not do it. 


If the gentleman will ex- 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it would hardly be legal, 
constitutional, and satisfactory that this debate should take 
place and this paragraph be passed without myself embarking in 
the procedure of adding a little something to the hilarity of the 


annual occasion. The gentleman from Massachusetts says that. 


this is a “ puerile“ —I think that was the word he used 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, excuse me; I did not 
use that word. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Some other word equally good, perhaps. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not remember the 
exact word. 

- A MEMBER: Senseless.“ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. “Senseless procedure.” It is the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and gentlemen who have acted in 
his position before who have caused this “senseless procedure“ 
annually. 

I can tell you how he has succeeded, he and his predecessors, 
iin doing it. The civil-service bill was introduced in the Senate 
of the United States twenty-one years ago, and passed. Dur- 
ing the debate on its passage the Senator from Massachusetts 
whom we are now mourning the great loss of, while indors- 
ing the general purpose, the apparent purpose, of the bill, stated 
in effect that it was crude and imperfect, and used the lan- 
guage, “It is a tentative measure in its present form.” The 
author of the bill made no sort of claim that he was trying to 
reform the civil service, and frankly said that his purpose in 
‘introducing and attempting to secure the passage of the law 
Was to bring about a division of public patronage in the very 
direction of these “ spoils systems“ which we have heard as the 
battle cry of reformers ever since. 

The bill passed and’ went upon the statute book, and from 
that day to this I will say scores and hundreds of bills have 
been introduced into this House and into the Senate to amend, 
to change, to revise, to repeal, to enlarge, to strengthen, to 
weaken this measure. Not one of them was ever reported back 
to the body from which it emanated. 

Now, if this was a popular measure, if it did not have to be 
guarded with a club in defiance of popular sentiment and 
popular right in the legislative body, why this procedure? 
Never during twenty years, I can say to the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, has there been a bill reported to this 
House from the committee that would furnish even the oppor- 
tunity of amendment so as to change this original tentative 
measure. It has been legislated upon by Executive order. 
There is no question about that. If you want to find out where 
legislation by Executive order has come from, trace the whole 
procedure from the first President that has administered it 
down to the last one that has enlarged its operations. 

In the Fifty-fifth or Fifty-sixth Congress a hundred Repub- 
lican Members of the House met in a voluntary committee and a 
bill was drawn, not a spoils-system bill, but, in my judgment, a 
vast improvement on the present law, a bill that proposed terms 
of office for clerks below a certain grade. I think it was four 
years, perhaps, with the full opportunity to reappointment; but 
there was a long line of improvements that had been suggested 
to these 100 gentlemen because of the gross outrages, as we 
believed, that had been perpetrated under the forms and pre- 
tenses of civil-service reform and merit system. That bill was 
regularly introduced by Judge Evans, now on the United States 
bench, as a result of the concurrent action of the 100 Mem- 
bers of the House. It went to the committee, and it is there 
yet, as is every other bill that has gone there, with the possible 
exception of the one which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Grttert] has referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like five minutes more. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have the time desired. x 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the bill to which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has referred is susceptible, under our par- 
liamentary rulings here, of an amendment, and possibly we may 
have an opportunity to amend it when the time comes, if it 
ever should come, that the bill comes up for passage; but I 
am a little afraid that the gentleman will never call it up, or 
try to call it up, especially now that I have warned him that 
he had better look out or there may be nothing left of it when 
it comes to a passage except the enacting clause. Therefore I 
do not think he will be speedy and zealous in getting that bill 
before this House. 

There has never been a time in the twenty-odd yenrs of the life 
of this law that two-thirds of the Members of this House would 
not have yoted to amend it if they could have had the oppor- 


tunity. We have had no opportunity, and everybody has under- 
stood exactly why we have had no opportunity. The only oppor- 
tunity we have had is to express our opinion, not foolishly but 
intelligently, that we should like to amend this law that was 
passed as an experiment, and which has proved not as efficient 
or valuable, it strikes me, as we could make it if we had the 
opportunity to work on it. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman from Ohio see to it that 
we haye a special rule making that bill in order? 

Mr. GROSVENOR.: The gentleman from Ohio can not “see 
to” anything. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes, the gentleman from Ohio can see to 
many things, and see through a great many things. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will see to it that I vote for it, in con- 
junction with other members of the committee, if I have the 
opportunity. Now, that is about all I have to say. I think 
that this matter has gone mad—gone wild. 

Now, think of the rural carriers, Just think of them, gen- 
tlemen! I had a formidable set of papers come to me this 
morning. I want to tell you what they were. A formal 
charge—or perhaps I ought to say a formal demand—was made 
by the Civil Service Commission, or gentlemen representing 
that Bureau—these great gentlemen, these thirty-five hundred 
dollar gentlemen—calling upon a poor fellow, a rural carrier, 
who is getting $650 or $700 a year, to answer the following 
questions: 


Did you use your influence in behalf of the election of Roosevelt or 
some one else in the recent apa in Ohio? 

Is it true that you, on the day of the election, turned over your route 
to acer substitute, and that you went to the election and worked at the 
po 


Now, just think! We are paying $40,000 or $50,000 to liave 
a Commission that can jump on a poor fellow, a carrier, and 
hold him up like that. There came to me a document signed 
by the postmaster of the town—the initial point—stating that 
the man was one of the most efficient carriers in that section 
of the country; that it was true that he occasionally sat around 
a store nights and talked politics a little, and that on the day 
of the election his child was violently sick with a throat dis- 
ease and he was in attendance upon the child, under the care 
of a physician, but that he did go to the election and voted. 
And his physician certified to the same fact. Now, that man 
is held up by order of the Civil Service Commission. He is 
losing his pay. He is feeding his horses and he is not getting 
any pay for it, while a great body of men are investigating, 
not what is the matter with the woman who came from Cleve- 
land and robbed everybody [laughter], but as to whether that 
man did vote for Roosevelt and whether he worked at the 
polls on election day. Now, that is all there is of it. I can 
refer any gentleman to the name and to the place and all the 
circumstances. connected with it. When it was simmered down 
at home—I do not know what it will be when it is passed on 
here—and the fact was ascertained, it was discovered that a 
gentleman of the opposite political faith had threatened this 
man and tried to drag him away from his advocacy of Roose- 
velt, telling him that he would annoy him, and after the sus- 
pension took place this same man gave further notice that he 
was going after the postmaster in a few days. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. And he will probably get him, now that the 
election is over. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt he will get him. Now, 
is it any wonder that we would like to have a brief opportu- 
nity to express our opinion upon propositions like that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, there is but a limited num- 
ber cf Members present in the House at this time, and it is after 
5 o’clock—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. a 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman desire any time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to move to strike out the last word for about three minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman desire to postpone the 
rising of the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; just for a second. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will yield, with pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have lis- 
tened to the interesting discourse of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor]. He always interests me and he always inter- 
ests the House. I wondered, however, while he was talking if 
he could furnish us with such a hard-luck story out in Ohio 
because of a fellow who had shown political activity In the 
cause of Roosevelt, what might possibly have been the awful 
fate of one who dared show political activity in behalf of 
Parker. [Lauglter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The indications are, I will say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIIIIAus], that there were 
a great many of them who were terrified during that time. 
[Laughter. ] 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A great many; yes. Mr. 
Chairman, from the numerousness of their scarcity at the polls 
I imagine a great many of them must have been terrified 
[laughter], whether through the rural free-delivery service or 
in some other way I shall not undertake to say. But the gen- 
tleman has incidentally told us that if the Administration 
wanted to find out how a fellow voted who was a rural carrier 
that they might find out by charging him with having voted 
for the dominant party, trusting later on to get the desired 
information. 

I have not risen, however, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 
dwelling upon that feature of the discussion. I was a little 
bit afraid that something I -myself had said would leave a 
wrong impression of my views upon this question. I think that 
the civil-service experiment has shown that the old spoils sys- 
tem, as it is called, was not perfect, and I do not think the 
people are prepared to go back to that system. 

I am rather inclined to believe with the gentleman from Iowa, 
however, that it was equally as good as the Chinese system, 
which we now have. I would not go back, however, entirely to 
that. I believe that there ought to be an examination to deter- 
mine whether men are competent or incompetent to hold these 
offices, but the difference between me and the civil-seryice men 
would be this: After having held an examination, after having 
required the men to get a very high average standing upon that 
examination, a standard higher than we now require, I would 
then leave the appointing power to select from the list of eligi- 
bles the men whom they wanted to serve the country in their 
respective Departments. I do not believe that a Republican Ad- 
ministration ought to be served by men, a great many of whom 
have at heart the defeat of Republican Administration. I do 
not believe that a Democratic Administration ought to be served 
that way. I do believe that the men ought to be entirely com- 
petent. I believe that they ought to be determined to be com- 
petent by public examination; that then the appointing officers 
ought to be left free to select from the list of eligibles the men 
who will contribute to the success of the governmental adminis- 
tration of the party in power with its policies. I believe, more- 
over, that a far more important thing than a man’s competency 
in arithmetic and geography and general history is a man's 
character, his honesty, his integrity. I believe that the man 
who puts him in office is responsible for him, and that man 
ought to have some way of finding out not only whether he is 
acquainted with these various things upon which he is ex- 
amined, but whether he is a man of good moral character and 
absolute integrity and loyalty and trustworthiness. Thus, 
having had determined his intellectual competency, to have the 
opportunity to examine into and determine his moral com- 
petency. At the same time I would have him serve one, or at 
the furthest, two terms fixed by law, just like your officers at 
home have fixed terms. Who here present will deny this 
proposition when I make it, that the average county sheriff and 
clerk are far more competent than the average man in office 
under the Federal Government at Washington? Is there any- 
body who will deny it? Not one who knows anything about it. 
I was afraid that the impression might be left that I thought 
that no examination was necessary at all. I do not believe that, 
and I wanted to explain that fact. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 3 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

The SPEAKER. There has been transmitted to the House a 
letter from the War Department calling attention to the fact 
that in Document No. 31, heretofore transmitted by mistake, a 
portion of the document was not transmitted and is now trans- 
mitted. This is the size of the original document. Without ob- 
jection, therefore, Document No. 31 will be reprinted with the 
omitted matter now transmitted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


urn. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


the St. Louis Hay and Grain Company against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assisant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John W. Spratley against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioner of the Freedmen’s Savings and 
Trust Company, transmitting the annual report for the year 
ended December 1, 1904—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, a proposition for legislation in ref- 
erence to seizure of live stock trespassing on Indian reserva- 
tions—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, submitting his 
annual report for the year 1904—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief Clerk of the House, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for deficiency in expenses of select 
committees—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter-from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
annual report of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BABCOCK, from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14752) to change the name of the East 
Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3016) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10683) granting a pension to William Lanier 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15267) granting a pension to Thomas O, 
Hughes—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15820) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. - 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


_ Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 15969) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives among the several States of the Union, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Census, 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 15970) to amend section 
1141 of the “Act to establish a code of law for the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as amended by the act ap- 
proved June 30, 1902—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 15971) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States under the Twelfth Census "— 
to the Committee on the Census, 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 15972) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 15978) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Niles, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 15974) for the enlargement of 
the post-office building at Trenton, N. J.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 15975) to provide for a survey 
of the harbor at Galveston, Tex., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15976) to provide for a survey of the har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex., and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15977) appro- 
priating $100,000 for the completion and protection of the revet- 
ments of the banks of the Missouri River at St. Joseph, Mo.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15978) appropriating $50,000 for completion 
of public building extension at St. Joseph, Mo.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 15979) to dredge Horn 
Island Pass, in Jackson County, Miss., to a depth of 21 feet—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. j 

By Mr. BABCOOK: A bill (H. R. 15980) to require the eree- 
tion of. fire escapes in certain buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 15981) to authorize the Mis- 
sissippi Central Railroad Company to bridge Pear] River, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
-eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 15982) extending the limit 
of time within which homesteaders may establish residence on 
lecations under the Shoshone irrigation enterprise under the 
‘terms of the national irrigation act—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 15983) for the 
consolidation of third and:fourth class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15984) 
to provide for the erection of a monument at the battlefield of 
Gettysburg to commemorate the services of the Signal Corps of 
the United States Army during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 15985) authorizing the pur- 
chase or acquirement of land adjoining the Fort Hamilton Res- 
ervation, New York City, the improvement of the same, and the 

erection of new buildings at such fort—to the Committee on Ap- 
Propriations. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 15986) creating the Colorado 
Cliff Dwellings National Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15987) to 
promote public education by giving free transmission through 
ithe mails to certain educational publications—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15988) for the re- 
lief of certain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 15989) to authorize Louis 
M. Tisdale to construct and operate a ship canal or channel from 
Mon Louis Island, Mobile County, State of Alabama, to the deep- 
water basin in Mobile Bay between Fort Morgan and Fort 
Gaines, Ala., through the lands and waters of the United States, 
and to grant to said L. M. Tisdale the right of way for that pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 15990) for the further 
Improvement of the propagation and distribution of valuable 
seeds, plants, bulbs, and so forth—to.the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 15991) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Sharon, Mercer County, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRANDEGER: A bill (H. R. 15992) to provide for 
the construction of a light-house and buoy tender for the in- 
spector of the third light-house district to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 15993) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to exchange the site for the public 
building at Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
dings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 15994) to provide for the 
erection of a municipal building in the city of New York—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15995) to 
regulate the employment of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H..R. 15996) providing for the es- 
tablishing of a Weather Bureau station at Del Rio, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 15997) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made of Caseyville 
Harbor, Michigan, on Lake Huron—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15998) to authorize the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of telegraphic eables be- 
tween the mainland of the United States of Aemrica and the 
Canal Zone on the Isthmus of Panama, and to promote com- 
merce- to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 15999) appropriat- 
ing the sum of $10,000 for fencing Round Valley Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of California—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs 


By Mr..SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 16000) to enable the De- 
partment of Agriculture to continue its investigations and exper- 
imentations with reference to the cotton-boll worm, cotton-wilt 
disease, and root rot—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 16180) fer a public build- 
ing at the city Clarinda, Iowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 165) au- 
thorizing the granting of permits to the committee on inaugu- 
ration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, and so forth—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 166) to 
amend the Constitution in regard to the term of President, Vice- 
President, and Members of Congress—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


gress. ` 

By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
167) directing the Secretary of War to appoint a board of engi- 
neers to report a project for restoring and maintaining the origi- 
nal navigable capacity of Sacramento River, in the State of Cal- 
ifornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 168) de- 
termining the material of the public building at Cleveland, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
169) providing for examination, survey, and estimate of cost for 
improvement of the harbor at Mendocino, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a ‘joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) appropriating $8,000 
for the improvement of Petaluma Creek, in the State of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to make an examination, survey, and estimate of 
cost for improvement of Sonoma Creek, in the State of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 172) appropriating $7,500 
for the improvement of the Mokelumne River, in the State of 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) directing the Secretary 
of War to make survey and estimate for improvement of Belve- 
dere Harbor in San Francisco Bay—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) appropriating $3,000 
for the improvement of Napa River, in the State of California 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also,a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) making appropriations 
for lower Sacramento River available for any navigable portion 
of said river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution (H. Res. 388) to pay to the widow 
of David Wolfe Brown, late Official Reporter of Debates in the 
Honse, certain moneys—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A resolution (H. Res. 389) allowing chair- 
men of certain committees to appoint session clerks—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 16001) granting an increase of 
pension to William I. Bastian—to the Committee on ‘Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 16002) granting an increase 
of pension to John Falkenbach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10003) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Messmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16004) granting an increase of pension to 
Granville M. Pearman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16005) granting an increase of pension ‘to 
Mary J. McKim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16006) granting an increase of pension to 
James Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16007) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Helwagen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16008) granting an increase of pension to 
Absolum Borror—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16009) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Grady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16010) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Elder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16011) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Weingardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16012) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Waldorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 16013) granting an increase of pension to 
Letulius Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16014) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph K. Pritner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16015) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo C. Fleming—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16016) granting an increase of pension to 
S. Harriet Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16017) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16048) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16019) granting a pension to Nancy Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16020) granting a pension to Leonard Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16021) granting a pension to Daniel 
Heintz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16022) grantmg a pension to James Fal- 
loon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16023) granting a pension to Martha A. 
McCloud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16024) granting a pension to Lewis Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16025) to correct the military record of 
William H. Feaster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16026) to correct the military record of 
Lyman D. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16027) to correct the military record of 
John Bolling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16028) to correct the military record of 
John Morrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16029) appropriating the sum of $500 to 
pay services of Elizabeth Ballett as nurse—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16030) for the relief of Capt. Wilson Strick- 
ler, Company C, Twenty-first Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16031) for the relief of Capt. Perry L. 
Miles—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 16032) granting 
an increase of pension to Timothy Hanlon—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 16033) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Clark—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16034) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison W. Holman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16085) granting an increase of pension to 
Church Fortner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 16036) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christian White—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16037) granting an increase of pension to 
Sumner Barstow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16038) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin L, Dake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16039) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Betts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16040) granting to the city of Boulder, in 
the county of Boulder and State of Colorado, certain lands for 
park purposes and for the preservation of the native trees on 
said lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 16041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac H. Baldwin—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16042) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Herriott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16043) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Anderson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16044) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rawlins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16045) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Main—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16046) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Lahrman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16047) granting an increase of pension to 
Nat G. Barter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16048) granting a pension to Alpheus G. 
Snoyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16049) granting a pension to Mary A. Cor- 
neli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16050) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Newman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16051) for the relief of William Mackey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16052) for the relief of Isaac Cogswell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 16053) granting a pension to 
Florence Emery Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16054) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. £ 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 16055) for the relief of 
William J. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16056) granting a pension to Frances Kirt- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16057) granting a pension to William 
Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16058) granting a pension to Albert M. 
Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16059) granting a pension to Henry Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16060) granting an increase of pension to 
John Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16061) granting a pension 
to John Creager—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16062) granting a pension to Solomon 
Smith, jr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 16063) granting a pension to 
Lydia A. Keller—to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

By Mr. CASTOR: A bill (H. R. 16064) granting an increase 
of pension to John Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 16065) granting a pension 
to William H. Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16066) granting 
an increase of pension to Chloe M. Hewitt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 16067) granting an increase 
of pension to Ora P. Howland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 16068) granting an increase of 
pouon to Samuel M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16069) granting a pension to Ashley R. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16070) granting a pension to Jane Plank- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16071) for the relief of Green Edmond- 
son—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 16072) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert H. Barry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16073) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16074) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Wetherell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 16075) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar M. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16076) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 
Muse Thomas—to the Commitee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 16077) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16078) granting a pension 
to Benjamin H. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16079) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dammer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16080) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson L. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16081) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin W. Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16082) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 16083) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac G. Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16084) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas O'’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16085) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. C. Sowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 16086) granting an increase 
75 pension: to Hiram Burkholder—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 
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By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 16087) granting 
an increase of pension to Harriet H. Brady—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 16088) for the relief of Cooper 
Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 16089) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda Chatterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A Dill (H. R. 16090) granting an increase 
of pension to Jerome Goodsell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16091) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16092) granting an increase of pension to 
Orvin P. Waterbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10093) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin Billings—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (II. R. 16094) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Hall—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16095) granting a pension to Amanda E. 
Wagoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16096) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac B. Sanduskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 16097) granting a pension 
to I. M. Wolf—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16098) to correct the military record of 
W. H. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 16099) granting a pension to 
Lafayette Boutwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16100) granting a pension to James W. 
McCullah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16101) granting a pension to Robert J. 
Yeoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16102) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16103) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Ruess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 16104) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Lanning—to the Committe on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16105) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 16106) granting a pension 
to Frances Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16107) granting a pension to Robert Sew- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16108). 
granting an increase of pension to A. S. Ray—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 16109) granting a pension to 
Alice T. Groesbeck—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 16110) for the relief of 
Elizabeth A. C. Galloway—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16111) for the relief of J. H. Holland—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 16112) granting a 
pension to Louisa Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16113) granting an increase of pension to 
Bertha Weis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16114) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Callow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16115) granting an increase of pension to 
John Klopfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16116) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16117) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin B. Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16118) for the re- 
lief of the personal representatives of Peter J. Wise, late of 
Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16119) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church of Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 16120) granting a pension to 
Robert Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 16121) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward. Root—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16122) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen R. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16123) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 16124) granting an increase 
= pension to John Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16125) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene C. Moger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 16126) for the relief of Leroy 
Noble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 16127) granting an increase of 
pora to Elijah J. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-. 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16128) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac D. Toll-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 16129) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Pitman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16130) granting a pension to Alice Rourk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 16131) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Clift—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 16132) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Seele—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16133) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16134) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Stillwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 16135) granting an increase 
of pension to Bridget A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16136) granting a pension to Louise S. 
MecWhinnie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16137) granting a pension to Leocardia F. 
Flowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16138) 
for the relief of Mary Cairney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 16189) to provide an 
American register for the barkentine Andromeda—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 16140) granting an increase 
x pension to Nelson A. Fitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16141) granting an increase of pension to 
John Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16142) granting an increase of 
pension to R. G. Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16143) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16144) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kreigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16145) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16146) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin J. Joy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16147) granting a pension to Mary Mur- 
name—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 16148) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew McKown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16149) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 16150) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert McAnally—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 16151) for the relief of 
W. C. York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 16152) granting a pension to 
Elmer E. Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 16153) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha E. Sanford—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 16154) granting an 
increase of pension to John G. V. Herndon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16155) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Barton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16156) for the 
settlement of claims of volunteer soldiers by the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 16157) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Martin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16158) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi M. Truit—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16159) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to inclose a return envelope with all pen- 
sion vouchers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16160) grant- 
ing to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license to make excavations 
and place footings in the soil of certain land belonging to the 
United States at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16161) granting an increase of pension to 
Hart Echard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16162) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Muller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan D. Chapman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 16164) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph McKnight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 16165) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis L. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16166) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 16167) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward J: Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 16168) for the relief of 
Isaiah Heylin MeDonald—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 16169) granting a pension to 
William H. H. Rock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 16170) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16171) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah D. Tarver—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16172) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia A. Warren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 16173) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Allen Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 16174) granting an increase of 
pension to Malek A. Southworth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 16175) granting an increase 
of pension to Merrick D. Frost—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 16176) for 
the relief of the Georgia Railroad and Banking Company—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHBAD: A bill (H. R. 16177) granting an 
Increase of pension to E. C. Davidson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16178) grant- 
Ing an increase of pension to Elijah Pautall—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16179) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Tracy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Young Peo- 
ple's Society of the First Church of the Covenanters of the 
City of Philadelphia, in fayor of an international peace con- 
gress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BADGER: Papers in support of bill H. R. 10460, 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Recob—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Mrs. P. L. Marchant by granting her a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of prominent citizens of Waterloo, Iowa, in be- 
half of a bill for a pension for James Mattingly, to accompany 
bill H. R. 4122—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. J. Edgar and others, of Eldorado, Iowa, 
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of residents of Farley, Iowa, against the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Papers to aceompany H. R. 15370, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Seth Phillips—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Brooklin Grange, No. 251, 
Maine, urging passage of bill H. R. 10765, establishing a Bureau 
of Public Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill H. R. 13932, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Thompson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of various citizens, asking for the 
enactment of a law to prevent discrimination by common car- 
riers of passengers traveling between States on account of 
color—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 15917, 
for the relief of Oliver P. Hughes—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Con- 
vention, held at St. Louis, Mo., October 28 and 29, 1904, in favor 
of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the New England To- 
bacco Growers’ Association, in opposition to any changes in the. 
present Dingley law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Camp of the Arctic Brother- 
hood, urging immediate legislation for an elective Delegate from 
Alaska—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Co 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, in relation to transportation charges by railway 
companies—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of heirs of Lewis Maukel, de- 
ceased, late of Knox County, Tenn., praying reference of war 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition in support of 
bill H. R. 9302, providing for untaxed denaturized alcohol, 
signed by C. E. Kites, of Springfield, Mass.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Freeman G. Witherby, of College Hill, Ohio, late of the 
Indianola, United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. à 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of citizens of Central Falls, R. I., 
for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Kalamazoo River Baptist 
Association, asking relief of distressing conditions in Kongo 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of W. S. Dassel and others, 
of Elberfield, Ind., against the parcels-post bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the Epworth League and 
Christian Endeavor societies of Shenandoah, Iowa, for an inter- 
national peace congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of locomotive engineers of Creston, Iowa, ask- 
ing for pensions for engineers who served at the front during 
the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of citizens of Montezuma County, 
Colo., favoring the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany claim of 


‘Martha B. Doty for an increase of pension—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Kirkpatrick for relief by a special pen- 
sion act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to John 
Klopfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Daniel Callow for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Bertha Weis for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Louisa Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Peter 
J. Wise—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Windham, Greene County, N. Y., for the establishment 
of an interstate congress for the abolition of war—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of First Baptist Christian En- 
deavor Society of Pittsfield, Mass., praying for the establishment 
of an international peace congress—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of residents of Colrain, Mass., in favor of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany claim of Mrs. Ellen 
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R. Graham for an increase of pension—to the Committee on In-. 


yalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for relief of William 
Smith, granting an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Edward Root, of Norton 
Heights, Conn., for an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of protest from the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Mystic, Conn., against the classing of women 
with idiots, criminals, lunatics, and ignoramuses in a bill now 
pending before the House—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Connecticut Baptist Convention, indors- 
ing the memorial to Congress of the Rey. T. S. Barbour—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of members of the Presbyterian 
Church of Malta, Saratoga County, N. Y., for a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Michigan, favoring a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of people of Cambridge and Somer- 
yille, Mass., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of West Somerville Baptist Church, of Somer- 
ville, Mass., for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution adopted by the board of di- 
rectors of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of Cali- 
fornia, September 28, 1904, favoring the improvement of the 
renee quarters at the Presidio—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. PORTER: Memorial of the Carnegie Steel Company, 
of Pittsburg, in favor of an exhibition of American railway ap- 
pliances—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the people of Pittsburg, for a 9-foot channel 
in the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Westinghouse Air Brake Company, in 
favor of an exhibition of American railway appliances in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Matthew McKown, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for an increase of pension for 
Mrs. J. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Memorial of D. M. Hunter, 
to accompany bill H. R. 15880—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 15350, for the 
relief of George Taylor, alias George Parks—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Camp of the Arctie Brother- 
hood, urging immediate legislation for an elective Delegate in 
Congress from Alaska—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention, to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to- 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, for legislation extending the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of W. C. York, of Paris, Tex., 
for payment for property confiscated by the Union Army in Mis- 
souri in 1861—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SHULL: Papers in support of House bill granting a 
pension to Elmer E. Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hugo, 
Ind. T., asking for the location of a United States court at their 
town—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention, in 
favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Jewell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15952, for the relief of 
David B. Wacaser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15953, for the relief of 
William T. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill granting an increase of 


pansion to Edward J. Lewis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
ons. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota : Petition of the Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers of St. Paul and Minneapolis, in favor 
of a pension for veteran engineers during civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of Interstate 
Commerce Law Convention, in favor of enlarging the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Interstate Commerce Law Con- 
vention, favoring enlargement of the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the locomotive engineers of New York, asking 
pensions for veteran engineers who served at the front during 
the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 14491, 
granting an increase of pension to Milton Selby—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Joseph 
W. Knight by granting him a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Mrs. W. H. Tyler, president of 
the Woman’s Home Mission Society of. Worcester, Mass., in fa- 
vor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. š 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany House bill for an in- 
crease of pension of Edward J. Dillon, Company G, Fourth New 
Hampshire Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of Dr. N. A. Southworth, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Corsmittee on Invalid Pensions, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Frmay, December 9, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. ` 
HOLIDAY RECESS, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution for 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York offers the fol- 
lowing privileged resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, January 4, 1905. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move you, sir, that the House resolye itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15895) generally known 
as the “ legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Under the rule for to-day bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar are in order; but the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions have no desire to interfere here, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that Monday next be substituted for the business in order 
to-day under the rule. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 
to hear. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that Monday next may be substituted for 
to-day for the Private Calendar, the consideration of pension 
business. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the 
gentleman from New Hampshire that he alter the form of his 
request and make it so that it shall immediately follow the 
passage of this appropriation bill. It may be that you can take 
it up to-morrow. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. But if you should occupy most of the day 
then we would not have time enough. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
we can fix that easily then, should there be any-trouble between 
the two conflicting interests. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears nene, and it is so ordered. 


It is impossible 
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LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 15895. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DALZELL in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a continuation of 
the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion pending before the committee 
is the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa, which 
the Clerk, without objection, will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, strike out lines 10 to 24 included. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Field force: For three examiners, at $2,200 each; four examiners, 


at $2,000 each; two examiners, at $1,800 each; one clerk, $1,800; one 
clerk, $1,700; one clerk, $1,200; six clerks, at $1,000 each; seven 


clerks, at $900 each; three clerks, at $840 each; two clerks, at $800 
Sa 10 on” clerks, at $600 each; one messenger boy, $480; in all, 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, against that paragraph I 
make the point of order that it is in violation of clause 2 of Rule 
XXI of this House, which declares that— 

No appropriation shall be rted in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any 
provon changing existing law be in order in any general appropria- 

on bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Upon that I should like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not make this point in any opposition to 
the Civil Service Commission, or with any reference to the 
merits or demerits of the present so-called “merit system.” I 
have been satisfied with the bill down to this paragraph and 
have voted for it, but I make this point in the interest of econ- 
omy and of orderly proceeding under the rules of this House. 
I maintain that this paragraph violates both the provisions of 
the rule which I have read and that it will merely add to the 
expense without in any way affecting the efficiency of the sery- 
ice. 

In the first place, it is not authorized by existing law. The 
act of 1883, creating the Civil Service Commission, authorizes 
it to employ only these persons: A chief examiner, a secretary, 
and, when necessary, a stenographer and a messenger. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the 
gentleman that this very clause cuts out twenty-five examiners 
in current law, and therefore reduces the expenses that much? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then in cutting them out it violates the ex- 
isting statute law and the House rule I have cited. But it does 
not cut out any examiners whatever. On the contrary, this and 
the succeeding paragraph create fifty-six entirely new clerk- 
ships, at an aggregate expense of $67,240, to do work now done 
in the post-offices and revenue collectors’ offices at no expense 
whatever. 

As I have said, the act creating this commission, and the only 
act upon the subject, authorizes simply the appointment by the 
commission of four employees. Now, it is true that by subse- 
quent appropriations that number has been increased, and to 
the extent that it has been so increased, or that it is increased 
in the appropriation bill for this current year, and may therefore 
possibly be held as authorized by existing law, that increased 
force is probably all right. It is involved in the paragraph which 
we have already passed, appropriating for 105 employees in- 
stead of the original four. But this paragraph for “ field force“ 
is entirely new. It is not authorized in the act of Congress 
creating the commission nor in any appropriation heretofore 
provided. It comes before us here for the first time. Therefore 
I maintain that it is not authorized by existing law. It is not 
an appropriation “in continuation of any public work or ob- 
ject,” for, as that phrase is used in the rule, it has been deter- 
mined on more than one occasion that it applies only to tangible 
work, and not to any of the departments or branches of the Goy- 
ernment service. 

Nor is this Civil Service Commission an Executive Depart- 
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ment within the provisions of various statutes which enable 
Congress to appropriate for additional clerks from time to time, 
The Departments within that authority are expressly defined 
in the statute itself to be the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment—namely, those Departments which are presided over 
by Cabinet officers. This may be seen by reference to sections 
158, 159, and 160 of the Revised Statutes. So I maintain that 
this appropriation is not authorized by existing law and violates 
the first part of that rule. 

Secondly, it changes existing law. Now, it provides a so-called 
“field force” of thirty-three employees. For the purpose to 
which they are to be devoted we must rely and do rely with 
entire confidence upon the caréfully and conscientiously pre- 
pared official statement of the Committee on Appropriations and 
presented by my capable, distinguished, and courteous friend 
[Mr. BI NoHAM] in charge of the bill. You will find on page 3, 
in the second paragraph, under the caption “ Civil Service Com- 
mission,” that this particular paragraph appropriates for thirty- 
three employees, with salaries aggregating $41,000, “ for the field 
force of the commission, the same being in lieu of persons now 
detailed from other branches of the public service.“ And the 
very next paragraph, against which I shall make the same point, 
provides for twenty-three more, to cost $26,240. In other words, 
these thirty-three persons and the other twenty-three persons 
are to take the places of those persons who now, under the law, 
conduct these examinations at no expense whatever to the 
Government. 

Now, what is the law on that subject? Turning again to sec- 
tion 3 of the act of 1883, in volume 22 of the United States Stat- 
utes at Large, we find this, beginning near the top of page 405, 
in the fifth line: 


The commission shall, at Washington, and in one or more places in 
each State and Territory where examinations are to take place, desig- 
nate and select a suitable number of persons, not less than ee, In the 
official service of the United States, residing in said State or Territory, 
after 5 head of the department or office in which such per- 
sons serve, to members of boards of examiners, and may at any time 
substitute any other person in said service livin in such State or Terri- 


tory in the place of anyone so selected. Such boards shall meet where 


convenient. 


And so forth. Now, that is the act of Congress upon this sub- 
ject. The commissioners “shall” designate those persons to 
conduct these examinations. We all know that in practice the 
persons so designated are clerks and deputies in local post-offices 
and in the offices of United States internal-revenue collectors, 
and the only duties they have to perform are to get the appli- 
cants together, hand them the written list of questions sent from 
Washington, and see that the written answers of the applicants 
are guarded and returned to the commission at Washington. 
That service is performed without cost to the Government and 
without the slightest disarrangement of the other service in the 
other departments, precisely as the act of Congress intended 
that it should be. 

This appropriation provides for thirty-three clerks in the one 
paragraph and twenty-three in the next, not to be designated 
from those local offices, as the existing law requires, but ap- 
pointed by the Civil Service Commission itself to conduct that 
work. I say, therefore, that it changes and violates the provi- 
sions of existing statute law. I do not believe that this by no 
means difficult service, which, divided around among the local 
post-office and revenue collectors’ clerks throughout the country, 
does not require upon the average as much as one hour in a year 
of their time, would be any better performed by an entirely new 
corps of fifty-six clerks, at an added annual expense of $67,240. 
I therefore insist, Mr. Chairman, upon the point of order, which 
I submit to you is well taken. 

Why, if it did no more than to change the word “ shall,” it 
would violate existing law under the previous rulings of the 
House, as you will find in Mr. Hinds’s Book of Parliamentary 
Precedents, section 562. But this goes further and repeals en- 
tirely the provision of the existing act of Congress which says 
that the commission shall do these things and substitutes an 
entirely different method, and provides for thirty-three addi- 
pee employees, at an additional expense to the Government of 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to maintain that the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] is not well ken. This field force is now in actual 
existence. The work is now being performed and performed 
under law. If this provision be retained it will make no change 
in the force as it is now employed. If this provision should not 
be retained in this bill, the work would go on just as it has been 
going on under law. It is not a new force. The Civil Service 


Commissioner stated that this force was practically formed im- 


mediately after the civil-service law went into effect in 1883, 
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but during the last two years it has been systematized: No mat- 
ter whether this goes into the law or not, the force will be main- 
tained. Itis now maintained under the fundamental law. 

Outside of the technical point of violation of the House rules, 
the gentleman referred to the matter of economy, stating that 
these clerks are simply for a temporary duty, and that there is 
no eost to the Goyernment when they are detailed for this work, 
against which we have the constantly repeated testimony of the 
heads of Departments that they can not spare the clerks for 
this purpose, that the time of these clerks is needed in the sys- 
tematic work of their Departments, and is diverted to civil- 
service work to the detriment of the Departments. These clerks 
have to devote themselves not only to covering all the questions 
that come from applicants and to giving information concerning 
examinations, but they have to carry on the examinations and 
make certifieation for appointments. This measure is one of 
economy; it facilitates the transaction of business and insures 
uniformity and fairness. I feel confident that the design of the 
Civil Service Commission here is to better the service and perfect 
its work, and in that way it deserves the support of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to take 
much time in the consideration of the proposition submitted by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] and the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from New York with reference to 
what is called the “field force” in this paragraph. I am dis- 
posed to think that perhaps the question submitted by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is certainly a fair one for the 
consideration of the Chair, but I feel in justice to the propo- 
sition contained in this bill covering the paragraph of the 
civil service that we have proceeded on the line suggested by 
General Black, the chairman of the commission. There might 
be some reason for a plea for the reorganization of the com- 
mission in order and for the purpose that in the future there 
should be a wiser, better, and safer administration of that 
service than now runs. But the ehairman of the commission 
submits his scheme. We have followed his new scheme word 
for word and given him the appropriation he asked for, for 
which he gives us back the men detailed from the Depart- 
ments here in Washington into the Civil Service Commission, 
the men detailed for that work from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, the Internal Revenue, and other Departments, with oe 
promise that he will make no call in the future under the gen- 
eral provisions of the organization of the commission, 1 
think, in 1883, Which gives him the right to call upon any De- 
partment of the Government for such subordinate force as 
may be required. 

Under the statute he can go to any Department of the Gov- 
ernment and make an unlimited appeal for any subordinate 
force he desires, a privilege which is accorded no other branch of 
the public service. He says that the clerks sent him are the in- 
different class of clerks and not of high order, rather than 
those he would select, which would be of the more experienced 
and efficient. If he could select his own subordinate force for 
all the commission’s service he would make better adminis- 
tration. We concede that. In other words, we concede that 
there will be a better administration under these provisions of 
the bill as we present it to the House than he now works un- 
der, and as it is a statute, your Committee on Appropriations 
desires that statute to be carried out to the wisest and best 
conclusion in administration. The contention, however, as to 
the point of order, I leave upon the ground the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lrrraver] has placed it. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, may I add 
just a word upon the point of order? I think it must be ad- 
mitted, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] said, 
that under the general law by which clerks are appointed this 
section of the bill could be sustained, because, as I read the 
statute, it seems to me clear that the Civil Service Commission 
would not come under the designation head of a Department ;” 
but the gentleman read from the civil-service law a part of a 
sentence and he did not complete it. It seems to me that under 
that full sentence this might be maintained, and I would like 
to read it to the Chair. 


The commission shall, at Washington and in one ma places 
in each State and Territory where examinations are lace, 
ery — than fares, 


designate and select a suitable number of Lage 
in the official service of the United States, g in said State or 
Territory, consu. the head of the partment or office in 


after 
which such persons serve, to be members 8 


That is as far as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] read. Now, the sentence goes on as follows: 


And may at any time substitute any other person in said service 
living in such State or Territory in the place of anyone so selected. 


Now, under that clause there are persons now engaged in the 
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service. All this appropriation does is to specifically provide for 
a certain number of persons. That same number is in the sery- 
ice now. The commission under this law have the right to 
substitute anyone they please for the person now in the service; 
and therefore why can not we provide for this as we do by this 
bill, and why can not they substitute them under that clause 
of the law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. A paragraph 
on page 34 of the bill provides for a “field force,” designating 
a certain number of employees and fixing their salaries. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] makes a point of 
order against this paragraph and invokes in support of it clause 
2 of Rule XXI, as follows: 

975 i oa greeny shall be reported in any general appropriation 


1, or as an amendment thereto, Yor any expenditure not 
. authorized by law, unless In continuation of appropriations 


or such public works 7 72 as are already in progress; nor 
shall sny provision changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 


The first question to determine, therefore, is whether or not 
the expenditures included in this paragraph have been previ- 
ously authorized by law. It seems very clear to the Chair, 
without undertaking to read at length the provisions of the act 
creating the Civil Service Commission, that there is no provision 
in that act which would authorize this expenditure. The only 
other authority cited to authorize it is a provision in the Re- 
vised Statutes, section 169, Title IV, which provides: 

Each head of a Departmen partme’ 
such number of clerks of N F — 
messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, la 7 — 
other employees and at such rates “a compensation, respectively, as 
may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year. 

If the Civil Service Commission were an Executive Depart- 
ment under the law, the point of order would have to be over- 
ruled. But is it such Department? Section 158 of this same 
title provides as follows: 


The provisions of this title shall apply to the following Executive 


ts: 
The nt of State. 

nd. The rtment of War. 
Third. The Department of the Treasury. 
Fourth. The 9 of Justice. 
Fifth. The Post-Office e e 
Sixth. The ‘tment of the — 
Seventh. The tof the Interior. 


And section 159 provides: 


The word Le end XI when used alone in this title and Titles 55 
VI, VII, VIII X. and XI means one of the Executive Departmen’ 
enumerated in preceding section. 

So it seems very clear to the Chair that this paragraph of the 
bill can not be justified under the provisions of those three sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes. The only other suggestion made 
to justify the appropriation, if the Chair rightly understood the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Livraver], was that such a 
force as is mentioned in the paragraph is already in existence, 
having been provided for from time to time by appropriation 
bills; but over against the provisions of the appropriation bills 
stand the provisions of the statute which do not authorize such 
a force and the provisions of Rule XXI, section 2, which re- 
quires for the creation of Such a force a provision of law. The 
enactment of an appropriation bill is not a provision of law any 
more than for the current year, and it gains no force by having 
been repeated for two or three or any number of succeeding 
years. Therefore, without diseussing at length the second 
proposition, the Chair is very clearly of the opinion that the 
. taken. The Chair sustains the point of 
0 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rural carrier examining board: For one examiner, $2,000; one clerk, 
8 8 clerk, $1,600; three clerks, at $1,400 each: five clerks, at 


$1,2 five clerks, at $1,000 each; four cler at $900 each ; 
clerk S 5 one messenger, $840; one l a? $360; all, 


728.240 in all, 

Mr. ‘OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, against that paragraph I 
make the same point of order, and, unless the Chair desires to 
hear further, ask unanimous consent that I may be considered 
as having made the same argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, in 
accordance with the ruling just made as to paragraph as to the 
“ field force.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

During the fiscal year 1906 it shall not be lawful to detail clerks or 


other employees from the — Te artments or other Gove: 
establishments in Washingto: eon the Civil Service Commission 


for the. performance of duty | in tee District of Columbia. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, we can not hear what the deci- 
sion of the Chair has been on any of these points. I suppose 
that the point of order has been sustained. Is that true? 

The CHAIRMAN, It has been sustained. 
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Mr. MADDOX. It is impossible to hear. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 
order on this paragraph that it is new legislation, and therefore 
subject to the point of order which has just been ruled upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order; it 
is clearly new legislation. 

Mr. MANN. It is only a limitation on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. It is plainly only a limitation on an appropria- 
tion bill confined to the fiscal year 1906. It has been ruled re- 
peatedly in similar cases that it is not subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say in answer to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that this is clearly positive legislation. That 
it shall not be lawful to detail clerks or other employees, etc.,” 
which is now lawful under existing law, and the statement that 
it is merely a limitation does not strike the Chair at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that we can not hear the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has the Chair ruled on the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. Les. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How was the ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chair will permit me, I quite agree with 
him in his decision, but in his decision he has overruled a num- 
ber of decisions made at the last session of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very sorry for that, but 
thinks the Chair is right. 

Mr. MANN. I think he is right, too. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, $8,000; Assistant Secre- 
tary, $4,500; Second and Third Assistant Secretaries, at $4,500 each; 
chief clerk, $3,000; assistant solicitor of the Department of State, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of State, $3,000; law clerk, and assist- 
ant, to be selected and appointed by the Secretary of State, to edit the 

laws of Congress and perform such other duties as may be required of 
them, at $2,500 and $1,500, aes ge bys Hh eight chiefs of bureaus, at 
$2,100 each; two translators, at ay each; additional to chief of 
Bureau of Accounts as disbursing clerk, $200; private secretary to the 
Secretary, $2,500; twelve clerks of class 4; eight clerks of class 3; 
fourteen clerks of class 2; twenty-eight clerks of class 1, one of whom 
is to be a telegraph operator; five clerks, at $1,000 each; twelve clerks, 
at $900 each; chief messenger, $1,000; two messengers; sixteen assist- 
ant messengers ; eker, $720; four laborers, at $600 each; and for 
r ters and stenographers to be selected by the Secre- 
tary, $2, ; in all, $177,920. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking a question. In yarious places in 
the bill I see the provision is here, twelve clerks of class 4, 
eight clerks of class 3, fourteen clerks of class 2, twenty-eight 
clerks of class 1, and the compensation is not stated. I pre- 
sume there is some general provision, and if so I would like to 
have it stated by the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In what respect? 

Mr. PERKINS. What does the clerk of class 2 get? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman simply desire to know 
whether the law fixes the compensation? 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to know what it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Eighteen hundréd dollars is the compensa- 
tion of a fourth-class clerk. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the compensation of a first-class 
clerk? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The compensation ranges from twelve hun- 
dred dollars, fourteen hundred dollars, sixteen hundred dollars 
to eighteen hundred dollars. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is fixed by general provision. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; and that is what we follow just in 
that form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of chief clerk and superintendent: For chief clerk, including 
$300 as superintendent of . $3,000; assistant superin- 
tendent of Treasury building, $2,500; inspector of electric-light piants, 

s, and fixtures for all public buildings under control of the Treasu 
Bepartment, $2,000; assistant inspector of electric-light plants and 
draftsman, $1,600; five clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of 
class 4, as kkeeper, $100; four clerks of class 3; three clerks of 
class 2; four clerks of class 1 (one as librarian); one clerk, $1,000; 
one messenger; two assistant messengers; storekeeper, 51.200; tele- 
graph operator, $1,200; telephone operator and assistant telegraph 
operator, $1,200; chief engineer, $1,400; three assistant engineers, at 
$1,000 each; six elevator conductors, at $720 each; three firemen; five 
firemen, at $650 each; coal passer. $500; locksmith and electrician, 
1280 2 captain of the watch, $1,400; two lieutenants of the watch, at 

900 each; fifty-eight watchmen; six ial watchmen, at $720 each; 


foreman of laborers, $1,000; skilled laborer, male, $840; wireman, 
$900; two skilled laborers, male, at $720 each; twenty-six laborers; 
ten laborers, at $500 each; laborer, $480; two laborers, at $360 each; 
eighty-seven charwomen; foreman of cabinet shop, $1,500; draftsman, 


$1,200; assistant draftsman, $1,200; ten cabinetmakers, at $1,000 
each; cabinetmaker, $720; carpenter, $1,000; carpenter's helper, 
$660. For the Winder Building: Engineer, $1,000; three firemen; 
conductor of elevator, $720; four watchmen; three laborers, one of 
whom, when necessary, shall assist and relieve the conductor of the ele- 
vator; laborer, $480; and six charwomen. For the Cox Building, 1709 
New York avenue: Three watchmen-firemen, at 5720 each; and one 
laborer; in all, $184,020. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph. What I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
under this head is this: Is this an additional employment ex- 
hibited in your report? I see you recommend one assistant 
bookkeeper, at $2,000; one clerk, at $1,200; three expert count- 
ers, at $900; one expert counter, at $800; five expert counters, 
at $700. Are those additional employees now in the Treasury 
Lead gape I am now looking at the report on bottom of 
page 3. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that the Treasurer of the 
United States in his hearing before your committee submitted 
this as a necessary increase, in order not only to facilitate the 
work, but because of large additions to his work. T sub- 
mit to the gentleman that this appropriation, under the gen- 
eral statute, is paid by the national banks. There has not been 
any exception filed as to whether there has been any extrava- 
gance on the part of the Treasurer in administering the statute. 
He charges these items against the national banks, and your 
committee, in view of that, have reached the conclusion that as 
there has been no objection from the national banks, and as 
your committee believe the Treasurer is a careful administrator, 
with his long experience, his high standing as a man, they are 
willing to accept his recommendation. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, will the chairman of the subcommittee 
do me the kindness to show me where in this bill this provision 
is made for these new employees. We were told yesterday 
about your italicized amendments; in other words, increases, by 
which they could be easily discovered 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will find the index, which 
probably he has before him 

Mr. MADDOX. I can not pick them out of these appropria- 
tions. I can not tell this from the other ones. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will find on pages 48 and 49 
of the bill indicated in the index, if he will read it, this para- 
graph, and he will also find 

Mr. MADDOX. As a separate and distinct paragraph? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That report referred to the office of the 
Treasurer. If you turn to the bill, on page 48, you will there 
find a large caption, “Office of the Treasurer,“ and then of 
“ Chief Clerk ;” then, on the other page, for the force employed 
in the redemption of national currency to be reimbursed by the 
banks, and then it goes on and names the force. 

Mr. MADDOX. ‘There are other employees there, too. ‘There 
is nothing there to indicate or call attention to anything that is 
done in the bill. It is impossible for a man to find out what 
is done. I do not propose to make a point of order against it if 
the committee is satisfied the Treasury needs it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have tried to make it clear in the bill 
and index. ; 

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman had accepted my proposi- 
tion, that you put in italics the changes you propose, so that we 
could see what they are, that would be all right. I do not want 
to object to these things if they are necessary and the Govern- 
ment needs them; but I would like to know what they are. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As one member of the committee, I am will- 
ing at all times to hear the gentleman’s fair criticism. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Division of customs: For chief of division, $2,750; assistant chief 
of division, $2,000; five law clerks, at $2,000 each; three clerks of class 
4; one clerk of class 3; two clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; 
four clerks, at $1.000 each; one clerk, $900; and two assistant messen- 
gers; in all, $35,690. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move, on page 40, in line 3, 
to strike out “one” and insert “ two,” so that it will read“ two 
clerks of class 3.“ I will say in explanation 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 40, line 3, strike out “ one” and insert “ two.” 


Mr. MARTIN. This is for the purpose of making provision in 
the customs division for a clerk who has been long employed 
there by detail from the Office of the Supervising Architect. I 
have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury covering the 
subject. It is part of the effort to have clerks actually working 
in the bureau or division where they are assigned. The recom- 
mendation is made by the Secretary of the Treasury, on page 27 
of the Books of Estimates, but it was dropped out by the commit- 
tee. I will say in this connection, Mr. Chairman, that when the 
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item is reached covering the Supervising Architect’s Office I will 
move to reduce the sum there allowed an equal amount. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did you say that this was recommended by 
the Secretary in the estimates? 

Mr. MARTIN. I did. 

Mr. LITTAUER. You can not execute your latter proposition, 
because it is not in this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is at the bottom of page 43 of the bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. All there is respecting the Supervising 
Architect in this bill is his own salary and messenger. The 
clerical force is not carried here. 

Mr. MARTIN. ‘There is a limitation of $350,000 put upon the 
clerical force. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is simply to take care of the public 
buildings being erected, and we propose when we get to that 
place to reduce that sum $100,000. 

Mr. MARTIN. I do not know about that, but I take it for 
granted it is provided for in this bill, and if not I propose to 
8 one clerk wherever it may be found in the provisions of 

e bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not think that can be done, because it 
is not provided in this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Then I propose to do it in whatever bill it 
may be provided for. There is certainly a way to reach this. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, we haye presented to this 
House a bill reducing the estimates submitted to the Congress 
in the general budget over $800,000. The gentleman says that 
he has a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury covering this 
one clerk that he claims the committee has failed to provide for 
in the form recommended in the Book of Estimates. If we take 
the Book of Estimates, which comes through the Secretary from 
the respective Departments of the Government in the form that 
he sends them to Congress, and we were not to reduce or change 
certain clerks as contained in the estimates, we would not be 
able to make any of the reductions suggested by the Department. 
Your committee have had the officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, selected by themeslves, before the committee to make ex- 
hibit of their wants under the estimates. Your committee heard 
them fully and fairly, without knowledge of who would be af- 
fected by the reductions proposed in the budget, and we have 
given every reasonable increase that was submitted to the com- 
mittee by the officials of the Treasury as put before the commit- 
tee by the Department itself, and of course wherever there is a 
reduction here or there made by the committee by which some 
one will not be provided for in this bill, he will have some friend 
who will appear on this floor and ask that the reduction be not 
made. I ask the House to stand by the committee or else run 
the entire line through. Let us not provide for some who are 
sure to have friends on the floor of this House. In the reduc- 
tions we have made in this bill we have tried to be fair to the 
administration of the several bureaus and yet respond to every 
request possible of the Department, but we have cut the esti- 
mates $800,000, making a saving of over $200,000, and we should 
not be required to submit to an increase of the total among the 
subordinate force employed in the Departments. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, no exception can be taken to the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman in charge of the bill, but it 
seems to me that they hardly apply to this precise situation. It is 
not a question of reduction or increase of force to any extent. It 
is a question of having in the customs division, where this clerk is 
employed, an allowance coyering his employment there, so he 
can be permanently assigned there, or have him continue to be 
detailed from another division. 

The purpose of the Secretary, in the recommendation, and my 
purpose in making the motion for the amendment, is not to in- 
crease the number of clerks in the Treasury Department at all. 
I was of the impression, when I offered the amendment, that the 
counter item which could be reduced was in this bill. The gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill says not; but that does not relieve 
the situation in any event. Whenever that is reached by the 
Committee on Appropriations or by this House, a corresponding 
deduction can be made in the allowance for that particular di- 
vision in the office of the Supervising Architect. The fact 
remains this way, that here is a clerk absolutely essential to the 
work of this customs division, and who is kept there right along. 
It is contrary to the policy of the law to have these details. The 
Secretary has requested one more of this class for the very pur- 

of having the clerk employed in the particular division 
where the law would direct his employment. And it is a very 
easy matter for the Appropriations Committee, when they come 
to the item providing for the clerkships in the Supervising 
Architect's Office, if it is not done in this bill, as I supposed it 
was, to make the corresponding deduction there. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I want to make my few re- 
marks as general as possible, and I think I have done so in my 
first statement; but in reply to the gentleman himself I will 
say, the Secretary, having detailed this subordinate to the Su- 
pervising Architect's Office, can, by one stroke of his pen, order 
him back. One stroke of his pen put him there; one stroke of 
his pen can bring him back to his customs work. 

We have had a reexamination in respect to the Supervising 
Architect’s Office, and the statement is submitted that he has 
in effect almost completed the many requirements of his office, 
there being perhaps 40 per cent of work remaining to be done. 
We are going to change the verbiage of this bill—and I pur- 
posely make this statement a general one, because I am not 
looking at the particular paragraph in the bill—reducing it from 
one hundred thousand to one hundred and twenty-five thousand 
dollars below the amount it has heretofore carried and below the 
amount carried in current law. We carried the same amount in 
the printed copy of this bill as reported, but by the reexamina- 
tion we see that a reduction of over $100,000 will be justified. 
Whether that clerk desires to go back to his work, or whether 
he knows that the legislative bill reduces and cuts close the 
Architect's office force, I do not know; but the power of the 
Secretary is absolute. He put this clerk there—he can take him 
back; and when he takes him back he will be doing what we 
have been trying to do all through this bill, which is to provide 
that when we appropriate for a division or a bureau of any of 
the Departments of the Government the clerks that appear in 
this bill shall appear at their desks in that particular division 
of the Government, the very division of the Government to which 
this bill appropriates. If we can accomplish that, we will ac- 
complish something in the interest of better administration, 
keeping a clerk where he is valuable and not sending him to a 
division of the Government in which he has no familiarity with 
his assigned work. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I find in the paragraph under 
discussion that the Secretary of the Treasury asks for an addi- 
tional clerk at $1,800. You granted him his request by this bill, 
did you not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think so. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. ` 

Mr. PRINCE. Did he ask for any more help than the one 
clerk you gaye him? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There was nothing special asked for. This 
case was not referred to. 

Mr. PRINCE. This case that is now under discussion. If he 
had wanted this man or an additional clerk, is it not quite likely 
that he would have asked for him at that time? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He had the man. The man was detailed by 
his order, and the same authority that transferred. him can put 
him back. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then there seems to be no pressing necessity 
for adding two clerks to this list? 

Mr. BINGHAM. None. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to amplify by a single word. 
First, we had the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury before us. 
He dwelt particularly on every one of the increased force that 
he desired, and he omitted anything except casual reference to 
this matter. But I am particularly pleased that this little dis- 
cussion has brought out what I think is a violation of the spirit 
of this law of detail. 

The Supervising Architect comes before us and asks for a sum 
of money in order to have a proper detail to carry.on the work 
of his office, in building public buildings throughout the country. 
We give that in a lump sum; it is charged against the buildings 
authorized by law, and yet a part of that money is diverted to 
send a clerk into the division of customs, and thus calls atten- 
tion to one of the worst practices (f the administration of our 
Departments. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be indulged a mo- 
ment, there is evidently a misapvrehension about the facts in 
this case, particularly disclosed by the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Prince] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Lrrraver]. 

In answer to the question by the gentleman from Illinois the 
gentleman in charge of the bill says that the Secretary of the 
Treasury in his estimates made no request for this item. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. PRINCE. No; he asked for the estimate and it was 
granted. 

Mr. MARTIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the $1,800 
clerk to which the gentleman from Illinois refers is a different 
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item altogether from the one mentioned. It is a different item 
altogether, and it is not, as replied by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, a matter not requested by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The Secretary of the Treasury in his estimates made a request 
for one $1,800 clerk to cover the case of a detail of an $1,800 
clerk working in the division of customs from the office of the 
Auditor for the Interior Department. That was granted by the 
committee. He also made a request for the item to which I 
am referring, a separate and distinct item altogether. It will 
appear on page 27 of the Book of Estimates under the head of 
“two clerks, class 3, one additional,” giving the item. That 
was not allowed by the committee, and that is the item to 
which I am referring. : 

The letter of the Secretary in part upon the subject refers 
to this particular case, and says that he is assigned for duty 
to the division of customs from the Supervising Architect’s 
Office. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Is the letter that the gentleman is reading 
from addressed to him personally? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; but you may have access to it. I 
brought this matter to the attention of the gentleman’s asso- 
ciate on the subcommittee [Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts], and 
handed him the letter. The item in the bill came so suddenly 
that it became necessary for me to take the floor at once. 
Now, he says in the letter that this man is upon the roll of 
the Architect’s Office, that “he is assigned to duty in the di- 
vision of customs, where His services are absolutely needed in 
the performance of work which has ordinarily been done by a 
$1,600 clerk. To the end that all the clerks working in the 
division of customs be carried on the rolls of that division, a 
recommendation was made in the estimate of appropriations for 
1906, page 27, for an additional clerk of class 3. This recom- 
mendation was not approved by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as you will perceive by reference to the legislative, judi- 
cial, and executive appropriation bill as reported to the House.” 

Now, the item that was approved by the committee was the 
request for an $1,800 clerk; that is, in class 4, and covers the 
ease of the clerk from the office of the Auditor for the Interior 
Department. The item that the committee seems to have over- 
looked, or not to have granted, was the other item, and the one 
to which I am now referring, to cover the case of an assign- 
ment from the Architect’s Office to this particular work where 
this -clerk is engaged, and who the Secretary himself says is 
indispensable to the work of the customs division. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How long has he been detailed there 

Mr. MARTIN. Over a year. It is to carry out the design of 
Congress on this subject to have clerks actually upon the roll of 
the division where they are at work. It seems to me if a clerk 
is absolutely needed in one place and not needed in another the 
policy of the committee and of the Congress ought to be to have 
such provision made as that he may be permanently employed 
iu the Department where his services are required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended for five minutes. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, it should be said in this con- 
nection that the particular clerk on the Architect's roll is in 
class 2. He is doing work in the customs division which has 
been habitually done by a clerk in class 3, as the Secretary 
especially says in that clause of his letter. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Now, will the gentleman permit me to 
read the words of the law in the appropriation made for the 
Supervising Architect's bureau or office? The law reads as 
follows: 


And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, computers, ac- 
countants, assistants to the photographer, copyist, and such other serv- 
ices as the Secretary of the Treasury 52 deem necessary and © gore 
order, may be employed in the office of the Supervising hitect exclu- 
sively to carry into effect the various appropriations for public buildings. 


Despite that provision of the law, a transfer is here made to 
the clerical force of the division of customs. The Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, who came before us—and I would 
here state the work of the committee in connection with the 
‘Treasury estimates was as thorough, I believe, as any of the 
work that committees ever performed—dwelt particularly on 
the necessity of making permanent the detail of this $1,800- 
clerk. He said he was a man of ability, specially qualified to 
eare for card catalogues—a card-catalogue expert. No mention 
whatever was made of the detail now under consideration. 
Whether or not the Secretary had in view that this particular 
detail was made contrary to the spirit of the law, I do not 
know; but he gave us no information whatever about this de- 
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tail. Now, this unofficial letter from the Secretary is the first 
word that we have had concerning it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? Is this man now carried on the Architect's roll under 
a similar proyisior in the appropriation act that is in this bill 
in reference to the Architect's office? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Evidently, yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. The Architect's office is a bulk 
sum. => 
Mr. LITTAUER. The chairman of the committee suggests 
that the Architect’s appropriation is a bulk sum appropriated 
exclusively to carry into effect the various appropriations for 
public buildings. 

Mr. MANN. The provision in this bill states that it shall be 
paid from and equitably charged against the appropriations for 
public buildings. Now, do I understand that the Architect out 
of this sum employs a man and pays him from the appropria- 
tion made for public buildings and then turns him over to the 
customs division of the Government? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. > à 

Mr. MANN. Well, he ought to be removed from office if he 
does that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. He does it under the order of the Secre- 
tary, and that is what we are trying to break up. 

Mr. MANN. Then, if the Secretary is blamable, I apologize to 
the Architect, but some action ought to be taken in this bill to 
prevent it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We are doing everything possible in this 
bill, and this is the first objection to our line of policy. 

Mr. MANN. Why, we make provisions for public buildings 
and nearly every place comes to Congress asking for an increase 
of appropriations, and here we find that the money is diverted 
from the public buildings into the customs division, where they. 
have annually a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman-from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] that his criticism is not fair. We are trying to cor- 
rect what we think is a very unwarranted action under the law. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the committee, except that I 
wish they would go a little further and at least provide by this 
bill that when the transfers are made they shall be reported in 
each individual case to Congress. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, that is already done in the 
Book of Estimates. 

Mr. MANN. In the Book of Estimates? Oh, very well. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the debate on this paragraph is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] makes the point of order that debate on this paragraph 
is exhausted. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentlem 
from South Dakota. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, computers, ac- 
countants, assistants to the photographer, copyists, and such other sery- 
ices as the Secretary of the asury may deem necessary and specially 
order, may be employed in the office of the Su ising Architect ex- 
clusively to carry into effect the various appropelations ‘or public build- 
ings, to be pald for from and equitably charged against such appropri- 
ations: Provided, That the ditures on this account for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1906, shall not exceed $350,000; and that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall each year in the annual estimates report 
2 oo the number of persons so employed and the amount paid 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
a committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

43, in line 25, strike out the words 


On page 
atiy éi — insert in lieu thereof the words 
ve” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Auditor for Interior Department: For Auditor, $4,000; 
Deputy Auditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at 
$2, each; nine-clerks of class 4; sixteen clerks of class 3; twenty- 
eight clerks of class 2; twenty-eight clerks of class 1; sixteen clerks, 
at $1,000 each; fourteen clerks, at $900 ench; one assistant mes- 
pos igh four skilled laborers, at $720 each; six laborers; and one fe- 
male laborer, $600; in all, $165,860. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
this paragraph be passed, without prejudice, for the purpose of 


“three hundred and 
“two hundred and twenty- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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discussing the matter with the members of the committee with 
a view to haye—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no objection to that if you desire 
to pass it temporarily without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the paragraph just read be passed with- 
out prejudice. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency: For Comptroller of the 
Currency, $5,000; puty Comptroller, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,500; 
three chiefs of division, at $2,200 each; eight clerks of class 4; addi- 
tional to bond clerk, $200; stenographer, $1,600; thirteen clerks of 
class 3; fifteen clerks of class 2; eleven clerks of class 1; fourteen 
clerks, at $1,000 each; engineer, $1,000; thirteen clerks, at $900 each ; 
one messenger, four assistant messengers; one fireman; three laborers; 
in all, $121,920. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point 
of order upon the provision contained in line 16, on page 50, 
where the Deputy Comptroller’s salary is increased from $3,000 
to $3,500. The law, as it now stands, is that his salary is $3,000. 
This bill provides for a salary of $3,500. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I recognize the gentleman's right under the 
rule. Wherever there has been an increase the gentleman has 
the right to call for the current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
state this to be an increase? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I move to amend by making it $3,000 
instead of $3,560. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16, page 50, strike out the words “ thirty-five hundred” and 
insert the words “ three thousand.” 
` Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I understand you sustained 
the point of order. Then, as a committee amendment, I move 
that in lieu of the $3,500 there shall be inserted the current law, 
$3,000. Otherwise the gentleman’s amendment wipes out the 
compensation entirely. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not propose to do that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I recognize that. I ask that as a committee 
amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I said I proposed to incorporate the present 
law in the bill. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would ask that 
the Clerk, as we run through the bill, should the increases we 
have made be ruled out on a point of order, have authority to 
insert the current law and also to correct the totals. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER AT CHICAGO, 


For assistant treasurer, $5,000; cashier, $2,500; vault clerk, $1,800 ; 
paying teller, $1,800; assorting teller, $1,800; silver and redemption 
teller, $1,800; receiving teller, $1,700; clerk, $1,600; two bookkeepers, 
at $1,500 each; assistant paying teller, $1,500; four coin, coupon, and 
currency clerks, at $1,500 each; twenty-six clerks, at $1,200 each; one 
detective and hall man, $1,100; messenger, $840; . 8900; 
janitor, $600; and three watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $65,300. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On what page of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. On page 61. I move in line 6 to strike out the 
words “one thousand eight hundred” and insert “ twenty-two 
hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 61, in line 6, strike out the words “ one thousand eight hun- 
dred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “twenty-two hundred.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, 
but I desire to listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have the most high 
respect for the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions which prepares this bill, and for its distinguished chair- 
man, and I realize the difficulties which the committee is under 
in making these appropriations. The business at the subtreasury 
in Chicago is larger than the business of the subtreasury at any 
other place except New York. I select this particular position 
for the purpose of bringing this matter before the committee, 
although both the assistant subtreasurer and the Secretary of 
the Treasury in making the estimates have recommended not 
only this increase in salary, but a number of other increases 


in salary. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. If you will permit me right there. Does 
not the Book of Estimates show an increase of salary? It is 
now $1,800 and the gentleman asks $2,250 in his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Twenty-two hundred dollars. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does not the Book of Estimates exhibit 
$2,000? 

Mr. MANN. The Book of Estimates exhibits $2,200. I have 
the Book of Estimates before me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What clerk is it? 

Mr. MANN. The paying teller. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thought it was the vault clerk. 

Mr. MANN. Now, in the city of Boston, distinguished at 
present both because of its being the center of all educational 
refinement and under the control of the shoe trust [laugh- 
ter]—in the city of Boston, which does not have in its sub- 
treasury one-fourth of the business done in the subtreasury of 
the city of Chicago, the paying teller receives a salary of $2,500 
a year. In the city of New Orleans, which does not transact 
one-tenth of the business of the subtreasury of Chicago, the 
paying teller receives a salary of $2,000 a year; in Philadelphia 
he receives a salary of $2,300 a year; in St. Louis, $2,000 a 
year; in San Francisco he did receive $2,500 a year, and your 
committee have recommended a decrease to $2,250 a year, and 
yet the business carried on there is not within a dozen times 
equal to the business which passes through the hands of the 
paying teller in the subtreasury at Chicago. Now, in the city 
of Chicago, where business has increased so rapidly, the pay- 
ing teller receives a salary of $1,800, whereas paying tellers in 
other, even subordinate subtreasuries, receive higher salaries, 
The same is true about other positions. 

The committee this year, in recommending increases recom- 
mended an increase of two clerks at Baltimore at a salary of 
$1,600 each a year. They recommend an increase of one clerk 
at San Francisco at a salary of $1,500 a year; but when it 
comes to poor Chicago the additional clerk must work for $1,200 
a year. It may be possible 

Mr. BINGHAM. We give them three. 

Mr. MANN. You give them three because of the business. 
Is the gentleman aware of the increase of business in the city 
of Chicago? The business has increased in the last five years 
110 per cent and more. In the last fiscal year the business of 
that subtreasury was $593,000,000 and over. In Boston it was 
$231,000,000. I may say to the gentleman that the average 
salary of the clerks in the city of Chicago, where the greatest 
business is transacted outside of New York, is smaller than at 
any other subtreasury. The average salary in Chicago is 
$1,360. In Baltimore, where the business is of no such conse- 
quence, the average salary is $1,476. That is not all. 

I hope the committee will not understand that I am in the 
slightest degree criticising the committee, because I appreciate 
the difficulties which they encounter. But I will call the atten- 
tion of the members of the subcommittee on appropriations to 
this in the hope that it may have some effect in the future, 
though I doubt its effect at present. 

Now, let me call attention of the gentleman further. Although 
the business of the subtreasury at Chicago has been much 
greater than in other subtreasuries. outside of New York and 
Philadelphia, and greater than in Philadelphia, in Boston there 
are five clerks receiving a salary of over $1,800 a year, in New 
Orleans there are three clerks who receive a salary of over 
$1,800 a year, in Philadelphia three clerks of the same class, 
and in St. Louis there are two clerks of the same class, and in 
San Francisco six clerks of the same class. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Yet in the city of Chicago, in the subtreasury, 
the only clerk receiving a salary of over $1,800 is the cashier, 
who receives $2,500, no greater than is paid in these other 
offices. Now, as a matter of fact these gentlemen encounter 
possible losses. Last year in the subtreasury of Chicago they 
were compelled to make up a loss of $600, which no one could 
put his finger upon to determine certainly who was responsible. 
It is possible that the salaries may be high, but the cost of liy- 
ing in Chicago is fully as great as the cost of living in Balti- 
more, New Orleans, or San Francisco. I know that gentlemen 
do not wish to raise salaries. I know the tendency of the 
House and of Congress is to keep down appropriations and to 
keep from making increases. 

With that feeling and that tendency I quite sympathize; but 
it does not seem to me perfectly right that the lowest salaries 
should be paid where the principal business is transacted. If 
there is any reason why the paying teller at San Francisco 
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should receive $2,250 for the services which he renders, as you FOURTH-CLASS POST-OFFICES. 
propose by this bill in making a change in his salary, that rea- 
son applies with still greater force to the city of Chicago, 
where the business is so much greater. I hope that I may have 
the privilege of inserting in the Recorp a tabulated statement 
in reference to the business of the subtreasury at Chicago and 
comparisons with New York, Philadelphia, and Boston, a matter 
of some information which all might like to have printed. I 
ask that consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recokp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Total receipts and disbursements of all kinds of moneys at four principal sub- 
treasuries during the fiscal years 1897 to 1908, inclusive, and increase of busi- 
ness at each subtreasury during same 7 


ebe pe egen 
si) S2ESRES 
oll SSSSRES 


649 | 5,680, 008 
e e 


Appropriations for salaries and number of employees. 


g| esaterkee 


The total receipts and disbursements on account of “redemption 
exchange” at Philad elphia during last — poe were 42+ per cent 
cash business; at Chicago, but 26+ per cent of total cash business. ~. 


Total receipts of the Post-Ofice Department. 


2 


Average amount of business per each employee. 


— 5 295, 081 913 855 A Philadel- 
T ite ei Sp ioe ew | Sour we | Reet ser Year. New York. | Chicago. phia. | Boston. 
I 7 
10,701,715 4 l 81.8 $7,287,985 | $6, 409, 968 
11,449,050 4,585,996 [ 4,206, 846 9, 320, 399 7,500, 151 
11,987,418 | 4,780,081} 4,288, 605 14,550, 238 9,271,975 
056, 454 337 168 
5, | 5, 692, | 2, 078, — | si, 
= n EE Rend ei AS gape i ere al BE ar ge $2, 851, 992, 878 
Total receipts at. S 149,763 — 144 
... T.... oe ea 
; 7... ⁊ᷣͤ ß ys es L — 203,848,379 
Receipts at Chicago during month of September, 1904, for credit of Post-Office Per cent of increase, 7.69 per cent. 
é Department. * 
I pt ee any pe IC AR SIE et A ts arn ae 572, 340, 788 
o EIS REN ERE SPRITE NOES Se TANTS Ng a 458, 667, 175 
rar AEE AE ANEEL E E E E E 615 
Per cent of increase, 24.78 per cent. setae 
Be a ER ee eee ee — 6588, 888, 528 


Comparison of salaries assistant treasurers, cashiers, paying tellers, book- 
* „FFF 


0. $1,800 

000 8.500 2.500 

z i 000 2,500 1,800 
Cincinnati 5⁰⁰ 2,000 . 1,500 
New Orleans 000 2,250 2,000 
New Tor 060 4,200 8,000 
hia. 500 2,500 2,300 

St. Louis 5⁰⁰ 2,500 2,000 
San Francisco ...... 500 8,000 2,000 


i 
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SUBTREASURY SERVICE. 


Comparative statement of salaries for the current fiscal year (1904) arranged by offices, showing total 


ippropriations, salaries of 5 treasurers, number 
office. 


a 
of employees, average salaries, and distribution of appropriations according to the amounts paid employees at each 


United States subtreasury e then 
su . a e n of em- n 
AE eee ployees. | salary. | $1,200. 


$26, 600 $4,500 16 
40,510 5,000 25 
58, 300 5,000 40 
21,760 4,500 1⁵ 
24.000 4,000 16 

206, 880 8,000 131 
44, 440) 4,500 31 
82, 820 4,500 2 
27,120 4,500 14 


$1,381 6 7 
1.80 10 5 
1,283 7| 2 
1.150 6 6 
1,256 5 7 
1.518 88 æ 
1,200 13 7 
1.255 8 8 
1,616 5 1 


Roster o; 888 of the United States subtreasury at Chicago, IU., showing 
official title of position under appropriation for 1905, official title as sug- 
gested under appropriation for 1906, salary under appropriation for 1905, 
and salary as recommended for appropriation for 1906. 


— 
E 


IN. 


Messenger 
Detective 
Three 


poe 


satay, | AEE 
Official title, 1905. Title suggested, 1908. 3 
ed, 
$5,000 $6,000 
2,500 3,500 
1,800 2,500 
1,800 2,200 
1,700 2,000 
1,800 2,000 
1,800 2,000 
1,500 2,000 
1,600 1,800 
1,500 | 1.800 
Clerk 1,200 1,500 
. 1 
— — z 500 | 
Threecoin, coupon, and cur- | Five assistant tellers........ | 7,500 
rency clerks. ..........-..- 4,500 
Three clerks. ...........-.--- Three assistant tellers ...... 3,600 +500 
e a KT S A LRE 1,200 500 
SA 7,200 , 000 
400 400 
900 200 
840 200 
100 200 
160 520 
600 720 
600 


rtment, September 1, 1877, shows 
po LiL, ae fellows: Assistant 7 $4300; 
: second e, $1,500; bookkeeper, $1,500; 


egislative act of March 3, 1883, provided for 3 of em * at 
OWS: treasurer, cash- 


bookkeeper, 8 
watchmen, 2. 160. > 

Since 1884 there have been added positions designated as follows: In 1895, 
one coin, coupon, and currency clerk, $1,500; 1898, one assorting teller, $1,500; 
one sten pher, $720; 1897, one bookkeeper, $1,500; 1899, one vault clerk, 
gia ii one detective and haliman, $10, ial one assistant paying teller 

4 e CO! co 
$ia: n poo . teller, . During this period 
r ile time execs follows: In 10 
assistant treasurer, ; 1902, receiving teller, $200; assorting teller, $300; 
1908, stenographer, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this is an increase of salary, 
and I make the point of order that it changes current law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
make the point of order that it changes existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And I will say that in making that point of 
order, if I may be allowed, I make it simply in order to be con- 
sistent with the action determined upon by the committee. We 
had a most intelligent statement from the Treasurer himself, 
who came before us. He was insisting upon an increase of 
force. We gave him a fair, reasonable increase of the three 
clerks. He asked for an increase of compensation, I may say, 
almost generally along the line. 

Mr. MANN. For these clerks drawing fifteen hundred, seven- 
teen hundred, and eighteen hundred dollars, but only five or 
six out of the entire force. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, I recognize that; but the committee 
felt that they were dealing generously. In order to be consistent 
with the action determined upon by the committee—although 
there is much in what the gentleman has said—I must insist 
upon the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Nayal Records of the Rebellion: For chief clerk, $2,000; one 
e officers of 
$1,800 ; two clerks of class 2; two clerks of 
class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; two copyists; two cop ists, at 
Mas iso traveling expenses for collection of records, $100; 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, from 
line 22, on page 90, to line 6, on page 91. 

I do this somewhat in ignorance, but it seems to me very ex- 
traordinary that we should be spending, as we are, $35,000, forty 
years after the close of the civil war, in publishing Naval Rec- 
ords of the Rebellion; and I would like to ask the committee how 
many years this has been going on and how many years it will 
continue. It does seem as though after forty years this job 
ought to be pretty nearly done. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman, that it is very 
nearly done, I think, from my knowledge, which I get from 
my own possession of the publication. Congress at one time or- 
dered the publication of the Records of the War of the Rebellion 
in reference to the Army. The publication of those records is 
now completed, but I suppose that ran upward of twenty or 
twenty-four years. Later on they ordered the publication of the 
Naval Records of the War of the Rebellion. That publication 
commenced in 1895, and has been running on ever since. The 
basis of volume publication is $10,500. It is the purpose to pub- 
lish two volumes in the next fiscal year. In 1904 they published 
three volumes. I am of the opinion that that publication is al- 
most complete; but the publication is directed by the statute, and 
we have carried it out. Some years we have authorized the 
publication of but one volume. This year we give them the 
right to publish two, for the manuscript is up and ready for the 
printer; and perhaps the larger appropriation is at all times 
preferable, because it will conclude the publications under the 
law at an earlier date. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, where there is some job of 
preparing records and publishing them, and the work receives 
no attention and no hastening from a committee that will put 
some limit to the time and some limit to the expense, it is the 
experience of all that it will continue indefinitely. It seems to 
me that the Appropriations Committee should impose as a con- 
dition that this work should be done within a certain number of 
years; and I will venture the statement that if it will impose as 
a condition that the work shall be done in five years, it will be 
done, while if no condition is imposed, fifteen years from now 
we shall stil! be printing these records. What does the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill say? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state in reply to that, that we are 
in this bill contributing, to a certain extent, to the gentleman’s 
request. We are making a publication for the next current 
year of two volumes, instead of the one volume for the present 
year. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many more volumes are there to pub- 


lish? Does anybody know? 
Mr. BINGHAM, That I can not tell. The statute was gen- 
eral. 2 


Mr. PERRINS. Does anybody know? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should think an inquiry at the Depart- 
ment might tell us. 
ici S. I thought perhaps the committee might have 

qu 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think the total number will be somewhere 
in the neighborhood of twenty-eight volumes. Nineteen of them 
me already been published. We had some explanation about 

t. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask if the gentleman in charge of 

the bill can inform me what becomes of the volumes when pub- 
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lished, how they are distributed? I have now and then got one as 
a public document, but I would like to know how they are dis- 
tributed. We are providing for an edition of 11,000 copies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have my file at home, but I can not now 
tell how many sets were provided for. I can perhaps remember 
better in regard to the publication of the Records of the War of 
the Rebellion, of which we were allowed, I think, about thirty 
sets twenty-four or twenty-five years ago. Congress at dif- 
ferent times, when new Members have pressed for the publica- 
tion, by act, given them one or two sets. That has been followed 
in several cases in reference to the Naval Records. My recollec- 
tion is that we are entitled to fifteen or eighteen sets. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Who is entitled to tifteen or eighteen sets? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Members of the original Congress that passed 
the law authorizing the publication of the work. It takes a 
special act of Congress to give a set to Members as they come in. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I only wanted to find out where the work 
was going to when published. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. I filled out my complement when I had the 
first assignment under the statute. Several of my friends died, 
and I made application for a transfer of those sets to parties 
whom I indicated. I was informed that that could not be done; 
that it became an asset to the party to whom it was assigned 
the same as money. 

Mr. BARTLETT. My reason for asking the question is that 
I have had frequent inquiries and requests for this publication, 
and I have been here ten years and have been unable to get a 
set. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did the gentleman get his first set? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; I was not a Member of Congress when 
the law was passed, and I understand that the Members of that 
Congress are the only ones that are entitled to this publication. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendent offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

The question was taken and the amendment rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, $8,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500, and for additional 
compensation while the office is held by the present incumbent, $1,500; 
Assistant Secretary, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional as 
superintendent of the Patent Office building and other buildings of the 
Department of the Interior; additional to one member of Board of Pen- 
sion 54 5 — acting as chief of the board, $500; nine members of a 
Board of Pension Appeals, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, at $2,000 each ; twenty additional members of the Board of Pension 
Appeals, to be selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior 
from persons not now or heretofore employed in the Pension Office and 
without compliance with the conditions prescribed by the act entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service,” approved January 16, 
1883, for the fiscal year 1906, at $2,000 each ; three additional members 
of said Board of Pension appena to be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior and to be seleċted from the force of the Pension Office, at 
$2,000 each; special land inspector, connected with the administration 
of the public-land service, to be appointed by the 3 of the Inte- 
rior and to be subject to his direction, $2,500; four s al inspectors, 
Department of the Interior, to be appointed by the retary of the 
Interior and to be subject to his direction, at $2,500 each; clerk in 
charge of documents, $2,100; custodian, who shall give bond in such 
sum as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, $2,100; seven 
clerks, chiefs of division, at $2,250 each, one of whom shall be disburs- 
ing clerk; four clerks, at $2, each; private secretary to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, $2,500 ; fourteen clerks of class 4; fourteen clerks 
of class 3; eighteen clerks of class 2; inl Sey clerks of class 1, 
two of whom shall be stenographers or typewriters; returns office clerk, 
$1,200; female clerk, to be Sor ee by the President, to sign land 
parni, $1,200; five clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900; ten copy- 

ts; two copyists or typewriters, at $900 each; telephone operator, 
$900; three messengers; six assistant messengers; fifteen laborers; 
two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and one at $720; two carpenters, at 

900 each; plumber, $900; electrician, $1,000; one laborer, $600; six 
laborers, at $480 each; one packer, $660; two conductors of elevator, 
at $720 each; four charwomen; captain of the watch, $1,000; forty 
watchmen; additional to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watch- 
men, at $120 each; engineer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; seven 
firemen; one clerk, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in his name and for him, his 
approval of all tribal deeds to allottees and deeds for town lots made 
and executed according to law for any of the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians in the Indian Territory, $1,200; in all, $321,930. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, on page 103, line 17, are the 
words “See note A.” I ask unanimous consent to have that 
stricken out. It is there by error. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster- 
General, $8,000; chief clerk, Post-Office Department, $2,500; private 
secretary, $2,500; disbursing clerk, $2,250; bookkeeper and accountant, 
$1,800 ; two stenographers, at $1,600 each; appointment clerk, $2,000; 
one clerk, assistant to chief clerk, $2,000; two clerks of class 3; five 
clerks of class 2; one clerk of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; 
curator of museum, $1,000; one clerk, $900; telephone operator, $1,000 ; 
messenger in char or mails, $900; one messenger; two assistant mes- 
71. “rs; page, $360; engineer, $1,400; eight assistant engineers, at 


electrician, $1,400; two assistant electricians, at $1,200 


O each; 


each; three dynamo tenders, at $900 each; one fireman, who shall be 
a blacksmith, and one fireman, who shall be a steam fitter, at $900 
each; ten elevator conductors, at $720 each; fourtecn firemen; car- 

nter, $1,200; assistant carpenter, $1,000; tain of the watch, 
1,000; additional to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, 
at $120 each; thirty-one watchmen; foreman of laborers, $800; thi 
laborers; ten laborers and coal passers, at $500 each; plumber, an 
awning maker, at $900 each; female laborer, 0 three female labor- 
ers, at $500 each; two female laborers, at $480 each; and thirty-two 
charwomen; in all, $142,910. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose 
of asking the committee in charge of this bill to correct a pal- 
pable inequality, if not an actual injustice, contained therein. 
observe 

Mr. BINGHAM. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia (continuing). In lines 16 and 17 of 
the bill that the salary of the disbursing clerk of the Post-Office 
Department is fixed at $2,250. I also discover, npon examining 
the bill, that the disbursing clerk for the Department of Labor 
and Commerce, for instance, a Department that does not, I 
imagine, have anything like the number of employees, and 
whose duties are not near so onerous, is paid $2,500. I notice, 
too, that the disbursing clerk for the Department of Justice is 
given $2,750. In fact, Mr. Chairman, the disbursing clerks ot 
every Department of the Government receive more than the dis- 
bursing clerk of the Post-Office Department. It is also a fact, 
Mr. Chairman, that within the last few years the employees of 
the rural free delivery have been added to the pay rolls of this 
Department, and the number of employees has been thus almost 
doubled, and the amount of money disbursed also almost, if not 
quite, doubled. The bond which this officer is réquired to fur- 
nish is a very large one—something like $40,000, if Jam not mis- 
taken. And yet the disbursing clerk of every Department of the 
Government, even the Department of Labor and Commerce, gets 

at least $2,500, whilst this clerk only gets $2,250 for the perform- 

| ance of the same, if not greater, duties. I think this is an injus- 

| tice and an inequality which the committee will recognize at 
once and which it will be willing now to correct. : 

I understand from gentlemen near me that the Postmaster- 
General has asked that this inequality be corrected, and that the 
disbursing clerk of his Department be given $2,500—as much as 
the lowest given to the disbursing officer in any other Depart- 
ment. Now, I, as a general proposition, do not favor the in- 
crease of salaries. I don’t know whether these salaries are too 
large or too small, but I do know that there is the grossest in- 
equality in the salaries of the disbursing clerks of the various 
Departments, and if the disbursing clerk of the new Department ` 
of Commerce and Labor is to be paid $2,500 I can see no reason 
why the disbursing clerk of the great Post-Office Department, 
with its army of employees, should not be given a like salary. 
I am not sure, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment which I shall 
offer to increase this salary to $2,500 is not subject to a point of 
order; but, if it is, I do hope that the gentleman in charge of 
the bill will not raise that point. I hope the committee will give 
the House an opportunity to correct this palpable inequality and 
gross injustice in this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to make 
the point of order under instruction, and, further, to be con- 
sistent with all of my points of order in connection with this 
bill from the first page, and I will state to the gentleman that 
the office of disbursing clerk has been relieved of the obligation 
of superintendence of the building. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] now speaking to the point of order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. And the duties of that office are now, as I 
understand, simply those of a disbursing clerk. While there - 
has been added to it the additional labor in connection with the 
rural free delivery, yet the real payments in connection with 
rural free delivery are made by the officers, for instance, say, 
of Philadelphia, which includes perhaps 1,500 or 2,000 of the 
foree, or like New York, including away into the thousands. The 
accounts are paid through the post-offices in great cities or 
other localities throughout the country; and in order to be con- 
sistent with my action heretofore I am constrained to make the 
point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman reserve the point of 
order for a moment? I desire to say just a word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman proceeds, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINdHAM] a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have recognized the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Livrneston], but if he will yield I will be glad to an- 
swer any questions. 

Mr. MADDOX. I just desire to ask a question or two. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones] complains of an inequality 
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here which-consists in giving this man $2,250 and the other man 
$2,500 or $2,700. Now, if the gentleman desires to equalize this, 
let him move to cut the others down to $2,250, and that will not 
be subject to a point of order, but will accomplish the object he 
has in view. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the 
gentleman that I shall certainly offer such an amendment if this 
point of order is insisted upon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman desires to do that, he has 
that right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt that 
there is a great inequality in this particular case. There is no 
doubt about that. This gentleman has been in this position for 
nine or ten years, I believe. The amount of money disbursed 
by him now is about double the amount it was when his salary 
was fixed at $2,250. He is an old soldier, and therefore is get- 
ting along in years. His bond is for the sum of $40,000. He 
is the only bonded disbursing officer that I can now recollect 
who is paid so small an amount as $2,250, who gives anything 
like so large a bond. The inequality was complained of by the 
Department, and the Postmaster-General recommended that 
this man’s salary be raised to $2,500. Why it was not done in 
the committee room I do not now recollect. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My recollection is that there was no special, 
emphatic attention called to it at the time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think that the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], is 
correct in that statement. There was no special mention made 
of it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Nobody appeared before the com- 
mittee in respect to it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Our attention was not called to it in 
the particular way in which it has been done at this time by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones]; and I desire to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to let the House vote on it for 
this reason. We have paragraphs in this bill that are subject 
to points of order, brought in here by the committee, and we 
have been allowing the House to pass upon those. Now, if some 
Member of the House proposes an amendment which is subject 
to the rule, why not let the same course be taken? If the House 
desires to increase that salary to $2,500, let it do so. If not, 
then the House will vote down the amendment proposed. I do 
hope that my colleague, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINdRHAM] will not make the point of order, but will let the vote 
be taken. 

It might bring more trouble later on; we have some amend- 
ments subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not think the gentleman means to put 
it that way. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, it has been put in that way, and I 
can not help it; and I wanted to make the suggestion to the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to let the House settle it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In that same Department an increase is 
asked for the chief clerk. They want him lifted to $3,000. 
There is just as much merit in the one case as in the other, and 
while I would like personally to do it, I want to be consistent 
with the position taken on this bill, and I think that is the only 
salvation we have, to follow a consistent rule, and then no one 
ean take exception to our action. I do not wish the nsi- 
bility myself of saying, “ Yes, we will accept this,” and “ No, we 
will not accept that.” It is a hard place for my colleague to 
place us in. i 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The only reason I ask is, this is a patent 
inequality. On its face it is wrong, and I suppose we would 
have righted it if our attention had been called to it. Now I 
ask that the House may right it if it wishes so to do. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman, if he will allow 
me, the sum total of disbursements is less than $2,000,000, and it 
is right here in the Department. It is not like the disbursing 
clerk of the Department of Justice, who disburses six or seven or 
eight million dollars all over the country, but this disbursing 
clerk has only the adjustment of the accounts of the Post-Office 
Department right here. That is going into the merits of the 
proposition, and I am constrained to say to the gentleman I 
must make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of the purchasing agent: For purchas. ent, $4,000; chief 
clerk, $2,000; = clerk of co 4; Rome dart af acne | 26 one clerk of 
class 2; two clerks 3 Pye ras two clerks, — $1,000 each; one 
assistant messenger ; of the purchasing 


t while traveli 3 "of th 
or er lace 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
upon that part of the bill beginning in line 25, page 126, from the 
word “ dollars,” commencing at “ chief clerk” down to and in- 


ce — 8500; 


cluding the word “dollars,” in line 6, page 127. I make the 
point of order that that appropriation for this office is not au- 
thorized by law. 

Sire BINGHAM. Is the gentleman going to debate the propo- 
sition? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am going to try to inform the Chair all 
I can about it. This office, Mr. Chairman, is that of purchasing 
agent for the Post-Office Department. It was established in the 
Post-Office appropriation bill approved April 28, 1904, and 
did not provide for anything but a purchasing agent, and is to 
be found in section 3, page 12, of Publie Act, No. 191, of the last 
session of Congress, and it reads as follows: 

That there shall be ap — by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a purchasing agent for the Post-Office 
Department, who shall hold office for four years, unless sooner removed 
by the President, and who shall receive an annual salary of $4,000, ete, 

I will not read all the section to the Chair—I will send the 
Chair the bill if he desires to have it. There is no provision in 
the bill establishing this office of purchasing agent that au- 
thorizes these salaries here or anywhere else I am aware of. I 
do not think the proposition that there is no such law authoriz- 
ing these clerks will be disputed. There is no such law I am 
aware of to authorize the employment of these clerks and the 
expenditure of the additional $12,400 in the office of the depart- 
ment of the Post-Office Department, namely, the office of pur- 
chasing agent, and therefore I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia be kind 
enough to send up that copy of the law? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. I have marked the section; it 
is section 3. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard. Has 
the gentleman concluded his remarks? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I had not; but does the gentleman desire 
me to reserve the point of order? I say, Mr. Chairman, that is 
all the law I know of authorizing this particular division in 
the Post-Office Department—that of purchasing agent—and 
there is no other law on the statute book establishing that office 
and providing for these clerks than is given here, and therefore I 
make the point of order this is new legislation and that office 
and everything creating a salary therein are not authorized by, 
law. That is all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire first to call your at- 
tention to section 169 of the Revised Statutes, which authorizes 
Congress to appoint such number of clerks as may be required, 
and under the language of the statute that carries out existing 
law, and if the Chair will turn to section 3 of the Post-Office 
appropriation bill for the current year he will find 

That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a purchasing agent for the Post-Office 
1 who shall hold office for four years unless sooner eer 

the President, and who shall recelve an annual salary of 

give bond to the United States in such sum as the Postmaster- . 

determine, and report direct to the Postmaster-General, and who 
shall, under such regulations not inconsistent — a law, as the 
Postmaster-General prescribe, and subject to cretion and 
sade bog have supervision & the purchase of all — —.— tor the postal 
service. 

Now, there has been detailed from the Post-Office Department 
to carry out this law some five or six clerks from the First As- 
sistant Postmaster-Géneral’s Office. In the appropriation bill 
for the Post-Office Department there was no compensation made 
for this office, newly created, called “ disbursing agent,” and un- 
der the provisions of the statute to which I have referred, if 
the Chair will look at section 164 of the Revised Statutes he 
will see that we are wholly within the law in providing for this 
class of work that is to-day a part of the current law, and by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate the officer has 
been selected and already qualified. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the gentleman how it 
happens that these clerks are provided for in the legislative bill 
instead of the Post-Office appropriation bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is one of the bureaus of the Department 
here. It is not the force in Philadelphia, or other places, that 
your own bill covers. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if this is an entire addition to the Government force? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is an entire addition to the Government 
force, following the authority of the Revised Statutes, an act of 
Congress, and further, in order that the work may be done as 
the current law requires it should be done, by the purchasing 
agent under that provision of law. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Where do the clerks go that have 
been doing this work? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They go right back to their places, 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And they will perform the same 
work that these clerks have temporarily been doing? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would say that th’s office has only been in 
existence a few months, 
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Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand that; but there is 
something that I do not understand about the public service, and 
that is that you can make a detail of twenty-five clerks out of a 
bureau, and send them over here to some other bureau, and they 
remain there for weeks performing this temporary duty, and the 
work of the bureau from which they are detailed is going right 
along just the same. Now, I can not understand why you do 
not let them remain there, under another designation, if neces- 
sary, if the work in the bureau from which they are detailed 
has been going on just the same without them, and you would 
thus save the salaries for it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that it has been 
the effort of the committee in presenting this bill to correct all 
abuses wherever we could. We did not consider this as pertain- 
ing to the general assignment of the subordinate clerks of the 
Post-Office Department, and we have tried to prevent the evil of 
which the gentleman has spoken. They have only been there 
performing that work temporarily. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand that. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law has only been running since last 
July, and I would regard that as a mere temporary detail. Itis 
different from a detail of two or three years. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why not simply legalize the 
detail and let these clerks remain there to perform this service, 
as it does not seem that the bureau from which they were de- 
tailed has suffered at all by reason of their absence? 

Mr BINGHAM. It may be that it has not suffered to any 
extent because their absence has been but a few months. It 
would be if their absence was for a long period. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But it seems that the work has 
been going on just the same in the bureau from which they were 
detailed. This is making new places, as you specify them in 
this bill, providing clerks to do the work that these clerks have 
been doing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Congress has fixed this work upon the De- 
partment. It has said what shall be the duties of this purchas- 
ing agent, and we took up the question as presented to us. These 
clerks are detailed from the Department who carried out the 
work, and Congress has directed that their bureau shall be re- 
organized, so that it shall carry out the work in the future. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to add a word of explana- 
tion. The committee was asked for a large increase of force 
and did not give it, but we give the detail to this purchasing- 
agent bureau. Then, Mr. Chairman, the work of the Post- 
Office Department has been increasing from year to year. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Then how did it happen that 
no other branch suffered by reason of the detail of these clerks 
who did this work? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The First Assistant asked an increase of 
clerks in his office, and we did not give a single clerk. We 
said to him, Take your men doing the work now in the pur- 
chasing-agent bureau and go on with your regular work.” 
We did not give a single dollar; we did give the First, Second, 
and Fourth Assistants additional help. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. What I do not understand, and 
what seems to me to be an anomalous condition, is, that you 
can take twenty-five or thirty clerks, doing a certain branch 
of work, and transfer them, and keep them six months, and 
yet the business of the branch from which you have taken 
them does not seem to suffer at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We recognize that; and I will say generally 
we have corrected that very largely in this bill. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And yet a number of addi- 
tional clerks are put on. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is the only exception in establishing 
this bureau in the Post-Office Department, as the gentleman 
from New York has stated. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania this question. Last year an extra 
half hour was put on the various Departments for clerical 
service. Has it been your observation and has the general 
opinion been that the work done has justified that increase in 
the length of the hours of service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that General Ainsworth re- 
ferred to that matter in his testimony. The matter was gone 
over and the inquiry was made of him about it, and he said 
that it had resulted in the greatest benefit to the Department. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, if it has resulted in the 
greatest benefit to the Department, I can not understand why 
we should have, in nearly all these branches, a demand for ad- 
ditional clerical assistance. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have tried, as I have stated several 
times on the floor, to cut them down to bed rock in all the De- 
partments, and while they estimated for over $1,000,000 of 
increase, we cut out of that $1,000,000 the sum of $800,000—I 


— 


am speaking in round numbers—and we have recognized the 
fact that that additional half hour carries with it some con- 
clusions, and, as General Ainsworth said, most important con- 
clusions, so far as the result of work is concerned. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania if this is intended to cover only the 
clerks that are now in the office of the purchasing agent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The clerks now in the purchasing agent’s 
office will return to the office of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General. They will then under this statute have the right to 
ask the Civil Service Commission for whatever clerks we give 
them, and will follow the regular rule. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, as one member of the Post-Office Committee, that 
when that office was created we did not suppose it would be nec- 
essary to supply a force of clerks to take care of the work. 
There was a supply division then in the Post-Office Department, 
and there were different clerks in all the four different branches 
of the Department, purchasing or assisting in the purchase and 
distribution of supplies; and it was supposed, I know, at least by 
myself—I can not speak for the rest of the committee—that 
there would be enough clerks detailed from these different de- 
partments whose business had been taken away by the creation 
of the office of purchasing agent to supply all the clerical force 
he would need. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The officer in charge, appointed by the Pres- 
ident and confirmed by the Senate, as your statute directed, was 
given a full hearing. He impressed the committee with the ne- 
cessity of allowing these clerks. He said that his purchases 
would exceed $5,000,000, and with all the ramifications of ac- 
counts and adjustments and other matters in connection with 
that office, we felt we were giving him a fair living force. And 
understand this, should it appear next year that we can make 


any cut in this force, we will do so. It is fair when an office is 


created to give it elbow room to start, not to any extreme extent, 
I grant the gentleman, but there should be such legislation as 
will give the commencement of a good administration; and, as I 
have said, if in the future we can cut, we will do so. 

Mr. COWHERD. I fully agree with the gentleman and with 
the officer in charge of the purchase of supplies that he needs 
the force. The question is, Can it not be detailed from some 
of the other departments whose work is taken away by the cref- 
tion of his office? The gentleman knows that no department 
officer ever willingly yields up a clerk if he can avoid doing so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that we are 
trying to stop these details all around. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. OLMSTED. By whom were these purchases made before 
this agent was appointed or provided for? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can not say from my knowledge of the ad- 
ministration of the Department. 

Mr. OLMSTED. They were made by somebody in the Depart- 
ment, were they not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; they were made by clerks in the 
Department. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Machen made a good many of these 
purchases. 

Mr.OLMSTED. If there was force enough in the Depart- 
ment to cover these purchases, is there not force enough now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It must have been by specific law, as we 
know by experienee. Mr. Machen, Mr. Beavers, and probably 
others made the purchases. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. i 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order tbat gentlemen 
are not discussing the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course, we have been discussing the mer- 
its of the case. I have submitted my objection to the first pro- 
posed amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The post-office appropriation bill for 1904 
created the office of purchasing agent for the Post-Oilice Depart- 
ment. It did not, however, provide for any office force for the 
performance of the duty of that Department, but it prescribed 
that the purchasing agent should report direct to the Postmaster- 
General, and that under such regulations, not inconsistent with 


the existing law, as the Postmaster-General should prescribe,. 


and subject to his direction and control, he should have super- 
vision over the purchase of all supplies of the post-office service. 
It then goes on and prescribes the purchasing agent’s duties, and 
they are such that he can not perform by himself without assist- 
ance of a clerical force. It is not to be assumed for a moment 
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that such an anomaly was intended by the authors of that law, 
and, indeed, we find that no such anomaly exists, because, under 
section 169 of the Revised Statutes, Title IV, the head of the 
Post-Office Department and the heads of all other Executive De- 
partments named in the title are authorized to employ such a 
number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, such 
messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, and other employees 
at such rate of compensation, respectively, as may be appropri- 
ated for by Congress from year to year. So it seems to the 
Chair that the point of order is not well taken and must be over- 
ruled. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the chairman of the 
committee one question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. With pleasure. 

Mr. PRINCE. It is in regard to this matter 

Mr. BINGHAM. What matter? 

Mr. PRINCE. This matter that we have just passed over. Is 
it not true that you add to this division through the office of the 
e agent nine additional clerks to the present post-office 

orce 

Mr. BINGHAM. We give them nine new clerks because there 
has been no legislation preceding his appointment that gives hiin 
anyone under any act of Congress. He must do the work by 
detail, and the detail has been made by clerks from the First 
Assistant's office. i 

Mr. PRINCE. You do not in any part of the bill reduce the 
number of clerks that have heretofore performed these duties? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No. 

Mr. PRINCE. So you leave the same ones in the Department 
and add nine additional ones? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office Second Assistant Postmaster-General: For Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; superintendent of 
railway adjustments, $2,500; assistant su ntendent of railway adjust- 
ments, $2 superintendent of forei mails, $3,000; chief clerk, 


00 
2.000; chief 2,000; ‘chief of ‘contract divi- 
$2,000 


seventeen clerks, at 
in charge of mails, 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of 
order against the item on page 128, lines 17 and 18, “ assistant 
superintendent of railway equipment, $2,500.” The present 
salary of that official is $2,000, and this is an attempt, in viola- 
tion of the rules of the House, to increase his salary from $2,000 
to $2,500. I make a point of order against this increase. It 
changes existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that I have no personal interest in the matter. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. And I have no personal interest in 
it, either. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is within his rights. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
made the same point against me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office Third Assistant Postmaster-General: For Third Assistant Post- 
master-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; superintendent postage- 
stamp supplies and postmasters’ accounts, $3,000. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I make the same 
point of order against the provision on page 129, lines 8 and 9, 
for “superintendent postage-stamp supplies and postmasters’ ac- 
counts, $3,000.” The salary of that official as now fixed by law 
is $2,500. This is an attempt to increase the salary to $3,000, 
and thus to violate the rule to which I have but just called at- 
tention. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Again I will say to the gentleman that this 
was the result of careful, thoughtful examination by the com- 
mittee. The officer is one of long experience in the Department 
in a technical line of work, but the gentleman is within his 
rights. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the Clerk knows 
the order that when a change occurs in the bill where we have 
increased the salary and we revert to the original salary he 
inserts it in the bill and makes the correction in the sum total? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is understood. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
point of order? 

Mr. PERKINS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the reasons given by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Jones] the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I see that the committee, on page 109, allow for persons 
traveling for the Secretary of the Interior their expenses, not 
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exceeding $3 per day; and, on page 130, persons traveling for the 
Post-Office Department their expenses, not exceeding $4 per day. 
Why does it cost more to travel for the Post-Office than for the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the explanation given by one 
familiar with the creation of the law indicates that one class of 
special agents operate wholly in cities, whereas the other class 
of special agents operate in the country sections, where the 
conditions are different as to expenditures, and as a general 
proposition your committee in charge of the bill has had no ex- 
pressions of question as to the wisdom of this legislation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, that explanation can not be 
correct. The employees of the Post-Office have to go to the 
cities quite as much as the employees of the Interior Depart- 
ment. Either $3 is too little or $4 is too much. It seems to ine 
almost absurd on the face of the bill to have one class of em- 
ployees get $3 for expenses and another class $4. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that we have 
acted upon the information conveyed to us in the first place. 
The Secretary of the Interior makes his estimates and sends a 
subordinate here, who comes before us with them. The Post- 
master-General makes his estimates and sends his subordinate 
before us to make a statement. There has been no question as 
to the distinction made in that respect. p 

Mr. PERKINS. Why does not the committee question the 
subordinate of the Post-Office Department to see why that De- 
partment gets a dollar a day more than the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have given the gentleman 
the only explanation conveyed to us, and that is the difference 
of cost in living as between cities and country sections, 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, but that is not correct, because the Post- 
Office agents go to both. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 
TTT 
raftsmen, at $1,600 each; three skilled draftsmen, at $1,400 each; 

three skilled draftsmen, at $1,200 each; examiner, $1,2 ; one clerk 
of class 2; map mounter, $1,400; mechanic, $1,000; two copyists of 
maps, at $1,000 each; two copyists of maps, at $900 each; assistant 
map mounter, $720; one assistant messenger; in all, $34,840. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, on page 131, lines 9 
and 10, 16 and 17, and 17 and 18, there are three items, against 
each of which I make a point of order. The first provides for 
the employment of a topographer at $3,000. The present salary 
of that official is $2,750. There is an increase of $250 proposed 
in the bill. In line 16 there is a map mounter at $1,400. His 
present salary is $1,200. In lines 17 and 18 there are two copy- 
ists of maps provided for at $1,000 each, and the present salary 
of those employees is $900 each. I make a point of orde 
against each of these items. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will simply state to the 
gentleman that the justification for this action on the part of 
the committee was, in the case of the topographer, that the man 
is highly educated and does a line of technical work. He bas 
been in that line of work, if I recollect correctly, some thirty- 
seven years, and we have felt that it was a reasonable increase. 


is line of work is scientific, technical, and he is the best topog- 


rapher in your Government; but the gentleman is within his 
rights. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the state- 
ment of the gentleman is entirely correct, but the gentleman ad- 
mitted that there were other inequalities in this bill which he 
was not willing to correct. There are other salaries here that 
ought to be placed upon an equality with those enjoyed by other 
employees who perform the same class of work. A point of 
order was made by the gentleman against correcting at least 
one of those inequalities, and I am simply giving the gentleman 
the same kind of medicine that he administered to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret that in 
the carrying out of the instructions of my committee I have 
somehow provoked, perhaps, a little resentment on the part of 
the gentleman, but I assure him no such feeling existed in the 
consideration of the bill. We took up each division of this 
great Government and tried to measure out simple justice in 
increases as well as a fair judgmerit with reference to an in- 
creased force, but I must submit to the gentleman’s criticism. I 
regret it very much. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
say a word on the point of order. Of course the gentleman has 
a right to retaliate, if he wishes, upon the committee, and as 
far as these innocent persons are concerned that is his respon- 
sibility and not ours. But he raises a point of order against 
two copyists. Now, the statute under which clerks can be 
appointed applies also to copyists, so that it seems to me the 
point of order is not well taken. If the Chair will turn to sec- 
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tion 169 of the Revised Statutes he will find that the head of 
the Departments may employ “such number of messengers, 
copyists, watchmen, laborers, and other employees.” Now, as 
to that of course the point of order does not apply. As to the 
topographer it does. This language of the statute does not 
apply of course to the topographer; but it clearly does to the 
other changes as to which the gentleman makes the point of 
order. The only one in this section against which he can make 
the point of order is the topographer. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to with- 
draw the point of order as to the copyists. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his point of 
order as to them. Does the Chair understand that any question 
is made as to the point of order in respect to the others—that 
this is an increase? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I have no question about 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair must sustain the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


General, $8,000; Solicitor-General, $7,500; assistant to the Attorney- 
General, $ ,000 ; fi 


ant Attorney-General of the Post ce ent, A solicitor of 
internal revenue, $4,500; solicitor for the rtment of State, $4,500; 
two assistant attorneys, at $3, each; four assistant attorneys, at 


$2,500 each; assista: $ 
of dockets, $2,500; law clerk and examiner of titles, $2,700; chief clerk 
and ex officio superintendent of the buildings, $2. ; private secretary 
to the Attorney-General, $2,500; confidential clerk to the Attorney- 
General, $1,600; rt ge to the Solicitor-General, $1,600 ; two con- 
fidential clerks, at $1, each; law clerk, $2,500; two law clerks, at 
2,000 each; attorney in 5 pardons, $2,400; disbursing clerk, 
2,750; appointment clerk, $2, ; four clerks of class 4; eight clerks 
of class 3; three clerks of class 2; seven clerks of class 1; telegraph op- 
erator and stenographer, $1,200; eleven clerks, at $900 each; chief mes- 
senger, $1,000; one messenger; seven assistant messengers; four la- 
borers ; three watchmen; engineer, $1,200; three firemen ; two conduct- 
ors of the elevator, at $720 each; eight charwomen; superintendent of 
buildings, $250. Division of accounts: Chief of division of accounts, 
$2,500; four clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; seven clerks of 
$208,940. clerks of class 1; two copyists; one packer, $840; in all, 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, on page 134, in line 
25, and on page 135, in line 1, I move to amend the item which 
gives the disbursing clerk of the Department of Justice $2,750 
by striking out the words “ twenty-seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ twenty-two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars,” which will reduce that salary by $500. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point of order against the amendment. I raise the point of 
order that the amendment changes existing law. The law fixes 
the salary of the disbursing clerk at the amount named in the 
bill. I admit that Congress in a general appropriation bill may 
appropriate a lesser amount for salary than the law fixes, pro- 
vided the appropriation does not change existing law; but all 
parts of this bill must be construed together, and I ask the 
Chair’s attention to the provision appearing in the early part of 
the measure, on the first page, in line 5, where will be found this 
statement: 


The appropriation to be in full com tion for the services of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, for 


e objects hereinafter expressed, 
namely. 


So that if this amendment prevails, it will change existing 
law. The provision making the appropriation a full compensa- 
tion for the object named has been adopted and accepted by the 
Committee of the Whole, and the operation of this amendment 
must be considered in connection with the provisions of the bill 
that have already been acted upon. There can be no question at 
all that if this amendment prevails it does change existing law, 
in view of the previous action of the committee. There can be 
no sort of question about it, and it does violate the express terms 
of rules of this House against changing existing legislation. If 
the provision that I have directed the Chair’s attention to were 
not contained in the bill, an appropriation of less than the salary 
fixed by law would not liquidate the obligation of the Govern- 
ment. It would not change existing law. It has been frequently 
so decided. I admit that Congress has a right to appropriate a 
lesser sum than will become due when that appropriation does 
not change the law; but this appropriation, taken in connection 
with the prior action of the committee, does necessarily have 
that effect, and I insist that the committee can not by a subter- 
fuge do that which it can not do directly, and I think if the effect 
of the amendment is to change existing law it is not in order, 
and there can be no question about the effect of this amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to be heard 
for a moment on the point of order. Mr. Chairman, I insist that 
inasmuch as my amendment reduces the amount of this salary it 
is not obnoxious to the point of order which the gentleman makes, 


I call the Chair’s attention to a ruling of the Chair in January 
last, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], 
who then presided over the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. Cownerp, the gentleman from Missouri, moved to strike out 
the word “six” in the salary of the Director of the Census and 
substitute therefor the word “five,” thus reducing the salary 
from $6,000 to $5,000. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM], who is now in charge of this bill, made the exact 
point which the gentleman from Indiana now makes. The gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania then said, “I simply state that it 


changes existing law and further that it is a part of the organic 
law creating the Department of Commerce and Labor, which 
takes in the Bureau of the Census and fixes the compensation 
allowed,” exactly the position now taken, as I understand, by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Will the gentleman allow me a sug- 
gestion? I confess that the committee or the Congress has the 
right to appropriate an amount less than that fixed by existing 
law for salary in a general appropriation bill, but not in connec- 
tion with a provision that says that appropriation shall be taken 
in full compensation for the salary. Simply an insufficient ap- 
propriation does not change existing law, but leaves still a lia- 
bility against the Government for the balance not appropriated 
for. This appropriation liquidates the liability of the Govern- 

t. 


men 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I think, Mr. Chairman, if my friend 
from Indiana has any respect for the ruling of the Chair to 
which I referred that he will see that his whole point is an- 
swered, if he will but permit me to proceed a little further. 

Mr. Hemenway also discussed this point. He said: 

I want to make this further suggestion: It would change existing 
law, for the reason that this bill says “in full compensation for serv- 
ices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905.” 

So that the gentleman’s colleague from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
way], who is chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
made, as I understand, precisely the point that the gentleman 
now makes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Let me finish before the gentleman 


proceeds. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Hemenway continued: 

Now, then, to appropriate at less than the amount fixed by statute 
would a of exis law. Then I desire to call attention fur- 
ther toward the repealing clause at the end of the bill: “‘ That all laws 
or 1 of laws inconsistent with this act are repealed.” 

. COWHERD. We have not reached that yet. It is a question 
N e Chais is Ae the opinion that it is tent fi 
~ House to appropriate a less amount than the salary ‘fixed W the 

I think, Mr. Chairman, it is not necesssry for me to say any- 
thing further upon this point. I rely upon the decision to which 
I haye called the Chair's attention. It is exactly in point, was 
acquiesced in by the Committee of the Whole House, and I have 
no doubt will be adhered to in this instance by the present oc- 
cupant of the chair. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Just a word. I think a distinction ex- 
ists between the case cited by the gentleman from Virginia 
and the case now before the Chair. My recollection is that in 
that bill the provision making the appropriations full compensa- 
tion for the objects for which they were appropriated occurred 
later in the bill, and did not happen to precede them, as in this 
case. It is like the provision in the bill repealing all laws in- 
consistent, if there were laws that were inconsistent—that 
would be new legislation. 

There can be no sort of question that this amendment, if it 
prevails, will change the existing law, because it reduces the 
salaries for 1906 to $2,250. When an officer accepts that amount 
the bill says it shall be in full compensation—and it does change 
existing law, and it can have no other effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has a great deal of sympathy 
with the gentleman from Indiana. The same point of order 
that has been raised by the gentleman from Indiana was raised 
by the present occupant of the chair in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and was overruled. If the gentleman from Indiana had made 
his point of order against the clause on the first page of the bill, 
which says “in full compensation for the service, ete.” the 
point of order would have been sustained. That was not ob- 
jected to, and it is now a part of the bill. It has been ruled 
so many times that it would be an assumption on the part of 
the Chair to rule otherwise, that Congress has the right to ap- 
propriate less than the sum fixed by law; and certainly in the 
condition in which this bill is now, with the point of order pend- 
ing, it can work no change of law. The party has his remedy 
The Chair there- 


to recover his salary, notwithstanding the bill. 
fore overrules the point of order. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKDR. Now I desire to make the point of order 


to the provision on the first page of the bill. When that para- 
graph was read there was no provision in the bill that made it 
a change of existing law. The compensation of this officer was 
in accordance with law, and therefore it could not change exist- 
ing law; and I insist, if the Chair please, that in instances 
where the effect of a provision has been changed by subsequent 
action of the committee—action which makes the provision open 
to an objection that did not exist when it was read—any Member 
then has the right to recur to the provision and make the objec- 
tion. In this case the first provision was not subject to a point 
of order when it was read and adopted, but became so by the 
subsequent action of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The objection comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. In the first 
place, it is too late to make the point of order. In the next 
place, the very language of the paragraph on page 1 was notice 
to Members of the House that the salaries, as fixed by law, were 
to be lowered, because the provision is that the amounts appro- 
priated shall be “in full compensation,” notwithstanding that 
they are not in full compensation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg the Chair’s pardon. When the 
paragraph under consideration was read and adopted all other 
provisions of the bill were in conformity with law. The appro- 
priations were all for the full amounts, and the effect of this 
paragraph did not change salaries already fixed. It provides 
that the amounts appropriated should be in full compensation 
for salaries, and this would have been the case if no such pro- 
vision had been in the bill at all. It was purely superrogatory, 
a mere redundancy, because the payment of a salary fully liqui- 
dates the obligation for the salary. But now it is proposed to 
reduce the appropriation below the amount of the salary fixed 
by law and the former provision requiring the amount appro- 
priated to be in full compensation for the salary becomes opera- 
tive and changes a salary fixed by law, a thing that can not be 
done on a general appropriation bill under the rules of the 
House. A provision that is unobjectionable when acted upon 
can not be rendered open to a point of order by subsequent ac- 
tion without giving Members the right to raise the objection. 
I propose to make the point of order to the provision at the first 
moment the provision is subject to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there was an intention to reduce 
the appropriations in the pages following page 1 below the 
amount fixed by law, there was no necessity for putting in any 
such clause, and it was therefore a notice to Members of Con- 
gress that such appropriations would be contained in the bill 
below the amounts tixed by law. The Chair is very clear that 
the point of order ought to be overruled. The question now is 
on the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
word on the merits of this proposition. It must be obvious to 
every Member of this House that if the salary paid to the dis- 
bursing clerk of the Post-Office Department, with all of his re- 
sponsibilities and duties, is adequate, then this salary is too 
large, and I submit that it should be the desire of the committee 
having in charge this bill to equalize, as far as possible, the 
salaries that are provided for therein. 

Within the last few years the disbursements in the Post- 
Office Department have about doubled. The number of those 
who haye now to be paid by the disbursing officer is probably 
double what it was a few years ago. The Postmaster-General 
has requested that this inequality be remedied in order that the 
disbursing officer of his Department shall be given a salary 
which he deems commensurate with his duties and responsibil- 
ities, and which is at least equal to that given to the disbursing 
officers of those Departments where the same amount of work is 
not rendered. I realize, Mr. Chairman, that the disbursing 
officer of the Department of Justice has to pay other officials 
than the hundred or so who-are in the Department in this city; 
that he probably has to pay judges, marshals, and district attor- 
neys; but assuming such to be true, his duties are not as oner- 
ous, nor are his responsibilities as great, I submit, as are the 
duties and responsibilities of the disbursing officer of the Post- 
Office Department, one of the greatest Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. It was admitted, when the point of order was under 
discussion, that the inequality of which I then complained ex- 
isted. It can not be denied that there is this inequality, and 
this is the time to correct it. If we can not correct it by increas- 
ing the salaries of such officers as are performing the same work 
and getting less pay for it, then we can at least correct it by 
decreasing the salaries of those who are performing the same 
or less work, until all shall receive the same compensation and 
stand upon an equality. And that would be in strict accord- 
ance with what the gentlemen who are in charge of this bill 
have declared to be their purpose—to reduce salaries wherever 


they can in justice and fairness be reduced, and to economize in 
every possible direction. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that if the 
House wants to be fair and just to the employees of the Govern- 
ment, to treat all alike and to discriminate against none, the 
opportunity is now presented to them to be so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, as the House has indulged 
the gentleman, independent of a discussion of the point of order, 
as to the native merits of the case—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order has been decided. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The point of order has been 
decided, and he argued on the merits. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply desire to reply, as the House has 
indulged the gentleman. 

The only similarity between the disbursing officer of the 
Post-Office Department and the disbursing officer of the Depart- 
ment of Justice is in the fact that they are both called disburs- 
ing clerks. In considering the compensation which a clerk 
should have, we take up the measure of the work that he does. 
The work of the disbursing clerk of the Post-Office Department 
is confined to the Department here, and reaches almost 
$2,000,000. The work of the disbursing officer of the Depart- 
ment of Justice is an entirely different line of disbursing clerk’s 
work. He pays all the justices of the United States courts from 
Maine to California, as well as the employees of the Department 
of Justice here in Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion there? Does not the disbursing officer of the Post-Office 
Department pay all the rural free delivery carriers? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; they come under the Post-Office 
bill. We do not touch them here at all. All we touch in this 
bill is the Department work here in Washington. The post- 
office bill brings up its own line of legislation. For example, the 
officials and employees in the post-office of my home city of Phil- 
adelphia are paid by the postmaster, through clerks in that of- 
fice. The same is true of the New York post-office, and also of 
the customs service all over the country. With the exception of 
the Department of Justice, we only touch the officers here in the 
Departments in Washington in this bill. Now, as the figures 
are given to me, almost $9,000,000 are disbursed annually by the 
disbursing clerk of the Department of Justice, while not quite 
$2,000,000 are disbursed by the disbursing clerk of the Post- 
reer Department. Those are the merits of the two proposi- 

ons. 

As the Chair has ruled, the gentleman from Virginia stands 
on his rights, but I want to emphasize the fact that the purpose 
of the committee was to be as just and fair as we could be. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. It is not a question of the ruling of 
the Chair. The matter now comes up on a vote of the commit- 
tee, and we are discussing the merits. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman another question. I notice in this bill that the disburs- 
ing clerk of the Department of Labor and Commerce—and I 
ask this question now because it may prevent the consumption 
of time hereafter—I ask if the duties of the disbursing officer 
of the Department of Labor and Commerce, who receives $2,500, 
are anything like commensurate with the duties of the disburs- 
ing clerk of the Post-Office Department? I do not claim to 
know how much money the disbursing clerk of the Department 
of Justice pays out, but I would like the gentleman to answer 
the question as to the disbursing clerk of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman—and I am look- 
ing at the record of this bill, and the gentleman can find it in 
the report—the disbursing officer pays out two and one quarter 
millions of dollars in this bill, and upwards of $4,000,000 to 
come in under the sundry civil bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
tin aalacte AAA ADDOL IMA by ee 
make investigations regarding the manner of conducting the public busi- 
ness in the various bureaus, offices, and services of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, with the object of securing more uniform, eco- 
nomical, and businesslike methods of administration, $10,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the provision in lines 14 to 21, page 138, that it appro- 
priates money not authorized by existing law. 

. Will not the gentleman reserve his point of 
Order 

Mr. PERKINS. I make the point of order, but I am willing 
to reserve it if the gentleman from Illinois wishes it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in the original proposition 
coming from the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor was a paragraph wherein he asked for $100,000, that he 
might develop our foreign commerce as well as the domestic 
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commerce, and under which he would make his own selection of 
the body of subordinate force that would travel not only at 
home but abroad for the purpose of developing the commerce at 
home and the commerce abroad. Coupled with that was a para- 
graph substantially as we have given in the bill, that he desired 
to reorganize or make a readjustment in his own Department, in 
order that he might feel that he was administering his office 
upon intelligent lines as well as lines of economy. Your com- 
mittee was familiar with the fact of legislation that some years 
ago what is called the “ Dockery Commission,” at an expense of 
some $30,000, made an investigation of the accounting system of 
the Government, and after that investigation their recommenda- 
tions were embodied into law as a basis for future action. I 
wish to say to the gentleman who makes the point of order that 
the committee reduced the appropriation requested of $100,000 to 
$10,000, as a limitation, that specialists might be selected by him 
to take up the question of reorganization of his Department, in- 
dependent of what might be called the influences of the subordi- 
nate force or of any force in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. He wanted more than this bill gives him, but we felt 
that we were within economical lines. 

Now, this Department officer, coming into a new creation that 
embodies an expenditure of six or seven million dollars annually, 
with every probability of a large increase in the future, makes 
a request of Congress that he should have a limited sum to try 
and adjust his Department on such lines as will embody its 
future administration in economy and wisdom, and your com- 
mittee takes the $100,000 requested by that Department officer 
and cuts it down to $10,000, and gives him that sum that he may 
adjust the lines of his Department for future good work. 
While, of course, this is new legislation and subject to a point 
of order, I submit to the gentleman from New York that he 
ought not to press it. 

Mr. WANGER. Will my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. Did the Secretary subdivide the estimate of 
$100,000, stating how much he desired for the employment of 
special agents for the promotion of our commerce and how 
much he desired for the experts to examine the methods of con- 
ducting business abroad? 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I have stated, the original paragraph 
was $100,000 for special agents for the promotion of foreign 
and domestic commerce, and that he should have the right of 
selection of that subordinate force. In the same paragraph was 
this provision, which is a part of this bill, the wording of the 
bill being a part of his proposition for specialists to aid in the 
reorganization of his Department. In consultation with him 
he said that he desired $25,000. One of the gentlemen of the 
committee went to him and informed him of the general dispo- 
sition of the committee not to give him $100,000, which he then 
asked, but that we might give him the specialists for the 
service. We have given him $10,000. It is tentative. He may 
come in next year and ask for more. The Dockery Commission, 
my recollection is; started at $10,000, and so impressed was 
Congress that the Commission went on and finally gave us the 
reorganized bookkeeping of the service of to-day, which is 
always spoken of as the result of the work of the Dockery Com- 
mission. Now, the officer appointed to this office asks Congress, 
under the recommendation of your committee, to give him 
$10,000 virtually to get information for himself in his own ad- 
ministration that he may wisely administer his office. 

Mr. WANGER. Do I understand, then, that the Secretary 
regarded the item that has been reported as of more importance 
than that part of his estimate for which no appropriation has 
been made? 

Mr. BINGHAM. T can not answer that question directly, 
but I can say that the Secretary was fully informed as to the 
policy of the committee with reference to his request for $100,- 
000 and was asked how much of this hundred thousand dollars 
would be required for these specialists, and we have given him 
$10,000. That hundred-thousand-dollar estimate is cut down to 
$10,000 in this bill. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, under the statement of my 
colleague it is very clear that by far the larger part of the ap- 
propriation asked for by the Secretary—to wit, $100,000—was 
for the employment of special agents to study trade conditions 
in order that.the commerce of the country might be promoted. 
I understand that one of the purposes for which these agents 
were desired was to develop or establish what might be re- 
garded as the particular province and function of the Bureau of 
Manufactures. I recall that when the bill establishing this De- 
partment was under consideration very fond hopes were enter- 
tained of the usefulness of the Bureau of Manufactures. It 
has been a disappointment to very many of the manufacturers 
of the country that that Bureau has not been organized. It will 


be a further disappointment and a surprise to them that no pro- 
vision is made for that Bureau in this bill, save and except for 
the Chief of the Bureau. As I understand it, the bill makes no 
provision for any clerk or any office force whateyer—simply re- 
ports the annual salary of the Chief of the Bureau. Therefore I 
share in the disappointment, having supposed that a bureau of 
manufactures would be a very important division in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor and of great value to the producers 
of the country. And with all respect to the committee in acting 
upon the recommendation of the Secretary in this instance, it 
seems to me they have entirely ignored so much of his request as 
involves any meat and have simply made an appropriation for 
the dry bones of the recommendation. I assume that $10,000 is 
abundant for the purpose, considering the business methods of 
the Department. I am very sorry that the other phase of the 
question has not been fully reported upon by the committee and 
that provision has not been made for the effective and useful 
operation of the Bureau of Manufactures. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, no estimate was submitted 
for clerical force of the Bureau of Manufactures. 4 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WANGER. Oh, my friend from New York is entirely 
mistaken. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Except for the Chief of Bureau in this bill. 

Mr. MANN. There was an estimate. 

Mr. WANGER. If the gentleman from New York will ref 
to page 112— 

Mr. LITTAUER. Except for the Chief of Bureau. 

Mr. WANGER. Page 112 of the Book of Estimates will dis- 
close to the gentleman these estimates: 

Chief of Bureau; Chief clerk; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 
3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; one 
clerk, 8900; one messenger, $840. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is the existing law, and they were re- 
estimated for this year by the Department; but the Secretary of 
the Department advised us that while some of these clerks had 
been appointed they had been detailed to other bureaus of the 
Department, and there had as yet been no organization of the 
Bureau of Manufactures—in fact, that the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor has not yet devised any scheme to carry out 
the purposes of that Bureau. ; 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question as to 
whether it would be possible to organize the Bureau without 
clerical help? , 

Mr. LITTAUER. It would not; but it seems that the clerical 
help appropriated for last year was used for utterly different 
purposes and consequently your committee felt it would be 
well for the Department to determine what sort of work they 
were going to do before we could properly say whether they 
needed three clerks or six clerks or sixteen clerks to carry out 
their purpose. 

Mr. MANN. That is a pretty good answer. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Now, as to the other provisions to which 
the gentleman referred, which have been submitted by the Sec- 
retary of the Department—that is, a provision granting him a 
large sum of money in order that he might engage specialists 
to travel over the world and determine how our commerce 
could be developed in one quarter or another. I am sure the 
House will bear in mind that the consular service in part is 
now at work for the Department of Commerce and Labor; 
that their reports are all brought to the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, and we felt that the proposed additional 
force would simply be supplementary of the work that the 
consular service ought to carry out. We look forward to re- 
forms in that direction and not to duplication. I trust, Mr. 
Chairman, that my colleague will not insist upon his point of 
order. The provision that we have submitted to the House 
here is for an entirely different purpose. 

It is to make investigation regarding the manner and conduct 
of public business in the various bureaus, offices, and services of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. You all know that 
this Department is not only new, but it is a composite Depart- 
ment. Part of its bureaus came from the Treasury, part from 
the State Department, some of them from independent services. 
The methods of doing business in some of them were not accept- 
able-to the Secretary, and, moreover, just lately, after the terri- 
ble disaster to the steamer Slocum in New York, a commission 
had to be appointed to investigate that disaster. There was no 
fund from which to pay that commission. Practically very able 
men were selected from those already in the Goyernment service 
and detailed to that work. Now, it is the purpose of the Secre- 
tary to have a modest sum like this $10,000—in fact, he wanted 
$25,000—in order that he may make uniform the work of his 
Department, make diligent inquiry into the methods of work, 
with a view of simplifying and making uniform the work of the 
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different bureaus and investigate what was doing and how they 
are carrying out their purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address myself par- 
ticularly to the gentleman from New York, who reserves the 


point of order. The gentleman will remember that I made 
the report to the House of the bill creating the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. To that Department there were trans- 
ferred the Bureau of Statistics from the Treasury Department, 
the Bureau of Labor (an independent bureau), the Bureau of 
the Census from the Interior Department, and the Bureau of 
Foreign Commerce from the State Department. Everybody in 
Congress had understood perfectly well that there were con- 
stant duplications of statistical information; that in some 
»laces the Bureau of Statistics and the Bureau of the Census 
and the Bureau of Labor were all collecting and compiling the 
same information. It was the expectation of Congress in cre- 
ating the Department of Commerce and Labor and in consoli- 
dating the various bureaus of the Government engaged in the 
collection of statistics that these bureaus when collated in one 
Department would be harmonious, so that they would not. du- 
plicate their work. Now, it is an impossibility for the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor, through the information which 
he had at his command, without the services of specialists, to 
be able to harmonize these various bureaus and eliminate the 
unnecessary work now performed by some of the different bu- 
reaus. It was the intention of the last Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor to endeavor to do this work through the aid of 
some board which might be authorized by Congress. The new 
Secretary, one of our own members until he was appointed there, 
is giving his best efforts to reduce this duplication, but it will 
be an impossibility for him or for any other officer of the Gov- 
ernment to do this without the aid of some specialists who 
may be permitted to examine into the subject in its different 
phases and examine the methods followed by the different bu- 
reaus. It is not practicable to rely wholly upon the Director 
of the Census or the Commissioner of Statistics or the Chief 
of the Bureau of Labor for them to harmonize, and if it were 
practicable they have other services to perform; and I hope 
that the gentleman, who is always, I know, in favor of 
economy—proper economy—will permit the economy which 
will come in this Department by doing away now with thou- 
sands of dollars spent in duplication of statistics entirely un- 
necessary, but which will be continued unless the Secretary is 
authorized, through the aid of these specialists, to harmonize 
the collection of statistics. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak one word in 
seeming to put my judgment against that of the Committee on 
Appropriations. In the last Congress an additional department 
was created. Some of us questioned then the value that it 
might prove to be. What practical advantage has resulted since 
then I do not intend now to say, but it certainly has resulted in 
a very large increase of expense. This bill carries appropria- 
tions for the various branches of the Department of Labor and 
Commerce of at least seven or eight hundred thousand dollars. 
Now, we are told, the gentleman from Illinois says, that in this 
great Department, the result of whose labors thus far has not 
been altogether clear, there can not be found the time or intelli- 
gence to properly organize that Department. We are told that 
when we are paying over half a million dollars of salaries to 
secretaries, to assistants, and clerks of every variety, it is neces- 
sary to hire at an expense of $10,000, specialists. To tell them 
what? 

er of conducting the pub- 
iie Diaa 8 8 services of the De art: 


ment of Commerce and Labor, with the object of securing more uniform, 
economical, and businesslike methods of administration. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not thoroughly a believer in those special- 
ists who have to be called in to reorganize any branch of 
business, and it is strange that in the Department of Commerce 
there can not be found sufficient intelligence to say how that 
office should be run, without hiring specialists at an expense of 
$10,000 this year, and Heaven knows how many thousands of 
dollars some other year. 

Mr. LITTAUER. May I ask a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I submit the point of order that debate 
is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order has not been dis- 
cussed at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I stated, Mr. Chairman, that this is new 
legislation, and I haye heard no one question the point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to ask my colleague this 
question: Do you not think it would be well to have a specialist 
come in, independent of any influences that surround such De- 


partments, and bring about the result that this Department de- 
sires to achieve? 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it possible that the head of a Depart- 
ment can not regulate his Department without being subject 
to special influences? I should be sorry to believe that. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Has the gentleman taken 
info consideration the fact that this Department consists of 
several bureaus—the Census Bureau, the Bureau of Labor, the 
Bureau of Statistics? As I understand, one of the purposes 
is to consider whether these various bureaus can not be con- 
solidated and brought into one. To do that requires a good 
deal of close investigation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not believe that the officer in charge 
of this Department can not find some competent persons in his 
Department without its being necessary to hire a specialist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it is conceded 
pari this is new legislatión, and therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have here a committee amendment, which 
is merely to correct the totals. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 138, in line 13, strike out “ fifty-eight thousand six hundred 
and eighty" and insert “ fifty-seven thousand six hundred and sixty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation and per diem, to be fixed by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, of special attorneys, special examiners, and special 
sponta, for the purpose of carrying on the work of said bureau as pro- 
vided by the act approved February 14, 1903, entitled “An act to 
establish the Department of Commerce and Labor,” the per diem to be 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor may prescribe in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $4 
per day, to each of said — attorneys, special examiners, and spe- 
cial agents, and also of other officers and employees in the Bureau of 
Corporations, while absent from thelr homes on duty outside of the 
District of Columbia, and for their actual necessary traveling expenses, 
including necessary sleeping-car fares; in ail, $100,000. 

Me BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York-is recog- 
niz 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph appropriates 
the enormous sum of $4 a day for special attorneys, special ex- 
aminers, and special agents of the Bureau of Corporations of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. Presumably these men 
are to investigate those combinations of capital to which refer- 
ence has been occasionally made on the floor of this House. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman point out where these 
four-dollar-a-day men are provided for? 

Mr. BAKER. In lieu of subsistence.” 
their salaries? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It reads here: 

The per diem to be ee to such rules and regulations as the See- 
retary of Commerce and Labor may prescribe in lieu of subsistence, at 
a rate not exceeding $4 per day. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, I will ask the chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee what is the recompense of these men? What 
character of men are they who are to make this investigation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is purely discretionary, I would say, 
in the Secretary as to selection; and as a matter of fact we give 
the Bureau of Corporations less than the current law. 

Mr. BAKER. My complaint is not 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have made available all we think they 
could call for. There is no intent to keep them from undertak- 
ing any proceedings that might come before them within the 
limitations of current law, and no abridgment of the Bureau of 
Corporations in that law under the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. If the gentleman desires to increase—— Ý . 

Mr. BAKER. My complaint is not that too much money is 
appropriated, but that no apparent use is made of the money. 
Here is this Department of Commerce and Labor, created very 
largely because of a public sentiment, yes, a public demand, that 
there should be an investigation of what have come to be 
known as “trusts,” and what is the result? Absolutely noth- 
ing! 

Now, I am assured from information that has come to me 
from men in the Department that an investigation has been 
made in the case of one corporation, and the books are kept in 
such a manner that the man can not tell whether the corpora- 
tion made $100,000,000 or $1,000,000. Presumably the man was 
not a competent man. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will permit me, I think it 
was the gentleman from Georgia that offered an amendment to 
this bill giving $500,000 appropriation to this Department for 
the investigation of what are called “trust” corporations. A 


Is this additional to 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


113 


year ago that appropriation was transferred by the action of the 
House from this bill to the sundry civil bill, and this bill has 
no longer any relation with that large appropriation of half a 
million dollars to go into perhaps a very complete investigation. 
If the gentleman desires to know, I would state that this is 
simply an appropriation for what is called the “Bureau of 
Corporations,” and for the subordinate force as well as for their 
judicial department. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope this is not to come out of my time, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, it PENGE seems to me, 
from the lack of result, that one of two things exists—either a 
lack of competency on the part of the men detailed by the Bu- 
reau of Corporations of the Department of Commerce and La- 
bor or else a lack of intent on the part of the Secretary to get 
at the facts. Here is a notorious fact that every person in the 
country knows—that the Steel Rail Association exists. I intro- 
duced a resolution into this House. It was referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and that committee, I understand, is going 
to report that resolution back with the recommendation that it 
lie on the table, on the ground that it is a mere rumor. A mere 
“rumor,” forsooth! Certainly the most substantial rumor in 
this country. A rumor so strenuous, so strong, so powerful, 
that it can take the American people by the throat and exact 
tribute of $30,000,000. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
This is known to everybody; and yet you gentlemen, through 
the majority of your Judiciary Committee, say that the Steel 
Rail Association is a rumor. Why, even the gentleman, my 
friend from Pennsylvania, who represents Harrisburg in this 
House [Mr. OLMSTED], has probably heard of this Steel Rail As- 
sociation, that little combination—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have heard the gentleman mention it. 

Mr. BAKER. I am not surprised that such ignorance is dis- 
played, when we see 500,000 plurality from his State for a man 
who is supposed to be a “trust buster.” The ignorance of the 
people of Pennsylvania is almost equal to that which has been 
displayed here. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Your State did pretty well. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. Yes; I am frank enough to say that the State 
did very well; but I am also frank enough to say that the State 
would not, in my judgment, have done half so well if it had not 
been that the men on this side listened to the siren song of those 
monopolists that were running the campaign for the gentleman 
you refer to. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
I hope this will not come out of my time, Mr. Chairman. I 
wanted to say a few words about this combination—the Steel 
Rail Association. 

Well, we are told that it is a mere rumor that the Steel Rail 
Association exists. Presumably the Department of Commerce 
and Labor is almost as ignorant of the existence of the Steel 
Rail Association as is my friend from Pennsylvania. Yet that 
association meets regularly; they do not even meet in secret. 
They make no pretense of covering up their actions, and at the 
end of their meetings they give out statements to the newspa- 
pers; and yet we are told by the Republicans that that little 
combination is a mere “rumor.” How effective the “ rumor” is 
is shown when through a combination of the United States Steel 
Corporation, the Lackawanna Steel Company, the Maryland Steel 
Company, and one or two others—minor corporations—they are 
able to take full advantage, which otherwise they could not do, 
of the duty of $7.84 a ton upon steel rails, so that they are 
charging the American consumers of steel rails 528 a ton when 
upon the testimony of the greatest expert upon steel manufacture 
in the world (according to the United States Steel Corporation 
itself), Mr. Charles M. Schwab, it only costs $12 a ton to manu- 
facture them in Pittsburg, so that there is a profit of $16 a ton 
or 133 per cent profit upon the actual cost of production; and 
yet not a Republican, not even the Bureau of Corporations of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, which was specially 
brought into existence to find out if there are any trusts, any 
combinations in restraint of trade, not one member of the Ad- 
‘ministration, not a Republican in this House, not even the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor, has heard of that combination 
at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. I expected it. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Manufactures: Chief of Bureau of Manufactures, $4,000, 
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Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that para- 
graph. I see from this report of the committee that a reduction 
has been made in that bureau of so many clerks. In fact, I am 
informed that there is no such bureau except the chief; that all 
of the clerks and the officials of that special bureau have been 
taken from him. Now, I would like to know what this chief is 
doing and why we are appropriating $4,000 to a man to do noth- 
ing. Is it true? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that we have 
continued this, as I may say, pro forma in the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Because it was the law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The submission made by the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor was to the effect that he had not yet organ- 
ized the bureau. We therefore struck out all the subordinate 
force and left the creation of the bureau to be a matter for the 
future under the law. There has been no chief of the Bureau 
of Manufactures appointed. 

Mr. MADDOX. There is none? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is none appointed. It is simply a 
verbiage contained in the law for the original organization of 
the Department. The gentleman has a right to strike it out. 

Mr. MADDOX. I move to strike it out. If there is no chief 
appointed, there is no necessity for the appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It leaves it there, so that it may, when the 
time comes, be used as the basis of a report to Congress. So 
far as this Congress is concerned, the Department has never 
filled the place, and your committee have stricken from the Book 
of Estimates all the recommendations of the Secretary for a sub- 
ordinate force. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now I understand, Mr. Chairman, that there 
is no chief of the Bureau? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not want to be misunderstood. The 
Secretary in nowise wants this, except that it may be used in 
the future. He says that up to to-day he has not been able to 
organize that Bureau to his satisfaction. It does no harm to be 
there; there is no money appropriated by Congress for him. 

Mr. MADDOX. You are appropriating now, and that is what 
I am objecting to. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We may need it next year; 
we had it last year, but he did not use it. Why not give it to 
him and let him organize it when he gets ready? 

Mr. MADDOX. If there was any necessity for it I would not 
object to it; if anybody’s interest is to be advanced by it I 
would not object. But I am told that we have no chief of the 
Bureau. You have, according to your report, abolished the whole 
business; now, why not carry it out? I move to strike it out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Department of Commerce and Labor 
is not itself thoroughly organized. It is a new Department, 
created a short time ago, and this is one bureau in the Depart- 
ment that they have not yet organized. They may do so in a 
month, they may do so in six months, and they may not do it 
for six years. We have left the salary of the chief of the divi- 
sion there so that when the Secretary takes it up for the pur- 
pose of organization he has got a starting point upon which he 
can build. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, in reply to that I want to 
call the attention of the House to this report. It says: 


Bureau of Manufactures.—A reduction is made of one chief clerk at 
$2,000, one clerk at $1,800, one clerk at $1,400, one clerk at $1,200, 
one clerk at $1,000, one clerk at $900, one . at $840, one as- 
at 7600 a at $720, one messenger boy at $480, and two laborers 
a each 


Now, the committee comes here and annihilates this bureau, 
and these men that I speak of are detailed on some other work 
or discharged—although I never heard of one being discharged. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Let me say to the gentleman that there 
were only two of these clerks appointed last year. They were 
detailed to the Secretary’s office, one clerk of the fourth class 
and one of the second class, and two laborers. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to understand why you come in, 
then, and tell us that you have made the reduction that I have 
read, if there were only four clerks there. How can you re- 
duce a thing that does not exist? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Our reduction was of the appropriation 
and not the expenditure of money. There is a reduction of ap- 
propriation. The gentleman will find that in many Depart- 
ments not all the clerks provided or appropriated for are used 
or appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia insist 
on his amendment? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; I move to strike it out. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mappox) there were—ayes 19, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
The Census Office: For Director, $6,000 ; age por statisticians, 


2,500 each; chief clerk, $ 
2,000; stenographer, $ 500; 
class 4; 


500; geographer, 
H diviston, at $2, each; four clerks 


class 8; sixteen clerks of class 2; three hundred clerks of class 1; two 
. ed and twenty-five clerks, at 1, 000 each ; 1800 . at’ $900 
each ; t map mounter, $1, 2 electrici 


at $1, 060 each ; five Stiel 


1.000; we skilled laborers, 
two firemen; ten 


laborers, 
900 each ; assistant 
messengers. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the word “six,” in line 9, page 142, and insert in place thereof 
the word “ five.” 

The rai read the amendment, as follows: 

On 142, line 9, strike out the word “ six“ and insert in lieu 
thereo: t e word “ five.” 

Mr. SNOOK. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the same amend- 
ment that was offered to this appropriation bill at the last ses- 
sion of Congress by my colleague, Mr. COWHERD., At that time 
there was quite an extended discussion on the merits of this 
amendment before the House. This afternoon the attention of 
the House has been called to a number of items of inequalities 
in the salaries paid to the different officials provided for in this 
bill. About all I desire to do is to call the attention of the 
House to the inequality of the salary of this official as compared 
with that of other officials provided for in this appropriation bill. 
Take the heads of the different bureaus provided for in this De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor. The head of the Bureau of 
Corporations is to receive a salary of only $5,000. This is per- 
haps the most important bureau provided for In the whole range 
of governmental affairs, and yet he receives only $5,000. The 
head of the Bureau of Labor, one of the most important bureaus 
under the Government, receives only $5,000. As was pointed out 
by my colleague a year ago, the Assistant Postmasters-General, 
the first, second, third, and fourth, although they disburse very 
large sums of money and have a most important place, receive 
only $4,500. The Assistant Attorney-General, a most important 
officer, receives $5,000. Why it should be thought that out of 
the whole list of officials this single man should be singled out 
to receive $6,000 I have never been able to see. It seems to me 
if the committee is desirous of making the salaries of the differ- 
ent offieials equal, and are eager to raise the point of order 
when somebody undertakes to make the equality by raising a 
salary for the small sum of $250, the great Appropriations Com- 
mittee ought to be willing to reduce the salary of this man from 
$6,000 to $5,000 and put it on the same basis of other heads of 
Departments. [Applause.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the original compensation 
for the Director of the Census, as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Snook] will doubtless remember, was $7,500. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, I will say that at the time the 
salary was réduced from $7,500 to $6,000 there were a great 
many Members on the floor of the House who wanted it re- 
duced td $5,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was reduced to the present figure of 
$6,000. Without going into any details of the work done—the 
value of the work done—I desire to remind the committee, as 
well as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Snoox], that twice in 
this very House at the last session of this Congress the propo- 
sition came before the House to reduce this salary to $5,000, 
in a vote on two occasions on an amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHrrp]. The House at that 
time determined that there should not be any reduction and 
that the law should remain as it was fixed in the bill. We 
have simply followed that law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and, on a division, demanded by 
Mr. SNook, there were—ayes 19, noes 59. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of map geo For Commissioner of Na tion, $4,000; two 
clerks of class 4; additi onal to one clerk designa: as deputy commis- 
sioner, $600; clerk to Commissioner, $1,600; one clerk of class 3; two 
clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at $900 each; one 
assistant messenger, and one laborer; in all, $28,480. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to 
lines 18 and 19, page 145, which provide for a Commissioner of 
Navigation, at a salary of $4,000. As I understand it the exist- 
ing law is that his salary is $3,600, and this raises it to $4,000. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, in the law creating this 
bureau it is provided that he shall receive a salary of $4,000 per 
annum. Congress in the past has not appropriated as much as 
the law called for. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
that is the law? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes, 


ten watchmen; six messengers; 


Mr. MADDOX. My information is that it was $3,600. 
Mr. LITTAUER. The law is that it shall be $4,000. 
eee MADDOX. If that is true, I withdraw the point of 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used 
— 1 main * ane or operating any carriage or 
e (other than those specifi aeg authorized and named for per- 


heerl varpose in section 2 of the slative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 905 — other than those used 
tation of pro belonging the custody ae ang 


United Slates), 


ot the official use of any . or ae 
of the Execu i 


e Departments or other Government esta ents, at 
Washington, unless the same shall be specifically authori. 

law or provided for in terms by appropriation of money, and all suc 
carriages and vehicles so procured and en for official puree shall 
have conspicuously pain thereon at all times the full name of the 
Executive Department or other branch of the public service to which 
the same belong and in the service of which the same are used. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following commit- 
tee amendment to make a change of one word, a misprint, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 155, in Une 10, strike out the word “two” and Insert in lieu 
th word “ three,” so that it will read“ in section three.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk then concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, there is one paragraph of the 
bill which one gentleman asked to have passed over without 
prejudice. As I understand it he now withdraws that request, 
and I ask for the reading of the paragraph and its approval. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Auditor for Interior De ga ies be wiped $4, 000; dep- 


uty auditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; three efs of d division, at 

„000 each; nine clerks of class ; sixteen oy Sy class 3; twenty- 
eight clerks ‘of class 2; twenty-eight el clerks of class 1; sixteen clerks, 
at $1,000 eac ene oo at $900 each; one assistant messenger; 
four ‘skilled 5 720 each; six laborers; and one female la- 

borer, 8600; in all, $’ $16: 

Mr. BINGHAM. ur. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 15895), 
the legislative, judicial, and executive appropriation bill, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
adopted, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

a. SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
men 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask concurrence in all of 
the amendments to the bill, with the exception of those on page 
20, line 24, stenographers to committees, and upon that I ask 
a separate ‘vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment on which 
vote is asked? If not, a vote will be taken on the amendments 
en bloc, excepting the one designated. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the other amendments, 

ae Clerk read as follows: 

3 20, Si act strike out the word “five” and insert in Heu 
—.— $ 1 on page 21, kn earn strike out the aes 
“ twenty-one 980 RBA — 


ae ee taa 
to read Ya for four oepa n Eem 5 at 3.000 each; assist 
ant stenographer to commit 51 600; in all, 813, 

The SPEAKER. The question 15 on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and upon a division (demanded by 
Mr. CruMPACKER) there were—ayes 45, noes 63. 

So the amendments were rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. BrN HAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill as amended was passed was laid on the table. 
REPORT ON IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE SWAYNE. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to make a privi- 
leged report in the case of the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of 
the northern district of Florida, submitted by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the following privileged report, the title of which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report in the matter of the impeachment of Charles Swayne, judge of 
the United States in the northern district of Florida. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be referred to the House 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
when the House adjourns to-day that it adjourn to meet on Mon- 


day next. 


The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
REPRINT OF SENATE BILL. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for a reprint of Senate bill 2114. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate bill 2114, to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. On the privileged report just handed in some 
of us desire to file minority views. I ask, therefore, leave until 
Monday to file their views. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks if there 
be minority reports on this subject that the Judiciary Commit- 
tee may have leave until Monday next to file same. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Monday next 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. - 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for additional clerks in the office of 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at Baltimore—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for repairs to Washington Monu- 
ment—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a report of the expenditures of the Bureau of Fish- 
eries—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an explanation of estimates of appropriations for foreign inter- 
course—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. s 
p A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an 
inyentory of books, maps, and pamphlets in his department No- 
vember 1, 1904—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
the resignation of Col. George W. Steele as a member of the 
board—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. e 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for appliances for the post- office at 
Chicago to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 


160) granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the Gov- 
ernment reservation in Washington, D. C., for the American 
Railway Appliance Exhibition, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3017); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 15606) to authorize the county of Itawamba, in the 
State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tombig- 
bee River, near the town of Fulton, in the said county and State, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3018); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15590) to 
amend an act approved April 26, 1904, entitled “An act to 
enable the Secretary of War to permit the erection of a lock 
and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes,” reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3019); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII Mr. JENKINS, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the House resolution 
(H. Res. 383) concerning steel-manufacturing companies, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 3020) ; 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3840) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
F. Baldwin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15796) granting certain property to the county 
of Gloucester, N. J.—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. 6920) granting a pension to Susan E. Weaver 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15788) granting an increase of pension to Mag- 
gie D. Russ—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16181) to provide for an 
additional judge of the district court of the United States for 
the middle and eastern districts of Tennessee, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16182) providing 
for the appeal of one case from the citizenship court of the In- 
dian Territory to the Supreme Court of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 16183) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands 
within the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. : 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 16184) granting an appropria- 
tion for the enlargement of the public building at Burlington, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 16185) to pro- 
vide for the survey and deepening of a channel in Humboldt Bay, 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16186) to provide for the survey of the har- 
bor at Crescent City, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 16187) for the extension 
of Nineteenth street from Woodley road to Mintwood place—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERLET: A bill (H. R. 16188) authorizing the ex- 
portation of certain articles to Porto Rico without the payment 
of internal-reyenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 16189) pro- 
viding for the maintenance of the channel of the Arkansas River 
at Pine Bluff, Ark., and for the repair of dikes and revetment 
work at said place—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 16190) to admit wood free of 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 16191) for the erection 
of a Federal building for the United States courts and other 
Government offices at East St. Louis, III.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16192) for the erection of a public building 
at Belleville, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16193) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Alton, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENE: A resolution (H. Res. 390) relative to in- 
quiry as to the most practicable method for transportation of 
documents to and from the Capitol and the Government Printing 
Oftice—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 391) providing for 
the consideration of H. R. 15254—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16194) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Gwyn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 16195) for the relief of John 
P. Fairchild—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 16196) for the relief of 
the owners of the steamship Newehwang—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 16197) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Smith N. Vosseller—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16198) to correct the muster roll of Com- 
pany G, Sixteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16199) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph McGuckian—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 16200) granting an increase 
of pension to Morton M. Noah—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16201) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16202) granting an increase of pension to 
Galimus McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16203) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16204) granting 
a pension to Hannah McAdams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 16205) granting an inerease 
of pension to James A. Roark—te the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 16206) granting an increase 
of pension to George Ulrich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. á 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 16207) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16208) granting a pension to Arabella M. 
Marks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 16209) granting a pension 
to Anna McQuillin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 16210) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joseph A. Blanchard—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16211) granting 
a pension to Melvin T. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16212) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias R. Zahniser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16213) for 
the relief of George Davidson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16214) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilbert Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 16215) granting 
an inerease of pension to Fitz Allen Gourley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16216) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo G. Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16217) 
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granting an increase of pension to S. C. Chamberlain—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16218) granting a pension to 
Rush G. Leaming—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16219) granting a pension to John W. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16220) granting a pension to Rufus Gos- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 16221) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ryan, late of Company M, First Illinois Light Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16222) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Elias W. Ticknor—to the Committee on In- 

alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16223) to correct the military record of 
Josiah S. Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 16224) for 
bd relief of Mrs. Emily Miller—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 16225) granting an increase of 
pension to John Bokart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 16226) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16227) for the relief of Harvey F. Woods— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 16228) to remove charge of 
desertion from military record of Joseph Trombley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16229) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Vallard—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 16230) granting a pension to 
Emma M. Rea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16231) granting a pension to Anna Eliza- 
beth Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 16232) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles D. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 16233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nelson Utley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16234) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin H. Hartman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16235) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Schooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16236) for 
5 — relief of Salina E. Lauderdale to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16237) for the relief of the estate of Simeon 
Houk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 16238) granting an increase of 
pension to David Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 16239) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary K. Roone—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16240) 
for the relief of heirs of Charles and Palmyra Barre, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 16241) granting an increase of 
pension to Paul Stang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16242) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram T. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 16243) for the relief of Eli 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16244) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William Kendall, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16245) for the relief of the estate of R. D. 
Freeland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16246) for the relief of T. F. Allison— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16247) to re- 
move charge of desertion from the record of Jeremiah Hall— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16248) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16249) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16250)granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16251) granting a pension to James I. 
Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10252) granting a pension to Mary A. H. 
Hartz to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 16258) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16254) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Lydia R. Howard to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16255) granting an increase of pension to 
Blam Skivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16256) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Debord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16257) granting a pension to Laura W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 16258) granting a pension to 
Susan H. Chadsey—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 16259) granting an in- 
na of pension to John Walz—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 16260) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Hark —to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 16261) granting a pension 
to Andrew T. Welman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 16262) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16263) granting an increase of pension to 
Leweliyn Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 16264) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Munnell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 16265) granting a pension to 
Margaret Stevens—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions.- 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 16266) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Henry Beeger—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16267) granting 
an increase of pension to James F. Hubbard—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 16268) for the relief of 
S. D. Sprinkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 16269) to authorize the re- 
appointment of Lewis C. Hamilton a second lientenant in the 
Army and to place him on the retired list—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16270) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ransom D. Buzzell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16271) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McCabe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16272) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac Montgomery—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16273) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Reuben A. Miles—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Vermilion County (III.) 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for an amend- 
ment of the pending bill relative to the admission of Oklahoma 
and Indian Territories—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Independent Home Rule Party of 
Hawaii, praying for the appointment of commission to investi- 
gate the recent election in that Territory—to the Committee on 
Elections No. 2. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8719, for the relief of 
Moses B. Page, Company A, One hundred and sixteenth Illinois 
Infantry, of Paris, III., granting him an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers in support of claim 
of Gen. James Gwyn for increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7878, 
granting an increase of pension to Richard Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16033, 
for the relief of William H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5249, granting a pension 
to Charles H. Barrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 


of South Dakota—Jessie S. Harris, president, and Pearl Stoner, 
secretary—favoring the establishment of a regular international 
peace congress—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Dakota, fayoring enactment 
into law of bill H. R. 13778, known as the Hearst bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Morton M. Noah by granting him a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
George W. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of claim of John H. McKee, late a 
captain of Company A, One hundred and fifth Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Veteran Volunteer Infantry, for special pension act—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the State Bankers’ Association of Nebraska, 
in favor of repealing a clause in the national-currency act which 
limits the retirement of national-bank notes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the State Bankers’ Association of Nebraska, 
favoring reform in the consular service—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Bluehill and East Blue- 
hill Grange, No. 52, Hancock County, Me., in favor of establish- 
mg a Bureau of Public Highways—to the Committee on Agri- 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers in support of the claim of Second 
Lieut. James A. Roark, Company F, Sixth Illinois Cavalry, 
granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of locomotive engineers, asking 
that engineers who served at the front during the civil war be 
placed on the eligible list to receive pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Division No. 13, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, of North Salem, Wis., requesting that engi- 
neers who served at the front during the civil war be placed on 
eligible list to receive pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Ohio Valley Improve- 
ment Association, in relation to improvements of Ohio River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Camp, Arctic Brotherhood, in 
favor of representation for Alaska in Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan (by request) : Petition of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Hillsdale, Mich., fayoring the 
establishment of an international peace congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Gilbert Ford, to accompany bill 
for his relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of O. C. Fletcher 
and others, of Chicopee Falls, Hampden County, Mass., for a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Dowagiac, Mich., favoring an international peace con- 
gress—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of the Nebraska State Bank- 
ers’ Association, favoring reform in the currency laws—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the Nebraska Bankers’ Association, favor- 
ing reform in consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of the Journeymen Stone Cutters’ 
Association of Des Moines, Iowa, local branch, in favor of using 
Ohio sandstone in the new Federal building at Cleveland, Ohio, 
as per contract, instead of substituting granite—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution adopted by the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers during the War of the Rebellion, request- 
ing that they be made eligible to receive pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Resolution of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, requesting that the engineers who served dur- 
ing the civil war be placed on the eligible list to receive pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Chicago Board of Trade, fayoring 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., in 
favor of the establishment of a regular international peace con- 

to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, in favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, memorial of the Ohio Valley Improvement Association, 
favoring the improvement of the Ohio River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Memorial from citizens of 
Ouachita Parish, La., relative to additional locks and dams in 
the Ouachita River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of Simeon Houk, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4748, to authorize the 
Secretary of War to correct the record of Calhoun Malone—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12673, granting a pension 
to Ira Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill 
for the relief of heirs of Charles and Palmyra Barre—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, requesting that the engineers during the war 
of the rebellion be placed on the eligible list to receive pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Utica, N. Y., 
favoring the enactment of the Cooper-Quarles bill, extending the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Utica (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the enactment of the Cooper-Quarles bill, extending the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers in support of House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Murphy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John Clark, late private, Company I, Eighty-second 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, granting an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16168, for relief of Isaiah 
H. MeDonald, late lieutenant, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 12, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Frep T. Dusors, a Senator from the State of Idaho, and 
Francis E. Warren, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

GEORGE WALKER. 

The-PRESIDENT. pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
item to be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year 1906 to pay to George Walker, a Potawatomi Indian of 
Michigan, whose name was omitted from Schedule A of the 
findings of the Court of Claims, his proportionate share of the 
sum of $78,329.25, appropriated for certain Potawatomi of 
Michigan by the act approved April 21, 1904, ete.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

USE OF WATER IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement giving the amount 
of Potomac water used by the Departments of the United States 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed bill for the relief of certain receivers of 
public moneys acting as special disbursing agents; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of electors for President and 
Vice-President for the States of Georgia, Vermont, Ohio, Arkan- 
sas, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, and Illinois; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to be filed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings filed by ie court in 
the cause of the Allaire Works of New York v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause of the Trus- 
tees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Prairie Grove, 
Ark., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying pa- 
per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause of Arthur 
Taylor, surviving partner of Arthur Taylor and Louis Taylor, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause of Rosa M. 
Bowden, Zenobia Porter, Mary E. Bowden, and Martha Bowden 
Gustin, heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased, v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause of Joseph 
Williams v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause of the Trus- 
tees of Norfolk Academy v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Charles V. Stark, assignee of Joseph C. Stark, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
John A. Trimble, administrator of George W. Ebert, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Sallie H. Grundy, executrix of the estate of Samuel R. Grundy, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message.also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses of 
Congress adjourn on Wednesday, the 21st day of December, 
they stand adjourned until 12 o’clock meridian January 4, 1905; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing that the bill (H. R. 10516) for 
the relief of Edward J. Farrell and the bill (H. R. 11444) to 
grant certain lands to the State of Ohio be reenrolled for the 
signatures of the presiding officers of the two Houses and for 
presentation to the President of the United States; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
Independent Home Rule Party of the Territory of Hawaii, re- 
monstrating against the form of ballot used in the late election 
in that Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Trades League of 
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Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
Pa., praying for the ratification of the international arbitration 
treaties; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Divi- 
sion, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to loco- 
motive engineers who served in the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Missionary Society of the 
First Presbyterian Church of New York City, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Sacoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Political Equality Club of 
Wyoming; of the Woman's Republican Club of New Tork City; 
of the Susan Look Avery Club, of Wyoming; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of East Onondaga, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperanee Union of Ellicottyille, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York 
City, of the Woman’s Health Protective Association of New 
York City, of the Woman's Republican Association of New York 
City, of the New Century Club of Utica, and of the League for 
Political Education of New York City, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill; ” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Vermont State 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Shelburne, Vt., and a 
petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of North- 
field, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States 
to be formed; which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. : 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the South 
Congregational Church, of St. Johnsburg, Vt., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Surroor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Waterson Woman's Relief 
Corps, of Chelsea; of the Vermont Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Wilmington; of the Woman’s Universalist Circle 
of South Woodstock; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Northfield; of the Ladies’ Aid and Ladies’ Missionary 
Societies of East Hardwick; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Peacham, and of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Woodstock, all in the State of Vermont, pray- 
ing for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 2,500 citizens of the State of 
Vermont, and the petition of M. L. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Middletown Springs, Vt, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York City, N. Y., praying for the ratification 
of the international arbitration treaties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Mary A. Miller, of 
Maquoketa, Iowa, praying that she be granted an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of Ella Gotshall, of Miles, 
Iowa, praying that she be granted a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Keziah Maginnis, of Belle 
Plaine, Iowa, praying that he be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Indian 
Mills, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory 
when admitted to statehood; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Municipal 
League of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5790) for 
the relief of Harmon Snyder; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5791) for 
the relief of the estate of Levi Moler, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. - 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the Woman’s Suffrage 


Association of Manchester; of Mrs. Lucy L. Moore, of Manches- 
ter; of the Outlook Club of Manchester; of Mrs. A. L. Badger, 
of Concord; of Mrs. Mary E. Quimby, of Concord; of Candia 
Grange, No. 167, Patrons of Husbandry, of Candia; of the Good 
Citizenship Club of Andover; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Rindge; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hast Haverhill; of the Equal Suffrage Club of 
Franklin; of the Equal Suffrage Association of North Conway; 
of the Civic Club of Littleton; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Greenyille; of Mrs. Hannah M. G. Colby, of 
Warner; of Mrs. Nellie G. Davis, of Warner; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Somersworth; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Boscawen; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of East Rochester, and of the 
Woman’s Suffrage League of Keene, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the suffrage clause of the statehood bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented sundry papers to ac- 
company the bill (S. 346) authorizing the issuance of a certifi- 
cate of merit to Robert Williams; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Washington State Equal 
Suffrage Association, praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Bancroft, S. Dak., praying for the adop- 
tion of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the state- 
hood bill; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the harbor at Honolulu, Hawaii; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the erection in San Francisco of a military depot for quar- 
termaster’s subsistence and medical stores for United States 
1 which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. : 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California, 
praying for the ratification of the international arbitration 
treaties; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for certain changes and improvements recommended 
by the commanding general of the military division of the Pa- 
cific; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Association of Guthrie, Okla., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Quivera Club, of Lawrence, 
Kans., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 1793) for 
the relief of John C. Brown; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2535) 
granting an increase of pension to Joel Maxwell; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 3898) 
granting an increase of pension to Noah C. Standiford; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2899) to 
execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Hiram 
R. McCalmont, administrator of the estate of A. Lawrence 
5 8 deceased; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Village Improve- 
ment Association, of Cranford, N. J., praying for the passage of 
edgier “ pure-food ” bill; which was ordered to He on the 
table. 4 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Cam- 
den, N. J., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Dental Associa- 
tion of Northern New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legis- 
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lation creating a commissioned corps of dental surgeons to be 
attached to the Medical Department of the Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Enterprise Harbor, No. 2, 
American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, 
of Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the Delaware and Chesapeake Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of Local Division-No. 157, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Jersey City, N. J., and a 
petition of Local Division No. 53, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting pensions to locomotive engineers who served 
in the war of the rebellion; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Haddon Fortnightly Club, 
of Haddonfield; of the Equal Suffrage Association of Riverton; 
of the Woman’s Riding Club of Rutherford; of the Current 
News Club, of Morristown; of the Trenton Civics Club, of 
Trenton, and of William H. Riley, of Plainfield, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. : 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Manchester Suf- 
frage Association, of Manchester, N. H., praying for the adop- 
tion of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the state- 
hood bill; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of certain legislation for the improvement of the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Laramie, Wyo., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which was referred 
to the Commitee on Territories. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to the bill to provide that the members of the Board of 
General Appraisers be continued in office for life, or during good 
behavior; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5707) for 
the relief of the estate of James H. Beall, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Grand Camp of 
the Arctic Brotherhood of Alaska, praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting to Alaska adequate representation in Con- 
gress by election; which was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac S. Doan, of Wallowa, 
Oreg., praying that he be granted an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Portland, Oreg., praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Oregon City, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Salem, and of the Oregon State Equal 
Suffrage Association, of Portland, all in the State of Oregon, 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
elause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Ile also presented a petition of the Independent Home Rule 
Party, Territory of Hawaii, praying for the enactment of certain 
election laws for that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of the Northwest of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Oregon Society, Sons of 
the American Revolution, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the purchase and preser- 
vation of Jamestown Island, Virginia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of 107 citizens of Ne- 
braska, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
use or sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when 
admitted to statehood; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Wynne; of the Equal Suffrage Association, of 
Springfield, and of sundry citizens of Chadron, Rushville, Platts- 


mouth, Lincoln, Nebraska City, Table Rock, Nehawka, and Ord, 
all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the adoption of a cer- 
tain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to the bill to provide that members of the Board of General 
Appraisers be continued in office for life or during good be- 
havior; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of New Windsor, Md., and the petition of St. 
Paul’s Lutheran Church and the Centre Street Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, of Cumberland, Md., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Balti- 
more, Md., praying that the plans recommended by the Commis- 
sion of the American Institute of Architects, appointed by the 
Senate for the improvement of the city of Washington, be ap- 
proved; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Hudson, Wis., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Hudson, Wis., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Soor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
9 8 were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 

ons. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of Sarah Proctor, 
of Kentucky, praying that she be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of James Fears, of 
Iron County, Mo., together with the affidavits of A. Jackson 
Counts and Nathaniel Scott, in support of the bill (S. 525) for 
the relief of James Fears; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of directors of 
the Merchant's Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill (S. 4596) concerning receipts 
and bills of lading issued by common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce relating to property transported in such com- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Sharon Presbyterian Church of Cass County, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sending through the mails of all 
gambling devices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to exclude all gambling matter from the inter- 
state express and telegraph service; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to improye the divorce 
laws in the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of opium, except for medical 
preparations, wherever the jurisdiction of the National Govern- 
ment may extend; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect “no license” States and towns 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. f 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Clinton, Mo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing a Sunday rest law for the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A ell. (S. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


at (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
We 

A bill (S. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
A. Teter; 

A bill (S. 3286) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Creed ; 

A pill (S. 554) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Farley ; 

A bill (S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Millett ; 

RA bill (S. 4382) granting an increase of pension to Jobn B. 
arvey ; 

A bill (S. 5214) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Renfro; 

A bill (S. 4408) granting an increase of pension to Robert N. 
Button ; 

8 A a (S. 3232) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Gould; 

A bill (S. 1810) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Thomas ; 

A bill (S. 3755) granting an increase of pension to William 
II. Covert; 

A bill (S. 5427) granting an increase of pension to Ruhema 
C. Horsman; and 

A bill (S. 4221) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Stroman. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 552) granting a pension to Ira K. Eaton; 

A bill (S. 4208) granting an increase of pension to Sarah For- 
sythe Bache; 

A bill (S. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Welcome 
B. French; 

A bill (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Wiley ; 

A bill (S. 377) granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright; 

A bill (S. 4383) granting a pension to Mary E. Penn; 

A bill (S. 3522) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Dennison; 

A bill (S. 4273) granting an increase of pension to Frazee A. 
Campbell ; 

A bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson; and 

A bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to David 
Whitney. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5732) granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; 

A bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to Clemon 
Cleoten ; 

A bill (S. 5859) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin; 

A bill (S. 5785) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Lenhart; 

A bill (S. 5744) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Rhodes; 

A bill (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan ; 

A bill (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to Nickles 
Dockendorf ; 

A bill (S. 5788) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Russell ; 

A bill (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to John W. See; 

A bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to Monroe 
W. Wright; 

A bill (S. 5858) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hubbard; 

A bill (8. 5857) granting an increase of pension to James 


Bryson; 
A bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodbury ; 


A bill (S. 5745) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell ; 

A bill (S. 5786) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Gilbert 

A bill (S. 5746) granting an increase of pension to Anne 
Jones ; 


A bill (S. 5739) granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 
essie ; 


A bill (S. 5129) granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Martin; and 
2 bill (8. 5428) granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 

edrick. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them each with an amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (S. 5271) granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diebitsch; and 

A bill (8. 3482) granting an increase of pension to Altred 
H. Le Fevre. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2493) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Tichurst ; 

A bill (8. ye granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Tuttle 
ec bill (8. 4393) granting an increase of pension to Cora A. 

aker; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Carson ; 

A bill (S. 5339) granting an increase of pension to Sidney B. 
Hamilton; 

„ (S. 4808) granting an increase of pension to John 
orley ; 

A bill (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Carolina 
Apfel; and : 
A bill (S. 4199) granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : - 

A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Andrew C. Kemper; 

A bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Duff; and 

A bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4986) granting an increase of pension to Philo 8. 
Bartow: 

a (S. 5358) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ta 
oe ae (S. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Adrianna 

wW 
A bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to William 

r 

ay bill (S. 567) granting an increase of pension to William 


A m (S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
A. Spear; 
ae bill (S. 566) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

art; 
= x ayt (S. 5445) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

uild; 
5 ne bill (8. 5206) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane 

a 

A bill (S. 5444) granting a pension to Julia E. Neale- 

A bill (S. 801) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
D. Goodale; 

11 bili (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Myron D. 

A bin (S. 5345) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Coughlin; and 

A bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Henry v. Sims. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom’ 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5120) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Chamberlain; and 

A bill (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to Bessie M. 
Dickinson. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5758) granting an increase of pension to Sallie B. 


eber ; 
. ig (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

ar 

A bill (S. 4395) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Walker; 

A bill (S. 1830) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Austin ; 
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ae (S. 5297) granting an increase of pension to Jerry L. 


ai bill (S. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
sl (S. 4151) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
cer 
e "A bill (S. 5714) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
en 

A bil (s. 5713) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther ; and 

A bill (8. 5715) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Bickford. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5781) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Steele; and 

A bill (S. 5530) granting a pension to William R. Cahoon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5810) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber; and 

A bill (S. 5716) granting a pension to Dotha J. Whipple. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
anne (S. 5811) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
i er; 

A bill (S. 5807) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
F. Robinson; 
te bill (S. 5476) granting an increase of pension to Joel F. 

owe; 

a bill (S. 5661) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 


ush; . 

A bill (S. 2850) granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
Calkins; and 
5 bill (S. 2848) granting an increase of pension to William 

Lewis. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5646) authorizing the construction of a 
wagon and electric railway bridge over the Missouri River, near 
Randolph, Mo., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3718) to quitclaim all in- 
terest of the United States of America in and to all lands lying 
in the District of Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of 
John C. Rives, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Richard Dunn; 

A bill (S. 5535) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McConneha ; 
ie bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to Calvin H. 

orris; 

A bill (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
V. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 3239) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
D. Buchanan; 

A bill (S. 1413) granting a pension to Louisa D. Miller; 

A bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Emma S. Harney; 

A bill (S. 4477) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Craven; and 

A bill (S. 4038) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Yingling. 

* Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (S. 2310) granting an increase of pension to William 


Dor; 
Waugh bill (S. 784) granting an increase of pension to Beverly. 

a 

A ii (S. 2945) granting an increase of pension to Sallie M. 
Nuzum ; 

A bill (S. 1541) granting an increase of pension to Commodore 
P. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 4103) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rulette. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3624) granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
Moore; and 


A bill (S. 2915) granting a pension to Mary Williamson. 
Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14468) to authorize the sale 


and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima 


Indian Reseryation, in the State of Washington, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom were referred the bill (S. 3838) 
for the extension of Albermarle street, and the bill (S. 4397) 
to provide for free lectures to the people in the District of Colum- 
bia, to submit adverse reports thereon. I will state in connec- 
tion with these bills that they were taken care of, one in the 
ep bill and the other in another bill at the last ses- 

on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

AMERICAN RAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 79) granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the 
Government reservation in Washington, D. C., for the American 
Railway Appliance Exhibition, to report it favorably with an 
amendment, and as it is a matter of urgency, I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, in section 1, line 4, after the word “ permits,” to insert 
“under such restrictions as he may deem necessary; so as to 
read: 

That the Sec f War is hereb th t t 
wader N 8 he may 8 sg t 3 
mittee of arrangements of the American Railway Ap k Exhlbition, 

en in connection with the meeting of the International Rail- 

of such portion of the public reservation 

Ce tes 

w 2 

tion of the ee ee te in the city of Washington, which: tn 

his opnion, will inflict no serious or A gag injuries upon said reser- 
on, to continue from May 25, 1905, inclusive, etc. 


The amendment was agreed oe 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 5902) for the relief of the 
Central Railroad Company of New Jersey; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 5903) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Duffey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 5904) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Martin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5905) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew C. Reed; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 5906) to reorganize the 
corps of dental surgeons attached to the Medical Department of 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5907) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 5908) granting an increase of pension to Relf 
Bledsoe ; : 

A bill (S. 5909) granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley ; 

A bill (S. 5910) granting a pension to James T. Quarles; 

A bill (S. 5911) granting a pension to Henry Weston; and 

A bill (S. 5912) granting a pension to Samuel J. Langdon. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5913) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
teran Church of Warrenton, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5914) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

— bill (S. 5915) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 

dist Episcopal Church of Newtown, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5916) for the relief of. the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church at Garys, Prince George County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5917) for the relief of the trustees of Market Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winchester, Va.; 
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A bill (S. 5918) for the relief of the trustees of St. Mary's beute granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth see- 


Catholic Church, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5919) for the relief of the trustees of Warrenton 
Academy, of Warrenton, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5920) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Kernstown, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5921) for the relief of the trustees of Carters Run 
Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5922) for the relief of the vestry of Zion Protestant 
Episcopal Church, of Fairfax, Va.: 

A bill (S. 5923) for the relief of the trustees of Ebenezer 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Garrisonville, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 5924) for the relief of the trustees of Grove Bap- 
tist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5925) for the relief of the trustees of Shiloh (old 
site) Baptist Church, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5926) for the relief of the trustees of John Mann 
Methodist Episcopal Church (colored), of Winchester, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 5927) for the relief of Fairfax Lodge, No. 43, Ancient 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Culpeper, Va. 

A bill (S. 5928) for the relief of the trustees of St. Paul's 
Free Church, of Fauquier County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5929) for the relief of the trustees of St. Paul's 
Lutheran Church, of Stephens City, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5930) for the relief of G. W. Browder; 

A bill (S. 5931) for the relief of the estate of Joseph P. Ma- 
haney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5932) for the relief of the estate of Lewis M. Miller, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5933) for the relief of John W. Ritenour. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5934) for the disposi- 
tion of surplus allotments for the benefit of the Indians; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5935) to fix Presidential and 
Congressional salaries; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to call the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections to this bill. I will state that it 
does not affect any Member of the present Congress or the Ex- 
ecutive, but I think for the future it ought to be done. There 
has been much objection to all such bills heretofore on account 
of the back-pay element. The salary act heretofore passed, 
raising salaries of Members of Congress, contained that ele- 
ment, but the last one, raising salaries for back pay, was 
repealed, and most of the money was given back. I think it is 
the general sense that there ought to be something done at this 
Congress, and that a bill of this kind should be passed. It 
would not take effect until four years from next March; no one 
would be personally interested, and the objection heretofore 
made could not be urged. There never can be a more appro- 
priate time for this subject to be considered than in the present 
Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5936) for the opening 
of a connecting parkway along Piney Branch, between Six- 
teenth street and Rock Creek Park, District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5937) to amend an act to regu- 
late the height of buildings in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Ile also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5938) granting an increase of pension to Owen A. 
Willey: > 

A bill (S. 5939) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 5940) granting an increase of pension to Jason R. 
C. Hoyt. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: r 

A bill (S. 5941) granting an increase of pension to Alma 
Yohum; 

A bill (S. 5942) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Miller; and 

A bill (S. 5943) granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Prindle. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5944) repealing an act 
entitled “An act to extend the time for presenting claims for 
additional bounties,” and its amendments and extensions so 
far as they limit the time for presenting claims for additional 


tions of the act of July 28, 1866; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5945) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Mahar; 

A bill (S. 5946) granting a pension to Isabella W. Campbell 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5947) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5948) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Bradley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5949) granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
Buffon (with an accompanying paper); and 
= bill (S. 5950) granting an increase of pension to W. C. Pol- 
ard. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jonathan J. Boyer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5952) establishing an 
additional recording district in Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5953) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles P. Thurston; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5954) to establish a fish-culture 
station at the city of Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5955) to forbid liquor selling 
in buildings, grounds, and ships owned and used by the United 
States Government; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5956) granting a pension to Sophronia Watsor 
York (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5957) granting a pension to Robert E. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 5958) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Bartlett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5959) granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Wyman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5960) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Sargent (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Warren P. 
Tenney (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5962) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
Hardy (with accompanying papers) ; 

. A bill (S. 5963) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Howe (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5964) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Mayhew. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5965) granting a pension to John J. Adams; and 

A bill (S. 5966) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Richardson. 

Mr. PENROSE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5967) for 
the promotion of education; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5968) granting a pension to Andrew B. Andrews 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5969) granting a pension to Evaline Holtzworth; 

A bill (S. 5970) granting a pension to Sarah Agnes Sullivan 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5971) granting a pension to Cordelia Bird (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5972) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Mississippi River between the village 
of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., and the city of St. 
Cloud, Stearns County, Minn; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 
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A bill (S. 5973) granting a pension to Jane N. Clements (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5974) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
F. Carey (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5975) granting sa increase of pension to Lucy Lyt- 
ton (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a ill (S. 5976) for the relief of Porter 
Brothers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 5977) to provide relief for 
such employees in United States navy-yards as may be disabled 
by accident while in the performance of duty, and in the event 
of fatal casualties, for the relief of surviving dependents; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5978) referring the claim of 
Hannah §. Crane and others to the Court of Claims; which 
2 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories : 

A bill (S. 5979) to provide for an additional midshipman at 
the Naval Academy from the district of Alaska; and 

A bill (S. 5980) to provide for an additional cadet at the 
Military Academy from the district of Alaska. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 5981) granting an inerease of pension to Lewis R. 
Anthony; and 

A bill (8. 5082) granting an increase of pension to Franeis 
Piccard. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 5983) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint Harlow L. Street 
captain and commissary in the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 5984) for the relief of 
D. J. Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5985) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the volunteers who rendered service to the Territory 
of Oregon in the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5986) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac S. Doan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 5987) granting a pension 
to Alice O. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5988) to regulate the em- 
ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on thé 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5989) to remove the 
record of dishonorable dismissal from the military record of 
John Finn, alias Flynn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5990) to authorize John 
‘A. Ockerson to accept decorations tendered to him by the Goy- 
ernment of the French Republic, the King of Italy, and the King 
of Sweden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5991) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the St. Louis Hay and 
Grain Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5992) granting a pension to 
‘Alexander Ross; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
for pension of Alexander Ross, of Cape Girardeau, Mo., together 
with memorandum to Pension Office; reply from Pension Office; 
claimant’s statement; affidavits of L. J. Albert, R. L. Wilson, 
Mary Jones, and Drs. S. S. Harris and J. D. Porterfield; also 
claimant’s schedule of property, and affidavits of John M. Kelso, 
Jeff Hicks, and letters of United States quartermaster. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5993) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Cash; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of Mary E. Cash, widow of William J. Cash, of Company B, 


Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, by James E. Twitchel, 
guardian of her person and estate. I move that the bill and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. s 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5994) granting an in- 
2 Shag pension to Almon Foster; which was read twice by 

ts tit 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion for increase of pension of Almon Foster, late captain of 
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, to- 
gether with his affidavit and the affidavits of Dr. W. D. Monnett 
and M. A. Yarcho and M. F. Brader. I move that the bill and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELI. introduced a bill (S. 5995) granting an in- 
8 of penslon to Emma A. Porch; which was read twice by 

e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion for increase of pension of Emma A. Porch, together with 
two affidavits of herself and one of Dr. W. G. Allee. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 5996) for the relief 
of N. C. Pettit; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5997) authorizing the 
President to nominate and appoint William L. Patterson a 
second lieutenant in the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and refered to the Committee on Military, 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5998 granting an increase of 
pension to George T. Hill; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5999) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. White; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6000) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Kohl; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 6001) for the relief of N. N. Lowry; and 

A bill (S. 6002) for the relief of the heirs of S. H. Hill, 
deceased. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 6008) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a light-house and buoy tender for 
the inspector of the third light-house district; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6004) granting an increase of 
pension to James Hulme; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6005) for the relief of the estate of H. H. Epping, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6006) for the relief of the trustees of Pleasant 
Grove Baptist Church, of Ringgold, Ga.; and 

A bill (S. 6007) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad and 
Banking Company. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 6008) for the relief of 
the board of trustees of the Memphis Conference Female Insti- 
tute, of Jackson, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 6009) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Briggs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6010) granting an increase of 
pension to Justus A. Chafee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 6011) to authorize the 
extension and enlargement of the post-office and court-house 
building in the city of San Antonio, Tex.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6012) granting a pension to Lester Wheeler; 
A bill (S. 6013) granting a pension to Charles H. Van Dusen; 
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A bill (S. 6014) granting an increase of pension to Jacob T. 
Wise; and 
A bill (S. 6015) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ritchie. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6016) for the relief of the 
heirs. of Ella Parker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. PETTUS. To accompany the bill I present papers which 
prove the claim, and with a view to its reference to the Court 


of Claims. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to — — an additional clerk, who shall be a 
stenographer, at an annual salary at the rate of $1,440 per annum, to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise pro- 
vided for by law. 


EXECUTIVE REGISTER OF THE UNITED STATES, 1789-1902. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ripe meld a 
That there be printed from existing stereotype plates and bound 
cloth 1,500 copies of the “ Executive r of the United Sta 
1789-1902,“ of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate an 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


BEPORT ON REINDEER IN ALASKA. 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit 
to the Senate the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson n The introduction 
of domestic reindeer into the district of Alaska” for 1904, with map 
and illustrations. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
Priations: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, December 21, 2. 
stand adjourned until 12 0 meridian, January 4, 1905. 


PROPOSED FINAL ACTION ON FAILED BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which was read: 
Whereas the bill (H. R. 10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell 


passed both Houses at the second session of this but was en- 
rolled too late to receive the signatures of the officers of the 
two Houses and be presented to the President of the United States 


before the adjournment of the said second session; and 

Whereas the bill (H. R. 11444) to grant certain lands to the State of 
Ohio pen both Houses and was signed the officers 
thereof, but failed to be presented to the President of the United States 
before the adjournment of the said second session: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 
That the said bills be, and are hereby, ordered to be reenrolled for 
signatures of the presiding officers of the two Houses and for presenta- 
tion to the President of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the resolution go to a committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
it ought to go to a committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

MONITOR ETLAH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

The bill (S. 47) for the relief of the contractor or his legal 
representatives for the construction of the light-draft monitor 
Etlah was announced as first in order on the Calendar; and 
the Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to look into the bill a little. 


I ask that it may go over without losing its place on the Cal- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. : 


JULIA L. HALL, 


The bill (S. 679) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Warren on 
February 3, 1904, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill Pee 679) 
for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall, having had the same under care- 
ful consideration, bes to report it back to the Senate and to recom- 
mend its passare without amendment. 

A similar bill was favorably reported both Houses of Con in 
the Fifty-seventh gress, was the Senate, and held an 
early place on the Calendar of the House w the session closed. The 
number of the report was House Report No. 801. It contains the facts 
in the case so far as then known, and is adopted by your committee 
and made a part of their report, as follows: 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1727) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall, beg leave to submit the 
following report and recommend that said bill do pass without amend- 


ment: 

“The claimant is the widow of the late Capt. Joseph T. H. Hall, 
who for many years was a resident of the city of W. ngton, D. C., 
and who died at Denver, Colo., on the 18th day of April, 1899, leaving 
no children survivin; — the widow being sole surviving heir. 

“The claimant and said Hall were marr May 10, 18 and lived 
together as husband and wife from that time until his death, most of 
the time in the city of Washington, D. C. 

“Claimant was born and reared in said city, where her father, I. C. 
Lewis, was a prominent citizen of means, and did much to improve 
the city, and much of the money used by her husband in executing 
the work which is the basis of this claim was furnished by her, having 
been received in p from her father. 

“Captain Hall little or no property or money, and none that is 
the source of any income or means of support to the claimant. He 
was a soldier In the war of the 1 serving throughout the war 

and claimant has been 


and haying an honorable record, ted a 
pension at $8 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, as depend- 
ent widow, and this sion is her dependence tor future permanent 


support, as she is | without means of support other than this, and 
on account of 8 ears and ill health it is impossible for her 
to do anything to contri to her own support. 

“Her said husband left a few accounts and claims for work he had 
done. The principal one, and all she en to realize anyt from, 
is the claim for work done by him in the city of Washington for the 
District of Columbia, ee she now asks the Congress to pay in the 


present bill for her 
“In his lifetime the late said J: h T. H. Hall did work as a con- 


the stone for, and the District paid for same $2.23 per cubic yard 
be deducted from the total 


895, provi for the 
adjudication of claims against the District in the Court of Claims at 
the said ‘ board esaid, Mr. Hall 
brought an action in the Court of Claims and secured a ju ent for 
said balance of $8,664.19 June 22, 1896, and also for int on same 
at 3.65 per cent from the time of the completion of the work under the 
contract, which was Janu 1, 1877. The opinion of the Court of 
Claims in rendering said 13 ent volume 31, Court of 
Claims Reports, at page 376. The District took exception to said judg- 
ment as td the allowance of interest and a led to the Supreme Court 
of the United Sta and by decision of February 15, 1897, the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims was reversed, the court holding in favor 
of the contention of the District, that interest should not have been 


gs could be had In the Court of Claims the 
ary 13, 1895, above referred to, was repealed 
by 3, 1897, and the Court of Claims had no further 
jurisdiction to enter judgment for said sum of $8,664.19, being the 
principal sum for the work without interest. 
“That said Hall died without ever having received said sum of 
$8,664.19, or any part thereof. 
That the sum of $23,222.25 was considered a fair and reasonable 
rice for the work done by her late husband; that the balance of 
88,504.15 was found due, and as she has no remedy to compel the pay- 
ment of the same, she appeals to the Congress to pass an act to pay 
her the said amount. 
“This amoun . is the al sum of the balance found 
due January 1, 1877, and the Co of Claims allowed interest on the 
same from date. 


“Had it not been for the allowance of the interest this amount 
would have been paid by the District. 

“We recommend the passage of the bill and the payment of sald 
principal sum found due, as the balance unpaid for the work done, with- . 
— — according to the decision of the Supreme Court above re- 
referred * 

Since the above report was made the original contract between Mr. 
Hall and the District of Columbia, and other papas in the case which 
were for a time lost, have been restored to their proper place in the 
office of the clerk of the United States Court of Claims. 

It appears that Mr. Hall's contract was dated May 31, 1872, and 
ealled for payment “ in lawful money of the United States,” 


and required him to pay his workmen “in cash current.“ 
In contracts made with other parties a little later it was expressly 
stipulated that ts be made in “bonds issued by the sinking 


paymen 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 12, 


fund commissioners of the District of ee which bonds shall be 
received and accepted at their par value.” With the ex 

small sum, Mr. Hall, in violation of the terms of his con 
obliged ta accept in payment certificates of indebtedness payable in 
these bonds instead of “lawful money of the United States.” 

On account of the uncertain legality of their issue, these bonds were 
worth at the time of delivery about 50 cents on the dollar, and it a 
pears from sworn testimony that for $11,900 worth of these bon 
which Mr. Hall accepted under protest, he realized the sum of $5,950. 
However, the equity in this claim does not rest simply in the fact that 
Mr. Hall was obliged to accept bonds of uncertain value, contrary to 
the terms of his contract, and that the unpaid balance at interest would 
amount to far more than the claim of his bill; it is also evident that 
Mr. Hall was obliged by his contract to pay his workmen “in cash 
current,” and did so pay them, and in 8 he had to mortgage 
me ERIS lose one piece of property after another, including 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator who has 
this bill in charge, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], 
whether the certificates of indebtedness which were accepted 
by Mr. Hall were paid in full by the District of Columbia? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
I am not able at this time to go into that question, as I came 
into the Chamber while the report was being read, and the bill 
is one with which I am not now entirely familiar, as it was re- 
ported many months ago. It was before the Committee on 
Claims and carefully examined when the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] was chairman and had charge of the claim. 

The only object in paying the Hall claim in bonds is to con- 
form to other payments of like character. As I understand, the 
bill is to pay the claimant the amount found due by the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are several questions I should like to 
put to the Senator from Wyoming in regard.to the effect of the 
passage of this bill. Without having reached a conclusion that 
the bill is not right, I ask that it may go over, without loosing 
its place on the Calendar, until the Senator can familiarize him- 
self with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to know, among other things, 
if I may call attention to it, how many other claims of the same 
sort there are? 

Mr. WARREN. I think this is the only one. 
wns SPOONER. Can the Senator definitely ascertain about 

t 

Mr. WARREN. I think I can. I am not fully advised at the 
present time regarding it. I remember some peculiarities of 
this case and I feel sure its passage will not give rise to future 
similar claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order has been made. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have been trying to find the 
act referred to which authorizes the sale of bonds. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to know what bonds they are. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What bonds they are and what 
that act is, 

Mr. WARREN. I can.not out of hand refer the Senator to 
the law. However, I will say there is such an act, and this bill 
is according to that act. I will look the matter up for the Sen- 
ator, if he so desires. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the act authorize the sale 
of bonds to pay judgments? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; there is such an act. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator does not know what 
kind of bonds? 

Mr. WARREN. I will look up the act for the Senator. 

HERBERT o. DUNN. 

The bill (S. 529) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

CALIFORNIA MARINE FISHERY INTERESTS. 


The bill (S. 907) to establish on the coast of California a sta- 
tion for the investigation of problems connected with the marine 
fishery interests of that region was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that that bill may go over without prej- 
udice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. PERKINS. In lieu of the bill just passed over, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
567) to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, California, 


certain lands therein described and to attach to and include the 


said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve. I will state that this 
is a measure in which my constituents in California are deeply 
interested, and therefore I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be considered at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Section 1 provides that all that part of the Yosemite National 
Park, of California, described as follows: All that portion of 
township 2 south, range 19 east, and all the west half of town- 
ship 2 south, range 20 east, which is situated within the limits 
of Mariposa County, Cal.; all of township 3 south, range 19 
east, and the west half of township 3 south, range 20 east; all 
of township 4 south, range 19 east, and the west half of town- 
ship 4 south, range 20 east; all of Mount Diablo base and me- 
ridian in Mariposa County, Cal., except the northeast quarter of 
section 23, township 2 south, range 19 east, on which is located 
the Merced grove of big trees, which tract shall be and remain 
a part of the Yosemite National Park and subject to all the pro- 
visions of the act of October 1, 1890, shall be excluded from the 
Yosemite National Park, and be included in and made a part of 
the Sierra Forest Reserve; but the Secretary of the Interior 
may require the payment of such price as he may deem proper 
for privileges on the lands segregated from the Yosemite National 
Park accorded under the act of February 15, 1901, relating to 
rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other 
public lands, and other acts concerning rights of way over public 
lands, to which this is supplementary, and the moneys so re- 
ceived from the privileges accorded on the lands herein segre- 
gated from the Yosemite National Park shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States to be expended, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, in the management, im- 
provement, and protection of the Yosemite National Park. 

Section 2 provides that none of the lands patented and in 
private ownership in the above-described area shall have the 
privileges of the lieu land-scrip provisions of the land laws, but 
otherwise to be in all respects under the laws and regulations 
affecting the forest reserves, and that immediately upon the 
passage of this act all laws, rules, and regulations affecting 
forest reservations, including the right to change the boundaries 
thereof by Executive proclamation, shall take effect and be in 
force within the limits of the territory excluded by this act from 
the Yosemite National Park, except as herein otherwise provided. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6295) for pre- 
venting the adulteration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and 
for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, is the Senator about to pro- 
ceed to move to amend the bill or to debate it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I propose to have the bill taken up for con- 
sideration. Let it first be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, let the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives be read, and then the Senate amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
motion is not debatable. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] has asked that the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives be first read and then the Senate amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. The Secretary will proceed to 
read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Manufactures with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: : 

That the introduction into any State or Territory, the District of 
Columbia, or insular possession from an other State or Territory, the 
District of Columbia, or insular possession, or from any foreign coun- 
try, or shipment to any foreign country of any article of food or drugs 
which is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act is 
hereby prohibited; and any person who shall ship or deliver for ship- 
ment from any State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular 

ion to any other State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or 

lar ion, or to a foreign 2 or who shall receive in any 
State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular possession 
from any other State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular 
posce or foreign country, or who, having received, shall deliver 
original unbroken packages for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver 
to any other person 5 such article so adulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of this act, or any person who shall sell or offer for 
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sale in the District of Columbia, the Territories, or Insular possessions 
of the United States such adulterated or misbranded foods or drugs, 
or who shall export or offer to export the same to any fore coun- 
try, shall be ty of a misdemeanor, and for such offense be fined not 
exceeding for the first offense, and for each subsequent offense 
not — ng or be 5 not exceeding one year, or both, 


in the discretion of the cour 


88 in gad Territory or 
insular possession, ts in any State other than ar in which Leg shall 
‘oreign 


rieira If if it 


8 
regnis ations as may be prescribed 
8 of Agriculture, and if after such hearing Pi is found 
e provisions of this act have yag violated, the 
of Agriculture shall at once certify the facts to’ the proper Unit 
States district attorney, with a copy of the results of the analyses, or 
examination, dul . by the analyst, or officer making such 
gr un 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the > duty of every district attorn een 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall report any violation of or 
to whom any person, acting Ce raea l on his own behalf or as pag Fey 0¹ 
erri ory, the 


tion, to cause ings to be commenced and prosecuted witho 
delay for the fines and — in such case provided. 
DEFINITIONS. 
That the term Pore oe as used in this act, shall include 
recognized in the United States Phar- 
substance reese 
isease. 


Src. 
all ee und preparations 
macopœia for internal and external use; also an 
Saree tees gl Maid a m dhe A A at ertinion ka 
term “ include all articles used for food, 
drink, BR mig or page Er by man er domestic animals, 
whether simple, mixed, or compound. 


ADULTERATIONS AND MISBRANDING. 


Sec. 5. That for the purposes of this act an article shall be deemed 
to be onan ip ET 

ae case of dr 

t. If, . er or by a name 
United | States Pharmaco it differs trom the stan 
States or purity as determ 
tates Pharmacopeia official at 
That no drug shall be deemed ane be adulterated un un 
5 — if the standard of strength, jer there creat, al 8 
pnt — n bottle, box, or other —.—— 
differ from that determined auch f 
United tates Pharma 

Second. If its stren 
upon which it Is sold. 

That such shall be deemed to be misbranded : 

First. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the name 
of another article. 

Second. If the package containing it or its label shall bear an 
statement regarding the in ents or the substances contat 
therein, which statement shall be false or 3 in any particu- 
lar, or if the same is falsely branded as the State or Terri- 
ges! or place in which it is manufactured or oF prod ced. 

VVG be deemed to be adul- 


it it contains terra alba, barytes, chrome yellow, or other mineral 
substances or polsonous colors or flavors, or other ingredients delete- 
rious or detrimental to health. 

In the case of food an article shall be deemed to be adulterated : 

First. Lf any substance or substances has or have been mixed and 
2 with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality 
or n 

Second f If any substance 0 3 has or have been substituted 
wholly or in part for the articl 

Third. If any valuable — a of the article has been wholly or 


in cant abstracted. 
added polsonous or other ingredient which 


‘ourth. If it contain an: 
may render such article injurious to the health of the person con- 


or purity fall below the professed standard 


cont it: goods intended for export shall not be 
deemed misbranded or 9 when prepared and packed in ac- 
cordance with the fore purchaser, provided no sub- 


the goods are to be — when such country, having laws upon 
ubject, does not p t such process. 

Fifth If it praag 1 — whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or 
putrid animal or vegetable substance, or any rtion of an animal 
oo for food 9 manufactured, or not, or — 


Mr. article of food 2 de deemed to be 1 : 

First. If it þe 1 Trat ed sale under the distinctive name of another 
the term “distinctive name” shall not be 
construed as app ing to 8 artiele sold or offered for sale under a 
name that pong piyin eral use to indicate the class or kind of 
the article if the name be 8 on the same label or brand with 
: Lee ie of the place where said article has been manufactured or 


— If it be mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner 
whereby damage or inferiority is concealed, so raat such product, when 
sold or ofe for sale, shall deceive or tend to deceive the pur- 


chaser. 
Third. If it be Inbeled or branded with intent so as to deceive or 


mislead the purchaser, or purport to * s foreign product when not 
£0, or is Ses {mitation, elther in 5 ae another substance 
— Pa tablished name, or which has trade-marked or 


Eee aa 
ae ath or Pe ones in which it is is manufactured or produced: 
however, That an article of food which does not contain 


any added poisonous or deleterious lents shall not be deemed to 
ters adulterated or misbranded in the following cases: 

First. In the case of mixtures or compounds which a be Ao or 
from time to time hereafter known as 23 of food, und elr own 
distinctive — and not included in definition first of 1 misbranded 
vy re of food in this section. 


Second. In the case of articles labeled, branded, or so as to 
11 indicate that they are mixtures, compo’ combinations, imi- 
tions, or blends: Provided, That the same shall labeled, brand: 


or tagged so as to show the character and constituents thereof: A 
ovided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed as requir- 
g or com proprietors = manufacturers of Cea ee foods 

which con no unwholesome added 1 to disclose 

formulas, except in so far as the provisions of this act may 8 e to 

secure freedom from adulteration or imitation: d further, That 

no dealer shall be convicted under paige acco of this act when he 
can establish a guaranty signed by the wholesaler, jobber, manufac- 
turer, or other party. from whom he purchases such articles to the 
effect that the same is not adulterated or misbranded within the mean- 

of this act, designating it: And further, eee said = 


antor or tors reside 5 the United States. Said guaranty, to 

afford protection, shall contain the name and address of the K. or 
ies m e sale of such article to such dealer, and 

or parties s — amenable = the 3 fines, and other = 


ties which would attach, in due course, to 


the dealer under the pro- 
yaon of this act. 


trict of Columbia, or insular country, other than 
the State, Tomo; District o Columbia. o or ase ar possession in which 
it is recei any n, company, or corporation who sells or 


exposes sen sale in an tory, or the District of Columbia, or insu- 
lar possession, any article of food or 2 shall furnish, within business 
hours and upon ; tender and full payment of the selling price, a sample of 
such drug or article of food to any person duly authorized by the — 
tary of Agriculture to receive the same, and in any Territory, or the Dis- 
trict of umb, or insular ion, to er officer or agent of such 


Territory or District, respectively, charged with the inspection of food 
ch jurisdicti aa whe oe ufa 


— 


Sec. 7. That any manufacturer, producer, or dealer who refuses to 
comply. spas 8 with the requlremen mirements of section 6 of this act 
sha ty of a — — —— and u conviction shall be fined 
not ex ing $100 or risonment not exceeding 100 days, or both. 
And any Beni found gills of 8 or offering for seie; or 
selling, adulterat impure, or misb ed article of f. or 
drug ner. tion of ben poces of this act shall be adjudged to pay, 


costs and expenses enaitles her and an: such adulter- 
ated articles espe said s may have been “found guilty of manu- 
ng for sale. 


one State to another for 5 Ss ange us un- 
loaded, —— ~ in origin packages, or if it be sold or 
ered for 8 a of Columbia and the 8 of the 
Waon 8 5 t de imported from a — wag tor mg 
if intend — 5 pike, to a foreign country, shall 1 be le to be 
proceeded t in any district court of the Unitea States within 
Phe district 3 the same is found for confiscation by 


a process of libel for condemnation. And if such article is con- 
demned as being adulterated or misbranded within the — of this 
act the same s of by destruction or sale, as the said 
— — direc’ ereof, if sold, less 1 


Provided 
such iwel adatas Te and the 8 eli 
sufficient bond to the effect that such articles not be 
otherwise — res of contrary to the provisions of this a 

laws of any e, Territory, or laws enacted for the Distri 
lumbia, the oor may order direct that such articles be delivered 
to the owner thereof. F 


party may demand trial by” j iss — fast deinen ch 
ma: y jury ue o oin n su 
a Pare such proceedings y oi any issue of fact Joined Ta suca 


Sec. 9. That this act shall not be construed to Interfere with com- 
mae wholly internal in . nor with the exercise of their 


ce powers by the 
Pais act shall ‘be Sale 


several Provided 
be construed to 1 5 — with J now 


enacted either b; os for the District of saree umbia or by the Terri- 
stores for the several A erce if 


Territori 
bemir e foods and ane within — District of of Caleb ang and the 
several Territories, except wherein such legislation conflicts with the 
peoria herein. 

—— CCC 

their servants, agents, or employees. 

way Sige 115 That this act shall. take effect and be in force from and 
after the Ist day of January, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the question is on agreeing to 
the 3 reported by the committee, which has just been 
rea 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, during the last session of 
Congress the House of Representatives passed what is known 
as the Hepburn pure-food bill, which came to the Senate and 
was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. The Senate 
committee had already, prior to the receipt of that bill, reported 
favorably a pure-food bill, which was then before the Senate 
on its Calendar. The House bill being referred to the commit- 
tee, it substituted the Senate bill for the House bill with some 
changes which appear in the report of the committee. Both 


bills are directed to the evil of the adulteration of foods and 
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drugs and the injurious effects which result therefrom. They 
have the same purpose in view. 

By the provisions of the House bill a new bureau was created 
to deal with this question and execute whatever legislation we 
might enact. A provision was contained in the House bill that 
the Secretary should fix standards by which all articles coming 
within the purview of the bill should be measured and deter- 
mined. 

_ The Senate bill proposes not to create a new bureau or gov- 
ernimental department. It proposes that the provisions of such 
legislation as may be enacted shall be carried out by the exist- 
ing executive force of the Government appropriate to such pur- 
pose. The Senate bill does not fix an arbitrary standard for 
the determination of the purity or impurity of articles coming 
within the scope of the proposed law, but provides certain gen- 
eral rules and confers the power upon the department of the 
Government which will have charge of the execution of the 
bill to determine according to generally recognized principles 
whether or not an article of food or medicine is subject to the 
provisions of the bill. 

Every State and Territory in the Union has enacted a pure- 
food law, covering in its general purpose the scope of this pro- 
posed legislation. This Congress, when it passed the Alaska 
bill, recognizing the importance and the necessity of guarding 
the people along these lines, incorporated into it a pure-food 
measure, I repeat, that every State and Territory has enacted, 
according to the wisdom of their various legislatures, laws for 
the purpose of protecting their people against fraud in this 
direction. 

Now, no one, I am sure, will undertake to defend the fraudu- 
Jent practice of the manufacturer in presenting to the people 
adulterated and deleterious substances for their consumption, 
No one during the consideration of the pending bill in this body 
will undertake to defend such an act. So it must be only a 
question as to the character of the bill to be enacted, not as to 
whether or not we will legislate upon the subject. The States 
demand it. t 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. At some point in the debate I should like 
to ask a question, and it may be as well to do it now. 

The first paragraph of the amendment prohibits the “ ship- 
ment to any foreign country of any article of food or drugs 
which is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this 
act.” 

I do not understand exactly why there should be in the bill a 
provision prohibiting the shipment to foreign countries of arti- 
cles which are adulterated “within the meaning of this act.” 
Why should we undertake to pass a provision of that sort for 
the benefit of foreign countries, when they have, or should have, 
their own laws with respect to the adulteration of food? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I shall be able to make that plain 
to the Senator. Articles of commerce of the most injurious 
character come from foreign countries, manufactured there 
under conditions that would be in violation of their domestic 
laws, and the sale of which would be prohibited in the home 
country where manufactured. Such articles are manufactured 
especially for the trade of this country. It would seem to me 
that one of the first duties Congress should be called upon to 
exercise would be to prohibit the importation of such articles. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is not the point. 

Mr. HBYBURN. There is now a law which has been on the 
books since 1846 that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to investigate at the port of entry such articles within the lim- 
ited scope of that legislation. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is all right; but it does not reach the 
point I am making. I am speaking of shipments to foreign 
countries. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Oh; shipments to foreign countries. If we 
are dealing with respect to commerce on a high moral plane, it 
seems to me entirely within the scope of legislation of this class 
that we should prohibit our. own citizens from doing that which 
we are seeking to prohibit those in other countries from doing, 
so far as it may affect us. 

Mr. CARMACK. But, if the Senator will allow me, that 
which by this bill is made unlawful in this country may be law- 
ful in the foreign country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me for 
a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 


Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the theory on which that provision 
is inserted in the bill is precisely the same as the theory upon 
which Congress has legislated to prevent the exportation of 
filled cheese as cream cheese, and the same theory exactly as 
that which Congress has legislated to prevent the exportation 
of diseased meats. It has a double aspect. The view to which 


the Senator refers is but one. The other is to maintain the 
reputation abroad of our products and in that way to facilitate 
and enlarge our commerce. 

Mr. CARMACK. I can understand that; I can see the reason 
of it. But suppose an article, the sale of which is by this bill 
made unlawful in this country, may be sold lawfully in a for- 
eign country under their own laws. Suppose they do not for- 
bid the sale of an article adulterated or misbranded in a certain 
way, the sale of which we make unlawful; why should we pro- 
hibit its export to that country? 

Mr. SPOONER. This legislation is intended to conserve, so 
far as that is concerned, the commercial interests of the United 
States. It is important, as the Senator, I think, will see, that 
frauds in exports should be prevented in the general interest of 
export commerce. If any article adulterated or meat diseased 
is exported or fraud perpetrated in any article or product which 
is shipped abroad, it is fairly to be presumed that it will be dis- 
covered abroad, of course, and will tend to greatly diminish our 
exports in those articles. So, from the standpoint of mere sel- 
fishness, of only the mere interest of commerce, that provision 
would seem to be justified. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should think it would be very proper for 
us to forbid the exportation of any article to a foreign country 
if the laws of that country forbade the sale of such article in 
that country, but if it is an article, for instance, which may be 
lawfully manufactured and sold there, why should we make a 
law forbidding the exportation of such an article? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think I can answer that question, if the 
Senator from Idaho will allow me. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Take any product; for example, the matter 
of olive oil. We may be exporters of olive oil. The man who 
honestly desires to export olive oil is entitled to come in compe- 
tition in the markets of the world with olive oil only, and not 
with some other substance that is marked olive oil. The man 
who manufactures pure Vermont maple sirup and ships it to 
Great Britain should not be forced to come in competition with 
manufacturers of glucose who are shipping to Great Britain 
glucose in the name of Vermont maple sirup. So it is a protec- 
tion to our own exporters—that is, those who desire to export 
the pure product. . 

Mr. CARMACK. There are two very different explanations. 
They do not seem to agree with each other at all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say, further, that the question before 
us now is not the consideration of that class of legislation. 
There are certain preservatives that provide against the dete- 
rioration of meats that are to be transported or kept for a long 
time which are recognized as being deleterious and injurious in 
this country and which are recognized as being permissible in 
foreign countries. Those are questions of detail which may 
properly be considered when we take up the bill for further 
consideration in detail. 

At this time I desire to point out the general features of this 
proposed legislation, and then, of course, I expect at a very early 
time to take it up for more detailed consideration and amend- 
ment. I do not object at all to these remarks or interruptions 
on the part of Senators. In fact, I am glad to have them. 

The demand for this class of legislation comes from those 
who have most nearly at heart the health and welfare of the 
people. I have here something like 3,000 requests from physi- 
cians of good standing; I have hundreds of petitions from med- 
ical associations; I have on my desk here the petition of the 
National Medical Association of the United States, asking for 
the enactment of this legislation. They had the bill before them 
when they passed those resolutions. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the Senator that this 
question has been up so often and discussed so much I am 
fearful he will not be able to pass his bill; but I think some- 
thing ought to be done, and I believe if it was done we could have 
legislation that would reach any difficulty which might be 
pointed out. I believe if the Secretary of Agriculture had a 
lump sum, from two to three hundred thousand dollars, with 
which to analyze foods and drinks and publish the result, the 
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demand would be so strong for legislation that the States 
would legislate and we would legislate without difficulty, so 
far as the power of Congress would go. 

I do not think the country has any idea of the extent of the 
poisons that are administered in the food that is sold and eaten 
in this country. I think it is sapping the foundation of the 
constitutions of our people. If we had to raise soldiers now as 
we did in 1861 I do not believe that throughout the country 
we would find as large a percentage of young men fit for hard 
service as there were at that time, and I believe the degener- 
ated condition of many of the young men results in a great 
measure from the poisonous food that they eat—the alum in 
the bread, the formaldehyde in the milk, the meats, and so on. 
I need not go on to enumerate them now. Those things are 
destroying the stomachs and injuring the health of the people. 

But in order to apply the remedy we first want to have the 
evil thoroughly exhibited. An individual can not publish the 
list; no professor, or doctor, or other man can publish it. The 
press will not publish it. The patronage is on the other side. 
They will cry him down if he attempts it. No individual can 
do it. But it can be done effectively by the Agricultural De- 
partment, through its Bureau of Chemistry, where they have a 
man at the head who understands the subject and who has 
done a good deal of good so far. What we. want to do is to 


give him money enough, so that he can go forth and analyze’ 


and publish the result, and the people will find the remedy for 
this evil. 

I am afraid my friend from Idaho can not get his bill 
through, and I am afraid if he does it will not be exactly fitted 
to the condition of things. If we had all the facts the country 
would no doubt demand a remedy for such a great evil. I 
believe the first thing to do is to put in the agricultural appro- 
priation bill a lump sum and tell the Secretary of Agriculture 
to look into the question, and he will do it in a way that will 
induce legislation in the States and in Congress, so far as 
necessary. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the demand for the passage 
of this legislation, or this class of legislation, comes to us from 
the States—from the legislatures of the yarious States. They 
demand that we shall cooperate with them in carrying out the 
principle they have undertaken to deal with. They have under- 
taken in several States, to the extent and limit of their jurisdic- 
tion, to prevent the introduction and use of deleterious foods and 
drugs, and they complain that they can not enforce their laws; 
that their laws are not effective because of the fact that other 
States and countries may force upon them without their present 
knowledge or will substances that they do not permit to be 
manufactured and sold within the State. That is the difficulty. 
They are not asking us to inaugurate the subject of legislation 
upon pure food. They are asking us to cooperate with them. 
They have already spoken through their legislatures as Congress 
spoke when it had the matter before it. 

It seems to me that the subject is one which should receive 
consideration and ultimate action, because it is impossible for 
the States to prevent, under the unbroken-package law, the im- 
portation within their borders of the very substances which 
their own people are prohibited from manufacturing or selling 
within their States. Therefore I have been somewhat insistent 
in urging this measure, and I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Senate if I am more insistent in asking the enactment of the 
law. 

There is much wisdom in the remarks of the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart] that the Secretary of Agriculture could 
do much to discourage traffic in these substances. But inasmuch 
as the States have seen fit in their several legislatures to enact 
laws and eall upon the Government to cooperate with them we 
can not do less than do it. The question is, Shall we enact a 
law? If this proposed law is found to be insufficient, if it is 
found to be open to objection, let us amend it here and har- 
monize it with the House bill. Let us enact some law on the 
subject. That is the important thing to do. 

I will not attempt to go into the details of fact that lie be- 

-hind and constitute the pressure at this time for action, because 
the hour when the bill must be laid aside is close at hand; but 
I at this time invite the attention and interest of Senators on 
behalf of the consideration and determination of this question 
before we adjourn. We have ample time to consider the ques- 
tion and all the proposed objections and amendments that may 
be offered to the bill. Let us act. Let us heed the call of the 
States and people and protect them not only against their own 
weakness, as exhibited by the manufacture and sale of these 
articles among ourselves, but let us protect them against the 
importation of these substances from other countries. Let us 
protect each State against the cupidity and greed and fraud that 
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comes into it over the borders from its neighbor or from some 
other State. 

The Senate bill is more comprehensive than the House bill in 
another particular. It includes not only the States and the 
Territories, but the provinces or the outlying dependencies of 
the United States. Let us extend this measure far enough in 
its power and scope to cover everything over which this country 
claims and has dominion. 

Now, Mr. President, I shall not press the bill at this time, 
but I shall at a very early date ask that the Senate shall pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this question from a day and con- 
tinue it until it is disposed of, so that a vote shall be reached 
before the adjournment of the present session of Congress. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that the spe- 
cial order is to come up at 2 o'clock this afternoon. I have not 
heard that anyone desires to speak on the special order at that 
hour. I will yield at the hour of 2 o’clock that the bill may be 
ealled up, and I presume the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lope] will ask whether there are any remarks to be made on 
it. But if there are none, if it is not to be taken up for dis- 
cussion this afternooon, I hope that we may proceed with the 
discussion of this bill for the balance of the legislative session 
to-day. I have some few remarks to make on the bill, which 
shall be rather brief, but I wish to lay before the Senate the exact 
scope and intent of the bill and to make a short comparison with 
the bill which passed the House on two occasions. 

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that those even who are op- 
posed to this bill will at least cooperate with us in assisting us 
to secure a vote during the present session. In the last four 
years this bill, or substantially the same bill, has passed the 
House on two different occasions. By the manipulation of ap- 
propriation and other bills, especially by those who have been 
opposed to the enactment of this proposed law, we have been 
unable to secure a vote in the four years. It does seem to me 
that after the House has twice expressed itself strongly on this 
subject by an overwhelming majority we should at least have 
the opportunity in this body during the present session of secur- 
ing an expression of the Senators upon a question which affects 
every State in the Union and every individual in every State in 
the Union. . 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is House bill 14623. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act ap- 
proved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act 
to establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage 
system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the more 
efficient administration of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes, the pending question being on 
the amendment submitted by Mr. FORAKER. E 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the unfinished business is before 
the Senate. I do not personally desire to say anything in re- 
gard to the Dill. All the committee amendments have been 
adopted. If any Senator desires to discuss the bill at this time, 
of course the bill is open to discussion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to discuss the bill, but I wish 
to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to one 
provision in it. : 

If the Senator will turn to section 4, he will see it provides— 


That for the purpose of aiding in the construction, equipment, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of railroads using steam, electricity, or other 
power, in the Philippine Islands, the general government thereof is 
authorized to guarantee an income of not exceeding 5 per cent upon 
cash capital actually invested in the construction and equipment of 
such railroads, or any part thereof, the guaranty to be in such form 
and under such provisions requiring repayment of any sum paid there- 
under as said government— 

That is, the Philippine Islands— 


shall deem to be to the public interest, and the act making the guar- 
anty shall declare he: pronar rules for ascertaining clearly the cash 
capital actually invested in said railroads and the net income actually 
received on said capital so invested, ete. 

I have no objection at all to the proposition, as a matter of 
the utmost necessity, in the interest of the inhabitants of the 
Philippine Archipelago that the railroad should be constructed, 
and I see no reason to belieye that it would be constructed 
without the intervention of the public credit over there in some 
way. On page 4, beginning in line 22, the bill provides that— 


The said guaranty may be made in the form of a guaranty of in- 
terest on bonds or of income on preferred or common stock, or in such 
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other form of guaranty of income or interest as may be determined b 
said government, and shall be made on such other terms and condi- 
tions as said government shall approve. 


That language has raised in my mind considerable doubt as 
to the wisdom of that provision. There does not seem to me to 
be any very definite notion as to the manner in which the 
Philippine government is, by the use of its credit, to secure the 
construction and equipment of that railroad. If the govern- 
ment issues bonds, or rather guarantees the bonds of the rail- 
road company, principal and interest, or the interest alone, of 
course in the event of default the government would be sub- 
rogated, if adequate provision were made for it, perhaps with- 
out a special provision, to the rights of the bondholders. There 
was such a provision in the legislation of Congress as to the 
Pacific railroads, which were aided by subsidy bonds, and the 
operation of that provision enabled the Government in the end 
to reimburse itself substantially, I think entirely. 

I do not know that any municipality or State (there may 
have been such in the history of the country) has ever guar- 
anteed the dividends or stocks of a railway company. If the 
English plan is to be put in operation, if there are to be no 
bonds, if there are to be no securities except stock, common and 
preferred, so that there can never be any foreclosure, that is 
one thing. But if whatever corporation constructs this railroad 
is to be permitted at any time to issue bonds, which would be, 
of course, a lien upon the railroad and its property and ahead 
of the stock, then: the Philippine government ought not to be 
authorized to guarantee $45,000,000 of dividends on preferred 
and common stock. 

. Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to make an inquiry 
right in connection with his present suggestion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The question as to the probability of the In- 
solvency of a company is a very pertinent one in connection 
with what the Senator is now saying, and the question I wish 
to propound to him is this. Of course we all know that within 
the past forty years there have been a very large number of 
railroad companies organized and railroads constructed in which 
there was governmental aid, either of the General Government, 
as in the case of the Pacific railroads, or of many State goy- 
ernments. There have been a yery large number of railroads, 
comparatively speaking, constructed in this manner. In view 
of the suggestion now being made by the honorable Senator, I 
desire to ask him if his recollection agrees with mine—I may be 
incorrect in it—that there never has been a railroad built in the 
United States by governmental aid that did not sooner or later 
go into insolvency? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is almost true that there has not been 
any railroad built without Government aid that has not sooner 
or later gone into insolvency. 

Mr. BACON. That has not anything to do with it. I am 
stating simply the limitation. 

Mr. SPOONER. It only intensifies the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. BACON. Is it not true, so far as the Senator's extensive 
observation will guide him in a reply, that there has never been 
a railroad constructed by governmental aid, either national or 
State, that did not within a comparatively short space of time 
go into insolvency? , s 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not answer as to States, but so far as 
the Northern Pacific was concerned it was reorganized, having 
had a land-grant subsidy. So far as the Union Pacific was con- 
cerned, it was reorganized; it became bankrupt. I think the 
rest did. I think possibly all did. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that my suggestion is due to the 
fact that I had opportunity for extensive observation, in view 
of the very large number of railroads which were authorized 
and partially constructed, some of them fully constructed, in 
the South, immediately after the war, and I do not know of any 
exception to the statement that each and every one of them, 
within a comparatively short time, became insolvent and had to 
be reorganized or closed out in some shape. I think that is a 
most important fact in connection with the suggestion the Sen- 
ator is now making as to the gravity of the provision in the bill 
upon which he is now commenting. 

_Mr. SPOONER. In the Northern States public aid for the 
construction of railroads has been, as I recollect it, confined to 
counties and cities. I do not remember more than one case in 
which a State, by the loan of its credit, although there may have 
been others, aided in the construction of a railroad. But it is 
fair to assume that we ought to legislate upon the assumption 
that a railroad in the Philippines will or may at least become 
insolvent. It is a new proposition, and what lies in the womb 
of the future as to its earnings and the which may be 
necessary from time to time to rebuild portions of it that might 
be destroyed, and so on, makes the duty very strong on the part 


of Congress to legislate with reference to contingencies reason- 
ably to be anticipated. 

Congress would pass no bill authorizing a railway company 
to bond the road, and it might have to bond for equipment. No 
one can tell. An insurrection over there might destroy a part 
of it and they might have to bond to reconstruct it. No one 
can tell what trouble is to come, and Congress would pass no 
bill authorizing the government over there, if bonds are ahead 
of stock, to guarantee a dividend on the stock, because it might 
happen that after the road had been constructed and all the 
bonds negotiated and sold a default upon the interest, giving 
the mortgagee a right to take possession and operate or the 
court a right to take possession and operate under a receiver 
and foreclosure, might wipe out the stock. It would certainly 
do so unless there were some reorganization such as we make 
in this country. It might happen that the Philippine govern- 
ment there would be liable during the period of bankruptcy to 
pay dividends right along to the stockholders on the stock. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. I did not expect to get into any 
controversy on the subject. s 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iwish to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether, in view of our experience that Government-aided roads 
have generally gone into insolvency, it would not be well to con- 
sider the question of the Philippine government itself construct- 
ing the thousand miles of road contemplated by this bill, and in 
that connection I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that under the bill we propose to guarantee an in- 
come of 5 per cent per annum on $30,000,000, which is approxi- 
mately the cost of the construction of the thousand miles of 


road. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean that there is in- 
cluded in that sum the cost of equipment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand from Secretary Taft's tes- 
timony before the Committee on the Philippines his estimate 
was that a thousand miles of road would cost $35,000,000 fi 
construction and equipment. f i 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the road been located? ~ 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand he has the terminal points. 
I can see nothing in the testimony relating to surveys or esti- 
mates, or anything of that kind. I do not know how far 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think a very accurate estimate of 
the cost of constructing a road can be made until the line has 
been surveyed. 

Mr. CARMACK. There has been a survey made. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. All I can say is that Secretary Taft refers 
to a talk with Sir William Van Horn on this subject, who had 
experience in building a railroad in Cuba, and he says that Sir 
William Van Horn informed him that this road of about 1,000 
miles in length would probably cost about $35,000,000. 

I do not wish to take up much of the Senator's time, but I 
suggest to him that under this bill the Philippine government 
would be under obligation for a million and a half a year for 
thirty years, which would amount to $45,000,000; and it seems 
to be assumed that ultimately the United States will be under 
a moral obligation regarding it, if not under legal obligation. 
So, if the railroad fails, the obligation ultimately falls upon the 
United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who assumes that? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That seems to be assumed throughout all 
this testimony. Now, then, if the United States Government 
should authorize the Philippine government to construct this 
road at a cost of $35,000,000 and should authorize it to issue 
bonds, and the United States Government should guarantee 
those bonds, they would sell at par on a basis of 2} per cent. 
So there would be an annual interest charge of a little over 
$750,000 against that investment instead of $1,500,000, and the 
remaining $750,000, if received by the railroad in the way of 
profit, would be put into a sinking fund, and in less than thirty 
years would pay the entire cost of the road. So with this au- 
thorization by the United States Government and is guaranty 
of the bonds and this low rate of interest the result would be 
that in less than thirty years the Philippine government would 
have a thousand miles of road without cost. I ask the Senator 
whether he would not think that a more favorable arrangement? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not so much captivated by the notion 
of Government ownership of railroads as perhaps my friend 
from Nevada may be. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Nor am I. I will say that I am not en- 
tirely satisfied with the specific arrangement, and that it may 
be better to consider Government ownership as a choice of evils. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think, myself, it is better to facilitate in 
some safe and proper way the investment of the money by cap- 
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italists in the construction of the road under the auspices of the 
company for its maintenance and operation, than for the Philip- 
pine government to issue bonds and receiye the money to con- 
struct the road and own and operate it. I myself prefer very 
much the plan of the bill in that respect. 

I am not antagonizing the bill, but I think if the Philippine 
government is under any circumstances to guarantee dividends 
on stock, the railroad company should not be permitted to put 
upon that property a mortgage lien ahead of that stock with- 
out the consent, not of the Philippine Commission, but of Con- 
gress. If the English system shall be adopted, that is one 
thing; but if the ordinary American system of issuing bonds 
and selling them is to be adopted, that is another. I think that 
we ought to decide, so far as the safeguards to which I have re- 
ferred are concerned, which shall be adopted. I only suggest it 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that he may give it his at- 
tention with a view to the proper amendment, if he agrees with 
me. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not believe that anyone 
who has examined the conditions in the Philippine Islands with 
any care doubts the necessity and importance of a railroad sys- 
tem in those islands. It would take unlimited money and a 
great deal of time to construct highways. The only method by 
which we can hope to open up those islands properly is by 
means of railroads. There is nothing that will do so much to 
bring those people together, to civilize them, and improve their 
condition as proper methods of communication. Such communi- 
cation would add enormously to their prosperity, bring into 
the markets their products, and open up lands which are now 
untouched. There are only 120 miles of railroad in the Phil- 
ippine Islands at this time. I think there is nothing so im- 
portant that we can do for those islands as to facilitate the 
building of railroads. 

Undoubtedly this work could be left to private enterprise; but 
if left to private enterprise it would result in small bits of road 
being built here and there where there was a certain profit. 
The Commission is most averse to giving franchises which will 
allow companies to build roads just where they will pay and 
not try to open up the country. The Commission is desirous of 
having a complete system, and, I think, wisely so. 

I understand the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
agrees with me as to the general policy, which can only be car- 
ried out by some form of Goyernment guaranty and aid. The 
committee is entirly opposed, as the House is opposed, as the 
Commission is opposed, and as the Secretary of War is opposed, 
to having the Government itself build the railroads. If there is 
any doubt about the insolvency of the railroad companies which 
have been aided by the Government, there is not much doubt 
as to the failure of roads to be commercially profitable wherever 
a State government itself has undertaken to build or operate 
them. I think that it would be utterly wrong in principle, and 
I am entirely opposed to having the Government build and op- 
erate railroads in the Philippines. Therefore it comes to the 
question of a guaranty. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator sems to be discussing the 
bill now upon the idea that there are only two contingencies to 
which we can turn; one is Government ownership and the other 
is a guaranty of interest on the bonds. I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that we have in the Philippines 70,000,000 
acres of unappropriated public domain, and that in many other 
cases—in Texas, for instance—the railroads were constructed by 
a grant of a portion of the public domain for each mile of rail- 
way constructed. If, for instance, that same policy be pursued 
in the Philippines, it would take about 20,000,000 acres of this 
70,000,000 acres to subsidize, or at least to aid, the railways 
organized by private corporations or individuals, leaving 50, 
000,000 acres of unappropriated domain still for the public, and 
meanwhile this land granted to the railway companies would 
pass into private ownership, would go upon the tax roll, and be- 
come subject to taxation for the benefit of the islands. 

I suggest to the Senator that it seems to me that feature of 
the situation ought at least to be discussed in connection with 
the two other suggestions he has made. 

Mr. LODGE. I am aware, Mr. President, that the subsidy 
may take the form either of money or of lands. In either 
event it is in the nature of a subsidy or subvention to the 
railroads. We could do it by land grants, I suppose, although 
I think there would be great difficulties in the way, if I under- 
stand the conditions there correctly; but I do not believe that 
it is, on the whole, as economical or as good a way to deal with 
this question as by the simple guaranty of money. I think it 


is better not to give up the lands. I prefer the money guar- 
anty. That is the proposition of the bill, and I think it is a- 
sound one. 

I ought to say that so far as the guaranty goes, there is abso- 
lutely no assumption on anybody’s part, so far as I am aware, 
that the United States incurs any obligation in regard to this 
guaranty. The committee has no such assumption. The first 
time I heard it suggested was by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLANDS]. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
makes a very important point in regard to it, and that is as 
to the latitude that is given to the Commission as to the form of 
the guaranty. They are allowed to choose between bonds, 
which is the American system, or preferred or common stock 
income, which is the English system. 

The committee of the other House and the committee of the 
Senate both felt, I think, that it was desirable to give the Com- 
mission as much latitude as was safe in making these arrange- 
ments. Of course, they would desire to make the guaranty go 
as far as possible, so as to get as much road built as possible 
and to get the lowest rate of interest on the bonds. I do think, 
however, that it may be necessary—my attention has not been 
called specifically to this point before—to make some further 
provision for protecting the interests of the Government. It 
seems to me that the Commission would undoubtedly do that. 
The idea of the bill is to trust the Commission on all those 
points; but it may be thought best, after we have discussed 
the bill here, to put in some amendments which shall provide 
that in case the railroad is thrown on the Government's hands, 
or the Government is obliged to pay the entire guaranty, or in 
case the road is not earning enough money to meet its interest, 
something shall be done to protect the interests of the Govern- 
ment under those conditions. I shall give that point attention 
before this debate closes. 

I only wanted to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that the 
idea of the bill and of the committee was that we could trust 
the protection of the interests of the Philippine government to 
the Commission. Still, it is possible that we have not gone far 
enough in limiting their power; and I shall be very glad to 
look into the point the Senator from Wisconsin has made to 
see whether some amendment may not be desirable there. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether any plans or estimates regarding the 
construction and cost of the railroad were presented to the 
committee? 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President, there are no surveys made; 
there are no specific franchises asked for; there are no plans 
at all before the Commission. This is to give the Commission 
the power to guarantee the amount of a million and a half a 
year for the building of the railroads in the Philippines. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask if the Senator himself has 
formed any impression regarding the total cost of these rail- 
roads aggregating a thousand miles? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has quoted what Governor Taft 
said before the committee of which I was a member, that Sir 
William Van Horn had estimated that a thousand miles of rail- 
way would cost from $30,000,000 to $35,000,000; but I do not 
understand that he said at all that the interest on the invest- 
ment would necessarily be 5 per cent. 

Mr. CARMACK. But it would undoubtedly be that much, 
judging by our past experience. 

Mr. LODGE. That was merely what he thought in a general 
way. I think he said, as I recall it, that he hoped they 
could get a lower rate. From the way in which Philippine 
bonds are selling on the market, I think we could probably get 
a lower rate. Of course that aggregate estimate of the cost of 
a thousand miles would add so many more miles, and they want 
to be in position in making this offer to control the route of the 
road, so as to get some systematic plan of building railroads in 
the islands. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I can understand how important it is, as 
stated by the Senator, that a comprehensive system of railroads 
for those islands should be framed in the first place. We should 
know the terminal points of the road, so as to be able to join 
them together in such a way as to make a complete system. As 
I understand it, the Government of the United States proposes 
to authorize the government of the Philippine Islands to guar- 
antee the income on an expenditure of $30,000,000 to the extent 
of 5 per cent per annum. That 5 per cent amounts to $1,500,000 
a year, and I think it is safe to say, if the enterprise falls into 
the hands of private individuals, that that burden, to its utmost 
limit, will fall upon the Philippine government. I am sure that 
has been our experience with reference to all the aided roads or 
subsidized roads of this country. 

If there is an obligation of the Government anywhere within 
reach of individuals in charge of a private enterprise, they will 
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generally permit that obligation to be assumed and to be executed. 
There are peculiar temptations to do that in this case, because 
if a return of 5 per cent upon the cost of the road is assured 
by the Government they could easily cause the profits to go 
toward the betterment of the roads, and thus permit no appar- 
ent profit to be made. Then the Philippine government would 
be obliged under this guaranty to pay 5 per cent upon the 
investment. 

Now, so far as I am individually concerned, I can not say 
that I am as yet a convert to the theory of Government owner- 
ship of railroads. I believe in Government regulation and con- 
trol; I believe in a very much more efficient Government regu- 
lation and control than we have thus far had in this country, 
either on the part of the General Government or upon the part 
of the States; but I must say that as between the existing 
conditions of the transportation service, assuming that they are 
to be maintained, and the evils of possible Government owner- 
ship, I would prefer the latter; for I assume, at least, that 
under Government ownership and control every man and every 
community would have an equal chance; that the same service 
would be given for the same rate; that there would be no re- 
bates or preferences, and no discriminations as between indi- 
viduals or communities. I feel that the great and unparalleled 
concentration of wealth which has taken place in this country 
of late years is largely dependent upon the absolute perversion 
of the essential principles of the transportation service—equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none. 

I fear very much if this enterprise, involving the construc- 
tion of a thousand miles of railroad, involving a comprehensive 
railway system for the Philippine Islands, is intrusted to private 
enterprise, that we shall have the experiences of the past re- 
newed; that there will be an appeal to human selfishness and 
human avarice to pervert that system from the beneficent pur- 
pose for which we intend it. So, as we have an excellent execu- 
tive administration organized there, an honest administration, 
an efficient administration, not subject to the mutations or the 
caprices of politics, but capable of doing business in a business- 
like way, it does seem to me that if we are going to consider the 
question of either sanctioning or giving Government aid, we 
should consider seriously the question of the Philippine gov- 
ernment itself entering upon this work of construction and 
operation. 

It seems to me in that connection that we ought to be better 
informed than we are to-day; it seems to me that we ought to 
have surveys, plans, and estimates presented to us. A very effi- 
cient corps of engineers and surveyors, such as could be easily 
secured in this country, such as we have now in the scientific 
branches of our service, particularly in the Geological Survey 
and in the Reclamation Service, would very quickly make the 
reconnoissance of these roads, embracing, I believe, only 1,000 
miles in all, embracing five, or six, or seven, or eight railways, 
each of them not more than from 100 to 200 miles in length. 
Then we would be able to form a judgment as to whether it 
would be wise to intrust this work to the Philippine govern- 
ment or whether it would be wise to intrust its construction to 
private enterprise. 

There is another reason, it seems to me, why we should seri- 
ously consider the question of Government construction there, 
and that is that American capital will only go into a work of 
this kind with a prospect of a very considerable reward. The 
enterprise, so far as the men who invest in it are 
will be largely of a speculative character, whilst we are pursu- 
ing it as a matter of government, a matter of the proper eco- 
nomic development of those islands. 

Now, assuming that private capital becomes inyested in this 
railway system, the owners of that capital will ‘seek to make 
money in other enterprises connected with the railroad—in 
manufacturing and in production of various kinds—and they 
will naturally seek to contro] that production. If they have 
the machinery of transportation within their hands they can 
easily do it so as to almost destroy the possibility of competi- 
tion. The danger will be that we shall have competition 
eliminated, and we shall have there the operation of trusts and 
combinations and syndicates for the purpose of exploiting the 
country; and that is what we want to avoid. 

So it seems to me of the highest importance—an importance 
reaching away above the necessity of economy in the work 
Itself—that we should have this work so conducted and the 
transportation service so administered as to absolutely secure 
equality to all, equal opportunity in that region. We should 
not permit the most important agency of commerce—the trans- 
portation of all products, involving as it does the exchange of 
all products—to come within the control of men who would 
simply go there for adventure, for speculation, and for profit. 
No one can blame them for taking that view. That is what 


they are going there for as individuals, but it is our duty, of 
course, exercising the powers of government here, to see to it 
that this work is administered in such a way as to insure the 
advantage of the entire people. 

Upon the question of the financing of this proposed enterprise 
under this bill, the Philippine government will be compelled to 
pay 5 per cent on $30,000,000 annually, or one and a half mil- 
lions annually. It guarantees that income on the investment. 

Mr. LODGE.’ Why does the Senator say that we are com- 
pelled to do that under this section? I fear the Senator has 
not read the section. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand it, they guarantee an in- 
come of 5 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. They ee nothing of the kind. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I shall be glad to be corrected by the 
Senator if I am wrong. 

Mr. LODGE. The provision is that the guaranty shall not 
exceed 5 per cent. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not exceed. Very well. The power given 
to the Philippine Commission is to so guarantee the 5 per cent. 
True, they may not do so. Of course, they may make a guaranty 
of 4 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has just said that the members of 
the Philippine Commission were efficient and honest men. 
Therefore I suppose they will get the lowest rate of interest 
they can. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume they will; but when you put the 
limit at 5 per cent it involves the assumption that you believe 
that that will be the sum that will be demanded as a return 
upon the capital invested in that enterprise—that sum at least. 
My judgment is that the private investor will expect a greater 
reward than that as a matter of adventure and of speculation 
in a strange land, and it is only adventurous men who will go 
into this enterprise. 

So that we have the judgment of the committee, of which the 
Senator is a member, and we have the judgment of Secretary 
Taft, that possibly the Philippine Commission may be called 
on to give a guaranty of 5 per cent upon $30,000,000. So I 
think that in considering this case, I am fair in assuming that 
that guaranty will be given. That amounts to one and a half 
million dollars a year, and the ultimate total liability on the 
part of the Philippine government will be, for thirty years, 
$45,000,000 when the entire railroad system can be constructed 
for $30,000,000 or $35,000,000. 

We will assume that we authorize this capable, honest, and 
efficient Commission to construct that road; we will assume 
that they organize their transportation service just as we have 
got a Reclamation Service organized in this country. The Recla- 
mation Service, as now constituted, will spend an amount aggre- 
gating $27,000,000. It is composed of the best engineers in the 
country, men of spirit, enterprise, courage, and capacity; men 
who feel the pride of their work and whose esprit de corps is 
admirable. These men are doing a great work in this country. 
They are preparing to expend not only the $27,000,000 now in 
the reclamation fund in great storage and reclamation works, 
but they are going to expend the money that comes into or re- 
turns to the fund in the future, aggregating possibly within the 
next twenty years $150,000,000. They are doing this work hon- 
estly and efficiently to-day—a work more difficult than that of 
railroad construction. 

Railroad eonstruction is one of the simplest things in the 
world. The work of railroad engineering consists largely in 
following the old stage lines. Now, if we organize a service of 
that kind, we could easily get some of these men to engage in it— 
men whose whole lifetime has been spent in studying the sur- 
face and the topography of this country and who are familiar with 
the enterprises that are necessary to control it in the interest of 
man. We could utilize the reclamation service, and I think 
that in a very short time the Philippine government could, 
with the aid of Mr. Walcott, the Director of the Geological 
Survey, a man of fine administrative capacity, and of Mr. 
Newell, who, under Mr. Walcott, directs the reclamation serv- 
ice, secure a corps of fifty capable and experienced men from 
the reclamation service itself who would be entirely com- 
petent to enter upon this work of survey and estimate, and 
who could bring before us at the next session of Congress full 
plans and estimates that would enable us to form an enlightened 
judgment on this matter. 

Assume, then, that we should permit the Philippine govern- 
ment to issue their bonds for 835,000,000. The Philippine gov- 
ernment would probably have to pay 4 or 5 per cent interest 
on those bonds. We would be interested, of course, in enabling 
them to get that money at as low a rate of interest as possible. 
Why, then, should not the Government of the United States 
guarantee those bonds? With a Government guaranty the 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 133 


Mr: PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, is that independ- 
ence? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, it is a qualified independence. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think that 
under the system we are now pursuing, within the next ten or 
twenty years the Philippine Islands will be just as independent 
as they would be under a protectorate? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I do not think they will be. 

I was saying that the positions of these two leaders were ap- 
proximately the same, and I stated the views of Mr. Bryan. 
Mr. Rooseyelt’s recent message contains his view, which I as- 
sume to be the view of the Republican party. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
interrupt him for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to know why the Senator, in 
stating the positions of the two men as the positions of their 
respective parties, ignores the views of Judge Parker on this 
subject? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not ignore them. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has not stated them. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not ignore the views of any Demo- 
erat in the country, but I refer to Mr. Bryan to-day and during 
the last eight years as the acknowledged leader of the Demo- 
cratic party, and I refer to Mr. Roosevelt as the leader to-day 
of the Republican party. 

What does Mr. Roosevelt say regarding the people of these 
islands? He says in his recent message: 
1 — as — 8 tom of thet of Tie EIN dence at 
we can help therm TR vine higher in the scale cau te civilization 
and of * ong for self- . I most earnestly hope that in 


the end they will be able to stand, if not entirely alone, yet in some 
such relation to the United States as Cuba now stands. 


So practically the only difference at present between Mr. 
Bryan and Mr. Roosevelt is that Mr. Bryan would to-day give 
the assurance of ultimate independence, whilst Mr. Roosevelt 
only extends to us the hope of ultimate independence. But I 
believe that Mr. Roosevelt is as earnest in giving that hope as 
Mr. Bryan is in demanding that the assurance be given. 

If the ultimate purpose of both parties is to give the Philip- 
pine Islands their independence, so that they can stand in rela- 
tion to this Goyernment as Cuba now stands, it means that until 
the assurance is realized or until the hope is realized we must 
continue to administer the trust we are at present 
in those islands; and I do not think we should escape any obli- 
gation of so administering their affairs as to give them not only 
an honest administration, not only an efficient administration, 
but also an economical administration, 

I say it is the height of folly to permit an income upon this 
investment of 5 per cent to be paid out by the Philippine govern- 
ment and the Filipino people when we have the power, and by 
stretching our benevolence only a little further we can assure 
them the benefit of this great enterprise at a cost of only one- 
half of what this bill provides. 

Now, there are other things in this bill to which I should like 
to call attention. One is the issue of bonds provided for by 
the second section. The bill provides that the government of 
the Philippine Islands may make a bond issue of $5,000,000 at 
434 per cent per annum, for the purpose of providing funds for 
river and harbor improvements and other public improvements, 

Five million dollars is rather a small sum. I presume it is a 
mere commencement. That interest charge could be put at 23 
per cent if we gave those bonds our guaranty, and it strikes 
me that in the end, as respects these bond issues, there is a 
moral obligation resting upon the United States Government, 
if not a legal obligation. If you will read the language of the 
Attorney-General—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has it ever been contended, to the Senator’s 
knowledge, that if Congress authorizes a Territory, to issue bonds 
there is a moral obligation upon the United States therefore to 
stand behind them? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not think the test has ever been 
made, but if the Government of the United States should au- 
thorize the Territory of Arizona to issne $10,000,000 of bonds 
and Arizona should not be able to pay them—should be utterly 
bankrupt, should have no property—and those bonds were in 
the hands of innocent purchasers, and the question should arise 
as to whether the loss should fall upon them or upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I should feel that a moral obliga- 


bonds could be negotiated at 24 per cent, and the interest charge 
annually would be only $750,000 instead of one and one-half 
million dollars under this bill; and the other $750,000 received 
from the proceeds of the operation of the road itself would in 
less than thirty years pay the entire bond issue of $35,000,000. 

It could be put into a sinking fund, or provision could be 
made for the gradual retirement of the bonds from the money 
in the sinking fund, and in less than thirty years the bonds 
would be entirely retired and the Philippine government and the 
Philippine people would own not only a comprehensive but an 
unencumbered railway system, which could either be operated 
by the government or leased upon terms that would insure an 
income to the government as well as absolute equality and im- 
partiality of service. 

Now, certainly as to financing there can be no question but 
that the plan I suggest is the better one. It involves an inter- 
est charge of $750,000 as against a million and a half. It in- 
volves the absolute acquisition, you may say, without cost to 
the Philippine government, of this system of railroads, of a 
value of $35,000,000, whereas the other liability assumed by the 
Philippine Commission means that it may possibly pay out 
$45,000,000 and then will have nothing, because the railroads 
will belong to the private individuals who have conducted the 
enterprise. As a mere matter of finance it seems to me there 
can be no question but that the plan I suggest is the better one. 

The only objection which can be urged is that it involves gov- 
ernmental ownership—that it will involve the control by the 
Government and its employees of this system of railways—and 
I believe that Secretary Taft in his statement says he does not 
believe in enlarging the powers of the Commission in that way. 
The Commission, as ? understand, has absolute power in the 
Philippine Islands. It is an executive body that simply acts 
by decrees. It moves with great ease. Its members have not 
varying terms of office. It is not subject to the caprice of elec- 
tions. If there is anywhere a governmental body that can move 
efficiently in a work of this kind, that body can; and it does 
seem to me, as a mere experiment in Government ownership, 
toward which the sentiment of this country is largely 
to-day, it is worth something to this country. If it proves suc- 
cessful, we can gradually adopt it at home. If it prove unsuc- 
eessful, we can rest assured that it has been prosecuted under 
the most favorable conditions, and that, having failed, Govern- 
ment ownership is no longer to be considered. 

Now, it is true that so far as I individually am concerned, 
and so far as the party which I represent is concerned, we are 
opposed to the holding of the Philippine Islands. We believe 
that the Philippine people should be given their independence, 
and we hesitate to strengthen the ties that bind this country to 
-the Philippine Islands, simply for the reason that it may be 
more difficult to sunder them. But the Democratic party, even 
if in power, would not contemplate the immediate cutting of 
the tie. It would be a moderate and progressive movement 
toward a certain and definite end, involving the retention of 
the islands for a considerable period, and the obligation would 
be upon us during that time to administer our trust in the inter- 
est of the Filipino people and to neglect nothing in the line of 
government whieh would accrue to their advantage. 

So I do not see from our own standpoint why this should be 
objectionable. The Government of the United States would 
guarantee these bonds. Assume that ten, fifteen, or twenty 
years from now we should give the Filipinos their independence, 
as we gaye the Cubans their independence—a qualified inde- 
pendence, it might be, under a protectorate such as Mr. Bryan has 

We could certainly, in that very negotiation for 
independence, secure ourselves as to this obligation, for if. we 
were obliged to pay the interest or the bonds, the road itself, 
on which the bonds would be a lien, would be turned over to us, 
and would be the property of the United States, and though we 
might transfer the government of the fslands to the Filipino 
people, the railroad itself would belong to us and we could pro- 
tect it as any other property. And necessarily in the course of 
that negotiation some arrangement would be made, even though 
we were compelled to pay the $35,000,000 and the accrued 
interest, by which that amount would be reimbursed to us. 

The two parties are approximately approaching the same posi- 
tion regarding the Philippine Islands. I take it for granted 
* that the position assumed by Mr. Bryan upon this question is 

the position of the Democratic party, and that the position 

\ assumed by Mr. Roosevelt on this question is that of the Repub- 
lican party. There may be variances or differences among 
Democrats, there may be differences among Republicans; but 
the ultimate judgment of each party may be called the judg- 
ment of one or the other of these leaders. Mr, Bryan has 
always contended that we should give the Philippine Islands 
their independence under a protectorate. 
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tion rested upon me as a Senator of the United States to vote 
in favor of assuming that obligation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose, on the same theory and by parity 
of reasoning, if the legislature of a State should authorize a 
county or a city to incur an indebtedness, and it did not pay it, 
morally the State ought to pay it? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator is carrying it pretty far. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. I am not carrying the principle a 
fraction of an inch. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator is assuming almost an im- 
possibility, and that is that a Territory will not have the prop- 
erty to respond to its debts; and he is assuming the impossi- 
bility that the Philippine government is never going to have 
enough property to pay this debt of $5,000,000 for bonds issued 
for these improvements, or the $35,000,000 of bonds which I 
suggest shall be issued for the construction of the railroads. I 
say that the liability of the Government of the United States 
in its guaranty would be an infinitesimal one; and inasmuch 
as we stand in the position of guardian to a ward, of protector 
of these people, if by our own Government guaranty, exercised to 
the limited amount provided for in this bill, and to the amount 
suggested by myself, not exceeding $40,000,000 or $50,000,000, 
we can diminish the burden upon the Philippine people one-half, 
when the security is absolute, I believe in giving the aid. 

Now, as to the moral obligation—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think we ourselves ought 
to guarantee the bonds? Is that the Senator's position? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, sir; that the Government should 
guarantee the Philippine government bonds, and then they can 

be negotiated at 24 per cent, I have no doubt. 

Now, with reference to the friar-land bonds which were 
issued, we find some utterances of Secretary Taft and the 
Attorney-General upon the subject. Senators will recollect that 
friar-land bonds to the amount of $7,000,000, I believe, were 
issued for the purpose of taking over the lands owned by the 
Catholic Church in the Philippine Islands, the purpose being 
ultimately to divide up those lands and sell them to the people 
and thus reimburse the Philippine government for its expendi- 
ture. With reference to those bonds Secretary Taft, when he 
was asked whether the United States was bound, legally or 
morally, to pay them, said: 

Not at all; except that Congress authorized the issue. I suppose that 
Investors have assumed that t fact would lead Congress to assume 
the obligation of them if the government ever became bankrupt. I only 
know that banking houses are entirely willing to take the bonds without 
a guaranty by the Government, and the rate at which the bonds sold is 


an indication that the shadow of the United States in the background 
is very valuable, $ 

If the shadow of the United States in the background is very 
valuable, the real presence of the United States in the shape of 
a guaranty is more valuable. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him who 
is the owner of the lands purchased from the friars? 
> Mr. NEWLANDS. To-day? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; the lands for which the bonds were 
issued. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Philippine government, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are sure of that? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Philippine government. That is my 
understanding. The Philippine government issued the $7,000,- 
000 of bonds, I believe. 

As to the friar-land bonds, the Acting Attorney-General, in a 
letter of the 26th of December last, said: 

The entire transaction is to be negotiated under the auspices of the 
United States and by its recognition and aid. 

And again, on the 31st day of December last, the same Attor- 
ney-General declared, in a letter addressed to the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

Although the loan is not legally guaranteed by the United States, 
the issue is obviously made over its faith and credit and by its aid and 
recognition. The bonds are offered to the public under the auspices 
of the United States by the direction of the Secretary of War and the 
authority of the government of the Philippine Islands, founded upon 
the act of Congress. 

In the same letter he declares: 

The interest and credit of the United States are deeply and essen- 
tially concerned in these matters. 

So there you have the view, at all events, of the moral obliga- 
tion under which the United States stands regarding the friar 
bonds; and I may say that in the report of the minority of the 
Insular Affairs Committee of the House on this bill the minority 
members, at least, whose opinion may not be potential here, de- 
clare: 

This section not only fastens for a period of thirty years an indebt- 
edness 7 the poopie of the Philippine Islands to guarantee a divi- 
dend of per. cent, but it also, in our opinion, creates a moral, if not, 
a legal, lia pad upon the United States Government to see that this 
guaranty is . 


So you have the representatives of a great party charged with 
responsibility in the Committee on Insular Affairs declaring 
that this very obligation, if not a legal one, is a moral one, and 
that the obligation of the United States Government is to see 
that the interest is paid. 

Here, then, we have a bond issue of $5,000,000 the proceeds of 
which are needed for public improvements, and the Philippine 
government is authorized to pay in interest not exceeding 44 per 
cent. A United States guaranty of that $5,000,000 issue would 
enable it to get the money at 24 per cent. The 2 per cent which 
it saves, if put into a sinking fund or applied annually to the 
redemption of the bonds, will absolutely pay the $5,000,000 in 
less than forty years, so that the Philippine government will be 
out nothing as compared with the transaction which this bill 
proposes. They will have their improvements and the saving 
in interest will have paid the cost. 

Now, in the next section provision is made for the contraction 
of municipal indebtedness. The various municipalities are au- 
thorized to issue bonds for municipal improvements. There is 
no limitation as to the amount except the limitation that they 
can not issue bonds for an amount exceeding 5 per cent of the 
assessed value. That in itself is a limitation. It seems to me 
we might make a similar stipulation regarding those bonds on 
which they will have to pay 5 per cent, for that is the limit of 
interest permitted by this bill, and if we should limit the amount 
of such issue to ten or fifteen million dollars, which I imagine 
will be ample for present purposes, and give our Government 
guaranty, the Philippine government will save one-half of the 
interest charge, and that half put into a sinking fund will pay 
the bonds in less than thirty years; and so these municipalities, 
just by the saving in interest, will have made these great im- 
provements without cost to themselyes as compared with the 
transaction which this bill presents to them. 

Now, Mr. President, I have expressed myself somewhat posi- 
tively regarding the question of Government ownership. I 
have, perhaps, in the earnestness of debate expressed myself a 
little more vigorously than I feel, because I have taken up the 
proposition more affirmatively than tentatively, as I intended 
when I arose. I can not say that I am a convert to Government 
ownership. I can not say that after a full survey of all the 
projects contemplated by this bill I would vote to authorize the 
Philippine Commission to enter upon the work of construction 
and operation, All I say is that the proper deliberation which 
this subject ought to receive in this body demands that we 
should have plans and estimates; that we should have all the 
information that is necessary to enable us to form a judgment 
regarding this great economic and financial transaction, involv- 
ing the prosperity and happiness of a people now under our ab- 
solute control, and then we will be prepared to take intelligent 
action upon it. I do not believe we are prepared to take such 
action now. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall not enter into a discus- 
sion of the question of the merits or the demerits of Government 
ownership of railroads in the Philippine Islands, because we 
are not going to enter on Government ownership of railroads 
there, and therefore it is not worth while to take time in dis- 
cussing it. But I do want to point out that very large powers 
are given to the Commission in making this guaranty. They 
are to provide for the repayment of any sum paid thereunder as 
they shall deem to be to the public interest. They are to ascer- 
tain the cash capital and the net income, and they are to have 
as many directors on the board as they desire. In fact, as 
provided in the proposed act, the roads will be under the im- 
mediate supervision and control of the Philippine Commission. 

I am inclined to think that the provision in line 8 about requir- 
ing repayment might be strengthened, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin suggests. Undoubtedly the Commission can make 
the guaranty a lien on the road if it so desires, but it may be 
well to be more explicit. I see no reason why we should wait 
until plans and surveys haye been prepared. We are not 
undertaking to build roads ourselves. What we are doing is to 
put the Philippine Commission in a place where they can say to 
private capital, “If you will invest here in a system of roads 
that we approve, then we can stand behind you for a certain 
amount of interest and income.” I do not want to have the 
Congress of the United States hold this up for surveys and 
routes, because I want to give the people of those islands the 
railroads as quickly as possible. 

Now, as to the five million loan, it has not been the policy of 
this Government thus far to have the United States guarantee 
Philippine bonds. We did not do it in any case. The Philip- 
pine Islands at this moment are practically free from debt. 
There is thirteen millions of nominal debt, six millions of which 
was borrowed for the purpose of maintaining a reserve fund 
for the redemption of the silver currency and of the notes of 
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the government. That amount of money, six millions, is re- 
tained in the treasury for that purpose. The other seven 
millions was advanced under a special clause in the organic act 
for the purchase of the friars’ lands. These lands are being 
paid for by the tenants who occupy them, and in the opinion of 
the Commission and the Secretary of War all that $7,000,000 
will be repaid. 

Therefore the islands are practically free from debt. They 
have spent $3,000,000 out of their surplus income already in im- 
provements. They do not feel it to be fair to the people of 
the islands to make the present generations pay for all the im- 
provements at once. They ask for authority for a very moderate 
loan of $5,000,000. There is no indication that they expect or 
intend to ask for more, and in the opinion of Secretary Taft 
that is all they need. 

Now, we have never guaranteed their bonds. We have 
adopted the policy of giving them in that direction as mnch in- 
dependence as possible; that the investment should stand on its 
own merits. All we have done is to extend the exemption from 
taxation, and they have their bonds. They have borrowed their 
money at reasonable rates. 

‘This is all I desire to say by way of explanation. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill, I believe, authorizes the Philippine 
government to issue $25,000,000 of bonds for the purpose of 
building a railroad. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not authorize them, if the Senator will 
pardon me, to do anything of the kind. 

Mr. CLAY. By implication. : 

Mr. LODGE. No; not by implication. 

Mr. CLAY. I should think it did. 

Mr. LODGE. They can not issue a single bond for railroads. 

Mr. CLAY. I mean to build a railroad. 

Mr. LODGE. No; not one bond of any kind. They can guar- 
antee the interest on bonds for which the capital has been 
advanced by other people. 

Mr. CLAY. Equal to $30,000,000? 

Mr. LODGE. That may or may not be the amount. I can not 
state how much. 

Mr. CLAY. I was not going to question the Senator on that 
point. What I was going to ask him is this: Is there any provi- 
sion whatever in the bill (I have not been able to find it in run- 
ning over it hastily) that will protect the government of the 
Philippines from loss, in the event they should lose by guaran- 
teeing this money, by giving the government of the Philippine 
Islands a first lien or a second lien on the road, or anything 

‘else? 

Mr. LODGE. There is. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator says there is? 

Mr. LODGE. There is. 

Mr. CLAY. What is it? 

Mr. LODGE. Beginning in line 8: 


The guaranty to be in such form and under such provisions 
repayment of any sum paid th as said government 
to be to the public interest. 


That leaves it within the power of the Commission to deter- 
mine what form the lien shall take and what the terms of repay- 
ment shall be. But I just said I am inclined to think that it may 
be advisable for us to make that more definite. There is a pro- 
vision there, as I have just read, which enables them to make a 
lien, simply leaving it to the Philippine Commission to provide 
for its repayment as they choose. 

Mr. CLAY. It leaves the Philippine Commission to make it. 
Does the Senator think this act ought to provide for that? 

Mr. LODGE. The matter had not been brought to my atten- 
tion so strongly until the Senator from Wisconsin spoke; but I 
am inclined to think that it may be desirable to make that clause 
more definite and to state in this act that the sum advanced to 
pay the guaranty, if they are called upon to pay it, shall be a 
first lien on the road. 

Mr. CLAY. There was such a provision, if I remember cor- 
rectly, in the act guaranteeing the bonds of the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. LODGE. Undoubtedly. This permits the Philippine Com- 
mission to establish the lien, I think it may be wise for us to 
establish the lien in the act. 

If no Senator desires to debate the bill any further this after- 
noon, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I submit three amendments to the pend- 


ing bill, which I ask to have printed and lie on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be re- 
ceiyed and will lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BnowxINd, its Chief Cerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Currier ; 

A bill (S. 216) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Wells; 

A bill (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State 
of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 922) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Devlin; 

A bill (S. 1421) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Houghton ; 

A bill (S. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
M. 4 J. Cooley ; 

A bill (S. 1994) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington ; 

A bill (S. 2114) to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army; 

A bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Elise 
Habercom ; 

Ja aap (S. 2578) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
ey 
=s bit (S. 2745) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
ow 
Dan (8. 2893) granting an increase of pension to Emanuel 
orter ; 

A bill (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Williams; 

Ne bill (S. 3175) granting an increase of pension to Rachel H. 
eman; 

A bill (S. 3329) granting a pension to Mary E. Strong; 
8 (S. 3414) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

er; 
ene (S. 8502) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
is; 
ace bill (S. 3640) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
evens; 
in bill (S. 3791) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 

‘enney ; 

A bill (S. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Chadbourne 
H. Warren; 

A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
W. Switzer; 

A bill (S. 5184) granting a pension to Ethel Talley; 

A bill (S. 5263) granting a pension to Annie M. Eopolueci; 5 
1555 bill (S. 5416) granting an increase of pension to James A. 

opson ; 
pep (S. 5423) granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 

orton ; 

A bill (S. 5484) granting a pension to Burnetta B. Lehmann; 

A bill (S. 5492) granting an increase of pension to Mary — ve 
Holden; and 

A pill (S. 5556) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Hoback. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. * 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 13, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 190}. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, 
. Willet M. Hays, of the State of Minnesota, to be Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture, vice Joseph H. Brigham, deceased. ` 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE TERRITORY OF 
. NEW MEXICO. 

Ira A, Abbott, of Massachusetts, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, vice Benjamin 8. 
Baker, removed. 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Melvin O. Adams, of Massachusetts, to be United States at- 
torney for the district of Massachusetts, vice Henry P. Moulton, 
deceased. 


COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be Commis- 
sioner of Labor in the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
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vice Carroll D. Wright, resigned, to take effect at the close of 
business hours January 31 next. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Ira Harris, of New Jersey, who was appointed October 26, 
1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the second steamboat-inspection district, in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION AT PORT OF SAN JUAN, P. R. 

Graham L. Rice, of Wisconsin, who was appointed Novem- 
ber 28, 1994, during the recess of the Senate, to be commissioner 
of immigration at the port of San Juan, P. R., in the Depart- 
ment of Labor and Commerce. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 

Capt. George D. Deshon, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, December 5, 1904, vice Polhemus, retired 
from active service. 

Cavalry Arm. 

Second Lieut. James P. Barney, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 22, 1904, vice Roberts, Eighth Cavalry, de- 
ceased. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 

Capt. Thomas F. Dwyer, Twenty-first Infantry, from the 
infantry arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from October 
29, 1901. 

Infantry Arm. 

Capt. Carroll F. Armistead, Artillery Corps, from the Artil- 
lery Corps to the infantry arm, with rank from October 29, 
1901. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander William H. Allen to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 23d day of November, 1904, vice Commander 
William H. Beehler, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hilary H. Royall to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 6th day of December, 1904, vice Lieut. (Jun- 
for Grade) Morris H. Brown, deceased, after being due for 
promotion. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

To be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 3d day 
of December, 1904, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on 
that date. 

Henry N. Manney, jr., a citizen of New York; 

Clifford P. Meyer, a citizen of Louisiana ; 

Franklin B. Garrett, a citizen of Louisiana ; 

Samuel W. Bogan, a citizen of Maryland; 

Calvin B. Matthews, a citizen of Tennessee ; 

Frederick A. Gardener, a citizen of Michigan ; 

, Edward P. Dieter, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 
Corps; 

Aldert E. Randall, a citizen of Nebraska; 

Arthur A. Racicot, jr., a citizen of Massachusetts; 

James R. N. Boyd, a citizen of Virginia ; 

Ross S. Kingsbury, a citizen of Idaho; 

Tom Dustin Barber, a citizen of Vermont; and 

Hermann T. Vulte, a citizen of New York. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Alfred R. Booth to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the 
county of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in place of 
Alfred R. Booth. Incumbent’s commission .expires December 
20, 1904. 

Vivian Tresslar to be postmaster at Fullerton, in the county 
of Orange and State of California, in place of Nancy M. Gregg, 
resigned. 

CONNECTICUT, 

Alexander B. Gardner to be postmaster at Milford, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of 
Frederick L. Tibbals, removed. 

IDAHO. 

Alfred J. Dunn to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho, in place of Alfred J. Dunn. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 7, 1904. 

ILLINOIS. 

John F. Ashwill to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Joseph G. Greeson to be postmaster at Greenup, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Illinois, in place of George G. Mono- 
hon, removed. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Millard C. Faulkner to be postmaster at Caddo, district 25, 
Indian Territory, in place of Samuel W. Maytubby. Incumbent’s 
commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Alice M. Robertson to be postmaster at Muskogee, in district 
10, Indian Territory, in place of Houston T. Estes, removed. 

INDIANA, 

Phineas O. Small to be postmaster at Laporte, in the county of 
Laporte and State of Indiana, in place of William A. Banks, 
deceased. 

IOWA. 

William L. Comstock to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Iowa. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1904. 

George H. Otis to be postmaster at Monona, in the county of 
Clayton and State of Iowa, in place of Frederick L. Wellman. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 22, 1904. 

Charles Smith to be postmaster at Clarence, in the county of 
as and State of Iowa, Office became Presidential October 1, 

KANSAS, 


Raymond S. Frazier to be postmaster at Bucklin, in the 
county of Ford and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Eva B. Milligan to be postmaster at White City, in the county 
se 8 and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential April 

, 

Jared C. Richcreek to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county 
of Labette and State of Kansas, in place of Maude McGill. In- 
cumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

KENTUCKY. à 

Clarence H. Wilson to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

MAINE. 

Edward B. Buck to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county, 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine, in place of Grace W. Buck, 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 

Elliott Wood to be postmaster at Winthrop, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in place of Elliott Wood. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

MISSOURI. 

John W. Key to be postmaster at Mountain Grove, in the 
county of Wright and State of Missouri, in place of James C. 
Robertson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

Albert T. McAdow to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county 
of Barton and State of Missouri, in place of Frank D. W. Ar- 
nold. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Joseph H. Avery to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Albert M. Bradshaw to be postmaster at Lakewood, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in place of Albert M. 
Bradshaw. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

Melyin D. Herriman to be postmaster at Sandy Creek, in the 
county of Oswego and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Jay Jackson to be postmaster at Pine Plains, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York, in place of Jay Jackson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

William Purcell to be postmaster at Scottsville, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
Qctober 1, 1904. 

Nathan P. Wild to be postmaster at Valatie, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Charles N. Wood to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1904. 

OHIO, 


J. K. Allen to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, in place of Alfred Noecker. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

John Campbell to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Trumbull and State of Ohio, in place of John Campbell. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 19, 1904. 

Ford Lanning to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, in place of Theodore D. Shepherd, 
deceased. 

William W. Reed to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of 
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Portage and State of Ohio, in place of Walter J. Raley. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Lawrence R. Watts to be postmaster at London, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ohio, in place of Lawrence R. Watts. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

OREGON. 

Edgar Hostetler to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon, in place of Jeremiah M. Patter- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1904. 


RHODE ISLAND. 

Edward W. Jones to be postmaster at River Point, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island, in place of Edward 
W. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

J. R. McClue to be postmaster at Bishopville, in the county of 
Lee and State of South Carolina. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

VIRGINIA. 

Lee S. Calfee to be postmaster at Pulaski (late Pulaski City), 
in the county of Pulaski and State of Virginia, in place of Lee 
S. Calfee, to change name of office. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Joe Williams to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county of 
Pleasants and State of West Virginia, in place of Alfred H. 
Cole. Incumbent's commission expired February 2, 1904. 

WISCONSIN. 

Robert Johnson to be postmaster at Mellen, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles W. Tyler, 
deceased. 

WASHINGTON. 


Harry C. Bilger to be postmaster at Cle Elum (late Clealum), 
in the county of Kittitas and State of Washington, in place of 
Harry C. Bilger, to change name of office. 

William L. Shearer to be postmaster at Toppenish, in the 
county of Yakima and State of Washington. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 
1 


CONSULS-GENERAL, 


Frank Dyer Chester, of Massachusetts, lately consul at that 
place, to be consul-general of the United States at Budapest, 
Hungary. : 

Julius G. Lay, of the District of Columbia, lately consul-gen- 
eral at Barcelona, Spain, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Canton, China. 

Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, lately consul at that place, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Niuchwang, China. 

Benjamin H. Ridgely, of Kentucky, lately consul at Nantes, 
France, to be consul-general of the United States at Barcelona, 
Spain. 

CONSULS. 


William E. Alger, of Massachusetts, lately consul at Puerto 
Cortes, Honduras, to be consul of the United States at Teguci- 
galpa, Honduras. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at La Guaira, Venezuela. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, lately consul to 
Cadiz, Spain, to be consul of the United States at Seville, Spain. 

Louis Goldschmidt, of New Hampshire, lately consul at La 
Guaira, Venezuela, to be consul of the United States at Nantes, 
France. 

Frank S. Hannah, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Magdeburg, Germany. 

Oscar Malmros, of Minnesota, lately consul at Colon, Colom- 
bia, to be consul of the United States at Colon, Panama. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 

Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, lately second secre- 
tary of the embassy at St. Petersburg, Russia, to be secretary 
of the legation and consul-general of the United States at Bang- 
kok, Siam. 

Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, lately consul at Venice, 
Italy, to be second secretary of the embassy of the United States 
at St. Petersburg, Russia. ` 

Francis G. Landon, of New York, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


William Blumenthal, of New York, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Lisbon, Portugal. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Norman M. Ruick, of Idaho, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Idaho. ` 


JUDGE OF DISTRICT COUBT OF ALASKA. 


Royal A. Gunnison, of New York, to be judge of the district 

court of the district of Alaska, division No. 1. 
MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Lieut. Col. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as a member of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 
1879, entitled An act to provide for the appointment of a Mis- 
sissippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said river 
from the Head of the Passes, near its mouth, to its headwaters.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. John C. Cantwell to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from Oc- 
tober 11, 1904. 

First Lieut. John C. Moore to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Horace B. West to be a captain in the Revenue- 
8 15 Serve of the United States, to rank as such from June 

Second Lieut. Frederick C. Billard to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 11, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin M. Chiswell to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from June 20, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Bernard H. Camden to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 11, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Aaron L. Gamble to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Edward S. Addison to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 11, 1904. 

Third Lieut. Eben Barker to be a second lieutenant in th 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. , 

Third Lieut. Leon C. Covell to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from June 20, 1904. 

Third Lieut. Franklin B. Harwood to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Philip W. Lauriat to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. William H. Munter to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. John L. Maher to be a second lieutenant in the 
Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. William A. O’Malley to be a second lientenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. William H. Shea to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from October 11, 1904. 

Third Lieut. Francis R. Shoemaker to be a second lieutenant 
in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

George C. Alexander, of Ohio, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Asst. Engineer Henry F. Schoenborn to be a chief engi- 
neer, with the rank of first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to date from July 17, 1904. 

Second Asst. Engineer Robert B. Adams to be a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
8 Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 
17, 1904. 

Albert F. Patterson, of Washington, to be a second assistant 
engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION OF PORTO RICO. 

Roland P. Falkner, of the District of Columbia, who was ap- 
pointed July 1, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be com- 
missioner of education of Porto Rico. 

SECRETARY OF PORTO RICO. 
Regis H. Post, of New York, to be secretary of Porto Rico. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII. 

Walter F. Frear, of Hawaii, to be chief justice of the supreme 

court of the Territory of Hawaii. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF PORTO RICO, 


Adolph Grant Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of Porto Rico. 
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ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF HAWAII. 


Alfred S. Hartwell, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii. 


Francis M. Hatch, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the | le 


supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii. 
JUDGES OF CIRCUIT COURT OF HAWAII. 


John A. Matthewman, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit 
court of the third circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Charles F. Parsons, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit court 
of the fourth circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. ` 

Jacob Hardy, of Hawaii, to be judge of the circuit court of 
the fifth circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. 
PROMOTIONS IN PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Donald H. Currie, of Missouri, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 28, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Carl Ramus, of Illinois, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from March 11, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Halstead A. Stansfield, of California, to be a 

assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hos- 

rier igen of the United States, to rank as such from June 

Asst. Surg. John W. Amesse, of Michigan, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from November 28, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph W. Schereschewsky, of Massachusetts, to 
be a passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine- 
Hopital Service of the United States, to rank as such from No- 
vember 4, 1904. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


To be assistant surgeons with rank of first lieutenant, with rank 
from May 19, 1904. 
Harold William Cowper (late captain, assistant surgeon, 
United States Volunteers), of New York. 
William Robert Davis (late captain, assistant surgeon, United 
States Volunteers), of Virginia. 
Leartus Jerauld Owen, of Indiana. 
Stanley Gustav Zinke, of Ohio. 
Robert Martin Culler, of Pennsylvania. 
Frank Watkins Weed, of Maryland. 
William Anderson Wickline, of Montana. 
With rank from July 8, 1904. 
Henry Levi Brown, of Ilinois. 
Howard Houghton Baily, of the District of Columbia. 
Harry Gass Humphreys, of Pennsylvania. 
Paul Lamar Freeman, of the District of Columbia. 
Chaplain. 


John E. Dallam, of Minnesota, to be chaplain with the rank 

of first lieutenant from July 14, 1904. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Albert L. Mills, Superintendent United States Military 
Academy (captain, Tenth Cavalry), May 7, 1904. 

Col. Henry H. C. Dunwoody (since retired from active serv- 
ice), Signal Corps, July 6, 1904. 

Lieut. Col. Peter Leary, jr. (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel L. Woodward (since retired from active 
service), Seventh Cavalry, July 8, 1904. 

Lieut. Col. John MeE. Hyde (since retired from active sery- 
ice), deputy quartermaster-general, July 9, 1904. 

Lieut. Col. Oscar F. Long (since retired from active service), 
deputy quartermaster-general, July 10, 1904. 

Maj. Theodore A. Bingham (since retired from active service), 
Corps of Engineers, July 11, 1904. 

Col. Constant Williams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904. 

INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from June 25, 1904. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Anton Cæsar Cron, Twenty-seventh In- 

fantry. 
To be second lieutenants with rank from October 5, 1904. 

Corpl. George W. Edgerly, Fifty-first Company, Coast Artil- 
lery. 

Corpl. Oscar W. Hoop, Company C, Twelfth Infantry. 

Private John Clark Moore, Troop I, Fifth Cavalry. 

Sergt. William F. Pearson, Twenty-eighth Battery, Field Ar- 
tillery. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. James Alexander Ulio, Second Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. Frank Moorman, First Infantry. 
Sergt. Harry H. Bissell, Forty-eighth Company, Coast Artil- 


ry. 
Sergt. Charles B. Elliott, Troop M, Eleventh Cavalry. 
Quartermaster Sergt. John B. Corbly, Troop D, Fifth Cavalry. 
e Sergt. Fitzhugh Lee Minnigerode, Troop F, Twelfth 
valry. 
Sergt. Joseph L. Topham, jr., Company G, Sixth Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. Charles L. Sampson, Sixth Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. John M. True, Eleventh Infantry. 
Private Bruce R. Campbell, Troop H, Fourth Cavalry. 
Sergt. John C. French, Troop I, Eleventh Cavalry. 
a habe: Sergt. Benjamin B. McCroskey, Troop B, Fifteenth 
avalry. 
Sergt. John W. Downer, Thirteenth Company, Coast Artillery. 
8 Sergt. James H. Van Horn, Company G, Twenty-ninth In- 
antry. - 
First-Class Sergt. John B. De Lancey, Signal Corps. 
Corpl. Cassius M. Dowell, Company ©, Seventeenth Infantry. 
Sergt. First Class Marvin E. Malloy, Hospital Corps. 
Corpl. Albert B. Kaempfer, Company H, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Master Electrician Forrest E. Overholser, Artillery Corps. 
Corpl. Charles Winder Mason, jr., Company I, Fourth Infantry. 
To be second lieutenants with rank from June 9, 1904. 


Edgar Zell Steever, third, of Pennsylvania. 
Hornsby Evans, at large. 
Harry Leonard Morse, of Massachusetts. 
Charles Bean Amory, jr., of Massachusetts. 
Walton Goodwin, jr., of Connecticut. 
Philip Bradley Peyton, of Virginia. 
Karl Truesdell, of Virginia. 
Frederick Brahan Terrell, of Texas. 
Howard Granville Sharpe, of Colorado. 
Mark Lorin Ireland, of Michigan. 
David Hunter Scott, of New Jersey. 
Charles Avery Dravo, of Pennsylvania. 

With rank from September 1, 1904. 
William C. F. Nicholson, at large. 

With rank from November 13, 1904. 
Allan Rawson Williams, of Vermont. 

With rank from November 14, 1904. 
Loren Chester Grieves, of Michigan. 

With rank from November 15, 1904. 


Aristides Moreno, of Alabama (late first lieutenant, Porto 
Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry). 


With rank from November 16, 1904. 
Richard Daspit LaGarde, of the District of Columbia, 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Corps of Engineers. 


1. Cadet Charles Roberts Pettis. 

2. Cadet William Dandridge Alexander Anderson, 

3. Cadet Ralph Talbot Ward. 

4. Cadet John Jennings Kingman. 

5. Cadet Robert Philip Howell, jr. 

6. Cadet Henry Harris Robert. 

7. Cadet Joseph Haynsworth Earle. 

8. Cadet Thomas Matthew Robins. 

9. Cadet Roger Derby Black. - 

10. Cadet Theodore Harwood Dillon. 
Cavalry Arm. 

14. Cadet Vaughn Washington Cooper. 

22. Cadet Robert Charlwood Richardson, jr. 

24. Cadet Robert Madison Campbell. 

28. Cadet George Veazey Strong. 

31. Cadet George Bowditch Hunter. 

46. Cadet Stanley Koch. 

49. Cadet Harry Smith Berry. 

53. Cadet Stephen Clark Reynolds. 

54. Cadet William Vaulx Carter. 

57. Cadet Henry Conger Pratt. 

64. Cadet Arthur James Davis. 

66. Cadet Kinzie Bates Edmunds. 

75. Cadet Charles Sherman Hoyt. 

80. Cadet Henry Joseph Reilly. 

83. Cadet James Joseph O’Hara. 

84. Cadet Albert Courtney Wimberly. 

85. Cadet William Stuart Dowd. 

91. Cadet Roy Weber Holderness. 

95. Cadet Henry Rodney Adair. 

101, Cadet James Scott Greene. 


1904. 


102. Cadet Gerald Clark Brant. 

106. Cadet Winn Blair. 

107. Cadet Eugene Victor Armstrong. 
115. Cadet Innis Palmer Swift. 


Artillery Corps. 


11. Cadet Lesley James McNair. 

12. Cadet Charles Russell Alley. 

15. Cadet Chauncey Lee Fenton. 
16. Cadet Lucian Barclay Moody. 
17. Cadet George R. Allin. 

18. Cadet Pelham Davis Glassford. 
19. Cadet William Bryden. 

20. Cadet Donald Cowan McDonald. 


21. Cadet Fulton Quintus Cincinnatus Gardner. 


23. Cadet Francis Webster Honeycutt. 
25. Cadet John William McKie. 

27. Cadet Philip Henry Worcester. 
29. Cadet Charles School Blakely. 
30. Cadet Charles Thomas Smart. 
33. Cadet Robert Melville Danford. 
34. Cadet James Brownrigg Dillard. 
35. Cadet Leo Paul Quinn. 

37. Cadet Quincy Adams Gillmore. 
88. Cadet James Kerr Crain. 

89. Cadet Edmund Louis Gruber. 

40. Cadet Carr Wilson Waller. 

42. Cadet David McCandless McKell. 
43. Cadet Matthew Arthur Cross. 
45. Cadet Albert Howell Barkley. 
48. Cadet Carroll Wilder Neal. 

52. Cadet Walter Singles. 

58. Cadet Donald Cameron Cubbison. 
61. Cadet Rollo Fred Anderson. 

70, Cadet Edward Ellis Farnsworth. 
78. Cadet Jacob Arthur Mack. 


Infantry Arm. 


13. Cadet James Garfield McIlroy. 

26. Cadet Jay Leland Benedict. 

32. Cadet Joseph Warren Stilwell. 

36. Cadet Arthur Wood Copp. 

41. Cadet Richard James Herman. 

44. Cadet Edward Lorenzo Hooper. 

47. Cadet Irving Joseph Phillipson. 

50. Cadet Edmund Bristol Gregory. 

51. Cadet Wilber Alexander Blain. 

55. Cadet Robert Burns Parker. 

56. Cadet Gordon Rives Catts. 

59. Cadet Christopher Jensvold. = 
60. Cadet Ursa Milner Diller. 

62. Cadet Edwin Butcher. 

63. Cadet Russell Vernon Venable. 

65. Cadet Roderick Dew. 

67. Cadet Martin Christian Wise. 

68. Cadet Andrew Jackson White. 

69. Cadet Walter Scott Drysdale. 

71. Cadet Ralph Dickinson. 

72. Cadet Riley Estel Scott. 

73. Cadet Charles Andrew Meals. 

74. Cadet Matthew Henry Thomlinson. 
76. Cadet Horatio Balch Hackett, jr. 

77. Cadet Joseph Alexander Atkins. 

79. Cadet Charles Fullington Thompson. 
81. Cadet Augustus Bissell Van Wormer. 
82. Cadet Thomas Leslie Crystal. 

86. Cadet Arthur Dryhurst Budd. 

87. Cadet Ralph Rigby Glass. 

88. Cadet Erle Martin Wilson. 

89. Cadet Merrill Ellicott Spalding. 

90. Cadet Joseph James Grace. 

92. Cadet John Donald Burnett, jr. 

93. Cadet Joseph Alexander McAndrew. 
94. Cadet Robert Bailey Hewitt. 

96. Cadet William Fitzhugh Lee Simpson. 
97. Cadet Merrill Dole Wheeler. 

98. Cadet Bernard Philip Oswalt. 

99. Cadet Richard Rembert Pickering. 
100. Cadet Lowe Abeel McClure. 

103. Cadet Charles Frederick Conry. 
104. Cadet Clement Hale Wright. 

105. Cadet William Ross Scott. 

108. Cadet William Washington Harris, 
109. Cadet Harry Lincoln Simpson. 
110. Cadet Napoleon William Riley. 
111. Cadet Otto Ludwick Brunzell. 
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112. Cadet George Carson Lawrason. 

113. Cadet Robert Pattison Harbold. 

114. Cadet James Barton Woolnough. 

116. Cadet Joseph Dodge Park. 

117. Cadet Arthur Harrison Wilson. 

118. Cadet Walter Scott Fulton. 

119. Cadet John Jay Moller. 

120. Cadet Sherburne Whipple. 

121. Cadet Harry Hawley. 

122. Cadet Thomas Norton Gimperling. 

123. Cadet Hugh Lawson Walthall. 

124. Cadet John Buchanan Richardson. 
BY TRANSFER. 
Cavalry Arm. 


Second Lieut. Joseph Dodge Park, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
from the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, September 13, 
1904, with rank from June 15, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Harrison Wilson, Sixth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Chvalry Arm, September 13, 1904, 
with rank from June 15, 1904. 

Infantry Arm. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Silcox, Artillery Corps, from the 
Artillery Corps to the Infantry Arm, November 19, 1904, with 
rank from November 19, 1904. 

PROFESSOR OF MATHEMATICS AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Capt. Charles P. Echols, associate professor of mathematics, 
to be professor of mathematics at the Military Academy, with 
rank from June 29, 1904, vice Edgerton, deceased. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CHAPLAINS. 

Chaplain Allen Allensworth, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
chaplain with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Henry Swift, Thirteenth Infantry, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Charles C. Pierce, Artillery Corps, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain Edward J. Vattmann (since retired from active 
service), Eleventh Cavalry, to be chaplain with the rank of 
major, June 14, 1904. 

Chaplain George Robinson, First Infantry, to be chaplain 
with the rank of major, November 19, 1904. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspector-general with the rank of colonel. 
3 Col. John L. Chamberlain, inspector-general, November 
1 i 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. John W. Pullman, deputy quartermaster-general, 
June 25, 1904. 

To be deputy quartermasters-general with the rank of lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 

Maj. Oscar F. Long (since appointed brigadier-general and 
retired from active service), quartermaster, June 25, 1904. 

Maj. Frederick Von Schrader, quartermaster, July 9, 1904. 

Maj. J. Estcourt Sawyer, quartermaster, July 10, 1904. 

To be quartermasters with the rank of major. 

Capt. George McK. Williamson, quartermaster, June 25, 1904. 

Capt. Thomas H. Slavens, quartermaster, July 9, 1904. 

Capt. David S. Stanley, quartermaster, July 10, 1904. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be deputy surgeons-general with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Maj. Daniel M. Appel, surgeon, August 3, 1904. 

Maj. Harry O. Perley, surgeon, August 14, 1904. 

To be surgeons with the rank of major. 
Capt. Francis A. Winter, assistant surgeon, August 3, 1904. 
i 8 William E. Purviance, assistant surgeon, August 14, 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 
To be paymaster with the rank of major. 
Capt. George E. Pickett, paymaster, September 6, 1904. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. William H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 


1904. 
aeni Col. William S. Stanton, Corps of Engineers, September 
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To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904. 
Maj. Smith S. Leach, Corps of Engineers, September 14, 1904. 
To be majors. 
Capt. William L. Sibert, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904 
Capt. Joseph E. Kuhn, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
Capt. William B. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
Capt. Henry C. Newcomer, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
Capt. Mason M. Patrick, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
Capt. Charles S. Riché, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904. 
Capt. Thomas H. Rees, Corps of Engineers, July 11, 1904. 
Capt. Charles L. Potter, Corps of Engineers, September 14, 


1904. 
To be captains. 


Mdi Lieut. William D. Connor, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
First Lieut. John C. Oakes, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 

8 Lieut. Sherwood A. Cheney, Corps of Engineers, April 
First Lieut. Frederick W. Altstaetter, Corps of Engineers, 

April 23, 1904. 

a Lieut. Harley B. Ferguson, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


9 Lieut. Frank C. Boggs, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1 


; Eit Lieut. Clarke S. Smith, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
3 ae Lieut. William P. Wooten, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


First Lieut. Lytle Brown, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
First Lieut. Earl I. Brown, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 1904. 
First Lieut. Amos A. Fries, Corps of Engineers, June 11, 1904. 
ae Lieut. James A. Woodruff, Corps of Engineers, July 11, 
1904. 
First Lieut. William Kelly, Corps of Engineers, September 14, 
1904. 


To de first lieutenants. 


Morena Lieut. William L. Guthrie, Corps of Engineers, April 
1904. 
Second Lieut. Clarence H. Knight, Corps of Engineers, April 


23, 1904. 
Second Lieut. William A. Mitchell, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Warren T. Hannum, Corps of Engineers, April 
1904. 


Second Lieut. Robert R. Ralston, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Mark Brooke, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


1904. 

Second Lieut. Laurence V. Frazier, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904. | 

Second Lieut. James F. Bell, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


1904. 

Second Lieut. Douglas MacArthur, Corps of Engineers, April 
23, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Charles T. Leeds, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


1904. 

Second Lieut. Harold C. Fiske, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 
1904. 

Second Lieut. Max C. Tyler, Corps of Engineers, April 23, 


1904. 

Second Lieut. Ulysses S. Grant, third, Corps of Engineers, 
June 11, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Julian L. Schley, Corps of Engineers, June 13, 
1904. 

Second Lieut. William H. Rose, Corps of Engineers, July 11, 


1904 
Second Lieut. Ferdinand Williams, Corps of Engineers, Sep- 
tember 14, 1904. A 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. James Rockwell, jr., Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904, 
To be majors. 


. Capt. Edwin B. Babbitt, Ordnance Department, August 25, 
1904. 


Capt. Ormond M. Lissak, Ordnance Department, September 
17, 1904. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. James Allen, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904, 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. George P. Scriven, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904. 
To be major. 2 
Capt. Edgar Russel, Signal Corps, July 6, 1904. 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Richard O. Rickard, Signal Corps, =~ 6, 1004. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Daniel C. Pearson, Second Cavalry, July 8, 1904. 
Maj. George A. Dodd, Third Cavalry, July 28, 1904. 
Maj. James B. Hickey, First Cavalry, November 30, 1904. 
To be majors. 
Capt. William J. Nicholson, Twelfth Cavalry, May 13, 1904. 
Capt. Fred W. Foster, Fifth Cavalry, July 8, 1904. 
Capt. William C. Brown, First Cavalry, July 28, 1904. 
Capt. Edwin P. Brewer, Seventh Cavalry, September 15, 1904. 
Capt. Oscar J. Brown, First Cavalry, November 30, 1904. 
To be captains. 
First Lieut. Malin Craig, Fifth Cavalry, May 7, 1904. 
First Lieut. Guy V. Henry, Fourth Cavalry, May 13, 1904. 
First Lieut. Wallace B. Scales, Fourteenth Cavalry, July 8, 
First Lieut. Conrad S. Babcock, Third Cavalry, July 28, 1904. 
First Lieut. Ewing E. Booth, Seventh Cavalry, August 22, 


1904. 

ioe Lieut. Percy W. Arnold, First Cavalry, September 15, 
Sone Lieut. Rush S. Wells, Eighth Cavalry, September 17, 
Ri Lieut. Herbert J. Brees, Signal Corps, November 30, 
1 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Rowland B. Ellis, Thirteenth Cavalry, April 4, 
3 Lleut. Frank I. Otis, Eighth Cavalry, May 7, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Selwyn D. Smith, First Cavalry, May 13, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Thomas H. Jennings, Seventh Cavalry, July 8, 
ener Lieut. Wade H. Westmoreland, Eleventh Cavalry, July 
p rsr, Lieut. Clarence C. Culver, Fifteenth Cavalry, July 28, 
Second Lieut. Frank B. Edwards, Fourth Cavalry, August 22, 

Second Lieut. Anton H. Schroeter, Sixth Cavalry, September 
cond Lieut. John T. Sayles, Second Cavalry, September 17, 
TN ARTILLERY CORPS. 


To be colonel. 


Lieut. Col. Walter Howe, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Joseph M. Califf, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904. 
Maj. Charles W. Hobbs, Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904. 
To be majors. 

Capt. Samuel E. Allen, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904. 

Capt. Edwin St. J. Greble, Artillery Corps, October 7, 1904. 

Capt. Frederick S. Strong, Artillery Corps, November 28, 1904. 

To be captains. 

First Lieut. Jesse C. Nicholls, Artillery Corps, April 7, 1904. 

First Lieut. Frank C. Jewell, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904. 

First Lieut. Fred H. Gallup, Artillery Corps, July 7, 1904. 

First Lieut. Herman W. Schull, Ordnance Department, Sep- 
tember 16, 1904. 

First Lieut. Henry B. Farrar, Artillery Corps, September 27, 
1904. 

First Lieut. Clifton C. Carter, Artillery Corps, October 7, 1904. 

First Lieut. Henry B. Clark, Artillery Corps, November 28, 
1904. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. David Y. Beckham, Artillery Corps, January 12, 
1904. 

Second Lieut. Richard C. Marshall, jr., Artillery Corps, Jan- 
uary 21, 1904. 


‘x 
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Second Lieut. Morris E. Locke, Artillery Corps, January 21, 


904. 
Second Lieut. John O. Steger, Artillery Corps, April 1, 1904. 
Second Lieut. William W. Ballard, jr., Artillery Corps, April 
7, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Rex Van Den Corput, Artillery Corps, April 7, 
1904. 
on Lieut. James A. Thomas, Artillery Corps, May 17, 
Second Lieut. John C. Ohnstad, Artillery Corps, May 20, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Clarence M. Condon, Artillery Corps, June 17, 
1904. 
Second Lieut. James H. Bryson, Artillery Corps, July 1, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Curtis G. Rorebeck, Artillery Corps, July 3, 
1904. 
Second Lieut. Roger O. Mason, Artillery Cc_ps, July 7, 1904. 
Second Lieut. James D. Watson, Artillery Corps, September 
1, 1904. 
RYES Lieut. Charles L. Fisher, Artillery Corps, September 
27,1 
i kecon Lieut. Charles D. Winn, Artillery Corps, October 7, 
Second Lieut. Harrie F. Reed, Artillery Corps, November 28, 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. George Le R. Brown, Fourteenth Infantry, July 


12, 1904. 
To ve lieutenant-colonels. 

Maj. William W. Wotherspoon, Sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904. 
Maj. Charles W. Mason, Fourth Infantry, November 5, 1904. 
To be majors. 

Capt. Omar Bundy, Sixth Infantry, July 12, 1904. 

Capt. Everard E. Hatch, Eighteenth Infantry, October 20, 
1904. 
Capt. David C. Shanks, Eighteenth Infantry, November 5, 


Capt. William H. Allaire, Twenty-third Infantry, November 
5, 1904. 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. Irving J. Carr, Seventeenth Infantry, May 5, 


First Lieut. Easton R. Gibson, Ninth Infantry, June 8, 1904. 

First Lieut. Henry ©. Bonnycastle, Twenty-third Infantry, 
July 12, 1904. 

First Lieut. Edward Croft, Nineteenth Infantry, August 7, 
1904. 


First Lieut. Adolphe H. Huguet, Twenty-second Infantry, 
‘August 24, 1904. 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, September 
28, 1904. 

First Lieut. Raymond Sheldon, Eighteenth Irfantry, October 
20, 1904. 

First Lieut. James D. Taylor, r., Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
November 5, 1904. 

First Lieut. Frank Halstead, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 5, 1904. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Sherman A. White, Twenty-third Infantry, April 
7, 1904. 
i Second Lieut. Samuel C. Orchard, Third Infantry, April 7, 
1904. 
Second Lieut. Sydney Smith, Sixteenth Infantry, April 7, 1904. 
Second Lieut. William H. Clendenin, Seventeenth Infantry, 
‘April 7, 1904. 
Second Lieut. John M. Craig, Twelfth Infantry, April 8, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Harold S. Pearce, Tenth Infantry, April 14, 
1904. . 

Second Lieut. John R. Kelly, Eighth Infantry, April 14, 1904. 
Second Lieut. William G. Ball, Third Infantry, April 29, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Walter E. Gunster, Seventh Infantry, April 30, 

1904. 5 

Second Lieut. William R. Kendrick, Seventh Infantry, April 

80, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 

April 30, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Horace F. Sykes, Twenty-fifth Infantry, May 5, 

1904. 

Second Lieut. Oliver P. Robinson, Thirtieth Infantry, May 8, 

1904. 

Second Lieut, George K. Wilson, Fifth Infantry, May 14, 1904. 
Second Lieut. Robert B. McConnell, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
June 8, 1904. 


Second Lieut. Louis B. Chandler, Thirtieth Infantry, June 9, 
1904. 

Second Lieut. Gerrit Van S. Quackenbush, Seventeenth Infan- 
try, July 12, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Sydney H. Hopson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
August 7, 1904. 
5 Lieut. John H. Baker, Fourth Infantry, August 24, 

Second Lieut. William E. Gillmore, Fifteenth Infantry, Sep- 
tember 8, 1904. 
Porem Lieut. John C. Murphy, Fourth Infantry, September 

Second Lieut. William E. Persons, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
September 28, 1904. 
ao Lieut. James G. Taylor, Thirteenth Infantry, October 

Second Lieut. H. Clay M. Supplee, Nineteenth Infantry, Ne 
vember 5, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Alexander M. Hall, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
November 5, 1904. 

APPOINTMENTS IN Porto Rico PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenant, with rank from July 1, 1904. 
Jaime Nadal, of Porto Rico. 
TO BE CAPTAINS. 
With rank from July 1, 1904. 

Orval P. Townshend, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

John M. Field, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment 
of Infantry. 

Edwin J. Griffith, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry. 

Frank L. Graham, late captain, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry. 

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


With rank from July 1, 1904. 


Emil J. Huebscher, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Ralph E. Gambell, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Stewart McC. Decker, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

Miles K. Taulbee, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank C. Wood, late first lientenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

Aristides Moreno, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

William L. Patterson, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

Richard H. Poillon, jr., late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

William S. Woodruff, late first lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

Laurance Angel, late first leutenant, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
With rank from July 1, 1904. 

William H. Armstrong, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico 
Provisional Regiment of Infantry. 

Abram I. Miller, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank Stephenson, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Pro- 
yisional Regiment of Infantry. 

Frank F. Harding, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. f 

Samuel S. Bryant, late second lieutenant, Porto Rico Provi- 
sional Regiment of Infantry. 


PROMOTIONS IN Porto Rico PROVISIONAL REGIMENT or INFANTRY. 
TO BE CAPTAINS. 

With rank from July 1, 1904. 
First Lieut. Emil J. Huebscher, vice Hamilton, discharged. 
First Lieut. Ralph E. Gambell, vice Kerney, discharged. 
First Lieut. Stewart McC. Decker, vice Wuttke, discharged. 
First Lieut. Miles K. Taulbee, vice Broome, discharged. 

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 
With rank from July 1, 1904. 


Second Lieut. William H. Armstrong, vice Huebscher, pro- 
moted. 
Second Lieut. Abram I. Miller, vice Gambell, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Frank Stephenson, vice Decker, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank F. Harding, vice Taulbee, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Evan W. Scott, a citizen of Ohio, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy, from the 31st day of August, 1904. 

Frederick H. Cooke and Clinton D. Thurber, citizens of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania respectively, to be assistant engineers in the 
Navy, from the ist day of January, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


P. A. Paymaster Thomas De F. Harris to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 16th day of August, 1904. 

P. A. Paymaster John F. Hatch to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 18th day of October, 1904. 

Ramon B. Westlake, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1904. 


To be assistant paymasters. 


Gordon A. Helmicks, a citizen of Wisconsin ; 

John M. Hancock, a citizen of North Dakota; 

Graham M. Adee, a citizen of the District of Columbia ; 

Charles N. Wrenshall, a citizen of North Carolina; and 

George R. Crapo, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Thom Williamson and William N. Hughes, citizens of Con- 
necticut and Kentucky, respectively, to be assistant paymasters 
in the Navy from the 12th day of September, 1904, to fill va- 
cancies existing in that grade on that date. 


Assistant naval constructors to be naval constructors in the 
Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1904. 


Holden A. Evans, 
Wiliam P. Robert, 
Thomas G. Roberts, and 
Lawrence S. Adams. 


Ensigns to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, from the 
21st day of October, 1904. 


Isaac I. Yates, 
George C. Westervelt, 
Charles W. Fisher, 
Holden C. Richardson, 
John H. Walsh, 
Edward C. Hamner, and 
Emory S. Land. 
To be chief boatswains in the Navy from the 27th day of April, 


Francis E. Larkin, 

James Dowling, 

John F. Brooks, 

Samuel W. Gardner, 

James W. Angus, 

John J. Holden, 

Phillip Mullen, 

Allen Whipkey, 

Harry R. Brayton, 

Patrick Deery, 

John J. Rochfort, 

Patrick J. Kane, 

August Ohmsen, 

George B. Moncrief, 

Hugh J. Duffy, and 

Edward J. Norcott. 

To be chief boatswains in the Navy from the dates set opposite 
their names, upon the completion of six years’ service, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904. 

Timothy Sullivan, from June 2, 1904; 

John E. Murphy, from June 15, 1904; 

Emil H. Eycke, from June 23, 1904; 

Albert F. Benzon, from July.13, 1904; 

Eugene M. Isaac, from July 16, 1904; 

Andrew Anderson, from August 1, 1904; 

Peter E. Radcliffe, from September 1, 1904; and 

August Rettig, from September 1, 1904. 

Boatswain William Brooks to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy from the 27th day of April, 1904, he having completed six 
years’ service in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

To be chief carpenters in the Navy, from the 27th day of April, 
1904, after having completed sia years’ service, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 
1904: 

Otto Barth, 

George Helms, 

George J. Shaw, 


Francis J. Harte, 

John T. S. Miller, 

William P. Harding, 

William J. Wren, 

Frank Johnson, 

Timothy E. Kiley, 

Charles S. Taylor, 

James T. Haley, 

William Boone, 

John H. Gill, 

Joseph A. Barton, 

Charles Thompson, 

John P. Yates, and 

Frank H. Preble. 

Carpenter Clarence L. Bennett to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy, from the 24th day of May, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Carpenter Thomas C. Cooney to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy, from the 27th day of June, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Carpenter Franz A. Itrich to be a chief carpenter in the Navy, 
from the 29th day of September, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 


To be chief gunners in the Navy, from the 27th day of April, 
1904, after having completed six years’. service, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 
1904. 


Leonard J. G. Kuhlwein, 

William A. Cable, 

Franklin T. Applegate, 

Allan S. Mackenzie, 

Otto Fries, 

Theodore B. Watson, and 

Thomas J. Shuttleworth. 

Gunner John H. Lohman to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of June, 1904, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. . 

Gunners George Charrette and Simon Jacobs to be chief gun- 
ners in the Navy from the 15th day of June, 1904, upon the com- 
pletion of six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Hans Johnsen to be a chief gunner in the Nayy, from 
the 27th day of June, 1904, upon the completion’ of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the proyisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunners Samuel Chiles and George W. Phillips to be chief 
gunners in the Navy, from the 20th day of July, 1904, upon the 
completion of six years’ service, in accordance with the provi- 
sions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 1904. 


To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, from the dates set 
opposite their names, to fill vacancies existing in that grade 
on those dates upon the completion of three years’ service in 
their present grade. ‘ 

Allen E. Peck, from March 27, 1904; 

Charles G. Smith, from April 12, 1904; 

John H. Iden, from May 4, 1904; 

William Seaman, from May 18, 1904; 

Royall R. Richardson, from May 18, 1904; 
Frederick A. Asserson, from May 18, 1904; 

Alfred W. Balch, from June 22, 1904; and 
Archibald M. Fauntleroy, from September 28, 1904. 


To be assistant surgeons in the Navy, from the dates set oppo- 
site their names, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on 
those dates. 

William D. Owens, a citizen of District of Columbia, from 

May 17, 1904; 

William A. Angwin, a citizen of California, from June 2, 

1904; 

Owen J. Mink, a citizen of Illinois, from June 7, 1904; 
Frederick E. Porter, a citizen of Tennessee, from June 7, 

1904 ; 

Norman T. McLean, a citizen of Massachusetts, from June 

28, 1904; 

Cary T. Grayson and Wrey G. Farwell, citizens of Virginia 

and New York, respectively, from June 28, 1904; 

David C. Cather, a citizen of Virginia, from July 9, 1904; 
William N. McDonnell, a citizen of Minnesota, from Septem- 

ber 19, 1904; 

Harold W. Smith, Addison B. Clifford, and Clarence E. 
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Strite, citizens of Massachusetts, Michigan, and Maryland, re- 
spectively, from September 27, 1904; 

Howson W. Cole, jr., a citizen of Virginia, from October 5, 
1904; 

Eugene A. Vickery, a citizen of Massachusetts, from October 
11, 1904; 

Milton E. Lando, a citizen of California, from October 26, 
1904; and 

Hugh T. Nelson, a citizen of Virginia, from November 14, 
1904. i 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS,’ 


Second Lient. Richard B. Creecy to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 4th day of June, 1904. 

Lieut. Col. Otway C. Berryman to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 4th day of June, 1904. 

Maj. Harry K. White to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 4th day of June, 1904. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


To be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 28th day 
of July, 1904, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that 
date. 

Joseph A. Rossell, a citizen of Delaware; 
Clayton B. Vogel, a citizen of Pennsylvania; 
Edward H. Conger, a citizen of Iowa; and j 
Jeter R. Horton, a citizen of South Carolina. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


1. Lieut. Charles M. Fahs to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 5th day of May, 1904. 

2. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas L. Johnston to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 5th day ofMay, 1904. 

4. Commander Gottfried Blocklinger to be a captain in the 
Navy from the ist day of June, 1904. 

5. Lieut. Commander Moses L. Wood to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of June, 1904. 

6. Lieut. Charles P. Plunkett to be a Hentenant-commanier in 
the Navy from the ist day of June, 1904. 

7. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Yancey S. Williams to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the Ist day of June, 1904. 

8. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward T. Constien to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 13th day of June, 1904. 

9. Lieut. Commander Robert M. Doyle to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1904. 

10. Lieut. Humes H. Whittlesey to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1904. 

11. Lieut. (Junior Grade) George T. Pettengill to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1904. 

13. Commander Perry Garst to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 17th day of June, 1904. 

14. Lieut. Commander George M. Stoney to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 17th day of June, 1904. 

15. Lieut. Albert C. Dieffenbach to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 17th day of June, 1904 

16. Lieut. (Junior Grade) George C. Sweet to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 21st day of June, 1904. 

17. Lieut. Commander Frederick W. Coffin to be a commander 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1904. 

18. Lieut. Theodore C. Fenton to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1904. 

19. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Franck T. Evans to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1904. 

20. Ensign Henry B. Soule to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

21. Ensign Francis Martin to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

22. Warrant Machinist Francis D. Burns, 

23. Warrant Machinist Charles W. Densmore, 

24. Gunner David Lyons, 

25. Gunner Owen Hill, } 

26. Gunner Joseph F. Daniels, t 

27. Gunner Clarence S. Vanderbeck, 

28. Gunner Walter E. Whitehead, . 

29. Gunner Gaston D. Johnstone, and 

30. Gunner Frank Rorschach— 
to be ensigns in the Nayy from the 30th day of July, 1904, to 
fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 8, 
1901, as amended by the acts of March 3, 1903, and April 27, 


32. Commander Arthur B. Speyers to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 6th day of August, 1904. 

83. Lieut. Commander Wythe M. Parks to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 6th day of August, 1904. 


34. Lieut. Volney O. Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 6th day of August, 1904. 

35. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Babcock to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 6th day of August, 1904. 

37. Commander Ebenezer S. Prime to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

38. Lieut. Commander Frank H. Bailey to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

39. Lieut. Commander Harry M. Hodges to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

40. Lieut. Patrick W. Hourigan to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904, 

41. Lieut. (Junior Grade) John S. Graham to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

42. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter G. Roper to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

43. Lieut. Commander William B. Caperton to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 31st day of August, 1904. 

44, Lieut. William G. Miller to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of August, 1904. 

45. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Herbert G. Sparrow to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 31st day of August, 1904. 

47. Commander William P. Potter to be a captain in the Navy 


.| from the 18th day of September, 1904. 


48. Commander Nathan E. Niles to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 13th day of September, 1904. 
49. Lieut. Commander James T. Smith to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 13th day of September, 1904. 
50. Lieut. John P. McGuinness to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 13th day of September, 1904. 
51. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Allen Buchanan to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 13th day of September, 1904. 
52. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Nelson to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 13th day of September, 1904. 
53. Commander Newton E. Mason to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
54. Commander Thomas H. Stevens to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
55. Lieut. Commander Walter F. Worthington to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
56. Lieut. Commander William N. Little to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
57. Lieut. Commander Frank H. Eldridge to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
58. Lieut. Joseph Strauss to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
59. Lieut. Charles S. Stanworth to be a lieutenant- commander 
in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
60. Lieut. Robert L. Russell to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
61. Lieut. Harrison A. Bispham to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
62. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward B. Fenner to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
63. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Victor A. Kimberly to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
64. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Paul B. Dungan to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1904. 
66. Commander Charles P. Perkins to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 3d day of October, 1904. 
67. Lieut. Commander Henry C. Gearing to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 3d day of October, 1904. 
68. Lieut. Armistead Rust to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 3d day of October, 1904. 
70. Commander Charles G. Bowman to be captain in the Navy 
from the Sth day of November, 1904. 
71. Lieut. George R. Evans to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of November, 1904. 
72. Lieut. Edward W. Eberle to be a lieutenant- ‘commander in 
the Navy from the 23d day of November, 1904. 
73. Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry E. Lackey to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 23d day of November, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
Joseph C. Manning to be postmaster at Alexander City, in 
the county of Tallapoosa and State of Alabama. 
Dallas B. Smith to be postmaster at Opelika, in the Sey of 
Lee and State of Alabama. 
ARKANSAS. 
James M. Hill, jr., to be postmaster at Gwynn, in the county 
of Sebastian and State of Arkansas. 
Edgar E. Hudspeth to be postmaster at Nashville, in the 
county of Howard and State of Arkansas. 
Winnifred Hunsucker to be postmaster at Dermott, in the 
county of Chicot and State of Arkansas. 
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CALIFORNIA. 


George A. Dills to be postmaster at Soldiers Home, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

E. J. Foord to be postmaster at Rio Vista, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 

George .A. Griffin to be postmaster at Tuolumne, in the county 
of Tuolumne and State of California. 

John M. Jolley to be postmaster at Oceanside, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California. 

William J. Kilby to be postmaster at Coalinga, in the county 
of Fresno and State of California. 

Frederick B. Nichols to be postmaster at McCloud, in the 
county of Siskiyou and State of California. 

Hiram H. Richmond to be postmaster at Auburn, in the 
county of Placer and State of California. 

Joseph Smith to be postmaster at Downey, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Cora B. Wales to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Placer and State of California. 


CONNECTICUT. 
John W. Cook to be postmaster at Beacon Falls, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 


William H. Kelsey to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
GEORGIA, 
John R. Barclay to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Georgia. 
William T. Edwards to be postmaster at Canton, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Georgia. 
Isaac A. Smith to be postmaster at Tennille, in the county of 
Washington and State of Georgia. 
William Touchton to be postmaster at Douglas, in the county 
of Coffee and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
John F. Ahrens to be postmaster at Gillespie, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
Isaac W. Arnold to be postmaster at St. Elmo, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Illinois. 
Philip H. Baker to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Union and State of Illinois. 
Cornell H. Brown to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois. 
Anson J. Buck to be postmaster at Carpentersville, in the 
county of Kane and State of Illinois. 
Orange L. Campbell to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois. 
Nathan W. Chandler to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 
Joel W. Ellis to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of La- 
salle and State of Illinois. 
Charles W. Fleming to be postmaster at Arthur, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of IIIinols. 
John Flotho to be postmaster at Mascoutah, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Ilinois. 
John Holliday to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county of 
Warren and State of Illinois. 
Warren J. Lincoln to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of Logan and State of Illinois. 
Benjamin F. Louden to be postmaster at Trenton, in the 
county of Clinton and State of Illinois. 
William W. Lowry to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Sangamon and State of Illinois. 
Henry Noll to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
Fred W. Pattee to be postmaster at Elburn, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois. 
Philip D. Spooner to be postmaster at Blue Mound, in the 
county of Macon and State of Illinois. 
Irvin S. Sumner to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Illinois. 
Joel P. Watson to be postmaster at Ashley, in the county of 
Washington and State of Illinois, 
Charles Q. Whallon to be postmaster at Newman, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Illinois. 
Frederick R. Young to be postmaster at Metropolis, in the 
county of Massac and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
Solomon C. Dickey to be postmaster at Winona Lake, in the 
county of Kosciusko and State of Indiana, 
Jonas Grossnickle to be postmaster at North Manchester, in 
the county of Wabash and State of Indiana, 
Charles E. Hillstrom to be postmaster at Chesterton, In the 
county of Porter and State of Indiana. 


James O. Murray to be postmaster at Parker, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Indiana. 
Mary Ann Ross to be postmaster at East Chicago, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Charles W. Fears to be postmaster at Sulphur, in district 21, 
Indian Territory. 
John B. Jones to be postmaster at Lehigh, in district 23, In- 
dian Territory. 
F. L. McInnis to be postmaster at Coalgate, district 29, Indian 
Territory. 
Olin W. Meacham to be postmaster at Henryetta, in district 
9, Indian Territory. 
- IOWA. 
Carlos G. Aldrich to be postmaster at Schaller, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa. È 
Edgar O. Beanblossom to be postmaster at Whiting, in the 
county of Monona and State of Iowa. 
Edmund B. Booher to be postmaster at Anthon, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 
John Buchanan to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county 
of Wright and State of Iowa. 
George K. Covert to be postmaster at Vinton, in the county 
of Benton and State of Iowa. 
Luder D. Eilers to be postmaster at George, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa. 
John H. D. Gray to be postmaster at Wall Lake, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa. 
Lincoln Hall to be postmaster at Burt, in the county of Kos- 
suth and State of Iowa. 
Albert C. Hotchkiss to be postmaster at Adel, in the county 
of Dallas and State of Iowa. 
Ralph M. Potter to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county 
of Floyd and State of Iowa. 
Reuben F. Price to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Iowa. 
Gharles M. Reed to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the 
county of Cass and State of Iowa. 
Harper W. Wilson to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county 
of Audubon and State of Iowa. 
KENTUCKY. 
Daniel O'Riley to be postmaster at Leitchfield, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Kentucky. ' 
John M. Bowling to be postmaster at Pikeville, in the county 
of Pike and State of Kentucky. 
J. W. Shields to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the county 
of Grant and State of Kentucky. 
Thomas C. Taylor to be postmaster at Campbellsville, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Kentucky. 
LOUISIANA. 
Edward I. Hall to be postmaster at Jennings, in the parish of 
Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. 
Ernest Morgan to be postmaster at New Roads, in the parish 
of Pointe Coupee and State of Louisiana. : 
John F. Terrio to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the par- 
ish of Ascension and State of Louisiana. 
Pinckney Weaks to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of 
Ouachita and State of Louisiana. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
George E. Ricker to be postmaster at Merrimac, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, J 
Eber S. Andrews to be postmaster at Williamston, in the 
county of Ingham and State of Michigan. 
Charles M. Butler to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 
Oliver D. Carson to be postmaster at Galesburg, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan. 
Theron D. Childs to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the 
county of Berrien and State of Michigan. 
Frank A. Kenyon to be postmaster at East Jordan, in the 
county of Charlevoix and State of Michigan. 
Richard E. MacLean to be postmaster at Wells, in the county 
of Delta and State of Michigan. 
Maynard Palmer to be postmaster at River Rouge, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Michigan. : 
Christopher C. Smith to be postmaster at Algonac, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
William B. Anderson to be postmaster at Hopkins, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
Frank R. Coughran to be postmaster at Worthington, in the 
county of Nobles and State of Minnesota. 
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Marion G. Crawford to be postmaster at Lakefield, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Minnesota. 
James M. Diment to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota. 
Fredric M. Grinnell to be postmaster at Winnebago City, in 
the county of Faribault and State of Minnesota. 
John R. James to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
Andrew R. McGill to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of Minnesota. 
Frank L. Redfield to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota. 
Elias Steenerson to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota. 
Benjamin D. Underwood to be postmaster at Fergus Falls, in 
the county of Ottertail and State of Minnesota. 
NEBRASKA. 
William H. Austin to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Nebraska, 
John F. Diener to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 
Augustine A. Hyers to be postmaster at Havelock, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Nebraska. 
Fay Whitfield to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Nemaha and State of Nebraska. 
NEVADA. 
Samuel G. Anderson to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the 
county of Humboldt and State of Nevada. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Robert Kellahin to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county of 
Chaves and Territory of New Mexico. 
Edward Pennington to be postmaster at Deming, in the county 
of Luna and Territory of New Mexico. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
James M. Bunker to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the county 
of Dickey and State of North Dakota. 
Mary A. Milligan to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Steele and State of North Dakota. 
Edwin Sims to be. postmaster at Omemee, in the county of 
Bottineau and State of North Dakota. 
Thomas Wilkinson to be postmaster at Mandan, in the 
county of Morton and State of North Dakota. 
: OKLAHOMA, 
Edwin F. Korns to be postmaster at Newkirk, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma. 
J. Ed. Van Matre to be postmaster at Altus (late Leger), in 
the county of Greer and Territory of Oklahoma. 
V. W. Whiting to be postmaster at Enid, in the county of 
Garfield and Territory of Oklahoma. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Benjamin G. Collins to be postmaster at Conway, in the county 
of Horry and State of South Carolina. 
Arthur R. Garner to be postmaster at Timmonsville, in the 
county of Florence and State of South Carolina. 
Louis Jacobs to be postmaster at Kingstree, in the county of 
Williamsburg and State of South Carolina. 
Mary L. Wells to be postmaster at Cheraw, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of South Carolina. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 7 
Alvah T. Bridgeman to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Bon Homme and State of South Dakota. 
Thomas T. Smith to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of South Dakota. 
; TEXAS. 
Edward H. Clark to be postmaster at Victoria, in the county 
of Victoria and State of Texas. 
Charles F. Darnall to be postmaster at Llano, in the county of 
Llano and State of Texas. 
Prince A. Hazzard to be postmaster at Colorado, in the 
county of Mitchell and State of Texas. 
Jacob M. Harrell to be postmaster at Manor, in the county 
of Travis and State of Texas. 
J. S. McEldowney to be postmaster at Midlothian, in the 
county of Ellis and State of Texas. 
John W. Merrow to be postmaster at Kerens, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas. 
Lora L. Rowell to be postmaster at Pearsall, in the county of 
Frio and State of Texas. 
Thomas J. Stevens to be postmaster at Sourlake, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Texas. 
Anderson C. Vinson to be postmaster at Timpson, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Texas. 
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Otto C. Zavisch to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county 
of Milam and State of Texas. 
VERMONT. 
Lyman P. Bailey to be postmaster at Putney, in the county of 
Windham and State of Vermont. 
David K. Simonds to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Bennington and State of Vermont. D 
VIRGINIA, 
John M. Campbell to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the 
county of Fauquier and State of Virginia. 
Asbury Redfern to be postmaster at Strasburg, in the county 
of Shenandoah and State of Virginia. 
John L. Thompson to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
John E. Dana to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Kanawha and State of West Virginia. 
Edward G. Hinman to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of West Virginia. 
E. L. Long to be postmaster at Welch, in the county of 
McDowell and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN, ` 
Herman M. Blumenthal to be postmaster at Columbus, in the 
county of Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 
Maleolm H. Douglas to be postmaster at Abbotsford, in the 
county of Clark and State of Wisconsin. 
Anton J. Haas to be postmaster at Park Falls, in the county 
of Price and State of Wisconsin. 
William Kuelling to be postmaster at Shullsburg, in the 
county of La Fayette and State of Wisconsin. 
Ernest S. Mottram to be postmaster at Markesan, in the 
county of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. 
Herman A. Zache to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mopar, December 12, 1904. re: 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of last Friday was read and 
approved. 
PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES FOR THE MONTH OF DECEMBER. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following joint 
resolution to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives their respective salaries for the month 
of December, 1904, on the 20th day of said month—the usual 
custom. : i 

The SPEAKER. The report is not privileged. Is there o 
jection to the present consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, we have not heard it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary. of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to pay the officers and Se of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, including the Capitol police, their r tive salaries 
for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th day of said month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House do now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Priyate Cal- 
endar. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar, Mr. Currier in the chair. 

RICHARD H. STILLWELL. 

The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 5037) granting 
an inerease of pension to Richard H. Stillwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. H. 
Stillwell, late of Battery E, Second ent United States Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ R.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Richard.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Richard H. Stillwell.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
SEELEY EARNEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14875) granting 
an increase of pension to Seeley Earnest. 
_ The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Seeley 
Earnest, late of Company F, Twenty t New Jersey Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he Is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARTHA A. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8166) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha A. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
A. Johnson, widow of William A. Johnson, late captain of Company M. 
Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. ? 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

LOLA QUALLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10945) granting 
an increase of pension to Lola Qualls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of — laws, the name of Lola 
8, a totally helpless daughter of M. Qualls, late a member 
of Company I, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, in the war 
of the and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a totally.” 

a line, after the word “helpless,” Insert the words and de- 
In line 7 strike out the words “a member.” 5 

In line 8 strike out the words in the war of the rebellion.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
fayorable recommendation. 
MERRITT MEAD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9115) granting 
an increase of pension to Merritt Mead. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word“ Company,” 
K, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment, 


The amendment was agreed to. > 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
EDWIN M. RAYMOND. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6129) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Raymond. 


insert the words “ Com 
ana pany 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ve authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll the name 
of win M. Raymond, late private in Company K, One hundred and 
thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry, and pay him a ion of $24 = month 
in the place of the one he now ves, upon the passage of act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lleu thereof 
the following: 

„That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and d to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin M. md, late 
of Company I, Forty-seventh Regiment Hlinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD c. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11984) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward C. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension the name of Edward 
C. Jones, United States Navy, and pay him a on at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee .were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the words “late acting 
= assistant engineer.” gk 


n strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LORENZO D. JAMESON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6857) granting 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. Jameson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


eee ion laws, the name of Lorenzo 
D. Jameson, late of Company A, First 8 Arkansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and Company K, First Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
ioral tia CA: ae OE RES eae in lien of that he is now 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: f 


ENE O BE OEE OE EEE AAEREN ON FAOT the: Balter 


A In 1 25 7, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ first eu- 
enant.” 

In same line, after the word “ First,” Insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES HAMMONDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5997) granting 
an increase of pension to James Hammonds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Hammonds, late of Company F. Twenty-seventh United States Colored 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

me line 6, after the word“ Twenty-seventh,” insert the word Regi- 
ment.“ 

In tine 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


SPENCER M. CASE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6449) granting 
an increase of pension to Spencer M. Case. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Spencer 
M. Base, late of unassigned y, Ninth Michigan Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


1904. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ unassigned,” strike out the word of.“ 

In same line strike out the word“ company.” 

In same line, after the word “ Ninth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 3 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

JOSHUA PARSONS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6948) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua Parsons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua 
Parsons, late of Company D, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer ener and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILSON H. DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4948) granting 
a pension to Wilson H. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilson 
H. Davis, late of Company F, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
yorable recommendation. 

W. A. HELT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5245) granting 
an increase of pension to W. A. Helt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. 
Helt, Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry Volunteers, and grant him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month Ta lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
_as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter“ W.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ William.” 

In same line, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ late of.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Infantry Volunteers” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “ grant” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ pay.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Helt.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS E. RICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6961) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas E. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
E. Rice, late of Company B, Fifty-seyenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHARLES W. M’KENNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5089) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. McKenney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. McKenney, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 
WASHINGTON I. COOK. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 130) granting 
an inerease of pension to Washington I, Cook. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Washington I. Cook, late of Companies I and K, Tenth and Eleventh 
Regiments Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in Lieu thereof the 
following: “of Washington I. Cook, late of Company I, Tenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, One 
hundred and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
Is now recelying.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WYMAN J. CROW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1907) granting 
an inerease of pension to Wyman J. Crow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wyman 
J, Crow, late of Company H, First Regiment California Volunteer In- 
— A and pay him a pension at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN M. BARRON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7867) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Barron. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Barron, late of the Engineer eg) of the Navy, and pax him a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lleu of the pension of $12 per month 
which he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “of John M. Barron, late third assistant engineer, with rela- 
tive rank of midshipman, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN BRASCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1286) granting 
an inerease of pension to John Brasch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sab ect 18 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Brasch, late of Company M, Third Wisconsin Cavalry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendments recommended 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word“ Third,“ insert the word “ Regiment.” 
; In same line, after the word “ Wisconsin,” insert the ean “ Volun- 
eer.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


CYRUS E. SALADA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3359) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus E. Salada. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th. .nterlor and he 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll? subject to 

rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 

. Salada, late of Company B, Sixth R iment Pennsylvania Reserves, 
and Company H, Two hundred and tenth 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out th rds “ C B, Si 7 

In line 7 strike cat the words zg . and“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

LEWIS TOWNSEND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2993) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis Townsend. 


by the committée were read, 


ment Pennsylyania Vol- 


e rate of $30 per month 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll the name 
of Le Townsend, late private Company B, Twelfth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lien thereof 
the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis Townsend, late of 
Company B, Twelfth pa, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
JOHN CUMMINGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2558) granting 
an increase of pension to John Cummings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, E to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of John 
Cummings, late of Company B, ag Serc R nt Ohio Volunteer In- 
erg and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month In lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieù thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JAMES GRAVES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12577) granting 
an increase of pension to James Graves. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Graves, late of Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM M. KITTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12576) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Kitts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of William 
M. Kitts, late of Company G. Second ment Tennessee Volunteer Cay- 
siy ane pay him a n at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LEWIS 0. MARSHALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2803) granting 
an increase of pension to L. O. Marshall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
of L. O. Marshall, late captain of Company B, Thirtieth 3 Wis- 
consin Volunteers, and pay him a pension. at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The. amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


1 prone out all after the enacting clause and Insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing : 

“That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis O. Marshall, late 
captain Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is and the. title eo. to read: “A bill ting an in f pensi 

Amend the title so as to read: gran an increase o on 
to Lewis O. Marshall.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BENJAMIN DILLINGHAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14879) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin Dillingham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min Dillingham, late of opens F, One hundred and fifty-fourth 


Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DAVID DEARDOURFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2805) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Deardourff. 
The bill was read, as follows: $ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
rdourff, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
— 2 2 and pay him a on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. ' 
ALFRED W. DEARBORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14889) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfred W. Dearborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alfred W. Dearborn, late of Company B, Third Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM F. DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14887) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William P. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William P. Da late of Company I, One hundred and Eighteenth 

ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY C. THAYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14855) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Thayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Lyre on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Thayer, late of Company D, First ment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


ANNA C. OWEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15269) granting 
a pension to Anna C. Owen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna C. 
Owen, widow of Col. Alfred D. Owen, deceased, late of Company I, 
Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; first lieutenant Com- 
pany B, Sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; first lieutenant 
and adjutant Eightieth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and lieutenant- 
colonel and colonel Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 
thereof the following: “Anna 


9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 and insert in Heu 
C. Owen, widow of Alfred D. Owen, late 


1904. 
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Meutenant-colonel Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


REBECCA V. MACKENZIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15244) granting 
an increase of pension to Rebecca V. Mackenzie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca 
V. Mackenzie, widow of John I. Mackenzie, late of Company I, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
2 . 6 strike out the letter 1“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
e er “ * 
J In ramo line, after the word “ Mackenzie,” insert the words “alias 
ames Innis,” 
In line 7, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 
i as cers line strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter E.“ : 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
HENRY SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13658) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Henry 
Smith, late of Company I, Ninety-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EVELYN M. DUNN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14576) grant- 
ing a pension to Evelyn M. Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evelyn 
M. n, widow of Williamson D. Dunn, late assistant surgeon, Twenty- 
first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Williamson“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ William.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-five.” h 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Evelyn M. Dunn.” 

The amendinents were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

` ELIJAH G. WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13955) grant- 
ing a pension to Elijah G. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and Umitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah 
G. Wood, late of Company G. Thirteenth ent Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 830 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elijah G. Wood.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a faror- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN M’GREGOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10554) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McGregor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McGregor, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany I, Twentieth Regiment.” 

In lne 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH H. SHAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph H. Shay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph H. Shay, late of Company E, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. M’CLURG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11661) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. McClurg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the nate and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of William 
H. McClurg, late of Company G, Nimety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ISAAC W. SHERMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9798) granting 
an inerease of pension to Isaac W. Sherman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Isaac 
W. Sherman, late of Company E, One hundred and third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ? 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with favor- 
able recommendation. 


LORENZO STREETER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10272) granting 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo Streeter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
Streeter, late of Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he ís now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY FLYNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10360) granting an increase of pension to Mary Flynn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
M Flynn, widow of Patrick Flynn, late of Company —, Ninety- 
ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hber a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word Company,” insert the letter C.“ 


In line 8 strike out the word twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


NICHOLS M. BROCKWAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12818) granting a pension to N. M. Brockway. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to bue on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
N. M. Brockway, late captain Company G, ty-seventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “N.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Nichols.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words Emergency Militia.” 

In line S strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Nichols 
M. Brockway.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN W. DICKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12058) granting an increase of pension to John W. Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
Dickey, late of Company D. One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WALTER P. MITCHELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
12052) granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter 
E. Mitchell, late of Captain Thatcher's independent company, Pettis 


County (Missouri) Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . 
In line 9 remove the parentheses. 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “ twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN W. HARTLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8831) granting a pension to John W. Hartley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is 
hereby, directed to increase the pension now being paid to John W. 
Hartley, Company H, Eighth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, to $20 per 
month, on account of disabilities. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the msion laws, the name of John W. 
Hartley, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Hartley.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. a 
ROBERT LIGGATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6548) granting an increase of pension to Robert Liggatt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase the pension of Robert 
Liggatt, late a private in Company C, Sixth Pennsylvania Vounteers, 
and pay him a pension of 830 per month in lieu of the pension now 
8 by him, said Increase of pension to be paid subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


i phi out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollawing : 
“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
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and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Liggatt, late of 
Company C, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


rovisions and 


JOHN SHANLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
5692) granting an increase of pension to John Shanley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subiect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Shanley, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE DELAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
808) granting an increase of pension to George Deland. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geor; 
Deland, late of 8 I, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. f 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; 

In line 7 strike out the word “Twenty-fifth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Twenty-first.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

PHILIPP YOHUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. 
13155) granting a pension to Philip Yohum. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
lace on the pension roll, subject to 
tke provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of l’hilip 
Yohum, late of Company H, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Philip” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Philipp.“ 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read:. “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Philipp Yohum.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. ; 


DIAH LOVEJOY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8996) granting an increase of pension to Diah Lovejoy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Diah 
Lovejoy, late of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
yorable recommendation. 


CHARLES BERGMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15102) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Bergman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 5 laws, the name of Charles 
Bergman, late sergeant of Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


e rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “sergeant.” 

In line 8 strike cout the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thi 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Bergman.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH WARDLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11015) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Wardle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
3 authorized and directed to pikoe on the pension roll, subject 
to th = vee at and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joesph ardle, of Macomb, Illinois, late of Company G, Forty-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Macomb, Illinois.” 
P In, line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert the word “ twenty- 
our.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD C. SANDERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14034) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward C. Sanders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 15 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of 
Edward C. Sanders, late of Company A, Second ment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ ent,” Insert the words “and cap- 

Regiment.’ 


wre Com C, One hundred a ai hty-elghth 
In line 8 strike out the word * ° thirty — and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ twenty.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, what bill have you before 
the committee? There is so much confusion I can not hear. 
Calendar No. 2244, is that before the House? If so, I move that 
that bill be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
moves that H. R. 14034 be recommitted to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE M. SIMMONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6354) granting 
a pension to George M. Simmons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., W the Secretary of the Interlor and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to cape on the pension roll, sub; 
FCC One ciel gh se Hee! se 

M. Simmon 
ia olunteer Infantry, an Tod pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” Insert the words “ in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George M. Simmons.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

P ALFRED CHILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12397) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfred Chill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., re the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
Chill, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES M. PAUL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15190) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Paull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ae rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 

M. Paull, late of Company K, One hundred and seventieth ment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

we — line of strike out the word “Paull” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo! 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Paul.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANDREW W. SWITZER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4690) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew W. Switzer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
ropa de authorized and directed to place on = pension roll, subject to 

rovisions and limitations of the the name of Andrew 

W. witzer, late of Company K, Si Regiment United States Dr 
and pay him a pension at e rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHADBOURNE H. WARREN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4417) granting an 
increase of pension to Chadbourne H. Warren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 838 8 the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to to piace n the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chad- 
bourne H. Warren, late acting third assistant engineer, U. S. S. Ala- 
bama, United States Nas , and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
is now — 
The bill was eres to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ANNIE M. EOPOLUCCI. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5263) granting a 
pension to Annie M. Eopolucci. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
aoe authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
N. polucci, widow of Samuel Eopolucci, late first-class musician, 
United States Marine Co: and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month, with $2-per month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of sald uel Eopolucei until they reach the age of 16 years. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
SAMUEL H. HUNT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2151) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel H. Hunt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
sae it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
autho: rized and to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pr po rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
unt, late of me One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Valente Infan and pay him a jon at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now N 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ po strike out the words “of the” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ colonel.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” e 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN A. COURTNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6640) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Courtney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
3 authorized and directed to Ne on the pension roll, subject to 

oe and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
fiihols Volatecr Infan entry, and ' FFC 
8 un nfan „ an 

per month in lieu of tha . fies 75 = 

The amendments e pR by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of.” 
— * strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELLEN J. MORTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5423) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen J. Morton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pum on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen 
J. Morton, widow of William H. Morton, late surgeon First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ETHEL TALLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5184) granting a 
pension to Ethel Talley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That.the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ethel 
Talley, helpless and dependent child of Willlam C. Talley, late colonel 
Thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. É 


ELISE HABERCOM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2414) granting an 
increase of pension to Elise Habercom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elise 
Habercom, widow of Ludwig W. Habercom, late of Company A, One 
hundred and ninety-eighth Kegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SYLVESTER BEEZLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2578) granting an 
increase of pension to Sylvester Beezley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sylves- 
ter Beezley, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. k 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorabe recom- 
mendation. 

ISABELLA CHIVINGTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1994) granting an 
increase of pension to Isabella Chivington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabella 
Chivington, widow of John M. Chivington, late colonel First Regiment 
Colorado Volunteer Karar and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EMILY M. J. COOLEY, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1576) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily M. J. Cooley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and_limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emil 
M. 1 Cooley, wido of Rufus Cooley, late of egg F, 5 
Regiment, and chaplain Forty-seventh Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. : S 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN W. CURRIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 183) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Currier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. ler, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


NELSON WELLS. : 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 216) granting a 
increase of pension to Nelson Wells. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Wells, late of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavairy, 
and pay him a prea at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
CHARLES L. HOUGHTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1421) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles L. Houghton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
L. Houghton, late of Company D, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM S. DEVLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 922) granting an 
increase of pension to William S. Devlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be.it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
s. ylin, late of U. S. ships Savannah, Pensacola, and Tennessee, 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EDWIN J. TENNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3791) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin J. Tenney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of Edwin 
J. Tenney, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Compaiy F, Thirteenth Regiment Veteran Re- 
serve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. i 

JAMES A. HOPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5416) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Hopson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Hopson, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY T. HOLDEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5492) granting an 
Increase of pension to Mary T. Holden, 

The bill was read, as follows: : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of Mary 
T. Holden, widow of Samuel C. Holden, late of Company B. Seven- 
teenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 

the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH A. HOBACK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5556) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah A. Hoback. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 

„ Hoback, widow of William K. Hoback, late captain Company H, 
Fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 


BURNETTA B. LEHMANN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5484) granting a 
pension to Burnetta B. Lehmann. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bur- 
netta B. Lehmann, widow of Frederick A. Lehmann, late of Company 
C, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $8 per month and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of said Frederick A. Lehmann until it 
reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN S. STEVENS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3640) granting an 
increase of pension to John S. Stevens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, èto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pennon laws, the name of John 
S. Stevens, late of Companies M and H, Second Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving., 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

THOMAS HOWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2745) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Howard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Howard, late of 3 G, Fifth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY E. STRONG. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3329) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Strong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Strong, widow of Frank Strong, major, late of First Regiment Arkansas 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. ’ 
EMANUEL MORTER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2893) granting an 
increase of pension to Emanuel Morter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eman- 
uel Morter, late of Company E, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOSEPH W. WILLIS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3502) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph W. Willis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
W. Willis, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. : 5 


HENRT WHEELER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3414) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Wheeler, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES B. WILLIAMS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3033) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles B. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: N 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Bde and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
B. Willams, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that be is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES T. WOLVERTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14936) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James T. Wolverton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
T. Wolverton, late sergeant, Company G, Sixth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 

In line 6 strike out the word “sergeant” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. ‘ 

ANGELINE BUCKLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15342) granting 
a pension to Angeline Buckley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the peasion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Angeline 
Buckley, widow of Calvin N. Buckley, late of Company K, Seventh 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month, ~ 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. : 

JAMES L, OLMSTED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15762) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. Olmsted. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. Olmsted, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOHN A. HAYWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15404) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Hayward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Pio on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jobn 
A. Hayward, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 1 

ANNA A. DUNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 15686) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie Dunn. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
Dunn, widow of Michuel Dunn, late of Company C, Fourth Reziment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : ; 

In line 6 strike out the word “Annie” and insert in lieu thereof tha 
words “Anna A.” ; ê 

In line 8 strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” > 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in Meu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna A. Dunn.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ISAAC HANSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15680) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Hanson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Isaac 
Hanson, late of Company I, Sixtieth R ent Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a ‘pension at the rate of dollars per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HARRIET A. ORR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15634) granting 
a pension to Harriet A. Orr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, su to 
rom waif ace and limitations Of t the sion io a the name of 

rr, dependent mother of Daniel St. John Orr, late of Company 
a Fifty. Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY J. LANSING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15199) 3 
a pension to Mary J. Lansing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 


hereby, authorized and directed to 


the provisions and Hmitations of ion laws, the name o — 
J. —— late nurse, mogi ent, United States Volun 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

eee 6, before the word late,“ insert the words “formerly Mary 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary 
J. Lansing, formerly Mary J. Abbott.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


. 
F 


CHARLES E. YOUNG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15785) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles E. Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, es rs the Secretary of the Interior be, and he — 
apan ae auth d directed to on the pension roll, sub 
a rovisions and limitations oft the no laws, the name of ores 


gone, ae of 8 7 aea — grind PEAT] 8 
Ligh’ T an a ms. a 0 r mon 
lien of that hg 15 a e * 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15387) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the W roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
liam Hall, late of Company I, One hundred and Aftieth Reg 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


MATILDA L. CURKENDALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15071) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Matilda L. Curkendall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Fay Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma- 
tilda L. Curkendall, widow of Geo Curkendall, late Heutenant- 
colonel One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment United States Colored 
Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of 
that The is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ lieutenant-colonel,” insert the words 
en leytenant Company Ð, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
and.” 
in line 8. strike out the word “Troops” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


ee eee 
ss ses hss SSS 
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AMOS JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 152 
an increase of pension to Amos Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: i 
He #3 -onacted, ete, Biere the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, a uthorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t pana laws, the name of Amos 
Jones, late of campani G, Eighty-fift Remat New York Volunteer 
nfantry, and pay on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM J. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15144) granting 

an increase of pension to William J. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ae he is 

hereby, ‘authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

= rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ‘of William 
arene. late captain of Company „ Fourth Regiment Rhode 

titen cg ge 7 4 and pay him a ‘ane at the rate of 530 

per month im lieu of t he is now recei 

The amendments ee by the committee were read, as 

follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company, 3d strike out the word “of.” 

In the same — an after the word * * Company,” — the letter H.“ 

In tine 7, a word “ Regiment,” insert the words “ and Com- 

y 


1 line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


207) granting 


BENJAMIN F. WATTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14951) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Watts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions arid limitations of the a laws, the name of 
Benjamin B. F. Watts, late of Company K, Seventieth Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


> line 6, after the word “ Seventieth,” insert the word Regi- 
ment.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


KEARNEY MAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14919) granting 

a pension to Kerney May. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 

to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

Kerney y, feeble-minded son of Thomas May, “git dl Company H, 

Forty-fifth Regiment 8 Volunteer Mounted „ and pay 

him a on at the rate $12 per month, and — e same 

paid to his —— appointed and qualified guardian. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

as follows + 

In line 6 strike out the word “Kerney” and insert in lieu thereof 

the word “ Kearney.” 

In same line strike out the word “ feelle-minded” and insert in lieu 

thereof the words “ helpless and dependent.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “and that.” ; 

‘a the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Kearney 
— 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation. 


NAPOLEON B. WING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14799) granting 
an increase of pension to Napoleon B. Wing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


Sees pronica and limitations of Fhe penton laws, the name of Na- 
eon Wing, late of Company K, th Regiment Ohio Volunteer 


a nii and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendent was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
yorable recommendation. 


AARON FANSHAW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14662) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Fanshaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
Fanshaw, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is pow receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM SCHFALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 146Q1) granting 
an increase of pension to William Schrall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Schrall, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Schrall” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Scheall.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill gran an increase of pension 
to William Scheall.” coe 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


NETTIE C. LUTES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14288) granting 
a pension to Nettie C. Lutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nettie C. Lutcs, widow of Nelson B. Lutes, late of Company D, One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 

In line 9 strike out the word“ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word eight.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN J. CARBERRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14150) granting an increase of pension to John J. Carberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John J. 5 late captain of Company I, ee Genin ig Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ ary maf i strike out the word “ of.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY E. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13910) granting a pension to Henry E. Wright. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry E. 


Wright, late of Fourth Unattached Company Massachusetts Volunteer 
Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer.” 
z 5 same line, after the word“ Militia,” insert the words Volunteer 
nfantry.’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ ten.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13501) granting a pension to James L. Townsend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James L. 
Townsend, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James L. Townsend.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN K. TYLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13064) granting an increase of pension to John K. Tyler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John K, 
Tyler, late of Company —, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Companies G and C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES DONNELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12859) granting an increase of pension to James Donnelley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Donnelley, late of Company A, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of — dollars per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Donnelley and insert in lien thereof 
the word“ Donnelly.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “ and Company 
D, Ninth Regiment Veteran Reserve Sra el 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James Donnelly.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MATTHEW H. BEVAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12254) granting an increase of pension to Mathew H. Bevan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mathew H. Bevan, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer 7 # and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Mathew and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Matthew.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” $ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Matthew H. Bevan.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY L. KYLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11788) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. Kyler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
L. Kyler, late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


PP 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as oe words “duly mustered into the military service of the United 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


i SAMUEL B. BARTLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11492) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Bartley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of. uel 
B. ttley, late of Companies A and I, Forty-ninth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Companies” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 

In the same line strike out the words “and I.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 


ALEXANDER MORRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11451) granting an increase of pension to Alexander Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of Baars ect ot name of Alex- 
ander Morrison, late of 8 enty- fifth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


CLARISSA E. M’CORMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11235) for the relief of Clarissa E. McCormick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ype to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Clarissa 
E. McCormick, widow of John C. R. McCormick, late a member of Com- 
pany K, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “a member of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment Wisconsin“ and insert in lieu thereof the words second 
lieutenant Company C, Bightieth Regiment, United States Colored.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Clarissa 
E. McCormick.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FOURTH REGIMENT ARKANSAS MOUNTED INFANTRY. 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask why the bill 
(H. R. 14789) granting pensions to certain officers and men of 
the Fourth Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Infantry was passed 
by the Clerk? And I further ask that the bill be returned to, in 
order that we may consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
the officers and men, except deserters and 3 discharged offi- 
cers and — Pon the Fourth Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Infantry 
Volunteers whose claims for service were allowed by the re ap- 

inted by the Secretary of War under the provisions of the act of 

‘on approved February 27, 1899, entitled “An act for the relief 
of the Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry,” shall be held and consid- 
ered to have been honorably discharged therefrom, except that those of 
said officers and men who died in service shall be held and considered 
to have died in the mili service of the United States; and the 
report of said referee shall conclusive as to the length of service 
actually rendered by said officers and men and as to the fact of death 
in 55 cases of those who are shown by said report to have died in 
service. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


On page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “ except deserters and 
dishonorably discharged officers and men.” 
In line 11, on the same page, before the word “ honorably,” Insert 


tates and.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. STANFIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11148) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Stanfield. 

The bill was read, as folows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
W. Stanfield, late of Company H, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. : 

JOSEPH REESE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11090) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Reese. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Reese, late captain of Company K, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SAMUEL P. SHORT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11016) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel P. Short. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
P. Short, of Oquawka, III., late of Company B, Fifty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : p 

In line 6 strike out the words Oquawka, III.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
7 SAMUEL B. COE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10680) granting 
an increase of pension to S. B. Coe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. B. 
Coe, late of Company C, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ S.“ and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ Samuel.” 

In <_< line, before word “ First,” Insert the words “and hospital 
steward.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Coe.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MICHAEL KURTZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10686) granting 
a pension to Michael Kurtz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of 
Michael Kurtz, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Maryland Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
2 the title | to read: “A bill granti i of 

en e e so as to iy an increase - 
sion to Michael Kurtz.” ns pon 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTHA HIGGINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9939) granting 
a pension to Martha Higgins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Higgins, guardian of insane daughter of Thomas Hi late captain 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “of Martha Higgins, widow of Thomas Higgins, late captain 


Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, an 
nsion at the * “of $20 per month in lieu of that — 


er a 
cow wecul ng: 3 t in the event of the death of A 

Higgins, helpless and dependent child of said Thomas Higgins, the 
additional pension herein anted shall cease and d ne: And 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Martha Higgins.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM HAYES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9824) granting 
a pension to William Hayes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, A st to 
CR gece ae e 
pay bins a jain at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Fe 2 6 on out the word private“ and insert in lieu thereof 

e Se 

Tn same line, before the word “ United,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY E. WEAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9771) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Weaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Weaver, widow of John F. Weaver, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | 


HENRY 8. AUSTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 9696) granting | 
an increase of pension to Henry S. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen 
8. Austin, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM LANCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9621) granting 
an increase of pension to William Lance. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Lance, late a private in Company F, One hundred and tenth Regiment 
Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 872 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private in“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ of.” 


— strike out the letter“ F“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

In line 8 strike out the word“ seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


In 
letter 


HATTIE L. RICH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9553) granting 
an increase of pension to Hattie L. Rich. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hattie 
L. Rich, widow of Albert L. Rich, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of that 
. to read: “A bill grantin in ot pen- 

men e e SO as : an increase 
sion to Hattie L. Rich.” s 
to. 


The amendments were agreed 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LUCINDA M. REEVES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15779) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda M. Reeves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda 
M. es, widow of Edward Reeves, late of Company D, First Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
PETER WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9552) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Williams, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paco on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Williams, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 dollars per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
23 tian as to read: “A bill ting an increase of 

men e : gran 
sion to Peter Williams,” * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, i 


MICHAEL MARX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8917) for the 
relief of Michael Marx. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Marx, late a private of Company B, -seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 7 

In line 6 strike out the words 

In line 8 strike out the word 
word “ twenty-four.” 

e r rads “A bol erating on cram 

Am the e so as 2 an 
sion to Michael Marx.“ nng at pens 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PHILIP H. STRUNK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7241) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip H. Strunk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the t I 
hereby, authorized and directed to place a 3 z be * — 


the provisions and limitatlons of the sion laws, the name of Phili 
H. Strunk, late private of Company Sixteenth Wisconsin Infantry, 


a povate 
ty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


“ 
“ 


and Lond him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he ig now 


recely 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 

m same line, after the word“ Sixteenth,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

— same line, after the word “pension,” insert the words at the 
rate.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NATHANIEL CAYES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6832) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathaniel Cayes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Na- 

el Cayes, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


im a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out fhe word “twenty-four” and insert in leu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD M. RHOADES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6506) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward M. Rhoades. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
ward M. Rhoades, late of United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the words “the U. S. S. 
came Saranac, and Savannah.” 

n 


ne 7 strike out the word “ fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PRESTON D. ROADY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5461) granting 
an increase of pension to Preston D. Roady. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Preston 
D. Roady, late of Company G, Highth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HIRAM BAIRD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension 
to Hiram Baird. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 

late of Company B, First Regiment East Tennessee National 
Guards Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. x 

JENNIE PETTEYS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5341) granting 
a pension to Jennie Petteys. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie 
Petteys, widow of William F. Petteys, late of Fifteenth Regiment New 
York Engineers (unassigned), and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ unassigned.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Engineers,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
in lieu thereof the word “ unassigned.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


EUGENE P. TEWKSBURY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4927) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene P. Tewkesbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugene 

ewkesbury, late of Company B. Seventh Squadron Rhode Island 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 6 strike out the word “Tewkesbury” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Tewksbury.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eugene P. Tewksbury.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4728) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
W. Smith, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
2 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY JEFFERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4655) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Jeffers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Jeffers, private, Company M, Fourth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, war be- 
tween the States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “late of.” 

In same line, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word“ Regiment.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words “war between the States.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in Liew 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. E 


ANNIE YOUNG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4627) granting 
a pension to Annie Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pics on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie 
Young, widow of Jacob Young, late of Company H, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANNIE M. WALLACE, 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 4242) granting 
a pension to Annie M. Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Annie 
M. Wallace, widow of Jeremiah Wallace, late of Company B, First 
Delaware Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In) line 7, before the word “Delaware,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.” 


— same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Vol- 
unteer.“ G 

In line 8 strike out the word “eighteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
son to Annie M. Wallace.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


JAMES W. CAPRON. 


The next pension, business was the bill (H. R. 15473) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Capron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Capron, late of Company K, Twenty-first an yee New York Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARY SUPPES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15791) granting 
a pension to Mary Suppes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eti That the — of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, au wp lace on the pension roll, sub; to 
— provisions ory Himitations of * 8 pennon gg San — Mary 

u dow of George Suppes, 0 mpany D, Regiment 
District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ELIJAH ROBERTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4211) granting 
an increase of pension to Eljjah Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the — of — 
Roberts, late of Company H, Fifth Towa V ‘antry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in len of that Bé 
is now receving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


` ELIZABETH WYNNE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4112) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Wynne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ized and directed to: the pension 


hereby, author on roll, subject to 
the 9 — and limitations ott the sion laws, the name or lis. 
illiam B. Wynne, late surgeon Fourteenth 


beth W. widow of W 
R adig Fennsytvents 
$24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 
In the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lien 


of that she is aow receiving.” 
Amend “A bill granting an increase of pension 


title so as to read: 

to Elizabeth Wynne.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

FREDERICK W. TAPPMEYER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3712) granting 
a pension to Frederick W. Tappmeyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
aeret authorized and directed to place on the sa roli the name 

£ Frederick meyer, late of 5 hirty-fourth Regi 

a A of $12 per 


W. Tapp 
meat Enrolled Missouri Militia, and to pay h 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
A Striko out all after the enacting clause and Insert In Heu thereof the 
ollowing : 

= That | the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ——— 

5 
rf Militia, 5 

and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of Frederick 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


vania Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 


late of Company E, Thirty-fourth ment Enrolled isso 


ORIN PLAISTED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8287) Sy 
an increase of pension to Orrin Plaisted. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Plaisted, late of Second Battery, First Regiment Volunteer Li 


lery, and pay him a pension at rate of $50 per month Hew of 


that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


8 out the word “ Orrin” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word Or 

— e same line, after the word Regiment,“ insert the word 
“ a 

In line 8 strike out the word“ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “ thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Orin Plaisted.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SOPHIA C. HILLEARY, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2353) granting 
an increase of pension to S. C. Hilleary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of S. C. 
Hill „ widow of Henry C. Hilleary, corporal, Company C, Potomac 
Home Bri ty Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 a 
menth in eu of any pension she may now be recei 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 
In line 6 strike out the letter S.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


Ned Pa ne 
In the same line out the word “corporal” and insert in lieu 


strike 
thereof the words “ late of.” 
S ine 7, before the word “ Potomac,” insert the words First Regi- 
men 
5 ad oe ee before the word “ Cavalry,” Insert the words Mary- 
nd Volunteer. 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twelve 


eg a line s strike out the word “any” and insert im lieu thereof 
e word “ 
Strike e all of line 9 and insert in lieu thereof the words “ she is 


now g.“ 
Amend the titl as “ 
ston te Sophia C. Hiller A bill granting an increase of pen- 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. , 
WARREN F. BARNES. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1901) granting 
an merease of pension to W. F. Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, * That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized an d directed to on the n roll, subject to 
the provisions and ‘imitations of the — laws, the name of W. F. 

ent Michigan Volunteer In- 


Barnes, late of Company C, Eleventh 
e of $24 per month in Heu of 
is now receiving. 


2 pay him a pension at the rai 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter W“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ Warren.” 

conga hand air gato 0 read: 
siom to Warren F. Barnes.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


JOHN F. DORSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 912) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Dorsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 38 of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 

rsey, late of Com I, Third 3 Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay aa us A tog at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now recei 


The bill was ordered to — laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DESIRE LEGLISE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15748) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Desire Leglise. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the m laws, the name of Desire 
Leslise, late of G, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

AUGUSTUS H. HAINES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15688) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Augustus H. Hains. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized aud directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A 
tus H. Hains, late of Company C, Sixtieth ment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company K, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Hains” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Haines.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the letter and words C, Sixtieth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 8 

— . . Mos ai out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Augustus H. Haines.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT S. GRAHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14744) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert S. Graham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ieee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pane laws, the name of Albert 
S. Graham, late of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWARD L. RUSSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15744) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward L. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
L. Russell, late of Company F, Fourth ent Ohio Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES ALFRED DE ARNAUD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11324) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnaud. f 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Alfred De Arnaud, late captain on Fremont’s staff, Missouri Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pension 
to Charles Alfred De Arnaud.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. < 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the several bills to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire that by some mistake a bill on the Calendar 
has been omitted. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Very well, then; I withhold that motion 
for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the motion will 
be considered as withdrawn. The Clerk will report the bill. 


RACHEL H. COLEMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3175) granting an 
increase of pension to Rachel H. Coleman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
. Coleman, widow of Isaac Coleman, late of Captain J. Camp- 
bell's company, Ohio Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., Mr. Chairman, if that is all, I renew my 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, Chairman of the Committee of 
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the Whole House on the Private Calendar, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration sundry House and Sen- 
ate bills under the special order, and had directed him to report 
back the bill H. R. 1434 with the recommendation that it be 
recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and sundry 
other bills, some with and some without amendments, and had 
directed him to report the same back with the recommendation 
that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bills do pass. 


HOUSE BILLS AMENDED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House with amendments, were severally con- 
sidered, the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and 


H. R. 5037. A bill granting an increase of pension to R. H. 
Stillwell (title amended) ; 

H. R. 14875. A bill granting an increase of pension to Seeley 
Earnest; 

H. R. 8166. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson; 

H. R. 10945. A bill granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 
55 R. 9115. A bill granting an increase of pension to Merritt 

ead; 

H. R. 6129. A bill granting a pension to Edwin M. Raymond 
(title amended) ; z 
8 i R. 11984. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 

. Jones; 

H. R. 6857. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Jameson ; 

H. R. 5997. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Hammonds; 

H. R. 6449. A bill granting a pension to Spencer M. Case; 

H. R. 4948. A bill granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 

H. R. 5245. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
Helt (title amended) ; 

H. R. 130. A bill granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton I. Cook; 7 

H. R. 7367. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Barron; 

H. R. 1286. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Brasch; 

II. R. 3359. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrus E. 
Salada. 

II. R. 2993. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Townsend ; f 

H. R. 2558. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings ; 

H. R. 12577. 
Graves; 

H. R. 12576. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Kitts; 

H. R. 1099. A bill granting an increase of pension to L. O. 
Marshall (title amended) ; 

H. R. 14889. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
W. Dearborn ; 

H. R. 14887. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Davis; 

H. R. 15269. A bill granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 

H. R. 15244. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
V. Mackenzie; 

II. R. 14576. A bill granting a pension to Evelyn M. Dunn 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 13955. A bill granting a pension to Elijah G. Wood 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 10554. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
McGregor ; 

H. R. 11661. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. McClurg. 

H. R. 9798. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman; 

H. R. 10260. A bill granting an increase of pension te Mary 
F. 


lynn ; 
H. R. 12818. A bill granting a pension to N. M. Brockway 
(title amended) ; 

II. R. 12058. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dickey ; 

H. R. 12052. A bill granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 

H. R. 14789. A bill granting pensions to certain officers and 
men of the Fourth Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Infantry ; 

H. R. 3831. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Hartley (title amended) ; 

H. R. 6543. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Liggatt ; 

H. R. 5692. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley ; 


A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
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I. R. 808. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Deland; 

H. R. 8996. A bill granting an increase of pension to Diah 
Lovejoy; 

H. R. 15102. A bill granting a pension to Charles Bergman 
(title amended) : 

H. R. 11015. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wardle; 

H. R. 6354. A bill granting a pension to George M. Simmons 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 12397. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Chill; 

H. R. 15190. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Paull (title amended) ; 

H. R. 2151. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Hunt; 

H.R. 6640. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Courtney 

H. R. 14036 A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Wolverton ; 

H. R. 15404. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Hayward: 

H. R. 15686. A bill granting a pension to Annie Dunn; 

II. R. 15680. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Hanson ; 

H. R. 15199. A bill granting a pension to Mary J. Lansing; 

II. R. 15387. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Hall; 

H. R. 15071. A bill granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
L. Curkendall ; 

H. R. 15207. A bill granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Jones; 

II. R. 15144. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Reynolds; 

II. R. 14951. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Watts; 

H. R. 14919. A bill granting a pension to Kerney May; 

H. R. 14799. A bill granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Wing; 

II. R. 14601. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Schrall ; 

H. R. 14288. A bill granting a pension to Nettie C. Lutes; 

II. R. 14150. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Carberry ; 

H. R. 13910. A bill granting a pension to Henry E. Wright; 

H. R. 13501. A bill granting a pension to James L. Town- 
send; 

II. R. 13064. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Tyler; 

H. R. 12859. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelley: 

H. R. 12254. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
II. Bevan; 

II. R. 11788. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Kyler; 

II. R. 11492. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Bartley ; 

H. R. 11451. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison ; 

H. R. 11235. A bill for the relief of Clarissa E. McCormick; 

II. R. 11148. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Stanfield ; 

II. R. 11090. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Reese ; 

H. R. 11016. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
P. Short; 

H. R. 10680. A bill granting an increase of pension to S. B. 
Coe (title amended) ; 

H. R. 10686. A bill granting a pension to Michael Kurtz (title 
amended ) ; 

H. R. 9929. A bill granting a pension to Martha Higgins (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9824. 

II. R. 9696. 
S. Austin; 

II. R. 9621. 


A bill granting a pension to William Hayes; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 


A bill granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill granting a pension to Hattie L. Rich; 
A bill granting a pension to Peter Williams (title 


. A bill for the relief of Michael Marx (title 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Philip H. 
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8 H. R. 6832. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
ayes; 

H. R. 6506. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Rhoades; 

II. R. 5341. A bill granting a pension to Jennie Petteys. 

II. R. 4927. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
P. Tewkesbury (title amended) ; 

H. R. 4655. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers ; 

H. R. 4627. A bill granting a pension to Annie Young. 

H. R. 4242. A bill granting a pension to Annie M. Wallace 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 4112. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Wynne. 

H. R. 3712. A bill granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 
meyer ; 

H. R. 3287. A bill granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
Plaisted (title amended) ; 

H. R. 2353. A bill granting an increase of pension to S. C. 
Hilleary; 

H. R. 1901. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. F. 
Barnes; 

H. R. 15688. A bill granting an increase of pension to Au- 
gustus H. Hains; and 
H. R. 14774. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham. 

HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from 
the Committee of the Whole without amendment, were severally 
considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the tird time, and passed: 

H. R. 6048. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Parsons 

H.R. 6961. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Rice; 

H. R. 5089. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. McKenney ; 

H. R. 1907. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wyman 
J. Crow ; 

H. R. 14879. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Dillingham ; 

H. R. 13241. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 
Deardourff ; 

5 7 13658. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Smith; 

II. R. 10969. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Shay; 

H. R. 10272 A bill granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
Streeter ; 

H. R. 14855. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; 

H. R. 15342. A bill granting a pension to Angeline Buckley; 

H. R. 15762. A bill granting an inerease of pension to James 
L. Olmsted; 

H. R. 15634. A bill granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr; 

H. R. 15785. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Young 

H. R. 14062. A bill granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Fanshaw ; 

II. R. 9771. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Weaver; 

II. R. 15779. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cinda M. Reeves; 

II. R. 5461. A pin granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady ; 

H. R. 5436. A bill granting a pension to Hiram Baird ; 

H. R. 4728. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Smith; 

H. R. 15473. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Capron; 

H. R. 15791. A bill granting a pension to Mary Suppes; 

H. R. 4211. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Roberts 
H. = 912. A bill granting an increase of pension todo bun F. 


Dorse: 

H. R. 15743. A bill granting an increase of pension to Desire 
Leglise ; 

II. R. 15744. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Russell; and 

H. R. 11824. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Alfred De Arnaud. 

SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House without amendment, were 
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severally considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, read the third time, and passed: 

S. 4690. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew W. 
Switzer; 

S. 4417. An act granting an increase of pension to Chadbourne 
I. Warren; 

S. 3175. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel H. 
Coleman; 

S. 5263. An act granting a pension to Annie M. Eopolucei; 
8 5423. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 

orton ; 

S. 5184. An act granting a pension to Ethel Talley; 
bee 2414. An act granting an increase of pension to Elise Ha- 

reom; A 

S. 2578. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Beezley ; 

S. 1994. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington ; 

S. 1576. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily M. 
J. Cooley ; 

S. 183. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Currier; 

S. 216. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Wells; 

S. 1421. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Houghton; 

S. 922. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Devlin; 

S 8791. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Tenney ; 

S. 5416. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hopson; 

S. 5492 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Holden ; 

S. 5556. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Hoback ; 

S. 5484. An act granting a pension to Burnetta B. Lehmann. 

S. 2640. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Stevens. 

S. 2745. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard; 

S. 3229, An act granting a pension to Mary E. Strong; 

S. 2893. An act granting an increase of pension to Emanuel 
Morter ; . 

S. 2502. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Willis: X 

8. 3414. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wheeler; and ‘ 

S. 5033. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Williams. 


EDWARD C. SANDERS. 


The bill (H. R. 14034) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Sanders was ordered to be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PHILIP YOHUM. 


On motion of Mr. Wape, the bill (H. R. 13155) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Yohum was ordered to lie on the table. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut demands 
the regular order. The regular order is the call of committees. 

The Clerk will call the committees. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. WANGER (when the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the Dill 
(H. R. 6498) to authorize Washington and Westmoreland coun- 
ties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsyl- 
yania, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill and amendments in full. : 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, by further direction of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last word, to wit, 
“four,” and inserting the word “ five.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 14, strike out the word “four” and insert the word 
“ five,” so that it will read 1905.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. | 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what 
we are considering. I have not been able to understand it. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] that we are considering a bill to 
amend an act authorizing the counties of Washington and West- 
moreland to build a bridge across the Monongahela. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended. y 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. WaAnGceR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE RIVER. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill (H. R. 
15606) to authorize the county of Itawamba, in the State of 
Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River, 
near the town of Fulton, in said county and State, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill and amendment in full. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ApaAmson, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. : 


OBSCENE LITERATURE. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill 
(II. R. 9493) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, entitled 
“An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to pre- 
vent the importation and exportation of the same, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act of February 8, 1897, entitled “An act 
to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and articles designed for 
indecent and immoral use from one State or Territory into another State 
or Territory,” be, and hereby is, amended so as tg read: 

“Tt shall be unlawful for any person to deposit! withiany express eom: 
pany or other common carrier for carriage from one State or Territory 
of the United States or the District of Columbia into any other State or 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or from any 
place in or subject to the jurisdiction of the United States to a foreign 
country, or from any place in or subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States through a fore country to any pace n or subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States, or who shall cause to be brought into any 
place in or subject to the jurisdiction of the United States from any for- 
eign country any obscene, lewd, or lascivious book, pamphiet, picture, 
paper, letter, writing, print, or other matter of indecent character, or 
any article or thing designed or intended for the prevention of, con- 
ception, or procuring of abortion, or any written or printed card, letter, 
circular, book, pamphlet, advertisement, or notice of any kind giving 
information, directly or indirectly, where, how, or of whom, or by what 
means any of the hereinbefore-mentioned articles, matters, or things 
may be obtained or made; and any person who shall knowingly de- 
posit, or cause to be deposited, with any express company or other com- 
mon carrier for carriage from one State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia to any other State or Territory of 
the United States, or for carriage from any place in or subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States to a foreign country, or from any 

lace in or subject to the eee of the United States through any 
oreign country, to any place in or subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States, or who shall take from such express Laer gpd or other 
common carrier with intent to sell, distribute, or circulate any matter 
or thing herein forbidden to be deposited for carriage shall for each 
offense, upon conyiction thereof, be fined not more than $5,000 or im- 
prisoned at hard labor not more than five years, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Apasrson, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


TO BRIDGE NEWARK BAY. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there is one other bill which is 
reported from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, the bill (H. R. 6805) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
bridge the Newark Bay,” approved February 18, 1895, in which 
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a number of others who are not now present are interested, and 
I desire to reserve the right for a few moments to ask that it be 
called up again and we now have the bill passed without prej- 
udice, : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the gentleman 
interested in the measure comes in within the time to which the 
committee is entitled he can claim the floor. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, if, later in this order, the gen- 
tleman comes in I ask unanimous consent that the measure 
may at that time be taken up, if our committee should be passed 
in the meantime. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it does not require 
unanimous consent. 


STEAM REVENUE CUTTER FOR ALBEMARLE AND PAMLICO SOUNDS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I see the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Ricuarpson] is in his seat, and if he desires I shall 
yield to him for the purpose of calling up the bill (H. R. 2510) 
for the construction of a steam revenue cutter adapted to serv- 
ice in the waters of Albemarle and Pamlico sounds, North Caro- 
lina, 

The SPEAKER. That bill is on the Union Calendar? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I made in- 
quiry a few minutes ago if I could call up this bill. What is the 
objection to my calling it up? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, being on the Union Calen- 
dar, it can not be considered in the morning hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be waived for the time being to let me call it up. 

The SPEAKER. Well, I think unanimous consent is uni- 
versally refused on the call. The Chair would be compelled to 
exercise his right as a Member if nobody else appeared to make 
objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. As I understand the re- 
quest of the gentleman: from Iowa is that I should call up that 
bill. Was not that request made? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa was under a mis- 
apprehension, I understand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I was under the impression that it was 
on the Private Calendar. I have no desire that the rule should 
be violated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state as the Chair's recol- 
lection it has been the practice of the Speaker on his own motion 
as presiding officer not to allow this order of business to be inter- 
rupted to consider matters in the morning hour on the Union 
Calendar. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, just a 
parliamentary inquiry. I do not profess to be at all advised upon 
parliamentary matters, and I know the Speaker is well informed 
on that question, but now I would like for you to give me the 
reason why that bill appears upon one calendar and not upon 
the other. N 

The SPEAKER. The bill makes a charge upon the Treasury. 
Under the rule in the morning hour bills can not be considered 
that make a charge upon the Treasury or appropriate money. 
This bill to which the gentleman refers is on the Union Calendar 
and subject to consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I asked simply for informa- 
tion. 


WAGON BRIDGE ACROSS THIEF RIVER, MINNESOTA, 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce I desire to call up the bill (S. 
708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to authorize the 
building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State of Minne- 
sota. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to authorize 
the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State of Minne- 
sota. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and empowered to authorize the proper public municipal 
authorities to construct a free wagon bridge across Thief River, in the 
State of Minnesota, at such point and subject to such conditions and 
restrictions as he may designate and require. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
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to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Frutos Tomas Plaza, of Ecuador; and 

S. R. 79. Joint resolution granting the temporary occupancy 
of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, D. C., 
for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 


MAINTENANCE OF CERTAIN DAMS IN AND BRIDGES OVER THE ST. 
JOSEPH RIVER, INDIANA AND MICHIGAN. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 
H. R. 11361. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11361) to legalize and 


dams in and bridges over the St. 
dlana and Michigan. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted for 
the maintenance of all brid, and dams now existing in accordance 
with the laws of the respective States in and over the St. Joseph River 
in the State of Indiana and in the State of Michigan, and that the said 
dams and bridges are hereby legalized to the same extent, force, and 
effect and as fully as if the consent of Congress had been granted prior 
to their construction. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, or to re- 
quire the removal of any or all of said bridges and dams without ex- 
pense to the United States is hereby expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, what is the 
character of this bill? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is a bill to allow them to maintain 
certain dams on the St. Joseph River in Michigan and Indiana, 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce at the last session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Is it a navigable river? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do these dams interfere with 
navigation? 4 

Mr. TOWNSEND. No, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the necessity for the 
passage of the bill; what was there that brought about the de- 
mand for its passage? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I say they do interfere with navigation, 
and that is the object of the bill at the present time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, does this bill 
require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a bill from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill from the Committee on Interstate 
ae 5 Commerce, called up by the committee in the morn- 
ng hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a bill of such a nature 
it seems to me the gentleman ought to explain it to the House. 
I think, as a rule, it is a very bad thing to pass a bill perpet- 
uating interference with navigation over navigable streams. 
What was it that required it to be brought before the committee 
and for the committee to bring it here? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I must confess I am not just as familiar 
now with it as I ought to be. I have sent for the report and 
will get that. It was reported unanimously by the committee, 
and I think there is no possible objection to it, but I am not 
now familiar enough with it to answer the gentleman, but I 
have sent for the report. 

If the report is there, I would be glad to have it read. 

The report (by Mr. TowNSEND) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11361) known as the Hamilton-Brick bill, to 
legalize and permit the maintenance of certain dams in and bridges 
over the St. Joseph River, in the States of Indiana and Michigan, hav- 
ing considered the same, report it with amendment and as amended 
recommend its passage, the amendment referred to therein having been 
incorporated in the bill as reported. 

Amend as follows: s 

Add the following section : 

“Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, or to re- 
quire the removal of any or all of said bridges and dams without ex- 
pense to the United States is hereby expressly reserved.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, the report, the gentle- 
men will note, sheds no light upon the character of the bill nor 
the exigency which calls the bill into being. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAM- 
ILTON] introduced that bill, and does not happen to be present. 
If I can have that passed, I will call up the next bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman asks unani- 
mous consent to have the bill passed without prejudice. He can 
get that consent; I will not object. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I would ask unanimous consent that it 
be passed without prejudice until Mr. HAMILTON comes in. 


rmit the maintenance of certain 
oseph River in the States of In- 


What is the necessity of it? 
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The SPEAKER. The bill has already been read a third time. 
The gentleman now desires to have the bill passed? 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire the bill to pass, of course 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to haye it passed 
without prejudice. Is that what he asks? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He does not want it passed, but 
wants it laid aside. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I want it passed, of course; but I ask 
that it now be passed without prejudice, and will call it up 
after a while. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He wants it laid aside. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is an 
ordinary bridge bill over a navigable stream? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, sir; it is to perpetuate 
dams that exist there to the interference of navigation. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, Mr. Speaker, 
this is a matter which has been before the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce for several years. It is in refer- 
ence to dams which are already in existence, far beyond the 
point of actual navigation on the river. These dams were built 
several years ago, away up beyond the navigable waters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it a navigable river? 

Mr. MANN. It is theoretically navigable toward the mouth, 
but these dams are away beyond the point where it is navigable. 
Now, there was a conflict for quite a while, I will say to the 
gentleman, as to who should have these dams on this river. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamiiron] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Brick] had hearings before the com- 
mittee. The question has been thrashed out before the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and they have all 
settled their difficulties and agreed upon this bill as it stands. 
It can not in any event possibly injure the navigation interests, 
because at the point where these dams are there is no nayiga- 
tion, and no possibility of navigation, because of the depth of 
the water in the river; and the War Department has gone over 
this matter very thoroughly and reports to this effect. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, if the gentleman will 
please—— 

Mr. BAKER. Who are the beneficiaries of these dams? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me finish first. If there 
was no difficulty on anybody's part, why did it seem necessary 
that these people should come here for this legislation? I 
would like to ask the gentleman that question first, and then I 
would like to ask him another question at the same time, and his 
answer will be an explanation of the bill. Does the bill confine 
the right to erect dams in the future to anybody, or does it leave 
that free; or does it just leave certain dams perpetuated, and 
then leave it so that if other people want to erect dams they can 
erect them? These two things I would like to have light shed on. 

Mr, MANN. So far as the existing dams are concerned, there 
is no conflict. In another bill the right to construct dams far- 
ther down the river was presented and the question was raised 
before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in 
the hearings as to what authority the people, who had already 
constructed dams, had to construct those dams. Undoubtedly 
suspicion was cast that these dams had been erected without au- 
thority and might be considered legal obstructions. I presume 
that that affected the values of their securities, as it would very 
naturally do. Now the only places where they can construct 
these dams are at certain towns. One of the dams now con- 
structed, as I remember, is at Elkhart, Ind. It was desired to 
construct a dam a little farther down the river, still in a place 
where the river is not navigable, at a town in the district of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON]. As I understand, 
this dam is above where the river is navigable. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, does the bill leave it 
free above this point where the river is navigable for anybody 
to erect dams who otherwise would have the right if it is not 
a navigable stream 

Mr. MANN. I understand not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Or does it leave a monopoly 
of dams in the people who now have them, and in this dam 
which you mention as being erected? 

Mr. MANN. As I remember the bill, it is for the purpose only 
of making the present dams legal. 


I do not remember the exact language of the bill. The pur- 


pose of the bill really is to say that this river, which has been 
carried upon the map, on the engineers’ plats, as navigable for 
many years—when, in fact, it is not navigable beyond a certain 
point, and the engineers had reported that it would never be 
made navigable—may legally be used for water power. 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRICK]. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I can explain one thing about that. 


I now 


This river is not navigable except 12 miles from Lake Michi- 


gan, up to Berrien Springs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Twenty-five miles. 

Mr. BRICK. Is it 25 miles? È 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. BRICK. This bill simply legalizes the dams and bridges 
that are there now, leaving it open for the future, if anybody 
finds a place for a dam, to have that dam legalized in the ordi- 
nary way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
read this bill to the House: 

That the consent of Co: h 
of al, IRIA EDA Same ͤ ' te CAOR the ee 
the respective States in and over the St. Joseph River in the State of 
Indiana and in the State of Michigan, and that the said dams and 
bridges are hereby legalized to the same extent, force, and effect and as 
fully as if the consent of Congress had been granted prior to their con- 
struction. 

Section 2 is nothing but the usual reservation of the right to 
alter, amend, or repeal. Now, e conyerso, this bill does deny 
to other people the right to erect dams along this river, because 
it gives consent to the dams now in existence, and the expres- 
sion of one is the exclusion of others, by a familiar rule of con- 
struction. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So that the very fact that 
Congress comes in and takes jurisdiction of the stream at this 
point, even though it be at this point unnavigable, and then 
after having taken jurisdiction of it in this way give permission 
to certain dams and bridges now in existence to remain there, 
not adding that up above a certain point, or in the nonnavigable 
reaches of the river, it shall be hereafter regarded as not a 
navigable stream, and that other bridges and other dams may be 
erected, it seems to me is the vicious point about the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Perhaps I can explain the situation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One moment before you ex- 
plain. Why did it not add, designating a certain point, that 
Congress consent to the building of bridges and the erection of 
dams upon the St. Joseph River above a certain point, where 
the point of navigability reaches? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Let me explain the situation. I just came 
in and have not heard the debate; but the situation is this: I 
am not informed as to whether the bill under consideration is 
the bill I introduced or the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Brick]. But the St. Joseph River rises in 
southern Michigan about midway of the State east and west, 
flows southwesterly into the State of Indiana, flows back north- 
erly into the State of Michigan again, and through the county of 
Berrien into Lake Michigan. 

By the river and harbor act of 1898—and this is the point 
to which I wish to call the gentleman’s attention—it was pro- 
vided, in effect, that where a river is navigable in more than one 
State the consent of Congress shall be required before dams or 
bridges may be constructed. However, before that river and 
harbor act was passed, and therefore before the insertion of this 
clause, there were certain dams and bridges in and over the 
river above the point of actual navigability, but along that part 
of the river where it is theoretically navigable. The river is in 
practice navigable from the town of Berrien Springs to the 
mouth of the river, a distance of about 25 miles. The next dam 
above that is at the town of Buchanan, 10 miles farther up, 
where there is a bridge and a dam. 

About 10 miles up the river from Buchanan, at the city of 
Niles, there is a dam and there are four bridges. The next 
bridge is at the little town of Bertrand, 5 miles farther up the 
river, near the Indiana line. The next bridges and dams are in 
the district represented by Mr. Brick, of Indiana, where there 
are several bridges and dams. So the gentleman will perceive 
that the river is not actually navigable above the little town of 
Berrien Springs, in Berrien County, Mich. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman any 
statement from the Secretary of War to that effect? 

.Mr. HAMILTON. It has been considered by the War De- 
partment a navigable river above the point of actual navigabil- 
ity, as they consider many streams navigable which are not 
navigable as matter of fact. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman any re- 
net ae the engineer saying it is not navigable above a certain 
poin 

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, let me say to the gentleman, had a statement from the 
War Department that the river was not navigable in fact, 
although it was so on their maps. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I will 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did they say that it was of 
such a character that it could not be made navigable? 

Mr. MANN. It never will be made navigable above this place. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Well, I do not know; it may be. I will 
say to the gentleman that all things are possible. But the War 
Department reserves the right to remove all dams and bridges 
at any time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don; the right is not reserved in this bill for the War Depart- 
ment to remove them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It legalizes these dams and bridges. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; it reserves the right 
to Congress to repeal the act, but you know that notwithstand- 
ing that usual clause in the bill, Congress never interferes with 
vested rights once granted, and it never will. If this bill 
passes, Congress will never alter or amend the bill so as to de- 
prive these people of a right once granted. 4 

Mr. HAMILTON. They have the same right to remove the 
dams and bridges now. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We all know that if this bill 
was not passed the Secretary of War could order the bridges 
and dams removed to-morrow. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The point is this, that the bridges and 
dams ought to be legalized, and my statement was made to the 
gentleman from Mississippi to show—— 

Mr. MANN. The fact that the Secretary of War could order 
these dams and bridges removed to-morrow without any act of 
Congress is the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is just what I was try- 
ing to get at. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The inquiry that the gentleman made was 
whether or not there was a monopoly of the river created and 
whether other dams might be constructed. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will allow me to add, I will 
say that the policy of the committee has never been to make a 
monopoly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That objection first made by 
me, I will say, now does not lie. This does not affect any mo- 
nopoly. It merely provides that they are legalized, and if any- 
body wants to erect a dam they can go through the same 
process. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will make one 
further statement. 

This river was originally called navigable with the belief or 
the hope that some time there might be a canal constructed 
uniting it with the Wabash, at an immense expense, and the pas- 
sage of this bill will probably eliminate that danger. [Laugh- 
ter.] 
` Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It will do away with that 
scheme or project? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER: ‘The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TowNsEND, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LIGHT VESSELS FOR THE PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up the Dill 
(S. 4563) for the delivery on the Pacific coast of two light 
vessels now being built in New York and New Jersey, which I 
will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the light vessels now being built in New 
York and New Jersey be delivered to the inspector of the twelfth light- 
house district at San Francisco, and that the cost therefor be paid 
from the unexpended balances for building the relief light vessel for 
the twelfth and thirteenth light-house districts, the relief light vessel 
for the third light-house district, Five Fathom Bank light vessel, New 
Jersey, Cape Lookout Shoal light vessel, North Carolina, Heald Bank 
light vessel, off Cape Mendocino, California, Pacifice Ocean, each of 
which appropriations was made in the sundry civil appropriation act 
approved on March 3, 1903. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if that 
bill is on the House Calendar? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is. 

The SPEAKER. And improperly so, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that it should go to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order, and 
suggests that the point of order would carry the bill into the 
Union Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose it will go to the proper Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Union Calendar. 
The Clerk will continue the call of committees. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees, 
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RANK OF CERTAIN OFFICERS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. HAY (when the Committee on Military Affairs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to call up the bill (S. 2114) to fix the rank of 
certain officers in the Army, which I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any second lieutenant of the United States 
Marine Corps who may have been ft a second lieutenant of artil- 
lery since the 2d day of February, 1901, and prior to the passage of 
this act, shall, in determining his lineal and relative rank, be entitled 
to the same credit for prior commissioned service as a lieutenant of 
volunteers appointed under the act entitled “An act to increase the effi- 
ciency of the permanent military establishment of the United States,” 
approved February 2, 1901. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on 2 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2114) to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army, report the 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pani 
The foregoing measure passed the Senate January 27, 1904, and the 
report made to the Senate by Senator WARREN fully sets up the condi- 
tions of the proposed legislation, and is hereto appended and made a 

part of this report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. j 

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

RETIREMENT OF PETTY OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN IN NAVY. 
Mr. BRICK (when the Committee on Naval Affairs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs I call up the bill (H. R. 3586) to provide for the retire- 
ment of petty officers and enlisted men of the Nayy, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in computing the necessary thi year’s 
time for the retirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy 
all service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall be credited. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that bill 
ought to be on the Union Calendar, and I make the point of 
order against it. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask if this bill does 
not change the law? That is the object of the bill, as the Chair 
understands it? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. So that in computing the necessary thirty 
years’ time for the retirement of petty officers and enlisted men 
of the Navy, their service in the Army, the Navy, and the Ma- 
rine Corps shall be credited as a part of the thirty years’ service 
in the Navy. That is the object of the bill? 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must sustain the point of order. 
It seems to the Chair that upon the face of it, it makes a charge 
of existing law, that this bill provides for an additional charge 
upon the Treasury not now made by law. The Chair must take 
notice that if these men go upon the retired list others will fill 
their places, and by the terms of the bill they are to go upon 
the retired list by virtue of their service in the Army or the 
Marine Corps, as well as their service in the Navy, the law now 
being that they must serve thirty years’ time in the Navy, as 
the Chair understands, before they can go on the retired list. 
It seems to the Chair that upon the face of it, it makes a charge 
upon the Treasury and should receive consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The bill 
will be referred to the Union Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to call up the bill H. R. 14969. 

- SPEAKER. That bill seems to be on the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be considered as in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects and 
in addition to that the Chair will state the practice has been, 
as the Chair understands, that the Speaker protects the morn- 
ing hour upon his own motion if the point was not otherwise 
made. Of course it is desirable that the point should be made, 
because perhaps the Speaker would be a poor hand to protect 
the morning hour if the burden was left entirely upon him. 

The Clerk continued the call of committees. 

GRAZING IN FOREST RESERVES. 7 

Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 64850. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6480) to control grazing in forest reserves. 


Be it enacted, etc., That every person who knowingly pastures or 
causes to be . any live stock upon publie lands of the United 
States situated within a forest reserve without first having obtained a 
permit so to do, under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine not to ex- 
ceed $1,000, or by imprisonment for not longer than one year, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, perhaps this bill should have a 
few words of explanation. We have a statute now that au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to prescribe rules and 
regulations, and that those rules and regulations should have 
the force and effect of statute law and the violation of them 
would constitute a criminal offense. The courts have held that 
the offense must be created by the act itself and not by regula- 
tions, and this bill was prepared by the Department to cover 
this difficulty—applicable to control grazing in forest reserves. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 
gentleman if that affects the settler who lives close to the bor- 
der of one of these reserves and his stock should happen to run 
over. Does this apply to those? 

Mr. LACEY. It provides if he “knowingly pastures, or 
causes to pasture;” it has to be knowingly done. That was 
considered by the committee, and this bill was so drawn that it 
might meet the very point the gentleman suggests. Mr. 
Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TRANSFER OF FOREST RESERVES FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR TO THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8460). 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of forest reserves from 
the Department of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Department of Agricul- 
ture shall, from and after the passage of this act, supervise the 
execution of all laws and regulations affecting public lands heretofore 
or hereafter reserved under the provisions of section 24 of the act 
entitled “ An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 
poest, approved March 3, 1891, and acts supplemental to and amenda- 
ory thereof, after such lands have been so reserved, excepting such 
laws as affect the surveying, entering, relinquishing, reconveying, certi- 
fying, or patenting of any of such lands. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been before the 
House in different forms for many years. The request for 
this transfer was made by the present President in his first 
message after his accession to the Presidency. It has been con- 
sidered in the committee and has been made the subject of 
another message in the present Congress and also in the re- 
ports of the Commissioner of the Land Office and the Secretary 
of the Interior. The proposition is simply this, that forest 
reserves, after haying been completed, having been established, 
and boundaries determined, shall be placed in the control of the 
Secretary of Agriculture for administration. All of the ma- 
chinery for the scientific control of the forests of the country 
is to-day in the Department of Agriculture. It has been so for 
several years; in fact, this machinery was created, a bureau 
established, and experts selected in that Department at a time 
when that Department controlled no forests whatever, and the 
work of these men has been largely scientific. It has been in 
the form of aiding the various States and individuals in the 
interest of forestry, but they have had no control over the 
forest reserves proper. In short, we have a complete force 
authorized by Congress in anticipation of the control of these 
reserves, and yet they have had nothing to do with the reserves 
themselves. This proposition came up in connection with an- 
other measure in a previous Congress, but now stands by itself. 
I do not know, in view of the publicity this subject has had in 
the previous Congresses, that it would be useful to spend more 
time in its discussion at this time. I now yield such time as 
he may desire to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think it is not necessary to 
discuss this bill at any length. It provides simply for the trans- 
fer of the management and administration of the forest reserves 
of the country from the Department of the Interior to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Such transfer is desired by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the President of the United States, and has been recom- 
mended a number of times by all of those officials. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has now charge of all of the scientific ad- 
ministration of forest reserves, the Department of the Interior 
the administrative features of the reserves, and it is believed 
wise by all of those having to do with the administration of the 


reserves that this administration and control shall be united in 
one Department. There are thirty-two forest reserves in the 
country aggregating some 62,000,000 acres of land. It seems 
wise that the administration and control of these reserves shall 
be in one Department of the Government rather than being in 
two, causing a duplication of work. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. This same bill has been before Congress a num- 
ber of times, has it not? 

Mr. MONDELL, I will say it has been but once before Con- 
gress, but not in the present form. It was in a different form, 
and in connection with entirely different matter. 

Mr. MANN. This same proposition has been before Congress 
several times. 

Mr. MONDELL. Only once. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman is mistaken about the num- 
ber of times it has been before Congress. It may have been here 
once when he was out. I have heard this question discussed, 
and it was always voted down by the House. 

Mr. MONDELL. It was here on but one prior occasion to 
this. I insist that it was but once before the House. 

Mr. MANN. What I wanted to ask the gentleman was 
whether the adverse interests have all agreed upon this bill now 
before the House? 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand so. I will say to the gentle- 
man I opposed the bill when it was up before. 

Mr. MANN. I had forgotten as to the gentleman himself. I 
thought I was with him at the time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I opposed it with some vigor when before 
the House before because it embodied an entirely separate mat- 
ter and was not, in my opinion, in proper form; and at that 
time 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman's apology is freely accepted. 

‘i = TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
on 

Mr. MONDELL. I should be glad to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The effect of this bill, as I understand it, 
will be to transfer to the Agricultural Department the execu- 
tion of all laws and regulations respecting public lands hereto- 
fore reserved under section 24 of the act you refer to, which is 
an act relating to forest reservations—— 

Mr. MONDELL. It transfers to the Agricultural Department 
the administration of the reservation as set forth in the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, as I understand it, it does not affect 
the laws with respect to the surveying and conveying and recon- 
veying of any such lands. In the act for the administration of 
the forest reserves, or the law governing the forest reserves, 
permits for the cutting of timber on these reserves have here- 
tofore been granted by the Department of the Interior? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under this provision would these permits 
be granted by the Agricultural Department or by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior? 

Mr. MONDELL. They will be granted by the Department of 
Agriculture. All matters except purely land matters, matters 
pertaining to the title to public lands, are transferred to the 
Agricultural Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman understands, of course, that 
the matter of granting permits to cut timber necessarily affects 
the land. It affects the value. For that reason I wanted to 
know if he thought there would be any question arising as to 
the jurisdiction of these two Departments in the matter of 
granting these permits, and which Department would have 
authority to grant the permit to cut the timber on the reserya- 
tion. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say that that question was raised 
both with the law officers of the General Land Office and the 
Secretary, and they have both held that there could be no ques- 
tion that this would transfer to the Secretary of Agriculture 
the right to provide for the cutting of timber on the reserva- 
tions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now one more question, Mr. Speaker. A 
few years ago, by order of the President, the forests of south- 
eastern Alaska, known as the Alexander Archipelago, were 
placed in the forest reserve under an old statute, a Territorial 
statute, which was made to apply to Alaska. 

There is a provision prohibiting the exportation of any lum- 
ber manufactured in the district of Alaska outside of the bound- 
aries of the district. That law, in my judgment, ought either 
to be repealed or be so amended as to permit the exportation 
especially of wood pulp. We have in Alaska large areas of the 
finest pulp-wood timber in the world, but under existing law 
neither the timber or the manufactured product can be ex- 
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ported from that district. Would it be germane to offer an 
amendment to this bill repealing this statute prohibiting the 
exportation-of lumber, or modifying the statute so as to permit 
the exportation of wood pulp manufactured from timber in the 
district of Alaska? 

Mr. MONDELL. I would hardly care to express an opinion 
as to whether it would be germane or not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would there be any objection on the part of 
those who have presented this bill to the offering of such an 
amendment? 

Mr. MONDELL. So far as I am concerned, there would be 
no objection. I believe it would be wise legislation. I will say 
to the gentleman, however, that there is a statute prohibiting 
the shipment of the products of forest reserves from one State 
to another, which, I think, is objectionable, and it seems to me 
that the gentleman’s amendment with regard to Alaska might 
very properly be taken up in connection with the general amend- 
ment of the laws on that subject. I can see no objection at all 
to the amendment suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I doubt whether the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota would be strictly 
germane to this bill, and yet, as the proposition is really con- 
nected with the bill after all, I would have no objection. I 
think that the law ought never to have been made so strict in 
Alaska as to prevent the exportation of wood pulp in that 
district. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order, I will offer the 
following amendment in the nature of a proviso: 

Provided, That wood pulp manufactured from timber in the district 
of Alaska may be exported therefrom as any other product. 

Mr. LACEY. Ought you not to say wood or wood pulp?” 
It would be somewhat difficult to prepare the wood pulp there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Wood or wood pulp. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not say “ wood pulp or pulp wood?” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would rather have it wood, if you are going 
to limit it. 

Mr. LACEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, that would be a wise 
amendment of the Alaska law, and is indirectly involved in this 
bill, because there is a forest reserve in Alaska from which 
considerable pulp wood might properly be shipped. And in that 
damp county there is so much rain that this pulp wood very 
rapidly replaces itself, and there is no danger from forest fires 
along that coast. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it is germane, but I think 
there is no objection to the amendment. It seems to me that 
it would be better, however, to have it come in as a second sec- 
tion or proposition by itself, because it is not germane to the 
first section. I suggest to the gentleman that he strike out the 
word “ provided” and add it as a separate section. 

Mr. LACEY. Then strike out the word provided.“ 

Mr. TAWNET. That wood pulp or pulp wood 

Mr. PAYNE. Strike out “ that.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. “Pulp wood or wood pulp manufactured 
from pulp wood in the district of Alaska may be exported there- 
from.” 

Mr. LACEY. You have got it “ pulp wood.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. “Pulp wood” first, then “ wood pulp manu- 
factured from pulp wood.” 
Mr. LACEY. I ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. 


Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Let the amendment be reported. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

Add a new section, to stand as section 2, to read: 

“Sec. 2. That pulp wood or wood pulp manufactured from timber in 
the district of Alaska may be exported therefrom as any other product 
of that district.” 

Mr TAWNEY. Strike out the word “that,” so that it will 
read: 

Snc. 2. Pulp wood or wood pulp. 

And so forth. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. Martin] to offer an amendment to section 1. 

Mr. MARTIN. I offer the following as an amendment to sec- 
tion 1. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 1 of the bill: 

“Provided, however, That forest superintendents, supervisors, and 


rangers shail be selected, when possibie, from qualified citizens of the 
State or Territory in which said reserves, respectively, are situated.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the point of order on 


that, I should like to have it explained. My point of order is 
that it is not germane to the bill. 


The SPEAKER. To which amendment the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] raises the point of order that it is not 
germane. 

Mr. PAYNE. I reserve the point of order, for the purpose of 
hearing an explanation. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment is 
germane. It certainly pertains to the subject of forest reserves 
and their transfer to the Department of Agriculture. In ex- 
planation of the amendment I will say that it simply provides 
that as far as possible the rangers and other officers in the ac- 
tual service in reservations shall be selected from the States and 
Territories where the reserves are situated. I may say that 
one purpose in the transfer of these reserves and their manage- 
ment to the Department of Agriculture is that the work may 
be entirely consolidated, so far as the practical administration 
is concerned, under one Department. On the one side there is 
the scientific work, and on the other the practical work. 

The purpose of this amendment is to encourage citizens of the 
particular States and Territories where reserves are situated 
to prepare themselyes for all branches of work in order that 
they may be employed in its administration. It is left, of 
course, to the Secretary as to the selection of these officers, but 
where possible they are to be selected from the States and 
Territories. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the limitation “ where 
possible ” would simply mean that where the Secretary could find 
a man to take the job in the State where the lands were situated, 
he would appoint him; I can not imagine any other condition 
where it would not be possible to make an appointment from the 
State. I believe these appointments ought to be left within the 
discretion of the Secretary, as is the law to-day, because it may 
often happen that it is better to go outside the State and outside 
of any influence of these men who may be after the timber that 
belongs to the Government upon these reserves. I insist upon my 
point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, before the point of order is 
passed upon, I will modify my amendment by changing the 
word “ possible” to“ practical.” ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “ possible” and Insert the word “ practical.” 

The SPEAKER. To which amendment the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] makes the point of order that it is not 
germane. The bill provides for the transfer of the forest re- 
serves from the Department of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture. The amendment seeks to deal with the civil 
service of the Government, amendatory of existing law touching 
the civil service. It seems to the Chair that it is not germane, 
and therefore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a yote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CURRENCY CONDITIONS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 4831. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 4831. A bill to improve currency conditions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this is a bill coming from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and is on the Union Calendar, and that the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] is not a member of that com- 
mittee, and can not call the bill up under section 5, Rule XXIV, 
of the House. That section reads as follows: z 

5. After one hour shall haye been devoted to the consideration of 
bilis called up by committees, it shall be in order, pending considera- 
tion or discussion thereof, to entertain a motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, or when authorized 
by a committtee, to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider a 3 bill, to Which motion one 
amendment only, designating another bill, may be made; and if either 
motion be determined in the negative, it shall not be in order to make 
either motion again until the disposal of the matter under considera- 
tion or discussion. 

The gentleman from Connecticut makes the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House to consider a particular bill. 
I desire to make the point of order that the Chair must be sat- 
isfied, when the gentleman is not a member of the committee, 
that the committee has authorized the bill to be called up in 
that way before the motion is put. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
H111] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 


Whole House for the consideration of this particular bill. The 
Chair will ask the gentleman whether he is authorized by the 
Committee to designate this particular bill? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I do not know, but 
I will state the circumstances. I intreduced the bill. There 
was a hearing of two days before the committee. The commit- 
tee reported by a vote of 16 to 1 in favor of the bill, as I under- 
stand it. I was instructed by the chairman to prepare a report 
and put it on the Union Calendar. -I did so. I have not seen 
the records of the committee. I went up to the committee room 
a moment ago to see if I could find what the character of the 
vote was. The door was locked. I asked two members of the 
committee if I was authorized to call it up, and both members 
told me they understood that I was. If the simple fact that I 
am not a member of the committee bars me from calling it up, 
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. SraLprne] is here and 
desires to make the motion himself. So I do not think the 
point of order should lie. 

The SPEAKER. Any Member has a right to make a motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole, but to designate a particular 
bill, it seems to the Chair, the gentleman must first have the 
authorization of that committee. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it on the ground that I am not 
a member of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. A member of the committee would 
have no more right than I have? 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair it is quite within the 
power of the committee to designate any member of the House 
to call up the bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I could not answer 
in regard to that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the motion gener- 
ally? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will make the motion generally. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARTLETT. For the purpose of making a parliamen- 
tary inquiry upon the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole generally. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he understands the 
effect of the conversation just had between the Chair and the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] to be that the gentleman 
from Connecticut withdraws the motion to go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of this particular bill, and makes a motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union gen- 
erally. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
as to whether, if we go into the Committee of the Whole gener- 
ally, the Union Calendar will then be taken up in the order in 
which we find the bills reported on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this particular 
bill is upon the Calendar. 

MI. BARTLETT. Yes, it is on the Calendar; but my in- 
quiry as to whether or not, if we go into the Committee of the 
Whole generally, it will permit any bill on the Union Calendar 
to be taken up in the order in which it stands on the Calendar; 
in other words, whether it opens up the consideration of any bill 
on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is quite 
within the power of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], 
if the House should resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, to move to take up 
this particular bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. 

The SPEAKER. That will be for the committee to decide. 

Mr. BARTLETT. My parliamentary inquiry went to this 
effect, as to whether, if the House resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union generally, 
to consider matters generally, without some specific motion be- 
ing made, the bills on the Union Calendar would be in order, 
according to their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And at the pleasure of the committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And at the pleasure of the committee, I 
might add. 

The SPEAKER. It is for the committee to regulate its own 
order of business. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This motion is not debatable, I under- 
stand? 

The SPEAKER. No; it is not. 


The question was taken; and the Chair announced himself 
in doubt. The committee then divided; and the Chair an- 
nounced that there were—ayes 77, noes 55. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
There are 201 gentleman present—a quorum. The ayes have it, 
and the motion prevails. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DALZELL in 
the chair, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee take up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4831) to im- 
prove currency conditions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, we have gone 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
without any instructions from the House to consider any par- 
ticular bilk Is not the regular order to take up the Union Cal- 
endar and consider bills in accordance with their priority? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not. It is 
3 the power of the committee to designate what bill it shall 
consider. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I move as a substitute 
to the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
that the committee proceed to consider the bills upon the Union 
Calendar in the order of their priority. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make this point on 
the motion just made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WitiraMs]. As I remember the rules, they are that the motion 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HN] is amendable by 
substituting a certain other bill, otherwise it must be voted 
down, so it would not be in order to make a motion to take up 
the bills on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask a rul- 
ing a point raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

AYNE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] has in mind another rule, which applies to a motion 
made before the House resolves itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, which is section 5 of Rule XXIV. The Chair considers 
that the rule applicable now is section 4 of Rule XXIII. The 
gentleman from Connecticut moves that the committee take up 
for consideration the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency con- 
ditions, and the gentleman from Mississippi moves, as an amend- 
ment thereto, that the committee proceed to the consideration of 
bills in their order upon the Calendar. 

The first question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 86; 
so the amendment was not agreed to. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
motion of the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 46; 
so the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5153 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
is hereby, amended by striking out from the first clause of said section 
the words “except receipts from customs;" so that said clause shall 
read as follows: 

“All national banking associations — 67 for that purpose by the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be de tories of public moneys, under 
such regulations as may be prescri ns the Secretary; and they ma 
also be n as financial agents of the Government; and they shall 
perform all such reasonable duties as depositories of public moneys and 

nancial agents of the Government as may be required of them.” 

Sec. 2. That so much of an act entitled “An act to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other 
purposes,” N July 12, 1882, as prohibits the deposit of more 
than $3,000, of lawful money during any calendar month for the 
purpose of withdrawing circulating notes is hereby repealed, and all 
other acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this sec- 
tion are bereng repealed. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, with- 
out regard to any heretofore prescribed limit of amount of subsidiary 
silver coinage, and as public necessities may demand from time to tim 
to recoin standard silver dollars into such authorized denominations o 
ee * coin as he may deem necessary to meet public 

uiremen 

ec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized from 
time to time to withdraw from circulation any denominations c silver 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


169 


certificates and United States notes, and in substitution therefor to re- 
issue like amounts of said certificates and notes of such authorized 
„ as in his judgment public convenience and necessity may 
require. : 

Ec. 5. That section 6 of an act approved March 14, 1900, entitled 
“An act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity 
of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund 
the public debt, and for other 5 be, and is 1 amended b. 
striking out the word “twenty” in the first clause of sa å section an 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ten; so that said first clause of 
said section shall read as follows: 

“That the N of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to receive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer or any assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States, in sums of not less than $10, and to 
issue gold certificates therefor in denominations of not less than $10, 
and the coin so deposited shall be retained in the Treasury and held for 
the payment of such certificates on demand, and used for no other 
purpose.” 

Src. 6. That section 12 of an act approved March 14, 1900, entitled 
“An act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity 
of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund 
the public debt, and for other purposes, be, and is hereby, amended by 
striking out from the second proviso in said section the following words: 
“except that no national banking association shall, after the passage of 
this act, be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency, or 
to issue or reissue or place in circulation, more than one-third in amount 
of its circulating notes of the denomination of $5;" so that said proviso 
of said section shall read as follows: “And vided further, That the 
circulating notes furnished to national banking associations under the 
provisions of this act shall be of the denominations cele ee law.” 

Sec. 7. That every national banking association having United States 
bonds on eg ee to secure its circulating notes shall pay to the Treas- 
urer of the United States, in the months of January an 
one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of its 
notes in circulation, and such taxes shall in lieu of all existing taxes 
on circulating notes of national banking associations. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I hardly under- 
stand why so strenuous opposition is made by our friends on the 
other side to this bill. With the exception of section 3 it is 
purely an administrative measure—purely so. There is no 
asset currency in it, there is no retirement of greenbacks; noth- 
ing of the kind—it is purely an administrative measure; and I 
will add to that that every provision in it, every one without 
exception, has within the last two years received the com- 
mendation of the Treasury Department, and nearly all of them 
have received the approval of the American Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, an association consisting of 3,500 State banks and trust com- 
panies, as well as national banks. It is purely administrative, 
and I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter to be read from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury bearing on the measure and giving to it 
his unqualified approval. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


July, a tax of 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 9, 1905. 

My Dear Sin: I am in receipt of H. R. 4831, a bill to improve cur- 
rency conditions. 

The bill has my unqualified approval, oye section 2. There is a 
difference of opinion with reference to the effect of a removal of the 
$3,000,000 per month limit. In case of a money 3 and lower- 
ing of reserve in the larger cities the banks which do most of their 
business by checks might find it convenient to retire their circulation 
and sell their bonds to increase their reserve. I therefore favor per- 
mission to retire 3,000,000 per month and such further amount as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may from time to time prescribe. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, permit me to inter- 
rupt and say that when we reach that section I shall offer an 
amendment to cover exactly that condition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I am of the opinion that section 4 should be restored, using the 
words current denominations ” in lieu of “ authorized denominations.” 
Authorized denominations might be interpreted to mean only such 
denominations as are now authorized. Current denominations would 
permit of one, two, and five dollar United States notes in case public 
convenience required it. There is now a deplorable demand for more 
money of small denominations. 

I do not favor the restoration of section 7 as originally prepared, but 
I do recommend in lieu thereof a section permitting national banking 
associations to use any future issue of Government bonds as a basis of 
circulation, to be taxed at one-fourth of 1 per cent, semiannually. 
Section 7 as prepared would advance the market value of existing threes 
and fours, which would be of no advantage to the Government, and if 
the Government should desire to retire or refund it would uire the 

ayment of a larger premium. The provision I suggest will in effect, 
fr not in specific terms, include the Panama bonds, which will have to 
be issued at no distant date. 
Yours, very truly, 
L. M. SHAW. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose 
to take up the bill by sections and explain it as well as I can 
to the Members of the House. First, let me call attention to 
the fact that the one member of the Banking and Currency 
Committee who made a minority report states—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Had we not better make 


some agreement about general debate? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have no objection. I asked 
the gentleman who made the minority report if he desired to 
make any agreement with regard to general debate, and I did 
not understand that he did; but I have no objection to either 


making an agreement as to general debate or going on with the 
consideration of the bill, just as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no objection to 
going on with the consideration of the bill if it is understood 
there is to be ample time for general debate. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am entirely willing to make an 
agreement. What does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, we might go on for 
the present and afterwards come to an agreement. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am perfectly willing. Now it 
is 3 O'clock. If the gentleman desires to come to an understand- 
ing as to general debate on the bill, we will go on with it now, 
and if it takes more than two hours then let it go over as 
unfinished business, if not concluded by the usual adjournment 
time. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I do not know myself 
now. We can go ahead, and if the general debate is not con- 
cluded by adjournment time I will allow it to go over as unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Very well. Mr. Chairman, the 
first section of the bill provides for what is known as a uniform 
treatment of public money. I will read from the minority re- 
port—the minority consisting of the gentleman from Georgia, as 
I understand it. The other five members of the committee are in 
favor of the bill, and all the Republican members, so that it 
comes to you-——— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think the gentleman is authorized 
to make that statement. ‘There are some members of the mi- 
nority not in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I state it as I understand it. As 
I understand it, the bill comes before the House with the ap- 
proval, or without dissent, of sixteen members of the committee 
and opposed, in part, by one. The first section of the bill pro- 
vides for the uniform treatment of public money, and the minor- 
ity report says in regard to it this: . 

With regard to the first section of the bill, there is at present no 
reason existing why the receipts from customs should not be treated in 
the matter of deposit just as all other moneys of the Government are 
treated and used. z 

At the time of the civil war, when the national banks were 
organized, it was provided that national banks might be made 
depositories for public money, except receipts from customs. 
The reason for that exception was this: The Government then 
was bound to pay gold for interest on its bonds, and the customs 
duties were payable in gold. So that it became essential that 
the Treasury should hold that identical money in gold for the 
purpose of paying interest on the bonds. That law has never 
been repealed, although since the gold standard was passed it 
became obsolete by reason of the fact that customs duties are 
to-day, as a matter of fact, payable in any kind of money. Now, 
how does that operate? 

Suppose the customs officer at Jacksonville, Fla., received 
to-day $10,000 in money for customs duties He must, under 
the law, ship that money to Washington—the identical money. 
If the collector of internal revenue, in the same city, on the 
same day, should receive $10,000 in payment of internal-revenue 
taxes he deposits that money in the designated depository there, 
and the Government makes its draft on it. So that the bills 
themselves and the coin are not taken out of circulation in the 
community where they are paid. Now, then, in addition to that 
by striking out the words “except receipts for customs,” and 
treating all money alike, whether from customs or internal 
revenue, it will be quite a matter of saving in the expenditures. 
In the matter of transmitting customs receipts from Puget 
Sound and Seattle it cost the Government three and a half dol- 
lars a thousand to transmit that money to San Francisco. This 
will obviate all of that expense. The argument will be brought 
forward that it will permit the deposit of more money in the 
national banks, but that argument is of little effect, because Goy- 
ernment deposits are now being withdrawn instead of increased. 
This section simply applies business management to the funds 
of the Treasury; precisely the same course of action that a 
corporation, firm, or individual would apply to his own money. 

I do not think there is any further explanation necessary in 
regard to this, as I understand there is nobody on the committee, 
minority or otherwise, who objects to this provision. 

The second section of the bill provides for taking off the 
$3,000,000 limit on the retirement of national-bank notes. This 
legislation was had twenty years after the national-bank organi- 
zation was instituted. For twenty years we were without this 
limitation. Why was it ever put on? There were four reasons 
why it was done. The national banks of the country can not 
retire their circulation to an amount more than $3,000,000 in the 
aggregate in any one month. The removal of that limit will 
give what possible elasticity there is in the bank-note system 


with the bond-secured currency. It will not amount to much, 
but it will secure some more elasticity than now exists. 

Why was it enacted? At that time there was no provision 
for the assessment of national banks for the redemption of their 
bills, and if it should happen that the national banks wanted to 
get possession of their bonds they could retire their whole cir- 
culation, the retirement made at the expense of the Government, 
and when they got possession of their bonds the very next day 
or immediately afterwards they could take it all out again, and 
the Government had no way whatever to prevent such action. 

Now, there was another thing they could do. You under- 
stand that a national bank, in order to retire its notes, must 
take an equal amount of legal tender and deposit it with the 
Treasury. The money that was deposited was locked up in the 
Treasury prior to the enactment of the law providing this limit, 
so that at one time there was $100,000,000 of legal tenders so 
locked up, and it was entirely in the power of the banks to cre- 
ate a stringency by simply depositing legal tender. Now that is 
all done away with, and was done away with in 1890, when pro- 
vislon was made for the transfer of that money to the general 
fund of the Treasury. So it goes into immediate circulation 
upon being received. 

There was another reason why the banks desired to with- 
draw their circulation at that time, and that was this—that they 
were then allowed to issue only 90 per cent of the value of the 
bonds, so that it became possible, if they got short of funds, to 
deposit their legal tenders and get not only the margin of 10 
per cent, but whatever premium there was on the bonds in ad- 
dition, over and above the amount of the circulation. 

All those things have been changed and provided for in years 
gone by, and there has not been a Comptroller, Republican or 
Democrat, from the time of John J. Knox down to now—and 
you will find it in the report of the Comptroller last year, sup- 
plementing every other Comptroller’s report from John J. 
Knox’s time down to now—who does not recommend unquali- 
fiedly that this restriction on the retirement of national-bank 
notes be absolutely removed. The committtee reported in favor 
of this provision, taking it off entirely. In giving the matter 
full consideration I conferred with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in regard to it on Saturday, and the result is the letter 
which was read to you. The Secretary of the Treasury thinks 
that it is possible that there might be some conditions arise in 
the future, nothing that he anticipates or looks forward to, but 
that it might in abundant caution be necessary to make some 
provision for a condition of affairs that might possibly arise 
in the future; and it is at his suggestion that I shall offer an 
amendment that the limit remain as it is, $3,000,000 a month, 
but that in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury he 
may from time to time prescribe a larger limit, so that if an at- 
tempt should be made by a combination of banks in some way 
to control the bond market he could prevent it. I never could 
see how it could be done. Men do not conspire to their own 
detriment. To withdraw their bonds and put them on the mar- 
ket in bulk would cause a fall in the price, and banks are not 
fools any more than individuals are, and they would not make 
a combination to their own detriment; but the Secretary of the 
Treasury suggests this amendment, and I shall cheerfully offer it. 

In deference entirely to the wishes of the Secretary of the 
Treasury I shall offer an amendment providing that the limit 
shall remain as it is, except that he, in his discretion, may Es 
authorized from time to time to prescribe a larger sum, which 
would give him absolute control of the whole situation in case 
any “bogey man” or combination of bankers did come forward 
and try to disturb the financial system of the country. 

Now, I am not going to take up the third section just at this 
moment, because that is the question which will be most dis- 
puted in this bill. Let me read to you what the American Bank- 
ers’ Association says about this $3,000,000 limit: 

Regarding the 3 of circulation, the first and most Important 
requirement is e immediate repeal of the prons limitation of 
$3,000,000 per month upon the withdrawal of circulation, so that 
the expansion and contraction will be automatic and governed by the 
surrounding conditions. Under the present restrictions many bankers 
are unwilling to issue currency for temporary and legitimate needs, 
which they would issue if they felt certain that their currency could be 
retired when no longer needed. 

Now, gentlemen, not only that, but I want to refer you to the 
reports for years past of the Secretary of the Treasury and of 
the Treasurer of the United States, and, as I said before, of 
every Comptroller. No possible harm can come to anybody, and 
very great relief will come to many, if this section is passed as 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 3 

I want to take up now sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 before taking up 
section 3. And this is a serious question that I am coming to 
now. We heard the discussion in the last session of Congress 
concerning unclean and filthy money. Not only concerning that, 
but the inability of the Treasury Department to furnish to the 
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crop-growing sections of the country small bills with which to 
move the crops. The sections the bill proposes to amend were 
enacted under the law of 1900, known as the “ gold-standard 
act.“ The purpose was to give the field of small denominations to 
the silver certificate. In the first place, there is not by law a gold 
certificate of less than $20. In the second place, silver certifi- 
cates can be cut up into one and two dollar bills and fives and 
tens. That law made it possible that 10 per cent of the entire 
volume might be in twenties and fifties and thousands, but the 
remainder must be in $10 or less in denomination. 

By the same law the greenbacks, a volume of $346,000,000, 
was compelled to be changed currently into ten-dollar denomi- 
nations and upward, and by the same law a national bank was 
forbidden to issue more than one-third of its circulation in five- 
dollar bills. Now, what have you got? You have the possi- 
bility of putting your silver certificates into ones, twos, fives, 
and tens; you have the possibility of putting one-third of your 
bank circulation into fives, and the remainder must be larger. 
You have the peremptory order of that act to put the green- 
backs, as rapidly as they come into the Treasury, into tens and 
upward, and you have no power to issue a gold certificate less 
than $20, and the Treasury is absolutely unable, tied up by 
this restriction, to anywhere meet the demand of the country 
for one, two, and five dollar bills. The Secretary of the Treasury 
says in his letter that the conditions in this respect are deplor- 
able. I have a letter from the Treasurer of the United States, 
in which he states, giving the exact figures, that there were 
$18,000,000 of small bills called for in the two months of No- 
vember and December last year, more than it was possible for 
the Treasury Department to supply. Now, then, gentlemen, 
that stands right in the way of the convenient moving of your 
crops. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
me for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As I understand section 5, it 
merely enables national banks to issue their circulating notes 
in any form instead of, as now, only one-third of them in fives 
and the balance upward. National banks, after the passage of 
this act, could issue one and two dollar bills. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, not at all; they can only issue 
them in the authorized denominations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It says: “ Provided further 
that the circulating notes furnished the national banking asso- 
ciations under the provisions of this act shall be of the denom- 
ination prescribed by law.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is not prescribing the de- 
nominations for national banks less than $5. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, This refers to currency as 
prescribed by law. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It refers to the currency prescribed 
by law for the national banks; this is legislation concerning 
the national banks, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The law as it now is pro- 
vides that not more than one-third of the amount of circulating 
notes shall be in the denomination of $5, and if that limit ‘is 
taken off, then it is the gentleman's opinion that it would in- 
crease the number of five-dollar notes, but would give them no 
power to issue ones and twos. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is right. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, this is a good illustration how individual will can nullify 
an act of Congress. Congress proposed that national banks 
should only issue one-third of their circulation in five-dollar 
bills, assuming that they would avail themselves of their full 
right to issue five-dollar bills. How did it result? 

National banks to-day have $62,970,000 in five-dollar bills, 
whereas their right to issue would be about $135,000,000. Why 
haven't they issued the other $80,000,000? They would issue 
them; they would prefer naturally to issue them. Why? Be- 
cause they remain in circulation longer, and it is more to the 
advantage of the banks to have the bills stay out in circula- 
tion than to have them come in. But here came in a new fea- 
ture. By that same law, when its provisions were enacted, we 
authorized banks with a capital of only $25,000. They can issue 
only $25,000 of notes, and under this provision only one-third 
could be in five-dollar bills—or $8,000. They have to pay $50 
for a five-dollar plate and $50 for a ten-dollar plate, and there 
are only three kinds of plates. The banks with a capital of only 
$25,000, which could only issue five-dollar bills up to $8,000, say 
it is not worth it, and they won't pay for two plates and won't 
buy them, and consequently they issue all their notes in tens 
and twenties, and the country is thus deprived of these five- 
dollar bills which it was supposed would be issued. 

Now, there is the situation. What does this bill propose? 
In section 4 of the bill, as appearing on page 2, I shall offer as 
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an amendment the word “current” to take the place of the 
word “ authorized” in line 23, and ask that the section be re- 
stored, and this at the request or suggestion of both the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Treasurer of the United States as 
well. It is proposed in the first place to strike out that limita- 
tion and let the national banks buy one plate, if they want to, 
and issue all their notes in five-dollar bills. What benefit will 
be derived? Why, $291,000,000 of five-dollar silver ‘certificates 
which are now held in fives and must be, because the shortage is 
just as embarrassing in the fives as it is in the ones and twos, 
can be cut up into ones and twos, and the great demand from the 
West and South for small bills can then be met through the 
cutting up of the silver certificates. 

Not only that, but the bill provides also for permitting the 
Treasury Department in its discretion to cut up the greenbacks 
into ones and twos, if necessary to meet the demand, the law 
now being peremptory that they must be changed into ten-dollar 
notes, and the Treasury Department say, “If you will give us 
this authority, we can give you clean money, we can give you 
ones and twos, all you want, but if you hold us down to these 
restrictions, we are absolutely unable to meet this demand.” 
Now then, what else? You have provided for your ones and 
twos. The bank legislation will provide for your fives, and then 
come in your tens. How are you going to meet the demand for 
tens, if you cut up your tens into ones and twos? Authorize 
the issue of ten-dollar gold certificates, and you have the whole 
problem settled. It is purely administrative, and there is not a 
man in the House of Representatives, in my judgment, if he will 
go and talk with the Treasury officials and understand the situa- 
tion there as it exists, and their utter inability to meet the re- 
quirements of the country, but who will say amen to this whole 
proposition from start to finish, so far as these four sections are 
concerned. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the gentleman, 
there are not enough ones and twos and too many twenties. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes; too many twenties. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
that that is not the personal experience of the Members of the 
House. [Laughter] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I accept the gentleman’s state- 
ment, but current report makes it a little doubtful whether it is 
correct or not. I understand that he deals more in twenties 
than in ones and twos. However, we will pass that. 

Now, does any gentleman wish to ask any question in regard 
to these three sections before we leaye that? I have the letter 
here from Treasurer Roberts, which I will place in the Recorp, 
saying that in two months last year they were unable to meet 
the demand within $18,000,000, and I think the conditions are 
much worse now in that respect; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says the situation is absolutely deplorable. 
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or 39.66 per cent. 
The silver certificates used in November and December, 1903, were: 


Sent to subtreasuries_...............-.---------.-.-- 
To banks for United States notes, gold certificates, 

and silver certifi-ates. 
Used by paying teller aa 


33,863, 653 


The requests for such currency were made in 1 terms, so that 
a statement of the amount in figures can not well be made. A careful 
estimate of the demand beyond the actual shipments places that excess 
at thirty-three and a third per cent at least. 

The amounts of certificates of $5 and less asked for which could not 
be sent by reason of the limit of ABE Rone during November and 
December, 1903, were not less than $18,000,000. 


Respectfully, 
ELLIS H. ROBERTS, 
Treasurer of the United States. 
Hon. E. J. HILL, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Now, I desire to call attention to the last section which the 
committee, as I understand it, struck out. I shall move to re- 
store the last section, with an amendment; and I desire par- 
ticularly to call the attention of the members of the committee 
o the fact that I shall take this course. I do it at the suggestion 
of the Treasury Department. 
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Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman as to his motion to restore this section 
which has been stricken out by the committee. I would ask the 
gentleman if he is authorized by the chairman of the committee 
to whom this bill was referred to make that amendment? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; not at all. I offer it as 
a Member of the House, just as any other Member would have a 
right to move an amendment. It is subject to being voted 
down. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Does the gentleman not think that as a 
matter of courtesy, if the chairman of that committee was not 
conversant or had no knowledge of the matter coming up to- 
day, he should have it before it is presented here? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think the objection is 
serious. As soon as I understood from the Speaker that this 
matter would come up for action every member of the commit- 
tee was notified in writing and also quite a number of Members 
of the House who had expressed a desire at the last session of 
Congress to speak on the bill. The amendment which I offer 
will be open for full consideration and discussion as we reach 
the section under the five-minute rule, and will have precisely 
the same standing that any amendment offered by any other 
gentleman on the floor of the House will have, and no different. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Does the gentleman think it is fair to the 
committee that have this bill in charge that he should take ad- 
vantage of the situation to-day, when there is not one member 
present to bring that matter up? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, there are a half dozen mem- 
bers of the committee sitting right around me now. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Point them out. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Spatpine for one, who of- 
fered to make this motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole. There is Mr. CaLpERHEAD, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas; also the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE], and the 
gentleman from Masachusetts [Mr. THAYER], on the minority 
side, as well as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
And if I am not mistaken, the gentleman himself is a member 
of the committee. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Just one moment. That bill was referred 
to a subcommittee, to consist of Mr. Fowier and Mr. DOUGLAS. 
I will ask the gentleman if Mr. Fow er is here? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. A written notice 
was sent to Mr. Fowrer on Saturday. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Is Mr. Powers here? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. > 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Powers, I think, knows it 
was to come up, for I told him personally. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I received no notice of it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Did not the gentleman receive a 
written notice? He is a member of the committee. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Of course. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. A written notice was sent to the 
gentleman on Saturday that it would probably come up this 
week as soon as possible. x 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I say to the gentleman no suggestion 
was made in this written notice that this bill was coming up 
to-day. It said this week. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I think it is unfair to the House and the 
committee that the matter should be discussed to-day. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
take up section 7, the last section of the bill. The section 
stricken out provided for a uniform tax on circulation based on 
any class of bonds. The law as it stands to-day provides that 
on 3 and 4 per cent bonds, or on circulation secured by 3 and 4 
per cent bonds, there is a tax of one-half of 1 per cent semi- 
annually, or 1 per cent a year.. On 2 per cent bonds,.or circula- 
tion secured by 2 per cent bonds, the tax is one-fourth of 1 per 
cent semiannually, or one-half of 1 per cent a year. The pur- 
pose of the bill as originally drawn was to make the tax uni- 
form on circulation, no matter by what kind of bond it was 
secured. 

Mr. MANN. What is the present tax? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. ‘The present tax is 1 per cent on 
circulation secured by 3 and 4 per cent bonds and one-half of 
1 per cent on circulation secured by 2 per cent bonds. The 
proposition or the suggestion was made by the American 
Bankers’ Association at their session in California to make 
it uniform, enlarging the field or the scope, so that the whole 
entire issue of bonds could be used for that purpose. Let me 
give you briefly what the situation is in regard to that. There 
are now of the 2 per cent $542,000,000, of which $494,000,000, 
or all but $47,000,000, are held either for circulation or deposit. 
There are very few 3 percents and 4 percents that are held 
for circulation, and a very large portion of the three hundred 
and sixty millions of bonds, outside of those now held, would 
become available as a basis for bank-note issues if this bill 
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is passed as originally drawn. We have about seven hundred 
and eighty-four millions of national-bank capital and we have 
only four hundred and sixty-four millions of circulation. There 
are bonds enough if the taxation was uniform to permit very 
much more national-bank circulation if it became necessary. 
Then, another thing, we are about to issue and, in fact, a 
bill was passed authorizing the issue of 2 per cent bonds for the 
construction of the Panama Canal. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. There would be bonds enough if the 
tax was uniform. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes, and we are about to issue 
another 2 per cent bond. Authorization has been given for 
them, the proceeds of which are to be used to pay for the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal. The Treasury Department can 
not sell those bonds at par with the 1 per cent tax against cir- 
culation secured by them, so it becomes absolutely necessary, if 
that legislation is to be effective and if we are to raise the money 
for the construction of the Panama Canal by the issue of 2 per 
cent bonds, that the bill be amended and the tax reduced to the 
same basis as the other 2 per cents. There is another issue of 
8 per cent bonds, or another authorization of 3 per cent bonds, 
which never have been issued, and if they are to be issued, gen- 
tlemen, it will be necessary to do it promptly and quickly if the 
time should ever arrive when it became necessary to issue those 
emergency or parity bonds, authorized at 3 per cent, and yet with 
a tax of 1 per cent against them, it will be imposible to sell 
them at a fair price, and the Government would be a great 
loser. Now, the proposition was to make that uniform. I dis- 
cussed the question with the Secretary of the Treasury and he 
said frankly that he did not think it would be wise to do if. 
I then stated I proposed to offer an amendment providing for a 
uniform tax on all bonds, except the threes and fours; in other 
words, taking in the Panama bonds, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury heartily approved it. This amendment takes in the 
Panama bonds, and it obviates further legislation in this re- 
spect. 

Mr. MANN. But they will never be issued. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then it will not make any differ- 
ence with this section. 

Mr. MANN. Then why should the section apply to other 
bonds which are issued? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, gentlemen, that takes all of 
the bill except section 3, and I want to come right straight down 
now to section 3. 

Mr. PALMER. Before the gentleman passes from that I 
would like to ask him what is the reason of this difference in 
taxation on the different varieties of bonds? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The tax for a great many years, 
practically ever since the ‘civil war, has been one-half of 1 per 
cent semiannually until the refunding bonds were authorized. 
These bonds bear a 2 per cent interest rate, and under the law 
could not be offered by the Treasury at less than par. In order 
to make them a desirable investment at this low rate, it was 
provided that when held by banks as security for circulating 
notes the tax against such notes should be only one-quarter of 1 
per cent semiannually, and they are now very largely used for 
that purpose, and it is proposed to put the Panama bonds on 
precisely the same basis. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman why you say 
that 2 per cent bonds will sell for par at one-half of 1 per 
cent taxation and the 3 per cent bonds will not sell at par at 1 
per cent tax. It would look to me that the 3 per cent bond 
would have the advantage in the calculation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There are a great many factors 
that go into the matter One of them is the length of the bond. 
The emergency bond is a very short one and the other is a long 
one. That has some bearing upon the situation. 

Mr. MANN. The length might affect it, but I do not see how, 
mathematically, it could make that difference. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Before leaving this portion of the 
bill let me add that, looking through the minority report, which 
I have here, I find this language with reference to the provisions 
of section 2: 

I would be willing to vote for a proposition which increased the 
limit from $3,000, to $6,000,000 per month, but I deem it unwise 


and not in the interest of anybody except the National Bankers’ 
ciation to repeal the limit altogether. 


That provision is practically complied with in the amendment 
which I shall offer, leaving the limit three millions and giving 
the Secretary of the Treasury power from time to time to pre- 
scribe a higher limit. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It requires an act of Congress now, as I 
understand it, to retire or withdraw from circulation the green- 
backs or Government notes? 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is a provision in reference 
to that subject—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. So I understand. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And that is a wise provision. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then why does the gentleman propose giy- 
ing permission to the national banks and the Secretary of the 
Treasury when they agree, by the amendment proposed, to 
withdraw national bank circulation. If it is wise that Congress 
shall control the retirement of greenbacks, why should it not 
control the retirement of national-bank notes? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. This provision specifically pre- 
scribes that they shall not withdraw more than a certain quan- 
tity within a certain time. It fixes the limit at $3,000,000 a 
month. Now, then, the gentleman would say that they shall 
not be allowed to withdraw them at all? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why not leave the provision as it is? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. For this simple reason: That 
there come times and times and times again when it becomes 
impossible for banks to loan their money, and they desire to 
withdraw their circulation and sell their bonds. They desire 
to withdraw the nonlegal-tender bank notes, perhaps, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury says, to secure legal tender to make 
their reserves good, the national-bank notes not being reserve 
money. It also happens in very many cases, and for a great 
many reasons, that a bank which has notes outstanding wishes 
to pay them and take them in. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My objection is that it leaves the whole 
matter discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the bankers. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It leaves it discretionary with 
them, and I fail to see how the discretion could rest with any- 
body else or how anybody else could practically have any inter- 
est in the matter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why not leave it as we have it now—the 
law and with Congress? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman, I do not think, 
has given careful consideration in asking that question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Probably not, but I may be pardoned for 
endeavoring to get the benefit of some of the information which 
the gentleman from Connecticut has on the subject. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I venture to say that there would 
not be a national-bank note issued if the moment the bank is- 
sued a note it could not ever withdraw it. There never would 
be a bank note issued. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; if they were never to be retired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My proposition would be to leave it for the 
Congress to provide when it should be withdrawn, rather than 
to the banks and the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that prior to the making of this limit the 
average bank-note issue for fifteen years was $321,000,000. For 
the fifteen years after the limit was made the average was 
$327,000,000. Now, that limit of $3,000,000 was fixed and existed 
when there were only $120,000,000 of bank notes. There are 
now $460,000,000, and the same limit of $3,000,000; and as bank 
notes increase you are simply tying the circulation up harder 
and faster. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let me ask—— A 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Whereas any business man would 
say either take off the limit entirely or else make it a percentage 
of the outstanding volume, one or the other. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let me ask another question. The gentle- 
man is familiar, no doubt, with the causes that led Congress to 
prescribe this $3,000,000 limit. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have stated them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What were the causes? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I stated four reasons. In the 
first place, there was no assessment for the redemption of bank 
notes, and the banks, in order to get possession of their bonds on 
a high market, would retire their circulation—the whole of it— 
in one day. It did not cost them anything to do it. It does 
now. Then the next day after they got possession of their 
bonds, and the bond market went down, they would take them 
out again. That is stopped. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, right here. Are those two reasons 
vch you have given, the second and third, now eliminated by 
aw? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Absolutely. Now, the second 
reason for putting this on was that the moment the banks de- 
posited this money in the Treasury to withdraw their bank 
notes, by law, that fund was locked up in the Treasury and car- 
ried as a separate fund, so that it became possible for the banks 
to cause a stringency by depositing legal tender in the Treasury. 
That was changed in 1890, and that money now goes right into 
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the general fund of the Treasury, so that it is available for cir- 
culation the next day. That former condition is all stopped. 

Then, another reason, probably, was a scare that came upon 
Congress. You remember at one time—the gentlemen will 
doubtless remember—I do not remember the exact year, but 
I think it was in 1882, the 4 per cent bonds were extended at 
31 per cent. The banks held for circulation three hundred 
million dollars and odd of 4 per cent bonds. Congress said, 
“The power to call in these extended bonds rests with us, and 
we will compel the banks to withdraw these and take 3 per cent 
bonds in place of them. They have got to do it.” And they 
passed a law making it a criminal offense for a bank to hold 
a 33 per cent bond on which interest had ceased. The banks 
said, “We can not afford to take 3 per cent as security for 
circulation,” and they declined to do it. The bill went to 
the President and was vetoed as an unjust and improper bill, 
and there were about $18,000,000, I think, of circulation with- 
drawn, and the Congress, in the attempt to force that through, 
put on this restriction. It has not availed since that time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As I understand it, then, it is the conten- 
tion of the gentleman from Connecticut that the real inducement 
for the retirement or withdrawal of national-bank notes that 
existed at the time that this law was passed has been removed 
by law. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Has all passed away. The induce- 
ments were infinitely greater then. The fluctuations in the 
bonds themselves were infinitely greater and made the proposi- 
tion far more attractive. 

This is simply in the interest of good banking management, 
simply in the interest of elasticity so far as it is possible to get 
any elasticity out of-a bond-secured currency. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a practical 
suggestion to the gentleman in regard to the progress of this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes, I will be very glad to have 
the gentleman make such a suggestion. 

Mr. PAYNE. When the debate commenced, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WIIIAus] and the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HL] had some sort of agreement or talk that 
debate should proceed indefinitely, and both of them agreed 
that the bill should come up as unfinished business. Of course, 
that bound nobody except the gentleman from Mississippi and 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not doubt but what the House would be 
willing to ratify that agreement. Otherwise it can not be done. 
If that is not done, of course the House will have to stay here 
until 5 o’clock, and then perhaps a recess be taken, or something 
of that kind. Now, my suggestion was—it can not be done in 
Committee of the Whole, but it might be done in the House— 
that the gentleman now move that the committee rise, so that 
we may see if we can not come to some understanding that 
after to-day the bill come up again as unfinished business, after 
the impeachment proceedings are over, which I understand are 
the special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is all right, Mr. Chairman. 
I will ask, Is there any objection on the part of anybody to that 
course being pursued? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, there will be no objec- 
tion to that, but we shall have to go back into the House in 
order to make the agreement. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee rose, 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 4831 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with 
an understanding reached in the committee, I ask unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourn this afternoon this bill 
may be made a continuing and special order, subject to appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that general debate go 
\ on subject to future agreement. 5 

Mr. PAYNE. Subject to a vote of the House. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to have the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut add to his request unanimous consent 
that the time for general debate be divided, and one half in ad- 
yocacy of the bill be controlled by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HILL] and the other half, in opposition to the bill, to 
de controlled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan- 
Imous consent that this bill may be made a continuing order, not 
to antagonize appropriation bills, special orders, and privileged 


business under the rule; that the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider this 
bill may be made a continuing order, not to interfere with appro- 
priation bills, revenue bills, and matters of high privilege and 
special orders; that the time be controlled on the one hand by 
the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. HIL, and on the other 
hand by the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BARTLETT; otherwise 
the consideration be subject to the rules of the House. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill to add to the request an order for the re- 
print of the report. We can not get copies of the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. That can be done afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that there 
be a reprint of the bill and the reports. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
a reprint of the bill and reports. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The Chair wishes to say that when the regular order was 
called this morning he overlooked the fact that this was Dis- 
trict of Columbia day. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MORRELL] had a matter to call up, but not being present at this 
moment, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HL]. But before doing so, the Chair desires to an- 
nounce the appointment of members of the following com- 
mittees: 

Ways and Means.—Mr. NEEDHAM. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Mr. Woop and Mr. KNOW- 
LAND. 

Insular Affairs. Mr. WEBBER. 

Mines and Mining—Mr. HEF ir. 

Militia—Mr. THOMAS of Ohio. 

Manufactures.—Mr. CROFT. 

Expenditures in Navy Department.—Mr. Cnorr. 

Education.—Mr. Tuomas of Ohio. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CURRENCY CONDITIONS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 4831. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
he House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DALZELL in the 

r. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, coming back now 
to section 3, I ask for the careful and considerate attention of the 
House for a few minutes. We have struck a pretty serious 
proposition. I think I shall make some statements and state 
some facts which are new to Members on both sides of the 
House in regard to this proposition. The minority report says 
that this feature of this bill, which is the recoinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar to make subsidiary coin, has never been sub- 
mitted to the House. Let me read the exact language: 

This question has been frequently 3 to the House In reports 
made by its committees, and mang t mes debated on the floor, but the 
Republican majority have at no e ever permitted the various bills 
Introduced for this 7 7 to be voted on, and doubtless the same 
course will be pursued as to this bill. 

This identical provision was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives two years ago by a majority of 30, and every Re- 
publican Member present at that time but one, I think, voted 
for it. Without exception this identical provision in this third 
section of this bill was passed by this House. What does it pro- 
pose todo? When the silver question was raised in 1896 it was 
a theoretical proposition. We had then one hundred and eighty- 
odd million dollars, I think, at any rate more than $100,000,000, 
of silver bullion on hand. I do not think that anybody dreamed, 
no matter who had won in that campaign, that the Treasury De- 
partment would proceed to buy more silver or that the free 
coinage of silver would go into effect, if that sentiment had 
prevailed, until the bullion in the Treasury had been disposed 
of. We are now practically face to face with the question as 
to what shall be the silver policy of the United States hereafter. 
Why? Because the bullion is exhausted, practically wholly 
exhausted, so far as the standard silver dollar is concerned. 

Now, what have we done in regard to it since 1896? The law 
of March 14, 1900, known as the “ gold-standard act,” provided 
for increasing the quantity of subsidiary coin. Under the old 
law—I don’t remember the exact date, but somewhere after 
1873—a limit was put on the amount of subsidiary coin that could 
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be outstanding. It was $50,000,000. It covered what silver coin 
there was in the country and another sum large enough to pro- 
vide for the redemption of the fractional paper currency. Much 
of the silver of old times had left the country, and when it be- 
came as good as gold it drifted gradually back until we found 
ourselyes with seventy-odd millions of subsidiary coin, or 
twenty or twenty-five millions more than the law authorized, 
and yet there was not enough; and the law of 1900 provided 
that the limit might be raised to $100,000,000, the silyer to make 
that coin coming from the bullion in the Treasury. 

It was subsequent to that, and recognizing the fact that the 
requirements of the country demanded even more—for the 
Treasury Department was not able to fill the demand—that the 
House passed a bill providing for stopping the coinage of the 
silver dollar and using the entire remainder of the bullion in 
the Treasury to make subsidiary coins. We passed the bill and 
sent it over to the Senate. It is sleeping the sleep of the just 
over there now. That bill was reported favorably with an 
amendment, and then no action was taken. When the sundry 
civil bill of the following year, however, passed, there was an 
amendment put on which provided for taking the limit off sub- 
sidiary coin to the full extent that it could be procured from 
the bullion in the Treasury. That amendment passed the Sen- 
ate, passed this House, and everybody supposed the question 
was settled so far as the bullion in the Treasury was concerned, 
antil last year another amendment was attached to the sundry 
civil bill taking the limit off entirely. What was the result? 
The result was—and I want you to note what I am going to 
say—that it revived and put into operation the law of 1873, by 
which the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States can 
buy all the silver in the world if he chooses to do so, and that is 
the situation to-day; that is, provided that is good law. 

The law of 1853 provided for the creation of what was known 
as the “ bullion fund.” That law was reenacted in the law of 
1873, known us the Crime of 73 — the coinage act—and that 
has been lying dormant and unused in recent years because the 
compulsory-purchase clause of the Sherman Act provided the 
silver. Now, the compulsory-purchase clause of the Sherman 
Act was repealed by Grover Cleveland and the Congress of 1893, 
and the silver that remained has since been exhausted, and tak- 
ing the limit off subsidiary coin, unless the silver for the coin- 
age is restricted to the money in the Treasury, gives an un- 
limited purchase power to the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
say that if it is true—if it is true, and I hold in my pocket the 
decision of the Attorney-General that it is true, and yet I ques- 
tion it, and I am free to say that it is questioned by a great 
many people who have given the subject full and fair considera- 
tion this summer—if it is true 

Mr. MANN. What law clerk wrote the opinion 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. It is signed by 
Philander Knox. I will read the title of the decision. This is 
a pretty serious proposition, I will say. I read: 

The Director of the Mint, with the a akg he of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is authorized to purchase bullion for subsidiary coinage, and 


this authority, under the act of March 3, 1903, is without limitation, 
express or implied, 


The opinion then follows. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid 
that part of the House has misunderstood the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. All he desires to say is that the deci- 
sion says that the purchasing power for the purposes of sub- 
sidiary coinage is unlimited—not for any other purpose. The 
gentleman a moment ago said it revived the law of 1873. I 
think the gentleman left the impression unwittingly on the 
mind of the House that there was an unlimited power to pur- 

‘chase, power to coin, standard silver dollars. The gentleman 
did not mean to leave that impression? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I mean to leave this impression, 
that the decision has gone just as far as I have read, but I sub- 
mit to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], as a 
lawyer, that it will be impossible for him to examine that law 
and read the terms of the act of 1873, and the fact that the 
standard silver dollar remains to-day an authorized coin, and 
not bring the terms of that law to the standard silver dollar as 
well as the subsidiary coins. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am not going to get into a 
debate with the gentleman as to his inferences from the decision. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ob, no; the decision was only so 
far as subsidiary coins are concerned. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I merely rise to say that the 
decision goes only so far as to say that there is unlimited power 
of purchase for the purpose of subsidiary coinage. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will read it again: 


The Director of the Mint, with the 1 of the Secretary of Bee 
Treasury, is authorized to purchase bullion for subsidiary coina nape an 
this authority under the act of March 3, 1903, is without li an 
express or implied. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now, may I ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will pardon me, further on that line? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; I will be glad to an- 
swer it, if I can. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
law as it now stands is that all limitation as to the amount of 
subsidiary silver coinage has been removed by legislation? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I mean to say that seems to be 
the decision. I do not think so. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it a fact that during the last session of 
Congress Senator Atpricn undertook to put upon the sundry 
civil appropriation bill an amendment which read in these 
words: “All limitation as to the amount of subsidiary silver 
coinage that may be outstanding is hereby removed;“ and is it 
not true the conference committee of the two Houses struck that 
amendment from the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is true that the amendment 
was offered and withdrawn, and the record of the last day’s 
proceedings in the other House will show that the reason for its 
withdrawal was the belief on the part of that body that the 
power already existed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I may misapprehend the matter or the 
gentleman, and I rather think it is myself, because I have not 
followed it out, but is it not a fact that this amendment was 
reported by Mr. AtpricH and put upon the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill and went to conference between the two Houses? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; it did not. They withdrew 
it before it came over here, as I understand it. At any rate, it 
was withdrawn at some time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman pardon me? Does the 
gentleman not remember saying to me—I beg his pardon for 
calling up a private conversation, but I say this just for the 
purpose of refreshing his memory—during the pendency of that 
bill in conference between the two committees that the confer- 
ence committee struck it out from the bill? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not remember the details in 
regard to it. I know it was finally withdrawn, and withdrawn 
on the ground that it was claimed that the Secretary of the 
Treasury possessed discretionary power to buy all the silver he 
wanted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The point I want to get at, I beg the gen- 
tleman's pardon, was that that passed the Senate and went to 
the committee of conference. That is the point I wanted the 
gentleman to answer. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, we are facing 
this proposition. You have to choose whether you will take 
useless. surplus silver lying in the Treasury, or whether, by 
failure to legislate, you will make it practically compulsory upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury to go into the market again and 
buy silver—a power repealed under a Democratic administra- 
tion by Grover Cleveland and one which has not been exercised, 
of course, since. 

What is the situation? We have got 558,434,000 standard 
silver dollars, of which there were in circulation on the Ist day 
of December $80,000,000. There are covered by certificates 
$471,000,000. There are free dollars in the Treasury $6,000,000. 
The necessity for subsidiary coinage is not questioned, I think, 
by anyone. The Secretary of the Treasury in his report says 
that during the last four or five years he has coined something 
like $10,000,000 annually. Of course that includes Porto Rico 
subsidiary coinage, but the statistics show that the average in- 
crease of subsidiary coins in this country—I mean by that the 
amount that goes into circulation and remains there—for the 
past four years has been $5,245,000. “ Now,” the Secretary of 
the Treasury says, What am I to do? I have 500 carloads 
of 15 tons each, of standard silver dollars unused, costing a 
hundred thousand dollars to count it every time it is counted, in 
the vaults of the Treasury. Am I to leave that there unused 
and go and buy silver to make $5,000,000 worth of subsidiary 
silver coins every year?” There is the proposition we have 
to meet. The provision in this bill is in accordance with the rec- 
ommendations of the Treasury Department. They ask that as 
public necessity and convenience require more subsidiary coin 


the Secretary of the Treasury may take out from the vaults of / 
the Treasury standard silver dollars and recoin them to meet 


this demand. These dollars lying in the vaults of the Treasury 
to-day represent a loss to the Government of more than 


$300,000,000. ( 
If they could be recoined A 
Mr. MARSH. If the gentleman will permit me to interrup 


him. ‘These silver dollars to which you refer—they are Sago 
on silver certificates, are they not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Silver certificates are 185854 
against the greater part of them. 

Mr. MARSH. How much? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied one hour's 
time. 

. Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to con- 
tinue; but I will not detain the committee much longer. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the gentleman has the disposition of 
the time, and can yield to himself. 

Mr. MARSH. How much of this silver is pledged to redeem 
the silver certificates? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Eighty-seven million dollars— 5880, 
lion dollars. 

Mr. MARSH. And how much of it is unpledged? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Eighty-seven million dollars—$80,- 
000,000 in circulation and $7,000,000 free money in the Treas- 
ury, and eleven millions held against outstanding Treasury 
no 


tes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the gentleman 
to say that the silver lying in the Treasury is represented in cir- 
culation by silver certificates, and that the silver is not in use? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And it represents a loss to 
the Government of three hundred millions a year? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then whatever it is. Then 
I would like to ask the gentleman how much loss is represented 
by the gold bullion lying in the vaults of the Treasury, also 
unused, except as gold certificates are outstanding against it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not any—not a penny. This 
country is on a gold basis. Its circulation is supposed to be 
based on gold. The difference between the face value of the 
silver dollar and its intrinsic value is three hundred odd 
millions of dollars. I have the figures and can give them accu- 
rately. The difference between the face value of the gold in 
the Treasury and the certificate is nothing. It is value for 
yalue—dollar for dollar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, then 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let me state 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before you leave that sub- 
ject let me ask you this. Well, then, if what the gentleman 
states is true, then it follows that if we are losing this amount 
of money upon this so-called “ unused silver” that the United 
States is making that amount by swindling somebody else out 
of it. It is exactly on the other side of the ledger. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
give the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Director of the Mint on this matter. I read an extract from a 
letter from the Hon. Leslie M. Shaw dated March 15, 1904: 

In view of the enormous volume of full legal-tender silver now in 
the vaults of the Treasury (about 500 carloads) I think it would be 
the part of wisdom gnd prudence to direct the recoinage of so much 
thereof as may be required to meet the growing demands of the coun- 
try for subsid coin. 

And again, under date of April 6, 1904: 


Replying to your eta whether in my opinion it would be wiser to 
hase additional silver bullion for mintage into subsidiary coin or 
w a portion of the present standard silver dollars in recoinage I 
0 rt: 
would much prefer the recoinage of a portion of the standard silver 
dollars as the needs of the country might demand. Five hundred car- 
loads of coined silver dollars, the metallic value of which is less than 
40 cents, supported by an act of Congress requiring the Secretary of 
the Treasury to maintain the same at par with gold, suggests the pru- 
dence of reducing the amount whenever it can be done without dis- 
turbing existing financial conditions. 
ours, very truly, 


Hon. E. J. HILL, House of Representatives. 


Hon. George E. Roberts, Director of the Mint, is also of the 
same opinion, as evidenced by his letter of the 9th of April, 
1904, as follows: 


Hon. E. J. HILL, House of Representatires. 

Dear Sin: Replying to your favor of the 5th instant relative to pro- 
curing silver bullion for subsidiary coinage, I would say that of the 
two methods you describe—i. e., by the purchase of new bullion and the 
melting down of silver dollars—the latter, in my judgment, is to be pre- 


The polley under which silver bullion was purchased and coined into 
dollar pieces is now <spoerally recognized to haye been a mistake. It 
has been discontinued, and nobody suggests that such purchases be 
renewed. It failed to raise the value of silver to the old par with 
pn; and we are left with an anomalous element in our mone! Sys- 
em. By gradually converting this legal-tender silver into subsidiary 
coin we can retrace our steps without radical action. In my judg- 
ment it is desirable to do so, ause it is worth while to have the sys- 
tem scientifically sound, which means that all money shall either be 
standard money or convertible into standard money at the will of the 
holder. The foreign countries which have had a stock of full legal- 
tender silver are generally recoining it for subsidiary use. 


gpa bg Gro. E. ROBERTS 
` Director of the Mint. 


L. M. SHAW. 


Now I want to show to the gentleman just exactly the posi- 
tion in which we stand. I told you that the average increase 
has been about $5,000,000 a year, and that is what you have got 
to provide for—from $5,000,000 to $8,000,000. Now, let me show 
you how the United States stands on the question of subsidiary 
coin compared with other nations. 

The latest reports of the per capita stock of subsidiary silver 
in the principal commercial countries show: United States, 
$1.25; Great Britain, $2.81; Germany, $2.50; France, $1.19; 
Austria, $1.72; Denmark, $2.27; Sweden, $1.35; Switzerland, 


83.24. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Kansas? ; 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is there any information from the Treasury 
Department as to about how many silver dollars would be 
coined into subsidiary coin if this authority were given? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, there would not be any more 
coined than the requirements of the country called for, and that 
has averaged from $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 a year. 

Mr. CURTIS. Does not the gentleman know that we have 
had some difficulty because of the limitation in the coinage of 
subsidiary coin? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. Was not that question acted upon at the ses- 
sion of Congress when the gold-standard bill was passed? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It was, and that limit has been 
reached and passed. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It has been passed twice in four 
years. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, in line 16, on page 2, I fin 
the words: t 

From cash in the general fund in the Treasury. 

I wish to ask the gentleman, Does that include the silyer dol- 
lars in the Treasury held for redemption of silyer certificates? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; it does not. That amend- 
ment was put in by the committee, and I really do not see that 
it affects the situation at all. It would simply make the amount 
available now $6,000,000, which is in the general fund of the 
Treasury; but I want to be entirely frank with the gentleman, 
and I will say to him that it would be perfectly possible for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to surrender silver certificates 
and take more out and make more funds in the general fund 
of the Treasury. I think that amendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas, if I am not mistaken. 

Now, what has been the policy of other nations? We have got 
to do something. We have either got to commence buying silver 
again, and still further dilute our currency system in the face 
of the gold standard which we have chosen, or else we have got 
to begin to retrace our steps and get back to “a sound, safe, and 
sensible position”—to the gold standard—which I understand 
from high authority is now “irrevocably established.” Now, if 
that is true, as wise and prudent business men and legislators it 
becomes our duty to begin when we can to put our currency in 
harmony with the standard which we have chosen. In doing 
this are we following the example of other nations or are we 
not? I make the broad statement here that there is not a gold- 
standard nation in the world that either has not carried 
this programme to completion or is not doing it now. What did 
Germany do when she went to the gold basis in 1873? She sold 
her silver thalers down to about 135,000,000 as bullion and ran 
the price down from $1.29 to 95 cents, and then, unwilling to lose 
any more money, she passed a law, running through a period of 
twelve years, to recoin every thaler she had left into subsidiary 
coin. The term has not yet expired and the law is still in 
operation. 

What did Japan, a heathen country, do? When she went to 
the gold basis, she had $80,000,000 of legal-tender silver. She 
sold half of it and recoined the balance of it into subsidiary coin. 
Three years ago I had the pleasure of visiting their mint at 
Osaka, and was informed by them that they had not coined a 
silver yen since that time. They coin gold as legal tender, silver 
as subsidiary coin, and issue bank notes as the instruments and 
tools of trade. 

Let me show you how this process has been going on. I have 
here a statement from the Director of the Mint to the effect that 
in the last ten years $273,000,000 of full-tender silver in Europe 
has been withdrawn and $194,000,000 of limited-tender silver 
has been issued in increase of what they had before. When 
Austria went to the gold basis, she had $85,000,000 of full legal 
tender. She has not a dollar to-day, but has $81,000,000 of lim- 
ited tender. She changed it all. 
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Germany had $105,000,000 of full-tender silver and $110,- 
000,000, of limited-tender silver. She has to-day $62,000,000 
of full-tender silver, being exchanged year by year under the 
law, and when the law has performed its full work she will 
have $3.60 per capita of subsidiary coin as against our $1.25. 
She now has $144,000,000 of limited-tender silver. Some gen- 
tleman said to me Saturday in a private discussion in regard 
to this matter that France was not engaged in carrying out 
this programme; that she was a bimetallic nation. In 1892 
France had four hundred and fifty millions of full-tender silver 
and fifty millions of limited tender. In 1902 she had cut down 
the full tender to three hundred and seventy-three millions, and 
I have here a copy of an agreement made by Belgium, France, 
Italy, and Switzerland, under which France is recoining 130,- 
000,000 francs of full-tender silver into limited-tender silver. 

Russia had five millions full tender and thirty-six millions 
of limited tender; the full tender is already taken away. The 
limited tender is increased to $104,600,000, and the universal 
experience of the nations of the world, if I am not overstating 
it, and I do not think I am, is that the change involves a larger 
-use for silver for subsidiary coin than was used altogether be- 
fore. So that no man who stands here feeling that we ought to 
do something for silver can take the position that this is an 
objectionable proposition. z 

Japan had sixty-five millions of full tender and sixteen mil- 
lions of limited tender, and she has removed all the full tender 
silver and now has thirty million four hundred thousand of 
limited tender. I will insert all this in the Recorp. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
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Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, gentlemen, five hundred mil- 
lions of these silyer dollars are going to remain in the vaults for- 
ever unless you take some action in regard to this matter. We 
have spent a million dollars in trying to get them into circulation. 
The highest amount we have ever had in circulation is in circula- 
tion to-day, and that is $80,000,000. The highest amount last 
year was $78,000,000. I do not believe it is possible to put these 
dollars into actual circulation. You might just as well remove 
them entirely arid issue the silver certificate without them on the 
faith of the Government; not that I would recommend it, but 
from your standpoint, the standpoint of the advocate of silver, 
you might just as well do that, because three-fifths of the amount 
is pure fiat now. You have got nothing but 40 or 46 cents on 
the dollar behind the silver certificate and are losing the use of 
five hundred millions; and, as I say, we have spent $1,000,000 
in trying to get them into circulation. So you must face that 
proposition. It is one that has got to be met. 

Now, there is one single argument, and only one, that, in my 
judgment, can be brought against this proposition. I am going 
to state it frankly and then I am going to close. A member of 
the minority says that it will have this effect. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. You have $80,000,000 in circulation? 

Mr. HILI: of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. You have at present six to ten millions 
available as subsidiary coinage. The moment you proceed 
without purchasing more bullion beyond the six or ten millions 
you have you encroach on that silver that is pledged to the 
silver notes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The silver certificates; yes. 


Mr. McDERMOTT. The minute you encroach upon that 
without withdrawing your silver notes in circulation, you 
make your silver notes t 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, we should have to withdraw 
the silver notes. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. A moment ago the gentleman said it 
ee quite possible to coin that silver and leave no substitute 
or it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, you would have to withdraw 
the certificate. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. And the moment you do that without 
leaving a substitiute for it, but leave the silver notes issued on 
the faith of the Government, that moment you adopt a plain, 
clean-cut greenback proposition. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly, and I do not favor it 
at all. I think it would be ridiculous in the present state of 
the financial condition of the world to consider such a proposi- - 
tion. Of course the certificates would have to be retired when 
the silver dollars are conyerted into subsidiary coinage. This 
very bill itself proposes to issue $10 gold certificates as a sub- 
stitute for them—for we are on a gold basis, thank the Lord. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. If you are going to use a gold substitute, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are you going to use gold 
certificates without the putting of gold in the Treasury? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all, any more than you 
would withdraw silver without canceling the silver certificates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman will excuse 
me a moment—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will come to that. I am com- 
ing to the increase of gold in a moment and will show how it 
will be done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman, as I un- 
derstand it, says that after these six millions are exhausted, 
then you will have to go back on the other silver in the Treas- 
ury, but that before you could do it you would have to withdraw 
the silver certificates. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How would you withdraw 
the silver certificates except by putting out the silver against it, 
and if you put it out of the Treasury, how could you coin it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They are getting silver certificates 
in all the time for customs and payments to the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then you would destroy the 
silver certificates? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And coin an equal amount 
of silver in the Treasury? . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; that is right. And on 
every dollar of these $500,000,000 coined into subsidiary coin we 
make 7 cents, and we literally make it in that case, provided it 
is not coined faster than it goes into circulation and stays there. 

If it is coined faster than it will be absorbed by the country, 
it then becomes a debt and must be redeemel in gold, but if it 
is not coined faster than our necessity and convenience require, 
we will make 7 cents and wipe out the loss of three hundred 
millions if you will give us time enough. It is not necessary 
for us, with our great and growing country, to do what Ger- 
many did, to suffer a loss of millions and millions of dollars 
because of the folly of the past, or to do what Japan did and 
suffer a loss of millions of dollars by reason of the conditions in 
which they were placed at the time; but we can take our time 
and in the greatness of our strength can carry forward this 
enormous quantity of fiat in our silver currency, and as the 
country grows and the country absorbs the subsidiary take it 
out, and take it out at a profit of 7 cents on every dollar, be- 
cause of the less quantity of silver in the subsidiary coin than 
there is in the other. But the argument, the only argument— 
and the argument that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 
LETT], in my judgment, will make—is this, that it will with- 
draw legal-tender money and reduce the quantity of legal-tender 
money. 

Now, personally that does not affect me at all. I have no re- 
spect for the quantitative theory of money personally. I believe 
that money is a tool of trade, a measure of value, and if you 
have enough to transact business with conveniently that is all you 
need, and that the quantitative theory is exploded by reason of 
the telegraphs, and telephones, and railroads, and Marconi tele- 
graphs, and all that sort of thing, affording convenience and 
rapidity of exchange. However, I recognize the fact that there 
are many men in this country, and a great many men, who do 
believe in that and who say frankly that this will withdraw 
legal-tender money. Well, it is not so. 

In the first place, the silver certificate is not legal tender and 
the silver dollar itself is not in circulation, so that the argument 
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absolutely falls to the ground. Aside from that, I want you to 
consider that this proposition is what? To recoin enough of this 
to meet public necessity and convenience, rather than buying 
more. How much? Five millions annually. How will that af- 
fect the country? Why, gentlemen, let me give you the state- 
ment. Since April 1, 1897, the money in this country has in- 
creased in circulation from $1,669,000,000 to $2,573,000,000, an 
increase of $904,000,000, and concurrently with this increase 
our stock of gold has increased from April 1, 1897, down to De- 
cember 1, 1904, $649,000,000, an average increase of $84,000,000 
in our stock of gold every year. 

What becomes of the miserable bogie man of withdrawing 
$5,000,000 that are locked up in the vaults of the Treasury 
hurting the financial situation of this country, when you are 
having gold poured in upon you in a yellow stream of $84,000,000 
every year, and you have not withdrawn from actual use one 
single dollar of full legal-tender money, because it has not been 
there, and you have had a silver certificate which was not of 
itself legal tender, and you have affected the finances of the 
country in no way different than they would have been affected 
by tearing up a five-dollar bank note—it would simply be of so 
much benefit to the bank, that is all. 

Now, there is your situation so far as that is concerned. But 
even suppose that it was true, where would we stand? If 
every single dollar of the silver certificates were burned up 
to-morrow morning, and every dollar of the silver dollars them- 
selves were recoined into subsidiary coins, we would stand then 
on a gold basis far ahead of any commercial rival we have in 
the world. The United States has to-day of gold alone $16.39 
per capita against Great Britain with $13.18 per capita, and 
Germany with $13.54 per capita. So there is the situation, 
gentlemen. On the other hand, to open the purchase of silver 
again is not only unwise, but dangerous. By the mistakes of 
the past more than $600,000,000 of our currency represents 
nothing but the fiat of the Government—a forced loan from the 
people. It is in our power to begin now to retrace our steps 
and slowly and surely come back to solid ground. 

To start again in a course which brought us ten years ago to 
the very verge of ruin would be supremest folly. During those 
ten years, in a Democratic Congress, but by Republican votes in 
the Senate, I am proud to say, that purchasing clause was re- 
pealed—by Republican votes in the Senate, but the Democratic 
Administration was entitled to the credit of it because it was 
an Administration measure. Since that time we have added to 
our stock of gold $639,000,000. Over and above the amount used 
in the arts it is the product of our own mines, $522,700,000 
plus the amount paid to us—and note this, plus the amount 
paid to us during that time by other nations, $117,000,000. 
Now note this: Our production of silver during this same ten 
years aboye the amount used in the arts was $255,925,965, and 
every dollar of it was sold abroad for gold—every dollar of it. 

You can turn this current the other way if you will. You can 
stop the stream of gold coming into the United States and say 
that you prefer to further dilute your currency system by in- 
jecting into it another five hundred millions of silver in pre- 
cisely the same time that this proposition will eliminate five 
hundred millions of silver, but the American people have de- 
cided this problem the other way, and I had supposed that it 
had either been relegated to the rear a year ago or that it had 
been decided that the gold standard was irrevocably established 
and that we, as well as the late Democratic candidate for the 
Presidency, would govern ourselves accordingly. Gentlemen, 
economy, judgment, prudence, and fidelity to the speeches that 
we have made to the people of this country demand that we 
should absolutely stop and not purchase one single ounce of 
silver until we have eliminated from our currency system, or 
at least started on the way to eliminate from our currency sys- 
tem, the enormous surplus which we already have, and you can 
do it with profit to the country and with advantage to our 
currency system. I thank you for the time and will now yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask, before the gentleman 
concludes, a question or two. If I understood the gentleman, he 
said that in the opinion of the Attorney-General there was now 
left to the Secretary of the Treasury the privilege to buy silver 
bullion for the purpose of coining into subsidiary silver coins, 
Is that true? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes, sir; that is the law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If that is the law to-day, I want to ask this 
question: Does he consider section 3 of this act would prevent 
the Secretary of the Treasury having that power; if so, what 
words of section 3 would prevent it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not consider it would pre- 
vent it 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Do you not think—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Pardon me. This bill was drawn 
before the decision was made. It would prevent it in this re- 
spect, it would give him another source to draw from 

Mr. SHERLEY. It would give him the option. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It would give him the option, an 
option which I am satisfied he would act upon in the demand 
for recoinage, because he recommends it in his report. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, do not misunderstand my remarks. 
In that respect I agree with you, but if it be such an evil to 
buy silver bullion to coin into subsidiary coins, do you not think 
it would be better legislation to provide that he can only coin 
into subsidiary coin the silver money in the Treasury, instead 
of leaving it optional with him? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would think it better legislation, 
but I take this position—I have not gone intô it as fully as I 
would like to do because I have taken more time than I in- 
tended to do. I take this position—that that decision is wrong; 
that it is not in accordance with the law; that it would not be 
sustained if a protest was made against that action and it can 
be carried (I think there is a way by which it can be carried) 
to the Supreme Court, and that the decision would not be sus- 
tained. Of course I understand I am putting the opinion of a 
layman against an Attorney-General of the United States; I 
understand that, but I also understand another thing, that most 
excellent lawyers who have investigated this case are in accord 
with me in that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Let me ask the gentleman this further 
question: If I understand your statement correctly—if the 
Attorney-General is right in his opinion in regard to the pur- 
chase of bullion for subsidiary coinage—the same reasoning 
would also give the right to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
buy bullion for the coinage of silver dollars. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not see how the conclusion 
can be escaped. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then I want to suggest this further propo- 
sition: If it be true that under the opinion of the Attorney- 
General of the United States the Secretary of the Treasury 
to-day can buy silver bullion for the purpose of coining it into 
silver dollars, do you not think, as a matter of precaution, 
believing in the gold standard, and claiming the credit for all 
the prosperity that now exists as the result of establishing it, 
that you ought to legislate directly to fix it rather than leave it 
to a matter of opinion as to whether the Attorney-General is a 
good lawyer or not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Absolutely; but the gentleman 
must bear in mind one thing. This bill was reported before the 
decision was made on the question, and I stand here denying the 
correctness of that decision. If the decision is right in regard 
to the subsidiary currency it follows in regard to the other also, 
because there are other coins besides the standard silver dollar 
that have been authorized since that time—the 20-cent piece, 
which was not included in the act of 1873. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘If I understand the gentleman correctly, he 
is willing to risk his opinion that the Attorney-General is wrong 
rather than prepare an amendment to settle this question of 
the currency. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am entirely willing, as the author 
of this bill, to accept an amendment such as the gentleman has 
suggested, and if the gentleman will prepare an amendment pre- 
cisely on the line that he suggests I will agree to offer it, as 
8 the gentleman as one of the best lawyers in the 

ouse. 

Mr. SHERLEY. My answer to you is simply this: Here is 
your bill, called up, so far as I am concerned, without any notice 
whatever that it was to be called up. If the gentleman will give 
me sufficient time I will draw several amendments, though I do 
not cam the ability that the gentleman generously credits me 
with. 

Mr. IIILL of Connecticut.. I have no objection to the gentle- 
man having all the time he wants to prepare an amendment, 
ena I will very cheerfully offer it if he does not desire to offer 

Mr. SHERLEY. I wanted to bring out the point that on such 
important legislation notice should be given of its being taken 


up. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman and myself differed as to 
what was the fact in reference to the striking out of the limita- 
tions as to the amount of subsidiary silver coinage. I thought 
I was right. and I have the sundry civil bill, to which I call the 
attention of the gentleman to show that it was put on in the 
Senate in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have it here. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It passed the Senate with an amendment 
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in it, and was not withdrawn, but was stricken out in confer- 
ence, as shown by the report of the conferees. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have the amendment here. The 
bill was that “all limitations as to the amount of subsidiary 


silver coinage are hereby removed.” And I have also an 
amendment which I had proposed to offer if it had not been 
stricken out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not say it was withdrawn; my point 
was that it was placed in there by the Senate and stricken out 
in conference. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I accept the gentleman’s state- 
ment. 

Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia if 
he desires to go on now, or if there is any other gentleman on 
that side of the House who desires to go on; if not, I will move 
to adjourn. - 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILIAus!] as much time as he may desire. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if there ever 
was a bank-beridden Government it is this one; and yet there 
are some gentlemen who are never satisfied. They are always 
upon the floor to procure additional special legislation to make 
the banking business more profitable than it is. It is now by 
long odds the most profitable business in the United States, not 
only in the Northeast, but in the West and everywhere else. 
And there is this curious thing about it—that every time north- 
eastern banks want additional special legislation some one upon 
this floor arises and says that if they do not get it the gold 
standard is impaired, is shaken, is tottering upon its foundation, 
and about to fall; and then he tries to turn his special bank 
legislation into a free-silver discussion to the best of his ability, 
because, having argued the free-silver question very successfully 
before the country and having won on it, he thinks that if he 
ean cognate any other question with it he will win, on the prin- 
ciple that burnt children dread the fire. 

Every time anyone has that sort of a bill “the gold standard 
is in great peril;” and every time a campaign has been going 

-on “the gold standard has been established by the Republican 
party [applause on the Democratic side] and is responsible for 
all of the prosperity of the country.” It is lucky that the gentle- 
man is one of about 100 men who pretend to be acquainted 
with economics, who have found the quantitive theory of 
money ridiculous. He is one of the few men who have found 
that God has made one law which measures the value of gold 
and another law which measures the value of everything else 
in the world. He is one of the few men who have found that 
the quantity of wheat in the world has a great deal to do with 
its value and its purchasing power of corn, geese, ham, eggs, 
or money, but that the quantity of gold in the world, or of 
money passing as gold and doing its work and taken in its 
stead, has nothing to do with the purchasing power or value of 
it, as measured in terms of wheat, corn, ham, eggs, geese, or 
anything else. 

It is lucky, as I say, for if we were irretrievably convinced of 
that we would think there was some mistake about Moses and 
the Almighty being mad with Aaron for erecting a golden calf. 
How could we escape that conclusion if it appears that God has 
made one law of value for everything in the world except gold, 
and has given that a special value measure in the markets of 
the world? Is not that perfectly ridiculous when anybody comes 
to consider it? Now, when men are talking politics they are in 
the habit of talking that way. The Wall Street Journal used 
to talk that way; but I noticed an article in it lately referring 
to an approximate $400,000,000 of gold production this next 
year, and following it an argument as to what will be the effect 
of the inflation of prices that will occur from it. Already gentle- 
men are trying to get rid of all of the other money they have, so 
as to make place for the addition of the annual gold crop and 
the rising scale of prices that must necessarily and unavoidably 
follow its infiltration into the work of the commerce of the 
world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the gentleman need 

to bother himself to death about flooding this country with 
dimes and quarters and halves. 
The gentleman seems to think that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury has unlimited power of purchase—and, mind you, it is 
only for subsidiary coinage purposes—that the whole silver ques- 
tion is going to be opened up again, and that unless you can get 
rid of the standard silver dollars that are lying in the Treasury 
and “doing no good to anybody,” “ unused,” as he says, because 
they are represented only by paper certificates doing their work 
for the people—unless you can get rid of them, according to his 
theory, then you will have brought into the money of the world 
sufficient subsidiary coinage seriously to threaten the gold stand- 
ard. Now, if I understand his position, that is about it. 


Nothing can disturb a standard except another standard. All 
the subsidiary stuff in the world, redeemable in terms of the 
standard, can not disturb the standard unless there gets to be 
so much of it, or so little of the standard, that the Government 
refuses or fails or finds it impossible to redeem it. Now, who 
imagines that there are going to be enough dimes and quarters 
and halves in this country for the Government not to be able to 
meet them and redeem them in some other form of legal tender 
and lawful money or even coined gold itself? 

The gentleman says the bill is not subtracting from the legal 
tender at all, because, he says, the silver certificates are not 
legal tender and the silver dollars are in the Treasury and not 
in circulation; and yet he knows all you have to do is to carry 
a silver certificate to the Treasury and get a silver dollar for it 
and use it as a legal tender. Well, the gentleman might just 
as well say the same thing about the gold certificate, might he 
not? What is the use of all the gold piled up in the Treasury? 
It is “doing no good” if it is unused, because it, too, is only 
represented by gold certificates that are out doing the work of 
the people—the work of commerce. 

But my main objection to this bill, Mr. Speaker, does not lie 
along that line. The standard silver dollar, for all practical pur- 
poses, is to-day subsidiary coin. It is true that you can pay 
debts with it—that it is a legal tender; but nobody is going to 
get a thousand of them or ten thousand of them to do that. And 
by your policy you have made of it practically a subsidiary coin, 
and by the utterances of your Secretaries of the Treasury you 
will redeem it in gold if it is presented at the Treasury under 
circumstances, in the opinion of the Secretary, demanding it. 
So that that is not a very grave question. But the very fact 
that it is not shows how ridiculous is the argument of the gen- 
tleman this morning that this sort of thing, a change from one 
form to another of practically subsidiary coinage, “threatens 
the gold standard” or threatens anything else. e 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon me 
for an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman will ađmit that 
every civilized country on the globe is pursuing the same 
course? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I haven't the slightest doubt 
of it, and back of it is the same influence. There is an infiu- 
ence all over this world to displace government-provided money 
with bank-provided money, and to enable the banks to make 
the profit out of it instead of the government performing its 
functions for the people without profit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was going to say, that is not my 
main objection to this bill. My main objection is in the first 
clause, which I am going to read now because I do not want 
to speak long, although I wanted to mention some other things 
in the bill, too. 

Gentlemen, in connection with this clause I want to call your 
attention to this state of affairs which now exists, I have 
called the attention of the House to it once before. Here a 
few years ago, when agrarianism swept all over this country 
a great many people adopted what they called the “ subtreasury 
scheme.” The State of the gentleman from Kansas was swept 
into the scheme. Oregon and Washington went into it, and a 
great part of the country went with them. Why? Because we 
had set precedents that came back like poisoned chalices to our 
lips. These people had heard of so much money in the Treas- 
ury, and they wanted to borrow it at reasonable rates. Let 
the Government lend it to us,” said they. Let them lend it 
to us on cotton and on corn and on iron ore, which we will put 
in the Government warehouse, and let us have it at 2 per cent.” 
You refused, saying it is not a part of the function of the Goy- 
ernment to lend money. You responded properly and rightly, 
but the other fellow said: “ Yes, but you are lending it.” You 
do not lend it to the miner or the farmer, but you are lending 
it to the banks without interest. You call it a deposit, but you 
are lending it without interest, and here to-day there are lying 
in the national banks somewhere near $140,000,000 loaned to 
these banks without interest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One hundred and four millions, 
if the gentleman please. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care about the 
Amount. If it was only ten thousand it would be the same 
thing. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is a quite a serious question 
whether it is $1,000 or $200,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It does not make a particle 
of difference about the principle, and that is what I am arguing 
for. If you have a right to lend a bank $10 without interest 
as a favor, you have a right to lend it $10,000,000,000; but 
whatever the amount, over $100,000,000 are loaned to the banks 
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to-day by the Government of the United States without charging 
a dollar of interest. The State of Minnesota to-day is depositing 
its money in banks and gets 2} per cent. Here not long ago the 
Government of the United States loaned the Philippines, or 
gave them, coined for them, $5,000,000. I am reliably informed 
that a trust company still have a part of that deposit. They 
offered the Government of the United States 3 per cent to de- 
posit that money there, and it was deposited, and a part of it 
is lying there now. 

Now, you take this money out of the Treasury and deposit 
in the banks for long periods without charging that bank inter- 
est that the banks would be willing to pay. Whether the 
amount is one hundred millions or one hundred and fifty mil- 
lions makes no difference. I will accept the gentleman’s figures 
of one hundred and four millions as the amount to-day. ° It 
may be larger to-morrow or smaller, but it is lent without in- 
terest, on the subterfuge and the circumlocution of a “ deposit,” 
thereby justifying the Federal Government in interfering in all 
sorts of private schemes, making itself a participator in them 
by lending them money without interest. 

That is not all, but it lends it without any fixed prescription 
of law by which it shall be done. It leaves it absolutely within 
the discretion of an officer of the Treasury Department—makes 
it a mere matter of favoritism on his part, if he chooses to use 
it as a matter of favoritism. I do not charge that he does it. 
I only charge that he could do so if he wanted to. No law pre- 
vents him. No cause is prescribed by law or fixed regulation 
for preferring one bank to another as a “ depository.” 

If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH] 
were an enemy of the Treasury official, personally or politically, 
and were running a national bank, and if I were a friend, per- 
sonally and politically, and were running a national bank, and 
we were rivals in business in the same town, he could refuse to 
give it to the gentleman from Michigan without one word of ex- 
planation to anybody, and could give it to me without one word 
of explanation from anybody. Ah, it is no wonder that nine- 
tenths of the national bankers are Republicans! Some of them 
are already depositories, and the others are hoping to be. Now, 
what does this bil do? At present you can deposit in the banks— 
that is, you can lend to them without interest all of the money in 
the Treasury; except receipts from customs.” Now, receipts 
from customs are about half of the annual revenue of the Goy- 
ernment in round numbers. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
pardon me a moment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care for figures. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am not going to give you figures. 
I am simply going to ask you this question: Does the gentle- 
man see any reason whatever why $10,000 received in Gulfport, 
Miss., from customs, should be taken out of Gulfport and 
shipped to Washington—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And $10,000 received from inter- 
nal revenues put into the bank in Gulfport and drawn on by 
draft? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is all this section proposes 
to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the reason I answer 
as I do is because it is wrong to do what we are already doing. 
Governmentally speaking, it is absolutely immoral to take 
that amount of money that is received from internal revenues 
and lend it to a bank in Gulfport without interest. It is 
wreng for another reason. It is wrong because that bank 
would be willing to pay interest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will omit the question of inter- 
est entirely, and ask the gentleman this question: Is it wrong 
to put it in there to-day and make a draft and send it to the 
Treasury this afternoon, and to forbid doing the same thing 
with customs money? That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
ging the question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is all this section is to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He knows that is not what 
I am talking about, the fact of an officer going down there and 
leaving his money “over night” for safety. That is not the 
matter under discussion. F 

Mr. HILL of- Connecticut. It is a question of about $200,000 
a year to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ihave not got much time, but 
if gentlemen say that you can not get interest from these banks 
I respond that the United States Government has already got, 
in one case, 3 per cent. I saw it in the paper and believe it to 
be true. The gentleman from Minnesota tells me he saw it. I 
refer to this money for the Philippines—the Philippine loan 
fund. A part of it is now on deposit. All the States get inter- 


The gentleman is now beg- 


est. Now, then, why should you single out one business? Why 
does not the Government of the United States, if the system I 
am quarreling about is right, provided I give absolutely indu- 
bitable and undoubted gilt-edged security, outside of the ques- 
tion of my own solvency, deposit with me and let me have its 
surplus without interest? Why does it not let the State banks 
have it, as well as the national banks, provided, again, they give 
absolutely gilt-edged security outside of the question of the sol- 
vency or insolvency of the bank itself? But the point I want 
to get at is this, if the gentleman will allow me: What this bill 
does in the first section is to strike out those words “ except re- 
ceipts from customs,” and thereby enables the other half of the 
revenues of this Government to be loaned to national banks 
without interest—doubles the existing possible wrong and goy- 
ernmental abuse. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 5 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to call his attention 
to the fact that this law precisely this law which this section 
will bring into effect—is now by special enactment found a busi- 
ness necessity, and exists with regard to Alaska, the Hawaiian 
Islands, and Porto Rico, and this simply puts the United States 
on the same basis that we have legislated for the other islands 
under the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean 
that we have passed laws to do that in those cases? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Amended this section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. Now, then, the gentle- 
man is one of the rarest logicians that I ever knew. Whenever 
I point out a wrong the gentleman attempts to convince me that 
I am wrong by stating another wrong on all fours with it. 
[Laughter.] Now, if the thing that I am saying is wrong in 
principle, wrong in governmental morals, the only difference be- 
tween what the gentleman proposes to do here and what he says 
we have already done is a difference of degree and not of kind. 

And I say to you that when the day of agrarianism and 
socialism comes or threatens to come, and when you go out 
among the wicked masses and say that it is not the part and 
function of the Government to support people either by lending 
them money or giving them money—giving money forever or 
giving it for twelve months or any stated time—that you will 
find your chief difficulty growing out of these two things: First, 
that you have said in your national bank laws there is a perfect 
right to do it, and you have said in your tariff laws that it is 
perfectly right to use the Government’s revenues and Govern- 
ment power for the purpose of indirectly giving money to labor. 
That is the argument you make in defense of them, that it is 
for the purpose of making labor more profitable to itself, more 
highly rewarded by enabling employers to pay more, and yet 
no logician can stand for an hour and say that that which is 
right to be done indirectly—percolating additional profits 
through the hands of the employer who may or may not pay 
it—that that thing which it is right to do indirectly is not 
right to be done directly. 

It follows that this Government has the right to give millions 
of dollars directly out of the Treasury to provide for seam- 
stresses in the sweatshops in Chicago and New York and to 
make up a difference in all other laborers’ wages in the United 
States between whatever he may earn now, if it is less than a 
dollar—if the dollar is supposed to be a fair wage—and that 
dollar. Ah, gentlemen, the children of darkness are wiser than 
the children of light, we are told by the Scriptures, but the Scrip- 
tures interpolate by saying they are wiser “in their generation.” 
The children of light are generally wiser throughout all gen- 
erations.” It is well to stick to firm fundamental principles. 
It is well to remember what the Government has the right to do 
and what the Government has not the right to do, and I now 
raise my voice in protest against almost doubling the existing 
iniquitous wrong which consists in lending to one class, and 
they a very highly prosperous one, the surplus money in the 
Treasury without interest. 

This bill will double the possibility of the perpetuation of 
that very identical wrong. I do it from the consideration of 
conservatism; I do it as a warning against socialism and all 
the other isms which will come during this century. I say if 
you have the right to lend without return of interest to the 
national banks money upon a deposit of United States bonds— 
and I deny it—then you have the right to lend me money upon 
my deposit of iron ore, if I have iron ore. If you have the 
right to lend a bank money without interest you have the right 
to lend to me without interest. Now, the Government has the 
same right to lend money with interest that an individual has. 
Why? Because the Government is there not a Government, but 
a money owner, a property owner—just as the Supreme Court 
has held as a landowner it has the right to give away its land 
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to promote internal improvement or sell it; but if the Govern- 
ment continues to exercise this right in the way of giving away 
money forever or for a period I can not tell you now where it 
is going to stop or when the end is going to begin. 

What I would like to do would be to offer an amendment 
striking out the first section, and I would like still further to 
offer an amendment, if I had time to draw it properly, provid- 
ing that when the Secretary of the Treasury went to deposit 
the moneys of the Government he should deposit them in such 
banks as gave the best returns to the Government, just as I 
would deposit my money or the gentleman from Connecticut 
would deposit his money. Oh, the gentleman from Connecticut 
here last session got up and proved beyond the peradventure of 
a doubt by figures which he presented that if the Government 
put its money out at interest that those sections of the country 
where the smallest interest rates preyailed would borrow the 
most money, and that those sections of the country where the 
largest interest rate prevailed would be the sections that could 
not afford to borrow it. He brought these figures here; he put 
them in the Record, whereby he attempted to prove that if you 
put money out on deposit to the banks offering the largest rate 
of interest that the banks in New York and the Northeast, where 
money rates of 3 and 4 per cent prevail, would borrow every 
bit, because they could afford to pay the highest rate, and the 
banks out on the Pacifie slope and in the developing South, 
where money is needed for new productive enterprises, could 
not afford to pay the same rate of interest—that where interest 
rates are lowest the banks could afford to pay most to the Goy- 
ernment to get it to lend to customers, and vice versa. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon me a 
moment? Did I not convince the gentleman himself of the cor- 
rectness of my position after some two months’ struggle with 
him? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, the gentleman by his 
persistency, which is his next most characteristic and attractive 
quality after his logic, or rather illogicality, did persuade me 
finally to quit arguing with him. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I see that it is 5 o’clock, and as I have myself 
frequently said it was wrong to keep the horses in the plow 
after 5, I shall desist now, so that the House may adjourn. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Darzern, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4831 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that this is Dis- 
trict of Columbia day, and the Chair overlooked that fact when 
the “regular order“ was called, and the Chair directed the call 
of committees. The Chair is informed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] that he desires to call up a bill for 
the consideration of the House from that committee. 


INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION, 


Mr. MORRELL. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union—— 

The SPEAKER. Why does not the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent to consider it in the House? Will the gentleman send 
his bill to the Clerk’s desk? 

The Clerk read as follow: 

J!. nn gr gad 
D. C., for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration of this joint resolution in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. MORRELL. I move that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of District business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of exist- 
ing business. : 

Mr. MORRELL. I desire to call up joint resolution 160. 

The Clerk read as follows:, 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 160) gran 


the temporary occupancy of 
a part of the vernment reservation 


Washington, D. C., for the 


American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

a etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
gran 
gene 


rmits, under such restrictions as he may deem necessary, to the 
committee of arrangements of the American Railway Appliance 


Exhibition, to be given in connection with the meeting of the Interna- 
tional Railway Congress, for the nse of such portion of the public res- 
ervatlon fronting on the south side of B street, between 8 
street and Sixteenth street roadway northwest, being a part of the 
unimproved portion of the Monument grounds in the city of Wash- 
ington, which, in his opinion, will inflict no serious or permanent 
injuries upon said reservation, to continue from March 20 to May 25, 
1905, inclusive: Provided, however, That all stands, platfo or 
other temporary structures that may be erected on the space afore- 
said shall be under the supervision of said general committee of ar- 
ara and in accordance with plans to be approved by the officer 
in e * 2 of public buildings and grounds. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized to permit said general committee of arrange- 
ments for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition to convey to such 
reservation, through suitable conductors, wherever necessary, and in 
the nearest practicable connection with the present supply thereof, 
gas, steam, and electricity for power, heat, and light necessary for 
such exhibition: Provided, That said conductors shall not be used for 
the 8 of steam or electric current after May 15, 1905, and 
shall, with their supports, be fully and entirely removed from the 
streets and avenues of the said end of Washington on or before Ma 
25, 1905: Provided further, That the work of conveying such conduct- 
ors to the reservation and removing of said conductors shall be in 
accordance with plans to be approved by and under the supervision of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall see that the 
provisions of this resolution are enforced, and that all needful precau- 
tions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the pavement 
of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as good condition 
as before entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided further, 
That no expense or damage on account of or due to the conveying, 
operation, or removal of the said temporary conductors shall be in- 
curred by the United States or the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized to permit said general committee of arrangements 
to temporarily occupy parts of streets with tracks and switches for the 
accommodation of the exhibitors attending said exhibition: Provided, 
That such 9 occupation shall not exceed the period of sixty 
days, and shall be subject to conditions prescribed by said Commis- 


sioners. 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby are, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany, the Postal Telegraph Company, and the Chesapeake and Potomac 

elephone Company to extend overhead wires to said reservation and 
to such points thereon as shall be deemed necessary and convenient by 
said general committee of arrangements, the said wires to be taken 
down within ten days after the conclusion of the meeting of the Inter- 
national Railway Congress on the 14th day of May, 1905. 

Sec. 5. That said general committee of arrangements, prior to the 
issuance of the mits hereinbefore authorized, shall make such neces- 


for damages arising in any manner from their occupation of public space 
under this act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ permits,” insert the following: “ un- 
der such restrictions as he may deem necessary.” 

Page 3, line 7, insert, after the word “authorized,” the words “in 
their discretion.” 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, as the report of this bill 
shows, this matter has been up before the Secretary of War, who 
has approved it. It has been submitted to the Chief of Engi- 
neers, who has approved it, and it has met the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District. It does not carry one single 
cent of appropriation with it, and the exhibition, when erected 
there, will be absolutely free—not one cent admission will be 
charged to anybody who goes to see the exhibition. 

The International Railway Congress, which is to meet here, 
is only held once every five years, and, according to the rules 
governing the body, has to be held in the capital of the country 
in which the congress meets. 

In connection with this International Railway Congress, 
which will bring distinguished people from all countries to the 
United States, it was thought highly advisable as a matter of 
national pride to have an exhibit of American railway appli- 
ances; and of course for this exhibit it was necessary to have 
the proper building and ground conveniently located upon 
which to erect the buildings. The sessions of the congress 
are to be held at the New Willard Hotel, and the only available 
space which, after consultation with Colonel Brownwell, could be 
used is the one on Monument Lot described in the bill. It is a 
part of the Monument Lot which is entirely unimproved, not 
even having any grass on part of it to speak of, and has been 
used by boys as a playground. It will not do any damage to 
that piece of ground, and sufficient money is to be deposited by 
the American Railway Appliance Exhibition to insure the 
building being removed and the grounds put back to the condi- 
tion in which they were originally. I sincerely trust that this 
will meet the approbation of the committee, and I move that the 
bill with amendments do pass. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes. s 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman inform us what is the size 
of the proposed buildings? 

Mr. MORRELL, I kaye no absolute information, as far as 
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that is concerned, but these bulldings are to be of a character 
sufficient to contain and exhibit some railway appliances steam, 
electric, and otherwise and also for the exhibition of cars and 
all railway equipment of the latest and most approved designs. 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman teli us how much ground is 
to be permitted to be used? 


Mr. MORRELL. Yes; I have a little map here which shows 
in red exactly the amount of ground to be occupied by the build- 


ings. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman state, so that it can go into 
the Recorp, about the size of the plot of ground to be used? 

Mr. MORRELL. I do not know the exact acreage. I might 
make a mistake if I made a statement on that subject. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not know the size of the 
building, as I understand him, or the ground which it is pro- 
posed to cover. 

Mr. MORRELL. I could not be exact. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There will be a number of buildings. 

Mr. MANN. Can you give us any idea? The resolution gives 
us no conception of it at all. 

Mr. MORRELL. I should say, looking at it roughly, that it 
would be about three acres, as far as I can remember. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say there was no 
grass on this ground. Has the gentleman been there to see? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes; I have often ridden around that part 
of the lot. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will go there again, and if 
he finds any part of it that has not any grass upon it except 
where it is cleared for ball games it will very much surprise me. 

Mr. PALMER. Perhaps this is not a good winter for grass. 
[Laughter.} 

Mr. MANN. I walked all over this ground for the very pur- 
pose of ascertaining that fact. 

Mr. MORRELL. If you state that as a fact, then of course I 
must correct my statement and admit that there is grass. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose that the gentleman relied upon the 
statement that was made to him. 

Mr. MORRELL. I did to a certain extent, yes. But even if, 
as the gentleman states, this piece is covered with grass, I do 
not think the grass is of such a character there that it will be 
very seriously injured by temporary buildings. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman thinks it will not be any great 
loss. 

Mr. MORRELL. No; because, as I understand, these gentle- 
men hold themselyes responsible for placing these grounds ex- 
actly in the same condition as they are when they take posses- 
sion of them. 

I also understand that this same ground has been used for en- 
campments when the Grand Army was here, and no objection 
was made to its use for that purpose. 

This is something that interests all the different sections of 
the country. As I understand it, the manufacturers who pro- 
pose to send their exhibits here are from over 125 different 
cities in the Union and give employment to over 300,000 wage- 
earners and feed and maintain about 1,200,000 of our popula- 
tion. It will be a subject of national pride, and I think that it 
will be of great benefit to the District and to the city of Wash- 
ington. It will induce people to come here. As new inventions 
in railway appliances are of interest to all travelers, it will make 
their visit enjoyable. It will certainly do a great deal toward 
exploiting our railway appliances in Europe, because we pride 
ourselves, if I am not mistaken, on the fact that our railway 
appliances are equal if not superior to those of any other nation 
in the world. Here will be a chance for these gentlemen who 
represent the foreign government—because most of the rail- 
ways in Europe are carried on by the government, and these 
people represent, to a certain extent, the governments of 
Burope—to see these appliances, get in touch with our manufac- 
turers, and will, I think, be of great use, as I said before, in 
spreading our manufactures. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a question? 

Mr. PORTER. I want to know if he will allow me a moment 
to explain? 

Mr. MORRELL. Of course, with pleasure. 

Mr. PORTER. In relation to the use of the ground, the exhi- 
bition, as I understand it, proposes to be very similar to the 
exhibition that is given at Saratoga nearly every year in con- 
nection with the meeting of the Master Car Builders’ Association. 
At that time the exhibition is held on the ground of the Grand 
Union Hotel. To be sure, it stays there for a less length of time 
than it will have to remain here. These buildings will be tem- 
porary structures. There are no permanent foundations, and no 


very large buildings will be put up. They will be creditable 
structures. They will not be offensive to the eye, or anything 
of that kind, but they will be temporary in their nature, as the 
exhibitors will naturally not wish to go to useless expenditure 
in that connection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am told from every side that 
nobody ought to oppose this bill. I have the greatest respect 
for the International Railway Congress. I have no doubt what- 
ever that it is an exceedingly good convention of very fine gentle- 
men and that it would be a splendid thing to show them the 
patented and other railway devices in this country in the way 
of railway appliances, But this proposition is one to turn over 
a part of the park system of Washington to a private body of 
men for exhibition purposes. 

If this proposition is agreed to by Congress, by what authority 
do we refuse the next request that is made in the same way? 
This proposition comes to us based upon the fact that years 
ago Congress gaye authority for the use of this same ground for 
a week to the Grand Army of the Republic, and because the 
men of the Grand Army of the Republic were permitted to 
sleep on this ground in tents for a week or less, now we are told 
that we must follow the precedent and turn over for two months 
this piece of ground, a part of the park system lying between 
the Washington Monument and the White House, for the pur- 
pose of erecting a large exhibition building with railroads run- 
ning into it. Next year it will be some other exhibition. There 
are dozens of congresses, so called, which meet in Washington 
every year. It is the popular convention city of the country, 
and it is a mighty poor convention which does not have some- 
thing to show, if it can show it on the public parks of Washing- 
ton, in the most prominent place there is in the city, lying be- 
tween the Executive Mansion and the Washington Monument. 

If this consent be granted, I have no doubt that the first sug- 
gestion that will enter the mind of every foreigner that comes 
to this shore is that this sordid people, so greedy for the dollar, 
turns over the palace for a pen or an exhibition ground. 

I visited these grounds last fall with this request in view. 
If the other gentlemen of the House have had as many letters 
pleading for the passage of this resolution as have come to 
me, then I can readily explain the popular favor which it has 
met here. All sorts and conditions of men in the city of Chicago 
connected with the railway enterprises and those not con- 
nected with any railroad enterprises have written me at the 
request of the lobby, a proper lobby, which has been working 
for the passage of this resolution. They have written to me 
requesting the support of the resolution which would be offered. 

For years, Mr. Chairman, I was taught to believe in my own 
city that the public parks should be reserved for the people—that 
exposition buildings should be taken away from them. I helped 
in my own city to see that the Chicago exposition building was 
removed from the Lake Front Park and that the IIlinois Cen- 
tral Railway was driven from the rights that it claimed. I 
have frequently objected in my own city to turning over the 
parks for exhibition purposes. The only time in years in my 
own city, which has a much larger proportion of parks than has 
the city of Washington, that we have given such permission was 
when the World's Fair came there. I say now that the injury 
to the trees on the grounds on which the World’s Fair was lo- 
cated in Chicago can never be repaired in the life of the present 
generation. Oh, they say to us, it is used down there for noth- 
ing but a ball ground. Why, that is a part of the purpose of a 
park—to be used for a ball ground. That is where the boys go 
to play ball. That is what they are entitled to. They are enti- 
tled to a park and playground upon which they can play ball in 
the summer time. 

The last piece of ground in the park system which I would use 
for exhibition purposes would be a piece of ground where the 
children play in the summer time. I have frequently in going 
back and forth to the Agricultural grounds all summer noticed 
the boys playing ball there. 

On one corner of this piece of ground which they propose to 
take they have planted shrubs and trees, which, of course, can 
be replaced after they have been taken up. But if this is a 
precedent to be made, if you put a common exhibition, and that 
is all this can be called, upon the most prominent portion of the 
park system of Washington, right at the base of the great monu- 
ment to Washington, right in the rear of the Executive Mansion 
of the country, you can never properly refuse a request to any 
set of men or any convention which desires to use any portion 
of the public parks in Washington for their own private benefit 
for exhibition purposes. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, this is not a common ex: 
position. On the contrary, it is an exposition for the purpose 
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of enabling railway men to come together and exhibit the dif- 
ferent manufactures and appliances that they have; and from 
this country alone 629 manufacturers have asked for space, 100 
of them from Chicago. They come from 187 different cities in 
the Union, representing 29 States, and it does not seem that the 
mere objection that it will take the ball ground from the boys 
for a period of two months is tenable as against the request for 
an exhibition of this character. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman will admit that there 
is a great deal of vacant ground very close to Washington? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, there is; but there is no vacant 
ground convenient for this exposition. 

Mr. MANN. Well, here you have railroads interested in this, 
and it is a very simple matter to run a railroad to the grounds 
chosen for the exposition. It is not difficult at all. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But the railroads are more interested in 
making an exhibition that will be convenient for the people than 
they are in making money out of the people who might ride to 
the exposition on their roads. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman surely does not claim that 
the ordinary people are benefited by seeing these appliances. 
It is members of the railway congress that the exposition people 
desire to show these appliances to. Probably one train would 
hold all of the foreign delegates that are coming here. I expect 
one car would. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Possibly, but the exposition is to be open 
for the public. Everbody is expected to visit the exposition. 
It will be free. There will be no charge made to anyone, and 
it is expected that this exposition will be of the greatest benefit 
to the American people as a whole; that it will give American 
manufacturers of railway appliances an opportunity to get into 
the world their products, thus giving additional labor to Ameri- 
can employees and giving the world additional knowledge of 
the genius of the American inventor and of the American manu- 
facturer, and I still say that the claim of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] in behalf of the bal’ players is untenable 
as against this great public enterprise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. MORRELL. Does the gentleman from Mississippi desire 
to say anything? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; I desire to say a word 
or two, Mr. Chairman, and that is this: That I have had occasion 
to look into this matter, and my reason for voting for it would be 
stronger than any one mentioned. If I had my way, I would 
not only vote for the bill, but I would give these people a not 
unreasonably high-priced chromo, because to the best of my 
knowledge it is the first bill presented here by a railroad or any 
corporate interest that did not ask a dollar or two of the Treas- 
ury. These people propose to hold an exposition of the highest 
utility to everybody, a thing that ought to be by all means done, 
I think that might have been done by some of the Departments 
very well, and they propose to do it for the purpose of finding 
out what are the best appliances of various sorts, many of which 
save human life, thus learning from one another and from the 
inventors. They do not ask a dollar from the Government or 
from the District of Columbia or anybody else. They just ask 
permission to put some temporary buildings here on some unim- 
proved parkage that, as far as I can learn, is used for nothing 
but baseball. 

Now, baseball is one of the most sacred pursuits of the Ameri- 
ean citizen, and I would not raise any interference with his 
pursuit of happiness in that direction or any other; but it does 
seem to me that these people are even moderate not to ask 
a chromo in addition, after the character of the bill such as has 
been explained. I shall vote for it. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the committee do now rise 
and report the resolution favorably to the House, with the rec- 
ommendation that the resolution as amended do pass. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration House joint resolution No. 
160, granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the Govern- 
ment reservation in Washington, D. C., for the American Rail- 
way Appliance Exhibition, and had instructed him to report the 
same back with two amendments with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and that the House resolution as 
amended be passed. 
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Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this iden- 
tical resolution has passed the Senate, and I would like permis- 
= bes have that resolution as it passed the Senate substituted 
or this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that joint resolution 79, which is upon the 
Speaker’s table, which he states to be identical to this bill as 
amended, be considered in lieu of the present resolution. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
upon the passage of the joint resolution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 0. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point that no quorum has yoted. Evidently there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that there is 
no quorum here, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William M. Noe against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James Garnett, trustee of the Baptist Church of Columbia, Ky., 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel B. Patterson against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
A. W. Richards, administrator of the estate of Kinchen Bell, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Douglass Taylor, administrator of estate of Senia McClelland 
and Hunter McClelland against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Caims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of A. L. Patton, administrator of estate of Henry Ruby, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for an additional clerk in 
the Department of Justice—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture 
submitting an estimate of emergency appropriation for com- 
batting the boll weevil—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
recommendation for legislation as to the assignment to duty of 
paymasters’ clerks—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a communication from the president of the Mississippi 
River Commission, a recommendation as to reimbursements for 
losses in the burning of the steamer Wynoka—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, the draft of a bill for the relief 
of certain receivers of public moneyS—to the Committee on the 
Pubic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
recommendation as to the payment of the claim of George 
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Walker, a Potawatomi Indian—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the president of the Commercial Pacific 
Cable Company in relation to the removal of certain hindrances 
to navigation around the Midway Islands—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of an investiga- 
tion as to the amount of water used by the Departments and 
offices of the United States Government—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report relative to the 
effect on manufacturing enterprises of prospective improve- 
ments of navigation at Willamette Falls, Oreg.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
additional papers in the claim of Naomi E. Daly—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print~d. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for the public schools—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for tests of coal and 
n the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriation for furniture and repairs of public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the diplomatic and 
consular service—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the State, 
War, and Navy Department Building, submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for fuel, lights, ete.—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the exposition at Liege, 
Belgium—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General, submit- 


ting an estimate of appropriation for the Post-Office Department 
and the postal service—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Flushing Bay, New York—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15317) to build 
a bridge across the Ouachita River, Arkansas, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3022); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8024) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Fergusen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16007) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
T. Helwagen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16029) appropriating the sum of $500 to pay 
services of Elizabeth Ballett as nurse—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

- A bill (H. R. 16071) for the relief of Green Edmondson— 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 16258) granting a pension to Susan H. Chad- 
sey—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5662) for the relief of Julia Nolan-—-Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 16274) providing for the 
regulation and supervision of insurance—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 16275) 
for the amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, as amended by the act approved May 9, 
1900—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 16276) to fix raté of postage 
on books and merchandise mailed at distributing post-oftices of 
rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16277) to 
regulate the employment of child Jabor in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16278) for the opening of 
a connecting parkway along Piney Branch, between Sixteenth 
street and Rock Creek Park, District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 16279) to establish a 
3 post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16280) for the construc- 
tion, equipment, and operation of a dredge with necessary appli- 
ances and scows—to the fommittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 16281) to amend section 
5200 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
amend the national banking act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 16282) to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 16283) to enlarge the 
United States court and post-office building at San Antonio, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 16284) to transfer Fayette 
County from western to southern judicial district of Texas—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a blil (H. R. 16285) to regulate salaries of United States 
marshals and district attorneys of Texas—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16286) for the erection of 
a post-office building at Pontiac, III.—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16287) ap- 
plying the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, to the men of 
the Mississippi River Ram Fleet and Marine Brigade, their 
widows and minors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16288) for the purchase 
of letters patent of the Dickenson self-righting and self-bailing 
lifeboat—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16289) to empower the 
Secretary of War to allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted 
men in national cemeteries in the same graves as deceased 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16290) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Denison, in the State of Texas—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16291) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Greenville, in 
ae ae of Texas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 16292) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 16293) to allow the Minnecholis, 
Red Lake and Manitoba Railway Company to acquire certain 
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lands in the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 
16294) to establish and maintain a national sanitarium for indi- 
gent consumptives—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 16295) to admit wood and 
lumber free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16296) to admit hides free of duty—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 16297) amending section 8 
of an act approved March 2, 1903, Public, No. 128, second ses- 
sion Fifty-seventh Congress, entitled “An act to authorize the 
Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River, 
in the State of Mississippi“ —to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16298) to 
provide for and regulate the use of the navigable rivers and 
streams of the United States for manufacturing, industrial, and 
other purposes by means of water power obtained therefrom— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 16299) to amend and reenact 
section 714 of chapter 12 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 16300) to provide for uni- 
formity in the plans and structure of dams hereafter con- 
structed in the navigable streams of the United States by pri- 
vate persons for the generation of power, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 16301) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4. 1887—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16302) to pro- 
vide for a public building at New Orleans, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 392) providing for 
the consideration of H. R. 4072—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GREENE: A resolution (H. Res. 393) to pay Walter 
French, son of Walter H. French, deceased, late file clerk of 
the House, certain money from the contingent fund of the 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16303) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph W. Tyler—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 16304) granting a pension to 
Mary Damm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 16305) for the relief of 
Aaron B. Stripling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16306) for the relief 
of the heirs of Robert McCoy, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16307) for the relief of the heirs of Bethel 
A. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 16308) granting an increase of 
pension to Webster Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16309) granting an increase of pension to 
Loren H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16310) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 16311) granting an 
increase of pension to Morris Del Dowane—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16312) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus C. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16313) granting an increase of pension to 
Richmond Sailing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16315) granting an increase of pension 
to Fred Edward Stark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 16316) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Casper J. Schoer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16317) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 16318) granting an increase 
of pension to John Murray—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16319) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16320) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16321) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Muchmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16322) granting an increase of pension to 
Dulcina Galbraith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 16323) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David P. De Tar—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16324) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard Rollings—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 16325) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonas Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16326) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth R. Nelson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16327) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Camby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16328) granting a pension to Lois E. Bliss, 
née Motter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16329) granting 
an increase of pension to George Merrill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 16330) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of J. V. S. Stover— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16331) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 16332) granting a 
pension to Herbert O. Kohr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16333) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Blessing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 16334) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of the late Wil- 
liam H. Thomas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16335) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frank C. Culley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 16336) granting an increase 
of pension to Howard Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16337) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Philbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN; A bill (H. R. 16338) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. Fradenburg—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 16339) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Stair—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16340) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Dumenil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 16341) for the relief of 
the estate of Saphira E. Stalcup—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 16342) granting a pension to 
Henry Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 10343) for the relief of 
Sophronia E. Ramm, formerly Price—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16344) granting 
an increase of pension to John Walters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 16345) granting an increase 
of pension to George Whitfield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 16346) for the relief of 
Bates & Despard and Despard Brothers—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 16347) for the relief of. 
Patrick Heelan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 16348) granting an increase 
of pension to Johnson Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16349) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16350) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16351) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Campion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16852) granting an increase of pension to 
Merritt A. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 16353) for the relief of the 
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Society of the United Brethren in Christ of Tyrone, Pa.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16354) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16355) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16356) granting an increase of pension to 
William MeMeanes-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16357) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16858) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16359) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Giffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16360) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Madara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 16361) for the relief of 
Edward Gazette—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16362) granting a pension to 
Nancy J. St. Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 16363) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram Barker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 16364) granting an increase 
of pension to Gustav Tafel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A Dill (H. R. 16365) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gilbert Hayes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16366) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Shultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16367) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Watts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16368) granting a pen- 
sion to Susannah Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 16369) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin Barker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 16370) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 16371) for the relief of 
Michael Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 16372) for the relief of William H. Wood— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16373) 
granting an increase of pension to George Lawhern—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 16374) 
for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. C. M. J. Williamson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16375) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. 
Peebles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16376) for the relief of the heirs of 
Jacob Kuykendall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16377) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
J. Babb, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16378) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Cato—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16379) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. 
Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16380) for the relief of Mrs. Mercy C. 
Harvey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16381) for the relief of James K. Ham- 
blen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16382) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. 
Buck, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16383) for the relief of the heirs of Ben- 
jamin Whitehead, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 16384) granting a pension to 
Thomas Poag—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 16385) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin Vincent—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16386) granting a pension to Bryan Dun- 
bar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 16387) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah F. Mathison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 16388) granting a pension to 
Gilman J. Philbrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16389) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16390) granting an increase of pension to 
Mortimer C. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16891) granting a pension to Michael 
Mariga—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16392) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Tusing—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16893) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Burchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16394) granting a pension to Sarah C. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 16395) granting an increase 
of pension to Josephine A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. (16396) granting a pension to 
E. A. Sherburne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 16397) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. W. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16398) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Keating—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16399) for the 
relief of the estate of Burrell L. Bennett, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16400) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Hurd, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16401) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
M. Kirklin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16402) for the relief of George W. Penney 
and the heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16403) for the relief of the trustees of 
Hennegan’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
8 Sequatchie County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 16404) granting an in- 
increase of pension to Adam Wenzel to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16405) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 16406) granting a pension to 
Francis Murphy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 16407) for the relief of 
James P. Sprott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16408) for the relief of the estate of 
Blythe Sprott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 16409) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16410) for 
the relief of Patrick Daily—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16411) granting a pension to Rhoda c. 
O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 16412) granting an 5 
of pension to Henry C. Steadman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16413) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16414) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church of Marshall, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16415) for the relief of the trustees of 
Grove Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 16416) granting an increase of 
pension to John Lehn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 16417) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas J. Baker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 16418) to pay W. M. Edgar 
for mules killed by Mescalero Apache Indians—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16419) granting an 
increase of pension to F. A. W. Weaver—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 16420) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 16421) for the relief of 
John W. McHarg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16422) for the relief of 
E. D. Cook—-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16423) granting a pension to Emma Hun- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 16424) granting an increase 
5 pension to Charles M. Fay—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 16425) for the relief 
of the estate of Jacob B. Russell, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 16426) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Alexander Jones—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred D. Launder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 16428) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel D. Jennings—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16429) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 16480) granting an increase 
of pension to John Burkhardt—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16431) granting an increase of pension to 
Will J. Crisler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16482) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16433) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCurdey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16434) granting an increase of pension to 
Jemima Carland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16435) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16436) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank T. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16437) granting a pension to Phoebe Till- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 16488) granting a pension to 
Otto Boeswetter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16439) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16440) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16441) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16442) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine E. Ray—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 16443) granting an increase 
of pension to Johanna J. Naughton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 16444) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Snyder—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of James Walfenden, on the 
subject of tariff schedules and financial legislation—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of H. T. Newcomb, in relation to the with- 
drawal of the names of certain individuals, firms, and corpora- 
tions from petitions praying for the passage of legislation em- 
powering the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial.of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
praying for legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany a 
bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Tyler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of A. P. Thomas Drug Store 
Company, of Columbus, Ga., asking for tax on alcohol to be 
abolished for manufacturing purposes—to the Committtee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Papers to accompany a bill for the 
relief of Aaron B. Stripling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Erie County (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, favoring international arbitration—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mill Creek Township, Erie County, 
Pa., praying for an antipolygamy amendment to the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mill Creek Township, Erle County, 
Pa., praying for the unseating of REED Smoor in the United 
States Senate—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 26; Union City Grange; 
Townville Grange; Conneautville Grange; Woodcock Grange, 
A. J. Cropp, secretary, Meadville, and Sparta Grange, No. 110, 
Spartansburg, Patrons of Husbandry, all in Pennsylvania, 
against change or repeal of the Grout antioleomargarine bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. E. Childs, of Guys Mills, Crawford County, 


Pa., against change in the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Union Township Grange, against repeal or 
change of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Memorial in behalf of the estate of 
Robert McCoy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. S. J. Smart, only child and heir of 
Bethel S. Smith, deceased (Southern war claims)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. BEDE: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Affidavits to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of J. V. S. 
Stover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Wa- 
beno, Crandon, and Carter, all in Forest County, Wis., praying 
that the claims of the Potawatomi Indians of Wisconsin for 
back annuities and other moneys may be speedily adjusted—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, petition of citizens of Wittenberg, Shawano County, 
Wis., praying that the claims of Potawatomi Indians of Wis- 
consin for back annuities and other moneys may be speedily ad- 
justed—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Sedgwick Grange, No. 244, 
of Hancock County, Me., favoring the establishment of a Bu- 
reau of Public Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers in support of claim for pen- 
sion of Herbert O’Kohr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of A. J. Lanfield, of Daleville, 
Pa., against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the board of trade of Scranton, Pa., urg- 
ing the passage of the Cooper-Quarles bill defining the duties 
and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ‘ 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Pennsyl- 
vania State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Grangers of Lackawanna County, 
Pa., against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. ? 

Also, petition of Dr. H. P. Armsby, of State College, Pa., urg- 
ing the passage of bill (H. R. 8678) providing for an increased 
annual appropriation for agricultural experiment stations—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Richard Graves, of Tomkinsville, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles Corless, of Scranton, Pa., urging the 
passage of the Penrose bill for the relief of railroad engineers 
who served during the war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolution of Division No. 276, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, of Scranton, Pa., urging the passage of bill H. R. 
13354, providing for pensions for engineers who served during 
the civil war—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Rose Budd Stewart et al., 
asking for a national forest reservation in the White Mountains 
of New Hampshire—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sophronia E. Ramm—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12569, 
granting an increase of pension to William L. Alley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Albany (N. T.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, dated December 6, 1904, recommending the 
passage of bill H. R. 6273, enlarging the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany claim of Johnson 
Anderson for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, in favor of pensioning engineers who served in the civil 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of citizens of Middle- 
town Springs, Vt., in favor of a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members and pastor of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Morrisville, III., in favor of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the stewards and pastor of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church ef Sheldon, Vt. favoring a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


1904. 


Also, petition of citizens of Vermont, in favor of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Stone 
Cutters’ Union of Springleld, Mass., protesting against the pro- 
posed substitution of granite in the superstructure of the new 
Federal building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. I., 
for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, 
favoring the enactment into law of bill H. R. 13778, known as 
“the Hearst bill "—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, favoring enlarging the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 15855, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Loren Austin—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: Papers to accompnay House bill for relief 
of Gilman J. Philbrick, Company F, Thirtieth Regiment United 
States Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of claim for pension of George F. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of claim of Mortimer C. Briggs, of 
Company K, Fifteenth Illinois Cayalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Resolution of Derby and Shelton (Conn.) 
Board of Trade, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 9302—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of National League of Commission 
Merchants, favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of South Dakota, pray- 
ing that the homestead act of April 28, 1904, relating to 
Nebraska, be extended to all that portion of the State of South 
Dakota west of the Missouri River—to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition supporting claim of 
George W. Penney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of trustees of Hennegan's 
Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, Dunlap, Sequatchie 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers supporting the claim of estate of Louisa M. Kirk- 
lin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers supporting claim of estate of Burrel L. Bennett, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. B. Barker, administrator of John A. 
Heard, deceased, supporting claim of said estate—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for relief of Hartford 
Matherly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for relief of Eli Jellis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Papers supporting claim for relief of 
John W. Strayer, of Pittsburg, Pa., by granting him a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Brookline, Norfolk County, Mass., in favor of a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. g 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 10099, to secure a pension for Harrison Cook—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Pratt, of Remington, Va.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase of pension to 


Henry C. Steadman, of Taylorstown, Va.—to the Committee on- 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Ministers’ 
Association, by L. M. Krider, of Auburn, Ind., chairman, favor- 
ing the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Division No. 659, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Buffalo, N. X., favoring bill H. R. 
15334, to pension men who acted as locomotive engineers in the 
civil war to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Buffalo Baptist Church, against the Inde- 
pendent State of the Kongo—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Mounds, 
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Pulaski County, III., in favor of amendment to certain provisions 
of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany House bill for increas- 
ing the pension of William C. Travis, of Company D, One 
hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Derby 
and Shelton, Conn., favoring the Boutell bill relating to pure al- 
cohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STERLING: Affidavits of W. W. Johnson and Robert 
Orr, accompanying bill H. R. 16254, for the relief of Lydia How- 
ard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavits accompanying bill H. R. 16256, for the relief 
of Elizabeth Debord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits of Aaron Hetzler and George Clifton, accom- 
panying bill H. R. 16255, for the relief of Elam Skivers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16256, granting a pen- 
sion to Laura W. Noble, now Brown, widow of Hiram Noble—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of the Senior Christian 
Endeavor Society of Sibley, Iowa, in favor of an international 
congress to meet at stated intervals to deliberate upon questions 
of common interest to the nations—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. ' : 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of J. H. Shepard, Anna Reed, 
and 39 others, of Cadmus, Mich., for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States making polygamy a breach of the 
national law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cadmus, Mich., against the seating 
of Reep Ssroor in Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Erie, Mich., 
for the establishment of an international peace congress—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of estate of Jacob B. Russell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers in support of claim for relief 
of Alfred D. Saunders, Company B, Twentieth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
estate of S. E. Staleup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolution of the Società di Benevolenza 
Capestrano Abruzzi, of Iron Mountain, Mich., in favor of mak- 
ing October 12 a national holiday in honor of Christopher Co- 
lumbus—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Christian Endeavor 
Society of Hillyard, Mich., in favor of an international con- 
gress—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, Petition of Ira Blossom and other citizens of the Twelfth 
Congressional district of Michigan, favoring a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting polygimy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December 13, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Mr. Hernanpo D. Money, a Senator from the State of Missis- 
sippi, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Cuttom, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for 
the States of Louisiana and Kansas; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to be filed. 


ESTIMATES OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Attorney-General submitting an amendment to 
the estimates of the Department of Justice for inclusion in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year 1906; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
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passed the following bills and joint resolution; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 130) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington I. Cook ; 
A bill (H. R. 808) granting an increase of pension to George 
land; 
es bill (H. R. 912) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
rsey 
A bili (H. R. 1099) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall; 
a} bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of pension to John 
rasch ; 
A bill (H. R. 1901) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
F. Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Wyman 
J. Crow; 
A bill (UH. R. 2151) granting an inerease of pension to Samuel 
H. Hunt; 
A bill (H. R. 2353) granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
C. Hilleary; 
A bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings 
A bill (H. R. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted ; 
1 bill (H. R. 3359) granting an.increase of pension to Cyrus 
Salada 
A bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 


meyer 

A bill (H. R. 3831) granting an increase of pension to John 
iW. Hartley ; 

25 bill (H. R. 4112) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
th Wynne 
Sere: (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 

0 

A bill (H. R. 4242) granting an inerease of pension to Annie 
M. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 4627) granting a pension to Annie Young; 

905 bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers ; 

A bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4927) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
P. Tewksbury ; 

A bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5087) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard H. Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 5089) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
iW. McKenney ; 

A bill (H. R. 5245) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Helt; 

A bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to Jennie Petteys; 

A bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to Hiram Baird; 

A bill (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady ; 

A bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley ; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hammonds; 

A bill (H. R. 6129) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Raymond ; 

A bill (H. R. 6354) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 6449) granting a pension to Spencer M. Case; 

‘A bill (H. R. 6480) to control grazing in forest reserves ; 

A bill (H. R. 6498) to amend an act entitled“ An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; 

A bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward M. Rhoades; 

A bill (H. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


ggatt ; 
A bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension to John 
‘A. Courtney ; 

A bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel Cayes; 

A bill (H. R. 6857) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Jameson ; 

A bill (H. R. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Parsons; 

A bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Rice; 
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a aie (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Strunk; 

A bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Barron; 

A bill (I. R. 8166) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson 

A bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of forest re- 
seryes from the Department of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture; 
ey bill (H. R. 8917) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

a 
Lors, (H. R. 8996) granting an increase of pension to Diah 

v 
vee (H. R. 9115) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 

ea 

A bill (H. R. 9493) to amend the act of February 8, 1807, 
entitled “An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to 
prevent the importation and exportation of the same; 

A bill (H. R. 9552) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Williams ; 
as: — (H. R. 9553) granting an increase of pension to Hattie 

A bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lance; 

A bill (H. R. 9696) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 9771) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 9798) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman; 

A bill (H. R. 9824) granting a pension to William Hayes; 
4 bill (H. R. 9939) granting an increase of pension to Martha 

A bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
renzo Streeter; 

A bil (H. R. 10360) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Flynn 
11880 X bill bas R. 10554) granting an increase of pension to John 

A ‘Dill (. R. 10680) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Coe; 

A bill (H. R. 10686) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kurtz; 

A bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 

A bill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Shay; 

A bill (H. R. 11015) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Wardle; 

A bill (H. R. 11016) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Short; 
ae bill (H. R. 11090) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

eese; 

A bill (H. R. 11148) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Stanfield ; 

12 bill (H. R. 11235) granting a pension to Clarissa E. McCor- 
mick ; 

A bill (H. R. 11324) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Alfred De Arnaud ; 

A bill (H. R. 11361) to legalize and permit the maintenance 
of certain dams in and bridges over the St. Joseph River in the 
States of Indiana and Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 11451) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison ; 

A bill (H. R. 11492) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Bartley ; 

A bill (H. R. 11661) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClurg 

A bill (H. R. R. 11788) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Kyler; 

A bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Jones ; 

A bill (H. R. 12052) granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 12058) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dickey ; 

A bill (H. R. 12254) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew H. Bevan; 

a an (H. R. 12397) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

A bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts; 

E A bill (H. R. 12577) granting an increase of pension to James 
raves; 
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A bill (H. R. 12818) granting a pension to Nichols M. Brock- 


way; 

A bill (H. R. 12859) granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelly 

A bill. (n. R. 13064) granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Tyler 
A bill ( II. R. 13241) granting an increase of pension to David 
Deardourff; 

A bill (H. R. 13501) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Townsend ; 

A bill (H. R. 13058) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Smith ; 

A bill (H. R. 13910) granting a pension to Henry B. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 13955) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
G. Wood 

A bill (H. R. 14150) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Carberry; 

A bill (H. R. 14288) granting a pension to Nettie C. Lutes; 

A bill (H. R. 14576) granting an increase of pension to Evelyn 
M. Dunn 

A bill (H. R. 14601) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Scheall; 

A bill (H. R. 14662) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Fanshaw ; 

A bill (H. R. 14774) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 14789) granting pensions to certain officers and 
men of the Fourth Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. 14799) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Wing; 

A bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; 

A bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to Seeley 
Earnest; 

A bill (H. R. 14879) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Dillingham ; 

A bill (H. R. 14887) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 14889) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
W. Dearborn ; 

A bill (H. R. 14919) granting a pension to Kerney May ; 

A bill (H. R. 14936) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Wolverton ; 

A bill (H. R. 14951) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Watts; 

A bill (H. R. 15071) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
tilda L. Curkendall ; 

A bill (H. R. 15102) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles eet 

A bill (H. R. 15144) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 15190) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Paul; 

A bill (H. R. 15199) granting a pension to Mary J. Lansing, 
formerly 1 887 J. Abbott; 

A bill (H. R. 15207) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Jones ; 

A vin (H. R. 15244) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca V. Mackenzie; 

A bill (H. R. 15269) granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 15342) granting a pension to Angeline Buckley; 

A bill (H. R. 15387) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Hayward; 

A bill (H. R. 15473) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Capron; 

A bill (H. R. 15606) to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tombig- 
bee River, near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 
State ; 

A bill (H. R. 15634) granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 15680) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Hanson; 

A bill (H. R. 15686) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
A. Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to Au- 
gustus H. Haines; 

A bill (H. R. 15743) granting an increase of pension to Desire 
Leglise 

A bill (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward L. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 15762) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Olmsted ; 

A bill (H. R. 15779) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cinda M. Reeves; 


A bill (H. R. 15785) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 15791) granting a pension to Mary Suppes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

[The foregoing House pension bills were subsequently read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ] 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Hearst News Service, of New York City, N. Y., praying that the 
privileges of the floor be extended to them the same as is ex- 
tended to representatives of the Associated Press, the Laffan 
Bureau, and the Publishers’ Press; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Vermont Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs, of West Brattleboro, Vt., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 163, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive. Engineers, of Newport, Vt., praying for the 
enactment of legislation granting pensions to locomotive engi- 
neers who served in the war of the rebellion; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Young Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, the Mission Circle, the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, the congregation of the First Bap- 
tist Church, and the congregation of the Congregational Church, 
all of Woonsocket, in the State of Rhode Island, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Roger Williams Sunday 
School, of Providence, R. L, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor 
traffic in new States to be formed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the McDowell Memo- 
rial Presbyterian Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic 
in new States to be formed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Yolo County Society for 
Medical Improvement, of California, praying for the passage of 
TOEA “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the 

e 

He also presented a petition of 351 citizens of the United 
States, praying for the enactment of legislation to grant lands 
in severalty to the landless Indians of northern California; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the West Virginia Wom- 
an’s Indian Association, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of the Short Creek Society 
of Friends, of Emerson; of the congregations of the Second 
Baptist Church of Portsmouth; the First Presbyterian Church 
of Canton; the Congregational Church of Medina; the Presby- 
terian Church of Morning Sun; the Presbyterian Church of 
Amesville; the Rock Creek Congregational Church; the East 
Trumbull Church of Disciples; the Rock Creek Church of Dis- 
ciples; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Rock Creek; the 
Congregational Church of Eagleville; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the First Presbyterian Church, the United Evangelical 
Church, the United Brethren Church, the Sixth Avenue Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, the Trinity Evangelical Church, of 
Lancaster; the Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, and Chris- 
tian churches, of Delta; the Universalist Church of Mason; the 
Christian Church of Salem; the St. Paul’s United Brethren 
Church, of Rising Sun; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Jacksonville; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Norwich; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Reformed Presbyterian Church, 
the Presbyterian Church, the Second United Presbyterian 
Church, and the First United Presbyterian Church, of New Con- 
cord; the Evangelical Church of Marshallville; the St. Paul's 
Church and the Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dela- 
ware; the Christian Church of Solon; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Lakeside; the First Presbyterian Church of Alli- 
ance; the Church of Christ of Hillsboro; the Methodist Protest- 
ant Church of Roseville; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dayton; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Coalton; the Re- 
ligious Society of Friends of Waynesville; the Society of 
Friends of Walnut Creek; the Society of Friends of Hardin 


190 


Creek; the United Brethren Church and the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Bergholz; the Presbyterian Church -of 
‘Keene; the Christian Church of Quaker City; the East Con- 
gregational Church of East Cleveland; the All Souls Uni- 
versalist Church, of Cleveland; the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church and the Christian Church of Flushing; the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Dayton, Hardin Creek, Can- 
ton, Marion, New Concord, Reesville, Darbyville, Washing- 
ton Court House, Lancaster, Wilmington, and Peebles; of the 
students of the Ohio Wesleyan University of Delaware; of 
the Rock Creek Union and the Epworth League of Rock 
Creek; of the Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Em- 
ployees, Local Division No. 244, of New Philadelphia; of Marl- 
boro Grange, No. 1401, of Marlboro; of Emerson Grange, No. 
1426, of Emerson; of the Buckeye Farmers’ Institute, of Card- 
ington; of the Sabbath school of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the members of Wesley Chapel, and the members of 
Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Washington Court House; of sundry citizens of Rock Creek, 
Waynesville, Bloomdale, Marvin Township, Marlboro, Richland, 
Township, Plantsville, Wayne Township, Middlefield, Pine Hill, 
Roseville, Belmont, East Palestine, Coatsville Point, North 
Fairfield, Sugar Creek Township, Homer, Brandon, Swanton, 
Delta, Springfield, Wilmington, Sharon Center, Mount Vernon, 
Archbold, Akron, Delaware, Athens, Salem, Quaker City, Edon, 
Lancaster, Washington Court House, Cincinnati, Columbus, New 
Concord, Peebles, Mason, and of Wood, Sandusky, Highland, 
and Adams counties, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Brooklyn, Wis., praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Hudson, Wis., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Greater Salem Com- 
mercial Club, of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion placing Alaska and adjacent islands in respect to the train- 
ing and education of their children under the Department of 
Indian Affairs; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the Canada Land and 
Fruit Company, of Marinette, and of sundry citizens of Mari- 
nette, Menominee, Crystal Falls, Niagara, Green Bay, Water- 
town, Lake Mills, Marshfield, Abbotsford, and Faville Grove, 
all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent the reversion of the Isle of Pines, West 
Indies, to the government of Cuba; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of L. H. Santos and sundry 
other citizens of Norfolk, of Annie B. Crowder and sundry other 
citizens of Norfolk, of H. E. Thompson and sundry other citi- 
zens of Hampton, of Claude Bulls and sundry other citizens of 
Norfolk, of J. M. Law and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, and 
of L. K. Graham and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, all in 
the State of Virginia, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Sucor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of S. W. Links, of Halifax 
County, Va., praying that his claim against the Government be 
referred to the Court of Claims under the Tucker Act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. PERKINS. From the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Preservation of Game, I submit the report of the 
commission appointed to investigate conditions and situations 
in the Yosemite National Park of California, presented by the 
Secretary of the Interior. The committee recommend that the 
usual number of copies be ordered printed. The estimated 
cost of printing it in full as a public document is about $500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Do maps accompany the 
report? 

Mr. PERKINS. They do; and the request is that all of it 
be printed. The estimated cost of the printing I have before 
me from the Public Printer. It is $510. It is a very important 
document and of great interest not only to the people of Cali- 
fornia, but of the whole country. I therefore move that the 
usual number of copies be ordered printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Califor- 
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nia reports from the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Preservation of Game the report of the commission appointed 
to investigate the conditions and situations in the Yosemite 
National Park of California, presented by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and asks that it may be printed as a Senate document, 
with the maps and photographs. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report back favorably, with amend- 
ments, the joint resolution (S. R. 84) authorizing the granting 
of permits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies, on the 
inauguration of the President-elect, March 4, 1905, and so forth. 

I desire unanimous consent to make a brief statement con- 
cerning this matter, after which I shall ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, heretofore the Pension 
Office building has been used for the inaugural ball. The use 
of it was granted by the proper official. But at the last ses- 
sion of Congress a statute was enacted in which a provision 
was inserted whereby a public building could only be used with 
the consent of. Congress, the only buildings which were ex- 
cluded from such use being the Capitol and the White House, 
as I remember it. 

Now, Mr. President, it is necessary for Congress to take ac- 
tion in reference to the use of any building for this particular 
purpose. The joint resolution, among other things, provides 
that the Pension Office building shall be so used. 

The Commissioners approve of the joint resolution, the Sec- 
retary of War approves of it, but the Secretary of the Interior 
raises some objection, pointing out, for instance, that there is 
more or less danger from fire; that there are valuable documents 
stored there, and he declines to take the personal responsibilty 
of advising the use of the building. He does say, however, ina 
personal letter to me, that if Congress directs him to do so he 
will cheerfully cooperate and do all he can to make the build- 
ing safe from fire and other contingencies of a like nature. 

The inaugural committee, Mr. President, have assured me per- 
sonally that they will use the utmost ‘diligence in all matters 
committed to them so far as the building is concerned; that 
they will have but a very small amount of bunting; that they 
will have it treated with a preparation making it practically non- 
combustible, and that they will have firemen and chemical en- 
gines and everything of that kind at hand and will do all that 
can be done to safeguard the property. 

A suggestion has been made that the Library of Congress 
building should be used for this purpose, but I feel sure that 
Congress will never consent to allow the use of that building 
for an inaugural ball, and I see no way in which we can bring 
about the result that is desired except to grant the use of the 
Pension Bureau building. 

I will state that prominent citizens of Washington have as- 
sured me that they expect to construct a building before 1908 
in the District of Columbia which can be used for this and 
other like purposes, and that this will doubtless be the last 
time they will come to Congress asking for the use of the Pen- 
sion Bureau or any other public building. 

Under the circumstances, Mr. President, I feel that we ought 
to pass this joint resolution granting the use of a building 
which has already been occupied for a similar purpose several 
times in the past without any disaster or any loss occurring 
to the property of the United States. Therefore I ask consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending that request, Mr. President, I desire 
to ask if it is not true that for years the building was used 
without question for this purpose and that for some sufficient 
reason in the last four or eight years Congress passed a law 
prohibiting the further use of it for inaugural balls? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is true, as I stated. 

Mr. BAILEY. If there was any good reason for Congress 
passing that act, what has occurred since then to make the rea- 
son invalid now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, the provision of 
the statute is that the public buildings shall not be used except 
by consent of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand that; but, as a matter 
of fact, we all know that the act was passed for the express pur- 
pose of preventing the use of the Pension Office building for in- 
augural balls. 

I suppose a Democrat is not very much entitled to say much 
about the ceremonies on that occasion, but I still venture to ask 
for the reason. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I regret that I can not give the Senator 
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the reasons which prompted the committee —I think the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations—to recommend the legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator will permit me to pay him the 
compliment of saying that if he does not know the reason no 
reason exists. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is very kind. 

Mr. BAILEY. I resent the idea that the Secretary of War 
and probably the Secretary of the Navy can agree to use the 
building of the Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of the 
Interior might be just as liberal in the use of their buildings. 
It seems to me that if the recommendations of the Secretary of 
the Interior ought to prevail on any subject—and I have grave 
question in my mind about that—it ought to be on something 
like this. This is just about the size question that he is capable 
of comprehending. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I was unfortunate in my 
allusion to the Secretary of War. The Secretary of War re- 
ported that he sees no objection to the use of the public spaces 
and certain details that are necessary to make this function a 
success, so far as the public spaces are concerned. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior declines to take the personal responsibility, 
he says, of advising the use, but that it is in the hands of Con- 
gress, and if Congress sees fit to so order it and directs him to 
do certain things he will gladly cooperate in the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. My own impression is that there was no good 
reason for the passage of the act of prohibition, unless the use 
of the hall for this purpose endangers the records which are 
accumulated there. If that be the reason, I suppose that it is 
as valid now as it was when the act was passed. 

I have no care about it except the same care that any Senator 
would have about the public buildings, and particularly a build- 
ing which contains important public records. But if they choose 
to use it for that purpose, I shall make no objection. 

I have no objection to the young people dancing in the Pension 
building; but I object to the vacillation which leads Congress to 
pass a bill prohibiting the use of the building at one session and 
a bill permitting the use at the next session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia were, in section 1, on page 1, line 3, after the word“ au- 
thorized,” to insert the words “and directed ;” in section 2, on 
the same page, line 11, after the word “permits,” to insert 
“under such restrictions as he may deem necessary ;” on page 
2, line 12, at the end of the line, to strike out the word “ super- 
intendent ” and insert “officer in charge;” in line 14, after the 
word “grounds,” to insert: 

And provided further, That the reservation or public spaces occu- 
pied by the stands or other structures shall be restored to their — epee 
condition before such occupation, and that the Inaugural committee 


shall indemnify the War Department for any damage to structures of 
any kind whatsoever upon such reservation or spaces. 


In section 3, page 2, line 21, at the end of the line, to insert: 
Provided, That if it shall be nee to erect wires for illumination 
eee over any park or reservation in the District of Columbia the 


work of erection and removal of said wires shall be under the super- 
vision of the official in charge of said park or reservation. 


In line 22, after the word “Provided,” to insert the word 
further“ on page 3 to strike out the proviso at the end of 
section 3, in lines 13, 14, and 15; in section 4, on the same page, 
line 16, to strike out the word “ fifteen ” before the word “ thou- 
sand” and insert the word“ eighteen ;” on page 4, line 2, after 
the word “conveyance,” to insert the words “and to make 
special regulations respecting the standing, movements, and op- 
eration of vehicles of whatsoeyer character or kind;” in the 
same line, after the word “ period,” to insert: 


Such regulations shall be in force one week prior to said inaugura- 
ton, during said inauguration, and one week subsequent thereto, and 
shall be published in one or more of the daily papers published in the 
District of Columbia; and no penalty p bed for the violation of 
edh 2 regulations shall be enforced until five days after such pub- 

cation. 


On page 4, line 10, before the word “temporary,” to insert the 
words “the construction, maintenance, and expenses incident 
to the operation of ;” in the same line, after the word “stations,” 
to insert “and information booths;” in section 5, on page 4, 
line 15, after the words “and so forth,” to insert “belonging to 
the Government of the United States ;” in line 16, after the word 
“may,” to insert the words “in their judgment ;” at the end of 
line 17 to insert “in connection with said ceremonies ;” and in 
line 22, after the word Provided,“ to insert “That the loan 
of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, etc., to said chairman 
shall not take place prior to the 28th day of February, and they 
shall be returned by him by the 10th day of March, 1905: Pro- 
vided further ;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to grant a permit to the committee on inaugural cere- 
monies for the use of the Pension building in the city of Washington 
on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect on the 4th 
day of March, 1905, subject to such restrictions and regulations as the 
8 Secretary may prescribe in respect of the period and manner of 
such use. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant per- 
mits, under such restrictions as he may deem necessary, to the committee 
on inaugural ceremonies for the use of any reservations or other public 
ry eggs in the city of Washington on the occasion of the inauguration of 
the President-elect on the 4th day of March, 1905, which, in his opin- 
ion, will inflict no serious or permanent injuries upon such reservations 
or public spaces or statuary thereon, and the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may designate for such and other purposes on the 
occasion aforesaid such streets, avenues, and sidewalks in said city of 
Washington as they may deem proper and necessary: Provided, how- 
ever, That all stands or platforms that may be erected on the publie 
spaces aforesaid shall be under the ga tab pelon of the said inaugural 
committee and in accordance with the plans and designs to be approved 
by the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia, the officer in 
charge of public buildings and grounds, and the Superintendent of the 
United States itol Building and Grounds: A provided further, 
That the reservations or publie ces occupied by the stands or other 
structures shall be restored to their original condition before such occu- 
pation, and that the inaugural committee shall indemnify the War De- 
partment for any damage to structures of any kind whatsoever upon 
such reservation or spaces. 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to t the committee on illumination of the Inau- 
gural committee for the inaugural ceremonies, March, 1905, to stretch 
suitable overhead conductors, with sufficient supports wherever neces- 
an and in the nearest practicable connection with the present supply 
of light, for the purpose of effecting the said illumination: Provided; 
That if it shall be n to erect wires for illumination purposes 
over any park or reservation in the District of Columbia the work of 
erection and removal of said wires shall be under the supervision of the 
official in charge of said park or reservation: Provided further, That 
the said conductors shall not be used for the conveying of electrical 
currents after March 7, 1905, and shall, with their supports, be fully 
and entirely removed from the streets and avenues of the said city of 
Washington on or before March 15, 1905: Provided further, That the 
stretching and removing of the said wires shall be under the supervision 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall see that 
the provisions of this resolution are enforced; that all needful precau- 
tions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the pavement 
of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is laced in as good condition 
as ‘ore entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided further, 
That no expense or damage on account of or due to the eee atte 
ation, or removing of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be 
incurred by the United States or the District of Columbia. 

Src. 4. t $18,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, pay- 
able from any ue in the oem not otherwise appropriated and 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia in 1 arts, is hereby 
appropriated to enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to maintain R age es order and protect life and pro in said District 
from the 28th of February to the 10th of March, 1905, both inclusive. 
Said Commissioners are hereby authorized and directed to make all rea- 
sonable tions necessary to secure such preservation of ppa order 
and protection of life and property and fi 9 by public convey- 
ance and to make special regulations respecting the standing, move- 
ments, and operating of vehicles of whatsoever character or kin gorg 
said period. Such regulations shall be in force one week prior to sai 
inauguration, during said inauguration, and one week subsequent 
thereto, and shall be published in one or more of the daily newspapers 
published in the District of Columbia, and no penalty prescribed for the 
violation of any of such regulations shall be enforced until five days 
after such publication. Any person violating any of such regulations shall 
be liable for each such offense to a fine not to exceed $100, in the police 
court of sald District, and in default of payment thereof to imprison- 
ment in the workhouse of said District for not longer than sixty days. 
And the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby likewise a ropriated, to be expended by the Commissioners of 
the trict of Columbia for the construction, maintenan and ex- 
penses incident to the operation of . ublic-comfort stations 
and information booths during the period af 1 

Sec. 5. That the Sec of War and the 88 of the Navy 
and they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inaugur: 
ceremonies such ensi; „ and so forth belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States (except battle flags), t are not now in 
use and may be suitable and proper for decoration and may in their 
judgment be the eg without detriment to the public service, such 

gs to be u in connection with said ceremonies by said commit- 
tee under such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed by 
the said Secretaries, or either of them, in decorating the fronts of pub- 
lic buildings and other places on the line of march n the Capitol 
and the Executive Mansion and the interior of the reception hall: Pro- 
vided, That the loan of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, and so 
forth, to said chairman shall not take pare prior to the 28th day. of 
February and they shall be returned by him by the 10th of March, 
1905; Provided further, That the said coi ttee shall indemnify the 
said Departments, or either of them, for any loss or damage to such 
og = not necessarily incident to such use. hat the Secretary of War 

reby authorized to loan to tlie inaugural committee, for the pur- 
of caring for the sick, injured, and infirm on the occasion of the 
nauguration of the President of the United States, March 4, 1905, 
such hospital tents and op appliances and other necessaries, hospital 
furniture, and utensils of all descriptions, ambulances, horses, driyers, 
stretchers, and Red flags and poles belonging to the Government 
of the United States as in his poemat may be spared and are not In 
use by the Government at the time of the inauguration: Provided, That 
the 5 committee shall indemnify the War Department for any 
loss or damage to such hospital tents and appliances as aforesaid not 
necessarily incident to such use. 

Sec. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph 
Company and the Postal Telegraph Company to extend overhead wires 
into the Pension building and to such points along the line of parade 
as shall be deemed by the chief marshal convenient for use in connec- 
tion with the 3 and other inaugural purposes, the said wires to be 
taken down within ten days after the conclusion of the ceremonies on 


the 4th day of March, 190 
Sec. 7. 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
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hereby authorized to issue to steam railroad companies in sald District 


additional parts of the streets for the 


traveling public attending the inaugural 
ceremonies in March, 1 : Provided, That such temporary occupation 
shall not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall be sub: to condi- 
tions prescribed by said Commissioners : Provided further, That no tem- 
porary tracks shall be laid upon or over any of the parks of the city. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee .on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


That when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, January 4, 1905. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6017) for the relief of cer- 
tain homestead settlers in the State of Alabama; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 6018) to correct the military 
record of John C. Carroll, alias John T. Johnson; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 6019) to authorize the 
parish of Caldwell, La., to construct a bridge across Ouachita 
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6020) for the settle- 
ment of claims of volunteer soldiers by the Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6021) to recognize the gal- 
lant conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. Charles as 
a volunteer aid in the war of the rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6022) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Barton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6023) granting an increase of 
pension to Caroline G. Kinzie; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 6024) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Asa Niles; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6052) granting an increase of 
pension to Belle K. Theaker; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 6026) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen Girard Nichols; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6027) granting a pension to George Evans (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6028) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Tyler (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6029) granting a pension to Ursula Bayard (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6030) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Orton Kerbey ; 

A bill (S. 6031) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
S. Skeel (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6032) granting a pension to Jeremiah Derr. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6033) for the relief of 
Joseph Orton Kerbey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 6034) appropriating $300 to the heirs of John 
Schlipf, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6035) to reimburse A. J. Caufman, Girard, Erie 
County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together with interest thereon 
from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished United States, 


rmits to temporarily occupy 
—— of accommodatin the 


being the amount paid by him to one Charles Morton as a sub- 
stitute ; 

A bill (S. 6036) for the relief of the Pullman Company; 

A bill (S. 6037) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John B. Siedle, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6038) for the relief of Margaret Dalton, widow of 
George Dalton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6039) for the relief of Capt. E. P. Brewer; 

A bill (S. 6040) for the relief of James P. Barney; and 

A bill (S. 6041) for the relief of Jacob J. Miller. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 6042) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Williams; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 6043) to authorize the 
President to place Maj. Gen. Peter Joseph Osterhaus, United 
States Volunteers, upon the retired list of the United States 
Army with the grade of major-general; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 6044) granting a pension to Clara J. Swain; 

A bill (S. 6045) granting an increase of pension to Almon W. 
Bennitt; and 
2 bill (S. 6046) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

ilcox. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6047) to 
erent appeals in certain cases; which was read twice by its 

e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would prefer to have it go to the Judiciary 
Committee, but as it relates to appeals from a court in the In- 
dian Territory which was the creature of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, I think, possibly, in justice to that committee, it 
ought to go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator 
from Texas, the bill will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. If I can be indulged for a moment, I will ask 
that it go to the Committee on the Judiciary. If there is no 
objection, I would prefer to have it go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, 
then, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6048) to correct the 
military record of William T. Rominger, of Hartsville, Ind.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6049) granting a pension to 
Judiah B. Smithson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6050) to regulate the 
practice of veterinary medicine in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I introduce a bill, which has the approval 
of the Merchant Marine Commission, for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 6051) to provide for the use of vessels of the 
United States for public purposes was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that it is the intention of the 
Merchant Marine Commission to present another and a more 
comprehensive bill, but this measure, which might be called a 
“little bill,” has the approval of that Commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6052) for the 
relief of George Ivers, of Boone, Pueblo County, Colo., adminis- 
trator of William Ivers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

1 oe (S. 6053) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
end ; 

A bill (S. 6054) granting a pension to Annie Ellis; 

Fi bill (S. 6055) granting a pension to Florence Emery Blake; 
an 
a 15 (S. 6056) granting an increase of pension to William W. 

errick. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6057) making Sher- 
wood, N. Dak., a subport of entry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Jones; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of John S. Jones, Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, praying for an increase of pension, 


together with the affidavit of Dr. William H. Brener. I move 
that the bill and the accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 6059) for the relief of 
Myron Powers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: ; 

A bill (S. 6060) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Fredericksburg, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 6061) for the relief of the Shiloh Methodist Church, 
Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6062) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6063) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Fredericksburg, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 6064) for the relief of the trustees of the Drum- 
mondtown Methodist Episcopal Church, of Drummondtown, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6065) for the relief of the trustees of Abingdon 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Gloucetser County, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 6066) for the relief of the St. George's Episcopal 
Church, of Fredericksburg, Va. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 6067) for the relief of 
the Good Shepherd Industrial School; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 6068) for the relief of 
the estate of Alexander F. Beckham, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. ; 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
* priate $80,000 for the purchase of certain lots in square 624, in 
the District of Columbia, and for the erection thereon of suitable 
stables for the Government Printing Office, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,500 for one chief of division in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act;” which were or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act;“ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for allowance of certain claims 
for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the “ Bowman Act;” which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That J. G. and I. N. Day be permitted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers heretofore filed by them in support of their 
ana against the United States, there having no adverse report on 

case, 


STATUE OF JOHN JAMES INGALLS. 


Mr. LONG submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance 
from the State of Kansas of the statue of John James Ingalls, erected 
in Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the specs order for Satur- 
„ 21, 1905, after the conclusion of the routine morning 

usiness, 


XXXIX——13 


GILA RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. The Calendar under Rule VIII will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 3133) to restore to the public domain a portion of 
the Gila River Indian Reservation in the Territory of Arizona, 
and for other purposes, was announced as first in order on the 
Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN F. FINNEY. 

The bill (S. 655) for the relief of John F. Finney was read 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows: 

Whereas, to wit, on the 16th day of March, 1901, Thomas Dough- 
erty, messenger in the office of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States, Philadelphia, Pa., received from the try department of 
the post-office two letters addressed to the assistant treasurer of the 
United States, Philadelphia, Pa., namely, one from the postmaster at 
Moorestown, N. J., and said to contain $500, and one from the post- 
master at Myerstown, Pa., said to contain $112.45. The letters were 
stolen from said Thomas 8 in the corridor of the post-office. 
Thomas Dougherty not being position to make good the amount to 
the Government, John F. Finney, the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Philadelphia, was compelled to pay the amount, namely, 
$612.45, into the Treasury of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 8 be, and heis 
hereby, authorized and directed to reimburse the said John F. Finney, 
assistant treasurer of the United States, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$612.45, in consideration of the aforesaid payment made by him. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think there is 
no cbjection to that bill, but I doubt the propriety of putting a 
long preamble of that sort into a bill. I see that the bill is 
drawn in a way that it would not become effective unless the 
preamble were also agreed to. I think the bill ought to be so 
perfected that the preamble could be dispensed with. It might 
be done easily; and I ask that the bill be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I think the Senator’s sugges- 
tion is very well taken; but the bill has passed the Senate sev- 
eral times. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill is all right, but it might 
be passed without that long preamble. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the Senator from Connecticut, then, 
will fix it as he desires, and let the bill be considered. 3 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Secretary can fix it. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the bill has passed every Congress 
for the last six years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a meritorious bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there 
would be no difficulty if the last eight or nine words of the bill 
were stricken out, as follows, “in consideration of the aforesaid 
payment made by him.“ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The words “the said,” in line 
4, should be stricken out as well as the part suggested by the 
Chair. I ask that the Secretary read the bill as it will be with 
the proposed corrections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read*the 
bill as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as proposed to be amended, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar: 
hereby, authorized and directed to ä ae eat 
treasurer of the United States, out of any money in the reasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 8612.45. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, 
the amendments will be considered as agreed to. They are 
agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, let the preamble be dis- 
agreed to. 

The preamble was rejected. 

PROOFS UNDER HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

The bill (S. 3546) relating to proofs under the homestead 
laws, and to confirm such proofs in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 
6, after the word“ homestead,” to insert “ and other land ;” and 
in line 10, page 2, after the word “ entryman,” to insert “ sub- 
sequent ;” so as to make the section read: 


That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that an error has heretofore been made by the officers of 
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any local land office in receiving any proof under the homestead and 
other land laws, and that there was no fraud practiced by the entry- 
man in making such W and final payment has been made and a 
final certificate of entry has been issued to the entryman, and that 
there are no adverse claimants to the land described in the certificate 
of entry whose rights originated prior to making such final proof, and 
that no other reason why the title should not vest in the entryman 
exists except that sald proof was not made within the land district 
In which the lands a 3 for are situated, as provided by the act ap- 
pere March 11, 1902, such certificate of entry shall be confirmed to 

e entryman, his heirs or | representatives, as of the date of such 
final certificate of entry, and a patent issue thereon; and the title 
so patented shall inure to the benefit of any grantee or transferee in 
good faith of such entryman subsequent to the date of such final 
certificate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 2. That in cases where proof under the homestead or other land 
laws has heretofore been taken outside of the district in which the land 
to which such proof relates is situated, the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is hereby authorized, whenever in his 3 it is 
deemed advisable, to transfer such proof to the land office of the dis- 
trict in which such land is situated. And when such proof is so trans- 
ferred by the order of said Commissioner it shall have the same force 
and effect as if originally taken before such land office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill relating to 
proofs under the homestead and other land laws, and to con- 
firm such proofs in certain cases when made outside of the land 
district within which the land is situated.” : 

SAMUEL S. WEAVER. 

The bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Samuel S. Weaver was 
read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the claim of Samuel S. Weaver for da 
arising out of an injary sustained by him while on board the Uni 
States steam launch ron, at Delaware City, Del., on or about 
January 17, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, with jurisdiction to ascertain and to determine whether the 
said inj was caused 1 the act, neglect, or default of the United 
States or its agents; and if it shall so appear, the said court shall ren- 
der judgment against the United States for ay dam: that may 
haye been sustained ea the said injury to the said Weaver: Pro- 
vided, That no suit shall brought under the provisions of this act 
after six months from the passage hereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, is there any 
amendment reported by the committee to that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). As 
the Chair observes from the Calendar, there is no amendment 


reported. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to call attention to this 
case as it appears on the Calendar. This is a bill proposing to 
submit to the Court of Claims the claim of Samuel S. Weaver 
for an injury sustained by him while on board of the United 
States steam launch Capron. It does not state who Samuel S. 
Weaver is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the 
Senator from Connecticut that, according to the report of the 
committee, there is an amendment proposed to the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Chair will permit, I want 
to call attention to this bill as it appears on the Calendar and 
in the report of the committee as showing the loose way in which 
we are transacting business in the Senate. I venture to say 
that there are not three Senators who know what this bill is or 
what is under consideration or what we are doing. 

This bill as presented, and as the Calendar says, was reported 
without amendment. It proposes to refer the case.of one Samuel 
S. Weaver to the Court of Claims to determine whether the 
United States is liable for an injury which he received on a 
Government vessel. It tells nothing whatever about who Samuel 
S. Weaver is, the circumstances under which the injury was 
receiyed, or anything of the sort. 

The report of the committee is as follows—and I read it be- 
cause it is short: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2052) 
for the relief of Samuel S. Weaver, have considered the same and recom- 
mend that the bill, with the following amendment, be : 

- Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the follow : 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $1,500 to Samuel S. Weaver, as full compensa- 


tion for wounds received by him on board the U. S. steam launch Capron, 
at Delaware, on or about January 17, 1900.” 7 


Thiere is nothing in the bill, there is nothing in the report, 
which in any way indicates what the injury was, under what 
circumstances it was received, or why the Government should 
be held liable. The bill, according to the Calendar, is said to 
be reported without amendment, referring the case to the Court 
of Claims. The committee report proposes an amendment to 
pay $1,500 and not refer the case to the Court of Claims. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire who 
reported the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was reported by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoot}. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have merely called attention 
to the bill because I think the Senate ought to understand the 
business that it is transacting. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, only a moment, and then I 
shall yield to my colleague on the committee. 

I wish to say in behalf of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Soor], 
who reported the bill, that the bill was before the Claims Com- 
mittee, and was carefully considered. The committee author- 
ized the bill to be reported by the Senator from Utah, prob- 
ably very soon after his duties commenced upon that committee. 
The papers accompanying the claim were full and explicit; but 
in some way, which the Senator from Utah doubtless failed to 
observe, the papers were not attached to the report, and so do 
not appear here. The Senator has been duly diligent in the 
performance of his duties as a member of the committee, and 
when he discovered that the papers were missing he sent to the 
committee to ascertain if they were there. I apprehend the 
papers are on file with the Secretary of the Senate, who failed 
to send them out with the report because they were not attached 
to the report in the usual way. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? . : 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I presume the Senator is familiar with the 
facts of the case. What are they? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if there is any human mind 
that can carry throughout the year all the particulars surround- 
ing the thousands of claims that come before the Committee on 
Claims its possessor certainly ought to have my place upon that 
committee, for I can not carry them constantly in memory. 

In a general way I remember the bill, but I do not wish to 
enter into a discussion of its merits in the absence of the papers. 
eas haat it may be passed over until the papers can be resur- 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well; let the bill be passed 
over. 

Mr. WARREN. I beg pardon for having interrupted the Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] I will simply state that this is a bill 
making compensation for a personal injury. As stated by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], the applicant was a 
Goyernment employee. The committee as a whole decided that 
it would be proper that we should pay directly for these per- 
sonal injuries, and that rather than send the claimant to the 
Court of Claims the committee itself would pass upon the right 
of the person injured the same as if he were in the employment 
of a company, and if a company would not be liable for damages 
neither would the Government be. But in this particular case 
the committee thought that the party had a claim against the 
Government, and a just one, too; and we put the amount of 
damages at $1,500. í 

The Senator from Wisconsin asked as to what kind of injury 
had been sustained. It was an injury occasioned by the explo- 
sion of a boiler on the United States yacht Capron, on which the 
injured party was in the employment of the Government. 

I do not, however, object to the bill going over, so that the 
papers may be looked up. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that the bill ought to be recommitted 
to the Committee on Claims, in order that he Senators who have 
it in charge may embody in the report all the facts, so that 
the Senate can determine for itself whether this is one of those 
cases in which the Government ought to make reparation. The 
Government is not responsible, as a rule, for injuries simply be- 
cause a man who is injured is in its employ. Soldiers are in the 
employment of the Government and are oftentimes injured, and 
so are sailors, but the Government is not liable. 

Mr. SMOOT. I recognize that fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has always been regarded as very im- 
portant that the line should be drawn. There are cases in which 
the Government is liable where the Government is at fault, but 
I think it very important that the Senator should embody in 
the report all the facts in the case. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Wisconsin will find 
upon examination that the Department itself virtually admits 
that the Government was at fault. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the report does not show that, and it 
ought to be in the report. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing that the bill may de 
recommitted, as suggested by the Senator. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul- 
teration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes, which was discussed to 
some extent yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumserr] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, did I not believe that there 
was a misconception of the ideas of this bill, of its intent, and 
what it proposes to do, I would not consider it necessary to even 
discuss it again in this form; but I desire very briefly, because 
of my belief that the bill is not fully understood, to state the 
facts with reference to its intent and its purpose. 

There has been an idea among members of this body that this 
bill was one which gave to the Secretary of Agriculture the 
power to determine a standard of food and drug products. 
There is no such power given in the bill; there is no such power 
expected to be given by amendment or otherwise. The provi- 
sions of the bill are simple and, outside of the definitions, the 
provisions pertaining to the carrying into effect of the law are 
very brief and very simple. 

The first question, it seems to me, that will appeal to any man 
is the question whether the public are entitled to protection. 
The amount of drugs and foods which are adulterated, mis- 
branded, and placed upon the market as good and proper drugs 
and foods is simply appalling. It has been estimated. and 
properly estimated, that the value of adulterated and misbranded 
goods in the United States sold each year is about $3,000,000. 

Mr. President, the Government passes stringent laws with 
reference to counterfeiting. Those laws provide that if I pass 
a counterfeit coin the penalty may be ten years’ imprisonment. 
If the Government, therefore, compels me to use coins of abso- 
lute value and integrity, then, I submit, it is incumbent upon the 
Government to protect me in securing goods of absolute integ- 
rity so far as is in its power. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that if it is an injury to the 
country to flood it with spurious coin used in the purchase of 
good goods it is equally an injury to the country to flood it 
with spurious goods to be traded for good coin. 

There is a simple proposition that is placed before the public, 
and the question is, first, whether there is a remedy, and, sec- 
ondly, whetber we shall avail ourselves of the remedy. Then 
the question to consider is whether or not the conditions are 
such as to justify interference on the part of the Federal Goy- 
ernment, 

We must recognize the existence of this great evil. The fact 
that nearly every State in the Union has passed stringent pure- 
food and pure-drug laws is evidence of the existence of the ne- 
cessity for that character of legislation. The fact of their ina- 
bility to enforce those laws makes it evident to us that there is 
some reason outside of the authority of the State whereby the 
State is not enabled to enforce its own territorial laws. 

Now, is the State entitled to this protection? By the silence 
of Congress on the subject we impliedly say that the State shall 
be the dumping ground of all spurious, adulterated, and mis- 
branded goods, and the State itself is absolutely at the mercy 
of manufacturers and shippers of that character of goods; and 
why? Because by the construction of the interstate-commerce 
clause of the Constitution it has been held that the failure of 
Congress to pass upon the subject of what may be imported 
into a State is evidence of the desire of Congress that any goods 
that can be said to be marketable may be shipped into any 
State in unbroken packages, and in that condition may be sold. 
Therefore the State itself can not reach the goods until they 
have become lost in the mass of the property of the State; and 
when they have so become lost, I submit that the State power 
to reach and punish the real offender is absolutely gone. The 
evil is rooted in soil outside of the State and over which the 
State has absolutely no jurisdiction. 

A manufacturer in Rhode Island may manufacture his adul- 
terated goods, or his spurious goods, and ship them from Rhode 
Island over into the State of Illinois, and so long as they are in 
the unbroken packages they may be sold in the State of Illinois. 
When they have changed from that condition and have become 
lost in the mass of the goods of that State, then the pure-food 
commissioner of that State and the courts of that State may 
deal, not with the manufacturer, not with the shipper, but with 
the retailer, who is absolutely innocent of the character of the 
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goods. It is because of those conditions that nearly all of the 
States, through their proper officers and those interested in pure 


foods and drugs, have petitioned Congress for the last ten or 


fifteen years for the enactment of a Federal law governing this 
subject. Now, all that we are asked to do is to pass some law 
supplementing the efforts of the States to enforce their own 
laws in relation to pure food products. In my own State of 
North Dakota there have been more than 100 arrests in the last 
year for the sale of adulterated and impure foods and those 
prohibited by the laws of the State to be sold in the State. In 
every instance, so far as I know, the retail dealer was absolutely 
innocent of the character of the goods, and so the fines in most 
instances were remitted for that reason. It seems to me that 
it would appeal to the good judgment of any legislator that 
there is a field on which this offense is being worked, over which 
the State has no jurisdiction whatever, and that the Federal 
power should come into play as an assistant to the State laws. 

Is the honest manufacturer entitled to protection? In the 
first instance, he is forced, if he marks his goods just_exactly 
as the State laws require him to mark them in order to make 
them marketable in that State, to come into competition with 
the man who does not mark his goods; and every one engaged 
in mercantile business knows how impossible it is for a man to 
sell goods upon their merit against spurious goods which are sold 
purporting to be of the same character. 

Again, the State laws are all diverse, not only in the wording 
of the laws themselves, but in the construction of the laws that 
is given by the food commissioners of the several States. So 
goods marked so that they will be marketable in any one State 
under a certain law will not be marketable in another State 
under the same law. This is a condition that also calls for 
some remedy. 

The bill as it is drafted injures no legitimate business; it does 
not determine what shall be shipped into any State. It does 
not determine what shall be done with it in the State. It 
neither prohibits nor interferes with any commerce whatever. 
It simply says that all goods must be unmasked before they 
cross the State line. No legitimate dealer can object to a law 
of that character. It does not prevent a man from buying what 
he desires to eat or what he desires for a drug. It simply de- 
clares that he shall be protected in buying what he does want, 
either for food or in the drug line. I anticipate that no person 
could urge any objection to a law of that kind. 

It is not partisan in any sense. It does not in the least de- 
gree infringe State rights or interfere with them in any way. 
The Federal law will stop exactly where the State law begins, 
and it will not attempt to interfere in the slightest degree with 
the police power of the State. The provisions add no new ma- 
chinery of government. They add no additional expense in or- 
der to carry out the law. There is a wrong impression, as I 
have suggested, that this is a law to fix standards of foods, and 
that in some man is placed the power to determine what may be 
sold and what may not be sold in the country. On the contrary, 
it is nothing of the kind. It is simply a bill to provide that all 
articles shall be sold for exactly what they are, and if the State 
itself has power to declare, and if it is proper for it to declare, 
what shall not be sold within its boundaries, then the nation 
has the power to declare, and it is also proper for it to declare, 
under the power given in the interstate commerce clause of the 
Constitution, what shall not pass the borders of a State. That 
is all this bill seeks to do—to supplement the power of the State 
to prevent the sale of adulterated and misbranded goods in the 
State. 

As I have said before, it is impossible for the State to reach 
the real culprit. It can not go outside of its own boundaries to 
make an arrest. It can not exercise power outside of its own 
boundaries, and inasmuch as more than 95 per cent of all the 
adulterated goods, both in foods and drugs, are goods which are 
imported from one State into another, the ability of the State to 
enforce its own laws and to secure good and proper products— 
foods and drugs—within the State, is absolutely nullified. 

Again, this proposed law simply provides that if the Secre- 
tary finds that there are violations of the law—in other words, 
if upon investigation, if upon going into the market and pur- 
chasing samples, he finds that certain manufacturers are sending 
adulterated or misbranded goods into any State in the Union—he 
will give them notice of the fact that they are so charged, and 
a hearing will be had before the Secretary of Agriculture. If 
he finds that they are going no further, that they will cease to 
send out such goods, then nothing further is done; but if they 
persist in it he simply reports the case to the proper district at- 
torney, who will then take cognizance of it. The district attor- 
ney will act upon the recommendation of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture or upon the sworn testimony of any State officer or 
other person authorized within the respective State to enforce 
the laws of that State. 


— 
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Now, as I have stated, this proposed law keeps entirely out- 
side of the State itself. The definitions are somewhat volumi- 
nous, it may be, but they are all clear; they are all concise. 
They are designed simply to protect those who are innocent and 
to punish those who are guilty. There has been no change in 
the measure as it came from the House in the matter of defini- 
tions. They have been rearranged so as to conform more par- 
ticularly to their headings, “ adulterated” and “ misbranded,” 
and nothing further than that. 

If there are any questions that any Senator would like to ask 
me on this bill, I shall be glad to answer them. I have given it 
considerable time and considerable thought. It has been before 
the committee of which I was chairman for two years, and it 
has been before the same committee of which the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Hreysvurn] is chairman for another year or two; and 
I believe it has had fair and just consideration. I do not wish 
to go into an argument of the particulars of the bill at this time, 
but am prepared, I think, to answer any question that may be 
asked if any Senator desires to ask any. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to 
call Calendar No. 2641. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from North Dakota 
was on the floor and said he would be glad to answer any ques- 
tions about the pending bill; and I desire to ask one question. 
Perhaps I might have the opportunity of asking it and receiving 
an answer before the Senator from Washington calls up the 
bill. j 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I have been recognized, but I 
will wait. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The object of this bill is a good 
one, but its terms are so involved that I am not sure I under- 
stand just what it does provide and mean, and therefore I wish 
to ask the Senator from North Dakota whether he understands 
that this bill provides that any person who orders goods from 
another State, and to whom they are shipped, does, by receiving 
them only, make himself liable to prosecution and penalty un- 
less the goods are accompanied by a guaranty from the person 
of whom he buys them that they are pure? Does the bare re- 
ceiving of them make him liable? 

To illustrate, suppose a grocery merchant, a retailer, in Con- 
necticut orders from a wholesale grocery store in New York 
some packages of coffee. Now, does he, by receiving those 
packages of coffee, make himself liable to prosecution unless 
they are accompanied by the guaranty of the person from whom 
he buys them that they are pure? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not so understand, Mr. President. I 
do not understand that the mere receipt of goods without inten- 
tion on his part, or attempt to sell the same goods, would, under 
the bill as it is proposed, subject him to a fine. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will listen a little 
further I will read the first section, skipping those parts of it 
which relate to other transactions. Commencing in line 24— 

Any person— 

Now go over to line 3 on the next page— 

itory, the District of Columbia, or 
eee mae Eg ST Territory, the District of 
Columbia, or insular possession, or foreign country— 

Now skip down to line 12— 

such adulterated or misbranded foods or drugs, or who shall Spo a 


offer to export the same to any foreign country, shall be guilty 
F ogre) for such offense be fined not exceeding $200. 


That is the way I read the section. . 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me the Senator leaves out the 
thing that modifies it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The other things relate to other 
transactions which are made criminal. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly they do. But it says: 

Shall deliver in original unbroken packages for pay or otherwise. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; but “ who, having received, 
shall deliver.” He is made liable for receiving, or, having re- 
ceived, for delivery, as the bill reads to me. I may be mistaken 
about it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think that applies to what goes before. 

Mr. HEBYBURN. I think I can answer the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 19 of the bill there is found a pro- 
vision which meets, I think, the question submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut: 

Provided further, That no dealer shall be convicted under the proyi- 
sions of this act when he can establish a guaranty signed by the whole- 


saler, jobber, manufacturer, or other party from whom he purchases 
such articles to the effect that the same is not adultera er mis- 


branded within the meaning of this act, designating it: And vided 
her, That said guarantor or guarantors reside in the Uni States. 
d guaranty, to afford protection, shall contain the name and address 
of the party or parties making th 


e sale of such article to such dealer, 
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and said party or parties shall be amenable to the prosecutions, fines, 
and other penalties which would attach, in due deal 
under the provisions of this act. É nne z 


That is intended to meet the difficulty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator could not 
have understood my question, for my question was whether this 
bill provided that a person who received merely goods purchased 
from another State should be liable to a penalty unless they 
ser accompanied by this guaranty. That is the question I 
as. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say that I do not so understand 
from a reading of the very paragraph referred to by the Senator 
from Connecticut. Now, reading it again, commencing in line 24— 

And any person who shall ship or deliver for shipping from any State 
or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular possession to any 
other State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or —— possession, 
or to a foreign 8 or who shall receive in any State or Territory, 
the District of Columbia, or Insular possession, from any other State 
or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular 
country, or who, having received, shall deliver 
packages for pay or otherwise— 


Then skipping— 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 

The clause “shall deliver in unbroken packages for pay or 
otherwise” refers to all of the clauses which precede it, com- 
mencing in line 24, as I have read it. That is my construction. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; that sentence is in the dis- 
junctive. 

Or who, having recelved. 

It also provides that if he receives it he shall be liable. 

Or who, having received [it], shall deliver, etc 

That is the way I read it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; for pay or otherwise.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the mere reception of it, 
according to the reading of this bill, makes a person liable. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I do not understand that he can pos- 
sibly be made liable unless he shall go further and “shall de- 
liver in original unbroken packages for pay or otherwise.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the two Senators allow me to interrupt 
them for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is intended to be what the Senator 
from North Dakota construes it to be, it is a singularly inap- 
propriate use of words to express the object, it seems to me. 
If you said “ who shall receive from any State or Territory, etc., 
and shall deliver in original, unbroken packages for pay or 
otherwise, or offer to deliver,” it would express precisely the 
purpose which the Senator construes this language to express. 
But it does not say that. It scrupulously excludes that. It 
says “or who shall.” The first is who shall ship or deliver ;” 
the second “who shall receive in any State or Territory,” etc., 
and the third “or who, having received, shall deliver.” To give 
the construction which the Senator contends for is to strike a 
separate and disjunctive clause out of the bill; and that is what 
lg generally hold is not included in the canons of construc- 

on. 

I beg pardon of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, there is just one 
thing more in this connection. This guaranty, which it seems 
must in every article of drugs or food of any sort accompany the 
sale, or the person receiving and selling it is liable, does not 
operate in case the purchase is made abroad. 

If a New York merchant imports or orders goods from abroad, 
and they come to him, and he sells them, he is not protected by 
any guaranty. He is specially excepted. He may be entirely 
innocent of any wrongdoing, or of any knowledge that the goods 
are adulterated or misbranded, and yet he is made liable under 
the provisions of this bill. 

Now, as I said in the first instance, I think the object of this 
bill is good; there ought to be a law; but it ought to be very 
carefully considered in order to make certain that it does not go 
beyond what is intended and beyond what is fair and just and 
reasonable in trade. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There were reasons, Mr. President, for 
drafting this bill exactly in the form in which it has been 
drafted in reference to the particular point urged by the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

So far as the definitions are concerned, the bill follows more 
closely the pure-food law of the Commonwealth of Kentucky. 
So far as this provision is concerned, it also follows the law of 
the State of Kentucky as it existed at one time. z 

One of the objects for securing this guaranty is that, in addi- 
tion to the protection to the purchaser, it shall furnish a means 
of identifying the manufacturer and holding him responsible for 
the character of the goods he sells. 


ion, or foreign 
original unbroken 
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I am informed, and it is so reported, that in the enforcement 
of the laws in the State of Kentucky very many importers pro- 
tected themselves under a provision of this kind. The State 
could not go outside of its own borders and make an arrest. So 
it was thought best that the responsibility should be borne by 
the purchaser, except in those cases in which the Government 
Itself could reach the manufacturer; and the same as it applied 
to the State, it was thought proper that it should apply to the 
Government in foreign shipments. 

Under our present law we are practically protected. There is 
on the statute books now a provision for the examination of all 
adulterated and misbranded goods which are imported, and I 
believe it is being properly enforced. So an importer may be 
protected under that law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is nothing here to prevent 
a person from being prosecuted, even if he has a guaranty and 
shows it. He is subject to prosecution; he may be put on trial. 
But if he produces such a guaranty as the act calls for, he could 
not be convicted. Does not the Senator think it ought also to 
be provided that he should not be prosecuted if he has such a 
guaranty? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think that is a very common provision in 
all our penal codes, and we must suppose that intelligent men 
would be in charge of prosecutions of this kind. No man is 
liable to be prosecuted where he himself has the evidence of his 
innocence and that which would acquit him. There are many 
similar laws in the States, wherein it is provided that certain 
things shall be a complete defense; and while such a provision 
does not prevent a party from being prosecuted, I have never 
heard of a man being prosecuted where it was known that he 
had that defense. Of course any attempt at prosecution would 
naturally elicit from him the proof of the fact, and the prosecu- 

-tion would be immediately dropped. I do not think there is any 
possible danger in that line. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not a very remarkable provision that 
a man who receives in the original package an article of food 
or drugs, supposing he has purchased it from a reputable manu- 
facturer in perfect good faith, should be made subject to prose- 
cution without some preliminary investigation as to whether he 
has this guaranty or not? I do not know why the manufac- 
turer might not be required to place it upon the article by way 
of label, and why for a false guaranty a severe penalty might 
not be denounced. There is no question it ought to be. But is 
there no way to reach the manufacturer? Then if one buys 
without the label 

Mr. McCUMBER. You can reach the manufacturer whether 
he gives a guaranty or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but if the guaranty must accompany 
in some conspicuous way the article, you would protect from 
the beginning against prosecution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand that it needs to ac- 
company the article. 

Mr. SPOONER. My suggestion is that it should. Why not? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It may accompany the order or the filling 
of the order. A man sends in his order for certain goods. In- 
stead of accompanying the article when the order is accepted 
and filled, the guaranty may go by mail and not be attached 
simply to the package in which the goods are shipped. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yet it could be placed on a bucket, for in- 
stance, or any other vessel which contains the purchased prod- 
uct. Would not a requirement that it be conspicuously placed 
upon the article purchased tend to protect the purchaser? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; on goods of a certain character. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am with the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. What are you going to do with the vast im- 
portations? We import liquor, we import wine, we import food. 
A man orders in good faith, paying the price that would be ex- 
acted for a pure article, wines from a foreign country. He is 
not protected if he has a guaranty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No guaranty protects him. 

Mr. SPOONER. He is not protected. He may be as innocent 
and as honest as the Senator. He is not only not protected 
against prosecution, but he is not protected against conviction. 
There are a vast number of cases which might very well arise 
where there is no possible protection, except for every merchant 
who purchases such an article to employ a chemist all the time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Suppose that he should obtain from the 
foreign producer a guaranty. You could not prosecute the for- 
eign merchant. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Therefore he could absolutely protect 
himself, if we had a law of that kind, by simply getting from 
the foreign merchant a guaranty. Certainly I think the Sena- 
tor will agree with me, after considering a moment,,that we 
should not adopt a method of that kind. 


Mr. SPOONER. That does not answer my difficulty. It 
makes a different situation. It does not protect the citizen in a 
thousand cases from prosecution and conviction when he is per- 
fectly innocent and has acted in perfect good faith. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That has been guarded in this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Guarded how? r 
Mr. McCUMBER. Guarded in this bill in this way: There 
is only a maximum punishment; there is no minimum punish- 
ment; and when a party can show before a court that he has 
acted perfectly innocent the fine may be remitted or no fine 
at all may be imposed or a mere nominal one. Between that 
condition and leaving the matter absolutely open, so that he 
could merely allege his innocence of the character of the goods 
as a defense, it was considered better, and I think the Senator 
will agree with me that it is better, to compel him to know 
something of the character of the goods he is buying and selling. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not, then, in such case say “ willfully ” 
or “knowingly” receive. It is made malum prohibitum. A 
man has all the dishonor of a conviction. To a sensitive man 
the fine is the smallest part of the punishment. I do not know 
that this can be guarded, but it occurred to me, in reading that 
part of the bill, that it opens the door to vast numbers of prose- 
cutions and inevitable convictions of men who are entirely hon- 
est and who would not deal in adulterated or deleterious 
articles. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The matter of “willful” and “ inten- 
tional” has been discussed more than any other question on 
this bill. The experience of those who have had to do with the 
enforcement of the law has been such that it was universally 
claimed that under that particular clause nearly every person 
would escape, whether guilty or innocent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am confining my suggestion as to the use 
of those words to those cases where the guaranty would, by the 
terms of the law, be no defense; that is all. I see the difficulty 
in the use of those words as applied generally to the bill, be- 
cause it would be very difficult, if not impossible, to prove bad 
faith. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It would be absolutely impossible in the 
importation of a foreign article, as well as in the shipment of 
an article from one State to another. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then are we not put to the alternative of 
not regulating on the one hand or on the other regulating in 
this way, to the obvious injustice of a great body of honest 
American citizens? i 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can not see where any injustice will 
necessarily or even probably be done them under a law of this 
kind. We have a great many cases of like character. It is 
made a criminal offense probably in every State in the Union 
to sell a minor liquor. A man may be absolutely innocent of 
the fact that he is a minor when he sells it, but nevertheless he 
is compelled to know what he is doing; it is considered neces- 
sary that he should know. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is very true, but in ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred the minor carries about him conclusive evi- 
dence that he is a minor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It puts the man on inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. Moreover, it puts the man on inquiry. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know that a man carries conclu- 
sive evidence, when he is twenty and a half years old, that he 
is either above or below 21 years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I recollect one case which arose and which 
I had to argue in the supreme court of my State. The defense 
was that the minor was very much a man, that he had a heavy 
beard, and wore about him every evidence of being more than 
a minor; but the court decided that it was malum prohibitum, 
and that the saloon keeper was bound to ascertain at his peril 
whether the person was or was not a qualified drinker under 
the statute. Of course that has to be the law. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have already called the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the present law, which provides for the seizure of any 
adulterated or misbranded articles imported. I think the two 
together will amply protect the importer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Wisconsin has 
suggested what to me has always appeared to be the proper 
groundwork for a pure-food law. I think anyone who has read 
this bill will admit that it requires the most careful study and 
analysis to determine just what it does mean. I apprehend the 
courts would have great difficulty in construing the law in 
many of its provisions by reason of the complicated and in- 
volved phrases and sentences. 

I hope the Senator from North Dakota did not draw the bill 
with his own pen. I presume it was one which was presented 
to the committee—made up outside by persons who are inter- 
ested in this subject. In fact, Mr. President, that has come to 
be almost the universal way in which we legislate. People who 
are interested in having some legislation come with the bills 
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prepared to suit their views of what the legislation should be, 
and those bills are taken or amended, as the case may be. 

It seems to me that this whole subject can be reached in the 
way to which the Senator from Wisconsin has partially alluded. 
Suppose a bill were framed which defined what should be 
adulterated and misbranded articles. Then suppose the bill 
required that every manufacturer who put his goods into inter- 
state commerce, or any other person who put goods into inter- 
state commerce—that is, shipped them from one State to 
another—should place upon the goods a guaranty that they were 
not adulterated and not misbranded within the definitions in 
the act. I do not see why the whole subject would not be 
reached in that simple way. Then the party guilty of selling 
misbranded or adulterated articles is easily found, easily prose- 
cuted, and ail the people who might be entirely innocent, who 
had no desire to violate the law, would have no trouble about 
it whatever. 

It is suggested that perhaps that can not be done. But it is 
done. You can not sell tobacco in this country except it has 
certain statements upon the packages in which it is contained. 
There is no difficulty in anything that is sold from one State to 
another in requiring that the packages in which the goods are 
contained shall have such a guaranty upon them, or that where 
it is possible the lesser article, like the bottle of liquor or medi- 
cine or the package of coffee or of cereals, shall also have such 
a guaranty upon it. 

I have not paid enough attention to the subject so that I wish 
to speak positively about it, but the whole thing, it seems to me, 
would be much simpler if it could be reached in that way. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, a matter always seems to 
be simple when we look at it not for the purpose of closely 
analyzing it, but upon general principles, taking a broad ab- 
stract view. Whenever we attempt,. however, to convert that 
abstract view into something that is concise and full of meaning, 
and that guards the rights of persons, we find that it is far 
more intricate than was at first supposed. That is just what 
I think the Senator would find when he came to draft a pure- 
food bill. 

I certainly could not agree that it would be the proper thing 
to leave it to the manufacturer to construe whether or not his 
goods came within the meaning and intent of the pure-food law. 
That would be an impossibility ; it would give as many construc- 
tions to the law as there are manufacturers. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is the guaranty which 
you require him to give in order to protect the person who re- 
ceives the goods from him. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But we have covered about all the Sena- 
tor has spoken of. The bill itself carefully defines what are 
adulterated and what are not adulterated articles. If the Sena- 
tor’s contention should govern, we go further than the intent 
of this bill, because the bill does not prohibit the sale of adul- 
terated or misbranded articles. The manufacturer has a right 
to manufacture them and sell them. All it does require is that 
when they are adulterated or misbranded they shall state that 
fact upon the label. Otherwise they are presumed to corre- 
spond with the requirements of the law itself. 

It seems to me that that answers the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor. There is nothing further I desire to say. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was called away for a 
moment, and I am not informed as to whether the point which 
was made by the Senator from Wisconsin has been disposed of. 
His first objection, as I understood it, was that the proper con- 
struction of this section would make it an offense, punishable 
in the way prescribed by the bill, to simply receive goods un- 
accompanied by the guaranty provided in another portion of 
the bill. I understood that that objection was not assented to 
by the Senator having the bill in charge. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is barely possible, I will say right here, 
that the phraseology might bear out the construction claimed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. A mere change of the word “or” 
to and“ would correct that. ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator, if he wanted 
to make it an offense merely to receive the goods, how would 
he change that sentence? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That, too, would have to be changed. I 
would have to read it over and see. 

Mr. FORAKER. And by making a change of “or” to “and” 
it would be obviated? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. Without that change the point would cer- 
‘tainly be well taken. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 


Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the fourth 
annual report (with sence of the governor of Porto Rico, cover- 
ing the period from July 1, 1903, to June 30, 1904. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Warre House, December 13, 1903. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 6498) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; x 

A bill (H. R. 11361) to legalize and permit the maintenance 
of certain dams in and bridge over the St. Joseph River, in the 
States of Indiana and Michigan; and 

A bill (H. R. 15606) to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tom- 
5 River near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 

tate. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game: 

A bill (H. R. 6480) to control grazing in forest reserves; and 

A bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of forest re- 
serves from the Department of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The bill (H. R. 9493) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, 
entitled “An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to 
prevent the importation and exportation of the same, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) to pay the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th 
day of said month, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to 
call up the bill (H. R. 14468) to authorize the sale and disposi- 
tion of surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reser- 
yation, in the State of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act 
approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 
vide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled 
“An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for 
the more efficient administration of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment submitted by Mr. ForaKer. 

Mr. FORAKER, I ask the Senator having the bill in charge 


if he will not accept the amendment under consideration? 


Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the amendment, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 6, after the words Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” insert “and all the provisions of this section 
are hereby made applicable to Porto Rico;” so as to make the 
section read: 

That all bonds issued 2 75. — government of the Philippine Islands, 
or by its authority, shall exempt from taxation is the Government 
of the United States, or by the government of the Philippine Islands 
or of any political or municipal subdivision thereof, or by any State, 
or by any county, municipality, or other municipal subdivision of any 
State or Territory of the United States, or by the District of Columbia, 
ee bea provisions of this section are hereby made applicable to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker]. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
yield to me that I may ask the Senate to consider a small bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Unless Senators on the other side desire to de- 
bate this bill now, of course I would be very happy to yield, 
first to the Senator from Washington [Mr. Foster] and then to 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], who desire to call 
up bills. If no Senator desires to go on at this time with the 
unfinished business, I will yield first to the Senator from Wash- 
ington and then to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Then let the bill called up by 
me be proceeded with. 

YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will continue 
to read the bill called up by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Foster]. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill 
(H. R. 14468) to authorize the sale and disposition of surplus 
or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN WESLEY HOYT. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the Dill 
(S. 2021) for the relief of John Wesley Hoyt. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to pay to John Wesley Hoyt, of the 
District of Columbia, for the expenses actually incurred by him 
in the travel necessary to the preparation of his report on edu- 
cation in Europe and America, requested by Hon. William H. 
Seward, Secretary of State of the United States, and published 
by Congress in the year 1870, the sum of $5,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. i 

CONSIDERATION OF UNOBJECTED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER,. I ask unanimous consent for the consider: 
ation of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks that the unfinished business may be temporarily laid 
aside, so that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of un- 
objected pension bills on the Calendar. Is there objection to the 
request? 

Mr. CULBERSON. About how much time does the Senator 
from North Dakota need for the consideration of those unob- 
jected pension cases? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think it will take nearly an hour to get 
through with all which are on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. LODGE.. Mr. President, I yield, of course, to having the 
unfinished business temporarily laid aside, provided only that no 
Senator desires to proceed on the Philippine bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The proposed arrangement is entirely 
satisfactory, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the request of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBrr] 
is agreed to, The Secretary will state the first pension case on 
the Calendar. 

JOHN W. CARLETON. 


The bill (S. 5512) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Carleton was announced as first in order; and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ forty ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, peels geh to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Carleton, late of Third Battery Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R. WILLIAMS, 


The bill (S. 1996) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“sergeant, of Company D,” and insert “of Companies D and 
E;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the Bane and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Williams, late of Companies D and E, Fourth Regiment Kentuc 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES N. WOOD. 


The bill (S. 2212) granting a pension to Charles N. Wood was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“twenty-four; ” and in the same line, after the word “ month,” 
to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
N. Wood, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
nrg & and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles N. Wood.” 


SAMUEL S. LAMSON. 


The bill (S. 5514) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Lamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Maine,” to strike out 
Regiment“ and insert Battalion; ” and in the same line, be- 
fore the word “ and,” to strike out Battalion” and insert Vol- 
unteer Infantry ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
S. Lamson, late of Company A, First Battalion Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 7 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 5 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
JULIET A. B. HOFF. 


The bill (S. 3742) granting an increase of pension to Juliet 
C. Bainbridge-Hoff was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the jon laws, the name of Juliet A. I. Hoff, widow 
of William Bainbridge Hoff, late captain, United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juliet A. B. Hoff.” 

EDWARD SHIFLETT. 

The bill (S. 1539) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Shiflett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Edward Shiflett, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment West Virginia 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY SNIDEMILLER. 

The bill (S. 4767) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Snidemiller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word“ Cavalry,“ to insert 
“ Volunteer ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Snidemiller, late of Company H, First Regiment Maryland Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. VENIER. 

The bill (S. 3906) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. V. Voldo, alias James H. Venier, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 5, after the words “name of,” to strike 
out the name James H. V. Voldo, alias;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sulject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Venier, late of Company H, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Venier.” 

š GEORGE W. LEHMAN. 

The bill (S. 424) granting a pension to George W. Lehman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” to strike out 
“Volunteer” and insert Emergency Militia; ” and in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty” and insert 
“twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etoc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, auhorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. 5 late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania 1 Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

GEORGE R. LINGENFELTER. 

The bill (S. 5450) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Lingenfelter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“captain Company C, Forty-ninth,” and insert “of Company 
A, Thirty-first ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
R. Lingenfelter, late of Company A, Thirty-first Regiment Massachu- 


setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

a SAMUEL J. BRAINARD, 

The bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to S. J. 
Brainard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
letter S.“ and insert the name Samuel ;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 

1 N er : _ . 9 
ry, y him a pension a e rate o ê li 

of that he is now recelving. R 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Brainard.” 


CATHERINE JONES. 


The bill (S. 5531) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
erine Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty“ and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and He is 
hereby, authorized and directed to peace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Jones, widow of Henry F. Jones, late of Company B, Eighth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. ROWE. 


The bill (S. 5501) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Rowe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out“ twenty ” and insert twelve ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Rowe, widow of Amos M. Rowe, late of Company K, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN E. ARMITAGE. 


The bill (S. 4002) granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
Armitage was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan E. Armitage, widow 
of Isaac Armitage, late of Company B, One hundred and eleventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. is 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EMILY E. CRAM. 


The bill (S. 3390) granting a pension to Emily E. Cram was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-five ;” so as to make the bill 
read: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to praca on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Emily E. Cram, widow of De Witt C. Cram, late major, Sixth Regiment 
lowe Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readjng, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

BIRD SOLOMON. 

The bill (S. 5379) granting an increase of pension to Bird Sol- 
omon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Light,” to insert 
“ Volunteer ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 1 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B 
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Solomon, late of Battery A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. ASH. 


The bill (S. 5878) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Ash was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty,” and insert twenty ;’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Ash, late of Company F, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per. month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW FELLENTRETER. 


The bill (S. 4070) granting an increase of pension to A. Fel- 
lentreter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
letter “A.” and insert the name “Andrew;” so-as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Andrew Fellentreter, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment lowa 
Volunteer . and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Fellentreter.” : 


WILLIAM STRAWN. 


The bill (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to William 
Strawn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of” 
and insert captain; “ and in line 9, after the word“ receiving,” 
to insert “payable to his duly constituted guardian;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Strawn, late captain Company F, One hundred and fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, payable to his 
duly constituted guardian. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALAFAIR CHASTAIN. 5 


The bill (S. 5572) granting an increase of pension to Alafire 
Chastain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alafair Chastain, widow 
of James M. Chastain, late of Captain Williams's company, Georgia 
Mounted Volunteers, and second lieutenant Captain Redding’s company, 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alafair Chastain.” 


SAMUEL G. MAGRUDER. 


The bill (S. 1208) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Magruder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
G. Magruder, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

COLON THOMAS, 

The bill (S. 5574) granting an increase of pension to Colon 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Colon Thomas, late of 
Captain Hart's independent company Florida Mounted Volunteers, 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES D. STEWART. 


The bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
Insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James D. Stewart, late 
of Company B, First ment Mississippi Rifles, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ARTHUR W. POST. 


The bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Arthur W. Post was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after. the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ponon laws, the name of Arthur W. Post, helpless 
and dependent child of John P. Post, late second lieutenant Company 
fie ae vio Rl ae ae — — wie Mesica; and colonel 

men 0 olun r Infantr. an a 
at the rate of $12 per month.. 2 5 an 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
the third time, and passed. 


JESSE L. SANDERS. 


The bill (S. 5496) granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Sanders was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secreta f the Interior be, and he is h x 
and directed to place on the pension roll, * to te . 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse L. Sanders, late of 
. prow ny, peg . Volunteers, 

„ a 2 
in lieu of that he is n 8 e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. WEEMS, 


The bill (S. 5472) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Weems was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ war,” to strike out 
“Baltimore and Washington Battalion” and insert “ District 
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of Columbia and Maryland Volunteers;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 
Weems, widow of William M. Weems, late of Company G, District of 
Columbia and Maryland Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
Page at the rate of 512 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 
ng. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. BURRELL. 


The bill (S. 5589) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Burrell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o of 

J 1, widow of W. Alexander Burrell, late of Company I, 
Thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she now re- 
ceiving. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. - 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
` ABRAHAM B. MILLER. 


The bill (S. 5508) granting a pension to Abraham B. Miller 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Abraham Miller, late 
pilot, U. S. S. Minnesota, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN C. SCHROEDER. 


The bill (S. 5558) granting an increase of pension to Susan C. 
Schroeder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan C. Schroeder, widow 
of Henry T. Schroeder, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant Company B, 
First R ent North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELMORE Y. CHASE. 


The bill (S. 816) granting an increase of pension to Elmore T. 
Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: + 

4 is hereby, authorized 

e eee a in 3 — — to the rie and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmore X. Chase, late sur- 

n, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS BOYLE. 


The bill (S. 2972) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Boyle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Fifth,” to insert “ Regi- 
ment;” in line 7, after the word “ Thirteenth,” to insert “ Regi- 


ment,” and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“forty” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Thomas 
Boyle, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him 
1 pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recely- 

g. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMON A. WEBSTER. 

The bill (S. 5346) granting an increase of pension to Amon A. 
Webster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Amon A. Webster, 
late of Company C, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
PHILIP L. HITESHEW. 


The bill (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to Philip L. 
Hiteshew was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ captain,” to strike out 
“of;” in line 7, before the word “ Maryland,” to insert “ Regi- 
ment;” and in the same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” to 
insert“ Volunteer ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip 
L. Hiteshew, late captain Company I, First Regiment Maryland Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. #20: oer 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NELSON PURCELL. 


The bill (S. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Purcell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: i 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to R on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson Purcell, late of 
ty E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN WELCH. 

The bill (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Welch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty-four” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
Welch, late of Company C, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA A. TETER. 

The bill (S. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
A. Teter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “Infantry,” to insert 
“and hospital chaplain, United States Volunteers ;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the sion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Re- 
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becca A. Teter, widow of Isaac P. Teter, late cnapan Seventh Regi- 


nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and hospital 5 United States | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $ 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES D. CREED. 


The bill (S. 3286) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Creed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “forty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
D. Creed, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 7 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS P. FARLEY. 


The bill (S. 554) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Farley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : : 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas P. 3 late 
second lieutenant T'wenty-fifth Independent Battery Indiana Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


per month in lieu 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. MILLETT. 


The bill (S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


Millett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Millett, late of 
Company H, Second Regiment, and Company C, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer In antry, and Company I, Second Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN B. HARVEY. 


The bill (S. 4882) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Harvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “forty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
B. Harvey, late of Company E, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. RENFRO. 


The bill (S. 5214) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Renfro was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “ Company,” to strike 
out “of” and insert “ captain ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

illiam P. Renfro, late captain Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illi- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT N. BUTTON. 


The bill (S. 4408) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
N. Button was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
— thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 38 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Robert N. Button, late of Coupen D, irteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM o. GOULD. 


The bill (S. 3232) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Gould was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
O. Gould, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


GEORGE W. THOMAS. 


The bill (S. 1810) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geo 
W. Thomas, late of Company D, Fifty-first Regiment 3 Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. COVERT. 


The bill (S. 3755) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Covert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
. twenty-four“ and insert “ twenty;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
tase Intantcy aad pay bie A pension at the rate ce 420 pen monte ta 
„ eo 2 

lieu of that he is now receiving. ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RUHEMA C. HORSMAN. 


The bill (S. 5427) granting an increase of pension to Ruhema 
C. Horsman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ sixteen ” and insert“ twelve ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That th 
hereby, autho 4 al dir d to piac” of the Interior be, and he is 
rovisions an ons o. e pension laws, the name of Ruhema 
Ce Horsman widow of Samuel Horsman, late of Com C, O = 
dred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois V W sad pay ie 


- 
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a pension at tke rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY C. STROMAN, 

The bill (S. 4221) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Stroman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert“ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H 
C. Stroman, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-second Regl. 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

IRA K. EATON. 

The bill (S. 552) granting a pension to Ira K. Eaton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. - 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “thirty; and in the same line, after the 
word “ month,” to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiving ;” 
50 as to make the bill read: ` 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira 
K. Eaton, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. | 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an | 
increase of pension to Ira K. Eaton.“ 

BESSY FORSYTH BACHE. 

The bill (S. 4208) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Forsythe Bache was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to A page on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bessy Forsyth Bache, 
widow of Dallas Bache, late colonel and Assistant Surgeon-General, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bessy Forsyth Bache.” 

WELCOM B. FRENCH. 

A bill (S. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Welcome 
B. French was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the words “ name of,” to strike out 
the name Welcome” and insert Welcom;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

„ That the Secret: of the Interior and he is 

Pict adh: phe ab pnd directed to 3 on the pension roll subject to 

rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Welcom 

nch, late of Company K, One hundred and twelfth Regiment IIIi- 

nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Welcom B. French.” 

HOWARD WILEY. 

The bill (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Wiley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


the 
B. 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert 
“and Company G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment; ” 
and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty” 
and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Howard 
Wiley, late of Company E, S -third Regiment, and Company G, One 
hun and twenty-eighth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EZRA W. CARTWRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 377) granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“blacksmith;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “twenty-five” and insert twenty-four;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ezra 
W. Cartwright, late of Company D, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is el receiving. i 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. PENN. 


The bill (S. 4383) granting a pension to Mary E. Penn was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. > 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ fifteen,” and in the same line, after the 
word “ month,” to insert “in lieu of that she is now receiving ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Penn, widow of Benjamin H. Penn, late captain Company B, Thirty- 


second Regiment Illinois Volunteer infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Penn.” 


SAMUEL J. DENISON. 


The bill (S. 3522) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
J. Dennison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to strike out 
the name Dennison“ and insert Denison ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
J. nison, late of Company G, One hundred and first Regiment Ii- - 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Denison.” 


FRAZIE A. CAMPBELL, 


The bill (S. 4273) granting an increase of pension to Frazee 
A. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the words “ name of,” to strike out 
the name “ Frazee” and insert “ Frazie;” and in line 8, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty- 
six;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
Is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of 
Frazie A. Campbell, late of Company C, One hundred fifteenth Reg- 
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iment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frazie A. Campbell.” 


JAMES THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“ artificer; ” in the same line, after the word “of,” where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out “Company” and insert 
“ Battery ;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty-five” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Thompson, late of Bat A, Second ment United States Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. ý 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ‘ 


DAVID WHITNEY. 


The bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to David 
Whitney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word.“ and,” to insert war 
with Mexico ;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert“ twenty ;” so as to make the bill raed: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pan on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Whitney, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PHILIP LAWOTTE. 


The bill (S. 5732) granting a pension to Philip Lawotte was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Philip Lawotte, late Indian 
scout, United States Army, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month. 7 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CLEMON CLOOTEN. 


The bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to Clemon 

Clooten was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Clemon Clooten, 

ate of Company B, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Heavy 

‘Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY BRESLIN. - 

The bill (S. 5859) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Breslin, 
late of Company A, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy 
‘Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WASHINGTON LENHART. 


The bill (S. 5735) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Lenhart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Washington 
nhart, late of Company G, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOSEPH A. RHODES. 


The bill (S. 5744)) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Rhodes was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph A. 
Rhodes, late captain of Company M, Third Regiment Rhode Is- 
land Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES RIORDAN. 


The bill (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Riordan, 
late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

NICKLES DOCKENDORF. 

The bill (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to Nickles 
Dockendorf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nickles Dock- 
endorf, late of Company I, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ENOCH RUSSELL. 


The bill (S. 5738) granting an increase of pension to Enoch. 
Russell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Enoch Russell, 
late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN W. SEE. 


The bill (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. See was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. See, late 
of Company G, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MONROE W. WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to Monroe 
W. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Monroe W. 
Wright, late of Company B, Second Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

- JOHN HUBBARD., 

The bill (S. 5858) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
Hubbard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Hubbard, 
late of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES BRYSON. 


The bill (S. 5857) granting an increase of pension to James 
Bryson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Bryson, 
late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ororen to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
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GEORGE H. WOODBURY. 


The bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Woodbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George H. 
Woodbury, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

MARY M. MITCHELL. 


The bill (S. 5745) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary M. Mitchell, 
widow of Solomon F. Mitchell, late of Company D, Two hundred 
and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHARLES E. GILBERT. 


The bill (S. 5736) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Gilbert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E. 
Gilbert, late of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment, and Company 
A, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ANNE JONES. 


The bill (S. 5746) granting an increase of pension to Anne 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Anne Jones, 
widow of William H. Jones, late of Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ADOLPHE BESSIE. 


The bill (S. 5739) granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 
Bessie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Adolphe Bessie, 
late first lieutenant and adjutant, Third Regiment South Caro- 
lina Volunteer Infantry (colored), and to pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMPSON MARTIN. 


The bill (S. 5129) granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thompson 
Martin, late of Company I, Fifty-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 

JOSEPH J. HEDRICK. 


The bill (S. 5428) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Hedrick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph J. 
Hedrick, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALFRED H. LE FEVRE. 

The bill (S. 3482) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Le Fevre was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

2 x rior be, h 
Babi S 5 „ rol. Sitjar 10 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
II. Fevre, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
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Infantry, and him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is how — N 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PAUL DIEBITSCH. 


The bill (S. 5271) granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diebitsch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paul 
Diebitsch, late of Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED TICHURST. 


The bill (S. 2493) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Tichurst was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred Tichurst, late of 
U. 8. 8. Curlew, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE G. TUTTLE. 


The bill (S. 2492) granting an increase of pension to George 
G. Tuttle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four ” and insert “ twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: > 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
G. ttle, late of Company C, One hundred and fortieth Regiment lli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CORA A. BAKER. 


The bill (S. 4393) granting an increase of pension to Cora A, 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author'zed 
and directed to pan on the pension roll, subject to the provis.ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cora A. Baker, w.dow 
of Robert S. Baker, late captain Company F, Twenty-seventh Regi- 


ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

` JOSEPH J. CARSON. 

The bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Carson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph J. Carson, late 
first lieutenant Company I and captain Company F, Third Regiment 


] 
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Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is etl receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SIDNEY B. HAMILTON, 


The bill (S. 5339) granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
B. Hamilton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
| to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
| Sidney B. Hamilton, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ion at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of t he is now recel . 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WORLEY. 


The bill (S. 4808) granting an increase of pension to John 
Worley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the A ashame and limitations of the pension laws, the name John 
Worley, late of Company F, One hundred and second ent 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINA APFEL. 


The bill (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Carolina 
‘Apfel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “a 
private in” and insert of;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caro- 
lina Apfel, widow of William Apn late of Company H, One hundred 
and eighty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a - 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM RUFUS KELLY. 


The bill (S. 4199) granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all affer the enacting clause and 
insert: 

hat f the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
elk 5 on the — roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Rufus Kelly, late 
medical cadet and acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW C. KEMPER. 


The bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Andrew C. Kemper 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty’ and insert “thirty,” and in the same line, after the 
word “month,” to insert „in lieu of that he is now receiving; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the eee roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of An- 
drew C. Kemper, late captain and assistant adjutant-general, United 


States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew C. Kemper.” 


MARY L. DUFF. 


The bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Duff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word late,” to strike out reg- 
imental” and insert “assistant surgeon and;” in line 7, after 
the word “surgeon,” to strike out of the; and in line 9, before 
the word dollars,” to strike out thirty“ and insert “ twenty- 
five; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piano on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
L. ff, widow of — 5 M. Duff, late assistant surgeon and surgeon, 
3 R t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. HALL. 


The bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to insert “ first- 
class;” and in the same line, after the word “ pilot,” to strike 
out “of the;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Page on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of on laws, the name of Ja- 
min F. Hall, late first-class pilot U. S. S. Victory, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PHILO 8. BARTOW. 


The bill (S. 4986) granting an increase of pension to Philo S. 
Bartow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to * on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Philo 
S. Bartow, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment 


New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a sion at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he 18 now e $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

'Fhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS TAYLOR. 


The bill (S. 5358) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Talor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
— thirty“ and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it ted, etc., That the Secre f the Interi 
3 3 and directed to ae the pension ga Se F 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Taylor, late of Company a ingen Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADRIANNA LOWELL. 
The bill (S. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Adrianna 
Lowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
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out © twenty-four” and insert “ twelve; so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adri- 
anna Lowell, widow of Samuel Lowell, late of Company I, Twentieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now recéiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BERRY. 


The bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to William 
Berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four ” and insert“ twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Berry, late of Company E, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. yeu 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CODY. 


The bill (S. 567) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cody was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four ” and insert“ twenty; “ so as to make the bill 
read; 

Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Inter „be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Cody, late of Company K, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARINDA A. SPEAR. 


The bill (S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
A. Spear was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” to insert 
“and acting master’s mate, United States Navy;” so as to 
make the bill read: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pennon laws, the name of Cla- 
rinda A. Spear, widow of Otis G. Spear, late of Company B, Fourth Reg- 
iment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and acting master’s mate, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HART. 


The bill (S. 566) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ of,” to insert “ Com- 
pany K, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam H. Hart, late of Company K, First Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and Company K, First ment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 3 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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CAROLINE L. GUILD, d 


The bill (S. 5445) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
L. Guild was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “surgeon,” to insert 
“ Fifty-second Regiment ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caro- 
line Guild, widow of Phineas K. Guild, late assistant surgeon Fifty- 
second R ent and surgeon One hundred and twentieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LUCY JANE BALL, 

The bill (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Jane Ball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ and,” to strike out 
Troops“ and insert“ Volunteer Infantry ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
Jane Ball, widow of Joseph J. G. Ball, late captain Company G, Eighty- 
sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JULIA E. NEALE. 

The bill (S. 5444) granting a pension to Julia E. Neale was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: = 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia E. Neale, former 
widow of William A. Linn, late second lieutenant, Twelfth Regiment 
United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $15 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL L. D. GOODALE. 

The bill (S. 801) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
L. D. Goodale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
L. D. Goodale, late of Company B, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
MYRON D. HILL. 
The bill (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Myron 
D. Hill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to 
limitations of the 5 laws, the name of Myron D. Hill, late of 
Company A, Third ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
A, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension tt the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read { 


the third time, and passed. 
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THOMAS COUGHLIN, 


The bill (S. 5345) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Coughlin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Coughlin, lateof Company A, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY V. SIMS. 


The bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Henry V. 
Sims was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “sixty ” and insert“ fifty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Nar rong and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
V. Sims, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 

* Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
` The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i . 


WILLIAM H. CHAMBERLIN. 


The bill (S. 5120) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Chamberlain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out 
the name Chamberlain“ and insert Chamberlin;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of William 
ata tial ad per nia wouter ec ee tas tes oe 
month in lieu of that he a tow — en si 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A Dill granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Chamberlin.” 


BESSIE M. DICKINSON. 


The bill (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to Bessie 
M. Dickinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of 
Company B“ and insert “second lieutenant Company E; and 
in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out twenty” 
and insert“ fifteen ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bessie 
M. Bickinson, widow of William G. Dickinson, late second lieutenant 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE B. WEBER. 


The bill (S. 5758) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
B. Weber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sallie B. Weber, 
widow of Charles G. Weber, late first lieutenant Company A, 
Santa Fe Battalion, Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


XXXIX——14 


FREDERICK CLARK. 


The bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
ick Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 
Clark, late of Company F, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS H. WALKER. . 


The bill (S. 4395) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas H. 
Walker, late second lieutenant Company K, Fifth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pensien 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, the same 
to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to 
mode and times of payment, without any deduction or rebate 
on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous pay- 
ments of pension. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SARAH E. AUSTIN. 


The bill (S. 1880) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Austin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. 
Austin, widow of Joseph A. Austin, late of Company K, First 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JERRY L. GRAY. - 

The bill (S. 5297) granting an increase of pension to Jerry L. 
Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jerry L. Gray, 
late of Company A, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EDWIN A. KNIGHT. 

The bill (S. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
A. Knight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin A. 
Knight, late hospital steward, Fifth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS J. SPENCER. 

The bill (S. 4151) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Spencer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. 
Spencer, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. a 

JOHN M'KENNE. 

The bill (S. 5714) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKenne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John McKenne, 
late of U. S. steamers Ohio, Kearsarge and Tahoma, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT CROWTHER. 


The bill (S. 5713) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Crowther, 


late of First Independent Battery, New Hampshire Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for à third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BENJAMIN BICKFORD. 


The bill (S. 5715) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Bickford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin Bick- 
ford, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Seventeenth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN A. STEELE. 


The bill (S. 5781) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Steele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Steele, 
late of Company C, Second Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM R. CAHOON, 


The bill (S. 5530) granting a pension to William R. Cahoon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William R. Cahoon, late of 
Company A, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPH REBER. 


The bill (S. 5810) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Reber, late 
of Company G, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DOTHA J. WHIPPLE. 


The bill (S. 5716) granting a pension to Dotha J. Whipple 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Dotha J. Whipple, widow 
of Charles Whipple, late lieutenant-colonel Nineteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 830 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dotha J. Whipple.” 


FRANKLIN WALLER. 


The bill (S. 5811) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Waller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he — 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, 
tas pe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

aller, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Woe. 
aoe Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SARAH J. F. ROBINSON. 


The bill (S. 5807) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. F. Robinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaci — * l pension roll, subject to 
oe Bia ens and limitations of th the name of Sarah 

Robinson, widow of William V Ro 2 ate colonel Seventh 
isconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 


1 Wisco! 


rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOEL F. HOWE. 


The bill (S. 5476) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
F. Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
= amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
nsert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of ion laws, the name of Joel F. Howe, late of 
Company B, Sixth ment Minnesota Volunteer nage and Com- 
pany K. Twenty- third. — Veteran Reserve Corps pay him a 
pension’ at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he Sg kare now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. | 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, aa 
the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL B. BUSH. 


The bill (S. 5661) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B, 
Bush was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and , 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place — soe Remar roll, su — to the provisions and 
limitations of aes the name of Daniel B. Bush, late of 
Company A, First — Illinois Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
colonel Second Regiment — Tilinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 2 is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE J. CALKINS. 


The bill (S. 2850) granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
Calkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 3 authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, ma $o me rovisions and 
ö of the pension laws, the name of widow of 
Ebenezer D. Calkins, late of Capt. John Meacham’s 3 New York 
Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike, 
out “ twenty-four ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill’ 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is’ 
1 authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of, s 4 

H. Lewis, late of Company C, Seventieth Regiment New York V 
—— „ and pay him a pomon at the rate of $20 per — in iieu 
of that 1e is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD DUNN. 


The bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Richard Dunn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out twenty ” and insert “ twelve,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
Dunn, late of Company B, First R ent Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at ‘the rate o $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER M’CONNEHA. 


The bill (S. 5535) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander McConneha was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to insert 
the letter“ K;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the cores and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander 
McConneha, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN H. MORRIS. 


The bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
H. Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
we thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
rend: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
H. Morris, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
27 5 80 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH v. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth V. Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-four” and insert “ seyenteen;” so as to make the 
bill read: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth V. Reynolds, widow of William Reynolds, late first lieutenant 
Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a poma at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ? 


GEORGE W. D. BUCHANAN. 


The bill (S. 3239) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. D. Buchanan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Geo! 
W. D Buchanan, late of Company A, Sixty-second Regiment IIlino 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

LOUISA D. MILLER, 


The bill (S. 1413) granting a pension to Louisa D. Miller was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa D ler, widow 
of James Miller, late colonel One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vents Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concerred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EMMA S. HARNEY. 


The bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Emma S. Harney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. - 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word “ month,” to insert “ and 
$2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said 
Thomas F. Harney until he reaches the age of 16 years; so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 

arney, widow of Thomas F. Harney, late of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps, any pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 

r month additional on account of the minor child of said Thomas F. 

arney until he reaches the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. CRAVEN. 


The bill (S. 4477) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Craven was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ forty ” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. 
Craven, late of arta C, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment 

p 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE E. YINGLING,. 


The bill (S. 4038) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Yingling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, auth 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 5 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George E. Yingling, late of 
Company G, Sixteenth Regiment, and Companies G and D, Eighty- 
seventh Heels Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 1 


WILLIAM DAR. 


The bill (S. 2310) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bili was reported from the: Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name “ William,” to strike out 
“Dor” and insert“ Dar;” and in line 8, before the word“ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert twenty; “ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on 5 — Rend 10 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Dar, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Dar.” 

BEVERLY WAUGH. 

The bill (S. 784) granting an increase of pension to Beverly 
Waugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to strike out 
the letter“ G“ and insert the letter I;“ in line 7, before the 
word “ Volunteer,” to strike out “Iowa” and insert West Vir- 
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ginia;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert“ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bey- 
ment West Virginia Volun- 


erly Waugh, late of Company I, Third 
e rate of $20 per month in 


teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
liew of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE M. NUZUM. 


The bill (S. 2945) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
M. Nuzum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of ” 
and insert “first lieutenant;” and in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out“ twenty-five” and insert seventeen ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie 
M. Nuzum, widow of Andrew J. Nuzum, late first lieutenant Company 


B, Seventeenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pores at the rate of $17 per month In lieu of that she is now 
receiv! 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

COMMODORE r. HALL. 

The bill (S. 1541) granting an increase of pension to Commo- 
dore P. Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported -from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” to strike out “ Com- 
odore” and insert Commodore; “ and, in line 7, before the 
words“ West Virginia,” to insert “Regiment;” so as to make 
the bill read: 


hi m at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that ‘he 2 — — j * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Commodore P. Hall.” 

JOHN W. ROULLETT. 

The bill (S. 4103) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rulette was considered as in. Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Roullett, late of 


Com First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volun- 
— DiR ty, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “ A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Roullett.” 

PETER D. MOORE. 

The bill (S. 3624) granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Peter D. Moore, 
late of Company E, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MART WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (S. 2915) granting a pension to Mary Williamson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Mary Williamson, widow 
of James Williamson, late of Company B. Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. . 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PEN ROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
1 Wednesday, December 14, 1904, at 12 O'elock me- 
ridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. | 


Eæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13, 
1904. 
: CONSULS-GENERAL. 

James Johnston, of New Jersey, now consul at Palermo, Italy, 
to be consul-general of the United States at Hankau, China. 

Hezekiah A. Gudger, of North Carolina, lately consul-general 
at Panama, Colombia, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Panama, Panama. 

William F. Wright, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Munich, Bavaria. 

CONSULS. 

Leo Bergholz, of New York, lately consul at Three Rivers, 
Quebec, Canada, to be consul of the United States at Dawson 
City, Yukon Territory. 

Alfred K. Moe, of New Jersey, lately consul at Tegucigalpa, 
Honduras, to be consul of the United States at Dublin, Ireland. 

Edward J. Sullivan, of New York, lately consul at Erzerum, 
Turkey, to be consul of the United States at Trebizond, Turkey. 

James H. Worman, of New York, lately consul-general at 
Munich, Bavaria, to be consul of the United States at Three 
Rivers, Quebec, Canada. 

Southard P. Warner, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Leipzig, Saxony. 

James Jeffrey Roche, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Genoa, Italy. 

William H. Bishop, of Connecticut, now consul at Genoa, 
Italy, to be consul of the United States at Palermo, Italy. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Alexander C. McGillivray, of Dickinson, N, Dak., to be regis- 

ter of the land office at Dickinson, N. Dak. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Leslie A. Simpson, of Dickinson, N. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Dickinson, N. Dak. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William M. Lanning, of New Jersey, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the district of New Jersey. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO.. 

Edward A. Mann, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 

Wendell P. Stafford, of Vermont, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, 

MARSHALS. 

George F. White, of Georgia, to be United States marshal for 
the southern district of Georgia, 

Robert Grimmon, of Nevada, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Nevada. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

P. A. Surg. Alexander Condee Smith, of New York, to be a sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from October 21, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew Kemp Gwyn, of Maryland, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Publie Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from August 8, 
1904. f 

Asst. Surg. John M. Holt, of New York, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. William A. Korn, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 


1904. 


Asst. Surg. Thomas B. McClintic, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Publie Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 28, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Frederick E. Trotter, of New York, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Charles William Vogel, of Maryland, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 

Asst Surg. Robert L. Wilson, of Texas, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, to rank as such from December 1, 1904. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


William T. Stromberg, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Clarence J. Curtiss, of New York, to be a second assistant 
engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

Frederick H. Young, of New York, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
with the rank of third lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS. 


+ GEORGIA. 
Lewis R. Farmer to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Georgia. 
Walter C. Terrell to be postmaster at Ocilla, in the county of 
Irwin and State of Georgia. 
William R. Watson to be postmaster at Lithonia, in the 
county of Dekalb and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
Charles H. Hurt to be postmaster at Berry, in the county of 
Pike and State of Illinois. 
Henry ©. Jones to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Illinois. 
KANSAS. 
Edwin J. Bookwalter to be postmaster at Halstead, in the 
county of Harvey and State of Kansas. 
Orlando A. Cheney to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the 
county of Bourbon and State of Kansas. 
Raymond S. Frazier to be postmaster at Bucklin, in the 
county of Ford and State of Kansas. 
Charles E. Green to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county 
of Atchison and State of Kansas. 
Charles W. Hawes to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Butler and State of Kansas. 
George B. Hollenbeck to be postmaster at Tonganoxie, in the 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 
Robert D. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Nortonville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kansas. 
Frank S. McKelvey to be postmaster at Gas, in the county of 
‘Allen and State of Kansas. 
John F. Price to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas. 
Warren D. Vincent to be postmaster at Hoisington, in the 
county of Barton and State of Kansas. 
John T. Walthall to be postmaster at Osawatomie, in the 
county of Miami and State of Kansas. 
MARYLAND. 
Jesse West to be postmaster at Northeast, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland. 
MISSOURI. 
Robert A. Booth to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Missouri. 
William Bostian to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Missouri. 
John H. Bryant to be postmaster at Burlington Junction, in 
the county of Nodaway and State of Missouri. 
Charles Ferguson to be postmaster at Willow Springs, in the 
county of Howell and State of Missouri. 
William R. Lewis to be postmaster at Eldorado Springs, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri. 
Iola W. Morsey to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county 
of Warren and State of Missouri. 
Edward R. Williams to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Ray and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Richard A. Applegate to be postmaster at Alpha, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Frederick P. Baker to be postmaster ‘at Millington, in the 
county of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
Thomas Graham to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 
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Guido C. Hinchman to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

William F. Williams to be postmaster at Cape May, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 

NEW YORK. 

Arthur C. Agan to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 

N. Austin Baker to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 

George W. Belton to be postmaster at Whitestone, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York. 

Dana Brasted to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of 
Essex and State of New York. 

Robert P. Brown to be postmaser at West New Brighton, 
in the county of Richmond and State of New York. 

William T. Chapman to be postmaster at Pawling, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Jairus S. Chase to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 

Delevan C. Ford to be postmaster at Mohawk, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York. 

John J. Gethins to be postmaster at Victorhill, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Elmer A. Johnson to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York. 

Frank H. Johnson to be postmaster at Interlakein (late 
Farmer), in the county of Seneca and State of New York. 

Kathryn C. M. McGrath to be postmaster at New Lebanon, in 
the county of Columbia and State of New York. 

Samuel P. Poole to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 

Frederick B. Powell to be postmaster at Amityville, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

William A. Serven to be postmaster at Pearl River, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York. 

Isaac W. Sherrill. to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Daniel Smiley to be postmaster at Mohonk Lake, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York. 

Charles J. Sweet to be postmaster at Black River, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

Edward L. Ware to be postmaster at Lake Placid, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York. 

James W. Welch to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Madison and State of New York. 

Earl L. Whiting to be postmaster at Delevan, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 


Out. 
Charles E. Ainger to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 
Adolphus Baker to be postmaster at North Amherst, in the 
county of Lorain and State of Ohio. 
John C. Burrow to be postmaster at Cortland, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. 
Tarlington B. Carson to be postmaster at New Washington, in 
the county of Crawford and State of Ohio. 
William E. Chapple to be postmaster at Sylyania, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. 
William A. Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio. 
Walter Elliott to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of Har- 
din and State of Ohio. 
Hattie A. Huffman to be postmaster at Bradner, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio. : 
Thomas M. Irwin to be postmaster at Fairport Harbor, in the 
county of Lake and State of Ohio. 
Thomas L. Knauf to be postmaster at Calla, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio. 
Henry M. Larkins to be postmaster at Sebring, in the county 
of Mahoning and State of Ohio. 
William T. Marshall to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio. 
E. Calvin Miller to be postmaster at New Carlisle, in the 
county of Clark and State of Ohio. 
Ward B. Petty to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county of 
Wyandot and State of Ohio. 
Theodore Totten to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Ohio. 
OREGON. 
Edgar Hostetler to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANTA. 
Charles W. Bugh to be postmaster at Hughesville, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Elmer D. Carl to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph B. Colcord to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert S. Davis to be postmaster at Leetsdale, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Matthew P. Frederick to be postmaster at Gallitzin, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Christian E. Geyer to be postmaster in Catawissa, in the 
county of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. 

Royal A. Stratton to be postmaster at Conneaut Lake, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Uriah H. Wieand to be postmaster at Emaus, in the county 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Joe Williams to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county of 

Pleasants and State of West Virginia. 
. WYOMING. 

Frederick E. Davis to be postmaster at Wheatland, in the 

county of Laramie and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 13, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 3 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 16445) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order upon the bill. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia reserves all 
points of order upon the bill. 

. Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I will serve notice that I 
will call that bill up to-morrow immediately after the House 
convenes. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
: By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. BIRDSALL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Cocuran of Missouri, for fifteen days, on account of 
important business. - . i 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of resolution 
No. 274, reported by the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
matter of the impeachment of Charles Swayne, judge of the 
district court of the United States in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, was postponed until the 13th day of Decem- 
ber 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will suspend. The Chair 
desires to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and he is sat- 
isfied the House also desires to hear him, and the House will 
please be in order. Gentlemen will please be seated and cease 
conversation. 

Mr. PALMER. This order was made on the 7th of April, 
and the time has arrived for the consideration of this resolu- 
tion, and I move that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern trict of Florida, be impeached 
of high misdemeanor. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I propose to state in the brief- 
est possible form the facts found by a majority of the Judiciary 
Committee from the testimony in the case, which justifies the 
conclusion that Charles Swayne, district judge of the United 
States in and for the northern district of Florida, ought to be 
impeached by the House and sent before the Senate of the 
United States for trial. The acts of misbehavior proved by the 
evidence, briefiy stated, are: 

First, that the said Charles Swayne, having been duly ap- 
pointed and confirmed, was commissioned district judge of the 
United States, in and for the northern district of Florida, on 
the Ist day of April, 1890, to serve during good behavior, and 


thereafter, to wit, on the 22d day of April, 1890, took the oath 
of office, and assumed the duties of his appointment, whereupon 
it became and was the duty of the said Charles Swayne to 
comply with the act of Congress of the United States which 
provides that— 


A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in cases 
hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for 
which he is appointed, and for offending against this provision shall 
be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor. 


Nevertheless, the said Charles Swayne, totally disregarding 
his duty as aforesaid, did not acquire a residence or, within 
the intent and meaning of said act, reside in his said district, 
to wit, the northern district of Florida, from the year 1894 to 
the year 1903, a period of about nine years. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, having persistently and 
continuously violated the aforesaid law, is guilty of a high 
misdemeanor. 

Second, the said Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida, while in the exercise 
of his office as judge did knowingly, arbitrarily, and unjustly 
impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to prison for a period of 
ten days without authority of law E. J. Davis, an attorney and 
counselor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court 
of the United States, to wit, at Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia, in the State of Florida, on the 12th day of November, in 
the year 1901. ; 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne misbehaved himself in 
his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of his judi- 
cial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Third, the said Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
in and fer the northern district of Florida, while in the exercise 
of his office as judge did knowingly, arbitrarily, and unjustly 
impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to prison for a period of 
ten days without authority of law Simeon Belden, an attorney 
and counselor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit 
court of the United States, to wit, at Pensacola, in the county of 
Escambia, in the State of Florida, on the 12th day of November, 
in the year 1901. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne misbehaved himself in his 
office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of his judicial 
power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him @ 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Was there any affirmative evidence showing 
the committee that Judge Swayne had a permanent residence 
outside of his district? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes and no. The evidence states that when 
he left Pensacola he went to Guyencourt, Del.,; the evidence 
states that he generally told his clerk at Pensacola that he was 
going to Guyencourt, Del., when he left. The evidence was that 
he left word with the clerk that if anybody wanted to transact 
any business with him they could do it at Guyencourt, Del. 
There was no testimony, and I do not think anybody undertook 
to prove where his residence actually was. It seemed to be 
sufficient to prove that his residence was not in Florida, as the 
act provides that he shall reside in Florida. It was of no par- 
ticular consequence where he lived if he did not live there. He 
never voted in Florida; he never was registered in Florida; he 
never lived there in any proper sense of the term. The idea of 
the committee was that this act of Congress means what it says, 
that a man shall be bodily present in the place where he ought 
to be. A potential residence, a constructive residence, or a legal 
residence does not answer the purpose for which.the act of 
Congress was passed. It meant that when a judge was ap- 
pointed to a district he should be there to attend to the business 
of the people, and not 3,000 miles or 1,000 miles or any number 
of miles away. Of course, residence is a question of intention, 
but if a man could gain residence by intention, he might have 
gone to Florida and said: “It is my intention to live at the 
Escambia Hotel,” or anywhere else, and then have gone to Eng- 
land and spent his time there, coming home when it was neces- 
sary to hold his court. But, as I said, I am not going to argue 
that question now. 

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman permit a question at that 

int? 

W PALMER. Les. 

Mr. BURKE. What was done with the other attorney who, 
you say, went to New Orleans? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Paquet came back some time later and 
filed a kind of statement in which he said that their conduct 
was such that Judge, Swayne might presume they intended a 
contempt, whereupon Judge Swayne excused him, and he was 
neither fined nor imprisoned. 

Fourth, the said Charles Swayne, judge of the district court 
of the United States in and for the northern district of Flor- 
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ida, did, while in the exercise of his office as judge, without 
authority of law, commit to prison for a period of sixty days 
one W. C. O'Neal for an alleged contempt of the United States 
court for assaulting one Greenhut, who was trustee in a certain 
bankruptcy proceeding, the said assault having been committed 
out of the presence of the court and not so near thereto as to 
obstruct or hinder the administration of justice, and while the 
said court was not in session; neither was the said assault com- 
mitted in defiance of any rule, command, or decree of the said 
court, to wit, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escam- 
bia, in the State of Florida, on the 9th day of December, 1902. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne misbehaved himself in 
his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of judicial 
power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Fifth, the said Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
court in and for the northern district of Florida, did, while in 
the exercise of his authority as aforesaid, appoint to the office 
of commissioner of the United States one B. C. Tunison, to wit, 
at the city of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, on or about 
the Ist day of July, 1897, who was at the time of such appoint- 
ment, and is now, a man of bad character for truth and verac- 
ity, the character of said Tunison being well known to the said 
Charles Swayne at and before the time the said appointment 
was made. Å 

Wherefore, the said Charles Swayne brought the administra- 
tion of justice into disrepute, and was, and is, guilty of mis- 
demeanor in office. 

Sixth, the said Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida, so conducted him- 
self in his said office of judge as to beget and induce a general 
belief among the members of the bar practicing in his court 
and district, and among the suitors in the court of the United 
States in the northern district of Florida, that one B. C. Tuni- 
son had and could exercise undue and improper influence over 
him, the said Charles Swayne, and that on account of said in- 
fluence it was advisable to employ the said Tunison to prose- 
cute cases before the said Charles Swayne, and that the said 
Tunison was in fact employed in cases for that reason. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne was and is guilty of 
misbehavior in office. 

Seventh, the said Charles Swayne, while exercising the office 
of judge, to wit, at Pensacola, Fla., arbitrarily and unjustly re- 
fused to hear witnesses summoned and present in a pending case 
on the ground that he would not believe them if sworn, and con- 
tinued without day, without any sufficient cause or reason, the 
said case, to wit, of one W. H. Hoskins, an alleged bankrupt, 
whose property had been seized and who denied that he was 
insolvent, and in whose case an order had been made for a trial 
before a jury, to wit, on the 31st day of March, 1902, to the great 
injury of said Hoskins, the action of said Charles Swayne in 
the premises being a denial of justice, a violation of his official 
nape aa an abuse of his judicial power and a high misdemeanor 

office. 

Eighth, that the said Charles Swayne misbehaved himself in 
his office of judge of the United States court in and for the 
northern district of Florida in that the said Charles Swayne 
used the property of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West 
Railroad, to wit, a car belonging to the said company to trans- 
port himself, his family, and friends from Guyencourt, Del., to 
Jacksonville, Fla., the said car having been supplied with pro- 
visions and furnished with a conductor and porter and trans- 
ported over other roads at the expense of said company. At 
the time the said property was used as aforesaid the said rail- 
road was in the hands of a receiver appointed by the said 
Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United States 
for the northern district of Florida. The accounts of the said 
receiver, containing this expenditure as aforesaid, were passed 
upon and allowed by the said Charles Swayne. 

The said Charles Swayne further misbehaved himself by at- 
tempting to justify the use of the property as aforesaid by claim- 
ing that he had a right to use it because the railroad and its 
property were in the hands of the court. [Laughter.] 

Now, maybe you think that is a joke, but I want to read the 
testimony of Judge Swayne on that subject: 


By Mr. PALMER: 


Q. You said this car was one of the cars in possession of the court, 
because the road was in the hands of a receiver?7—A. Yes. 

Q. You said that it was the privilege of the court to use that car, 
because the road was in the of a receiver?—A. Yes; that was the 
reason why it was used. 

Q You thought that the railroad being in the hands of the court you 
had the right to use the 3 of the railroad without rend 
the railroad any compensation for it?—A. The receiver, in talking tha! 
over with me, stated that it was generally understood that a car was in 
better condition running than if it were standing idle on a siding. 


[Laughter.] 


I thought I was lawyer enough to see he had not answered it. 
Mr. Panmer. Will the stenographer read that question, please? 


The STENOGRAPHER (reading). O. You ht that the railroad 
being in the hands of the court you had the right to use the proper) 
of the railroad without rendering the railroad any compensation for it?“ 

Mr. PALMER. That is the question. 

„ 8. Yes, sir. 1 had ten railroads in my hands as judge in 
8 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman read the next question? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; you can read it for me. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I will read it. 

Q. And you fancied you had the right to use the property of any of 
the railroads that were in the hands of the court whenever you pleased 
without rendering any compensation to the railroad for it?—A. I did 
not say that. 3 

Mr. PALMER. How does that qualify what he stated? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That is what he said. 

Mr. PALMER. He said he had the right to use that prop- 
erty, because it was in the hands of the receiver, because the 
railroad was in the hands of the court; that is what he said 
and stuck to it. 

Mr. MANN. And he did it? 

Mr. PALMER. He did. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the. gentleman allow 
me to ask if he charged up the expense against the receiver? 

Mr. PALMER. The receiver took credit for it when he set- 
tled his account; of course he provisioned this car and put on 
a porter and conductor at the expense of this railroad company, 
and got the car passed over the different railroads between 
Jacksonville, Fla., and Guyencourt, Del. In other words, this 
man took out of the assets of the bankrupt company, which were 
in his hands or in the hands of the court, which he was bound 
to administer for the benefit of the creditors, several hundred 
dollars, because it costs about a hundred dollars a day to run 
a private car if a private person has to pay for provisions and 
transportation. He took a sum out of the assets of that com- 
pany and applied it to his own use, the use of his family and 
friends. The car came to Guyencourt, Del., and took Judge 
Swayne and Judge Swayne's wife's sister and her husband and 
transferred them, at the expense of the railroad company, to 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

Mr. GILBERT. Was it an inspection trip? 

Mr. PALMER. Not of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key 
West. He passed over two or three different railroads between 
Jacksonville and Guyencourt. 

Mr. FINLEY. I thought he perhaps merely inspected the 
condition of the road. 

Mr. PALMER. No. 

The said Charles Swayne further misbehaved himself in that 
he used the car above mentioned to transport himself, his fam- 
ily, and friends from Jacksonville, Fla., to the Pacific slope, the 
said car, a porter, or cook, and some liquid supplies, and trans- 
portation over other roads having been furnished at the expense 
of the said railroad company. The said Charles Swayne also 
justified the use of the said car upon the grounds aforesaid. 

I do not think it necessary to make any further comment on 
that subject. 

That the said Charles Swayne has been guilty of a high misde- 
meanor, viz, in obtaining money from the Treasury of the United 
States by a false pretense. 

The said Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be paid his 
reasonable incurred in travel and attendance when 
holding court outside of the northern district of Florida, not to 
exceed $10 per diem, to be paid upon his ‘certificate by the 
United States marshal of the district in which the court was 
held, and was forbidden by law to receive any compensation for 
such services. Yet the said Charles Swayne, well knowing these 
provisions, falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for 
travel and attendance were $10 per diem while holding court at 
Tyler, Tex., forty-one days from January 21, 1903, and received 
therefor from the Treasury of the United States, by the hand of 
the United States marshal, the sum of $410, when the reasonable 
expenses of the said Charles Swayne, incurred and paid by him 
during said period, were much less than said sum, total for 
board and lodging, the sum of $1.25 per diem, amounting to 
$51.25, and for traveling expenses in going and returning from 
the said court, not to exceed $50, in all $101.25. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a questton in 
this connection. Does he have a copy of any of the certifica- 
tions complained of here? They do not seem to be printed in 
the record. 

Mr: PALMER. I have a copy of the certificate. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask what the form of certificate 
was that he is charged with misstating the facts? j 

Mr. PALMER. He certified that he had expended the sum 
of $10 a day, or some $400 for forty days, for necessary expenses 
of attendance and travel. That is the form of certificate, It is 
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a printed form that is used in the Department. The certificate 
was not put in the evidence because counsel for Judge Swayne 
admitted he had made use of the regular legal certificates in all 
these cases. 

Mr. LACEY. Is this the usual certificate used by any district 
ee printed blank furnished by the Treasury Depart- 
ment 

Mr. PALMER. They have a printed form, and every judge 
has to certify how much his reasonable expenses for travel and 
attendance are—not his actual expenses; it is his reasonable 
expenses—and it turned out that Judge Swayne held court out 
of his district seven hundred and forty-five days in the eight 
years, and that he charged $10 a day for every day; that is to 
say, he received $7,450 for holding court outside of his district 
as expenses, and he received close to a thousand dollars a year 
over and above his salary. 

The same charge was made against him where he held court 
at Tyler, Tex., where the charge was for $310 expended. Ac- 
cording to the testimony, he paid $77.50 for lodging; $50 for 
traveling expenses, which would cover from Pensacola; in all, 
$127.50. In one case he got a rebate on his board bill of 10 or 
15 per cent. The usual charge was $2.50 a day, or something 
like that, and in the certificate he put in a bill of $110, which 
was paid for $97. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know if 
it is customary among United States judges to charge the maxi- 
mum? 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir; and if it was customary that would 
be no evidence in this case. We are trying the case of Charles 
Swayne—not other judges. . 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I am only asking for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. PALMER. And I am giving it to you. 
applause., ] 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask whether there is any testi- 
mony before the committee showing that this statute is con- 
strued that there should be $10 allowed for reasonable expenses 
and attendance, and it is fixed as not beyond $10? The word 
used, “ attendance,” so far as the expense was concerned, was 
not that part of the compensation for holding the court? 

Mr. PALMER. What do you mean? 

Mr. LACEY. That $10 meant that it covered compensation. 
Is not that the construction that is put upon it? 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Does not the act also say that he shall have 
no compensation for holding the court out of his district? 

Mr. PALMER. The act of Congress forbids a judge from re- 
celving any compensation for holding court out of his district. 
He is paid a salary for his services. 

Mr. LACEY. I only wanted to see how it is construed by 
others. 

Mr. PALMER. The act provides that they shall not get any 
other compensation. 

Mr. LACEY. It was passed on an appropriation bill, and is 
for traveling expenses and attendance. 

Mr. PALMER. It is for “reasonable expenses of travel and 
attendance.” That was limited formerly by the act of 1881, 
which was construed to give “actual expenses,” but this act 
gives him his “ reasonable expenses.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will ask my colleague whether instead of 
the act providing, as the gentleman from Iowa said, that the 
charge is for “attendance,” it is expressly stated for “ reason- 
able expenses of his attendance?” 

Mr. PALMER. The act of 1896, the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, provides for— : 

Reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district ee 
directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be paid on written certificates of the judges. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The gentlemen on this side of the House 
would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he would 
talk a little louder, so that he can be heard. 

Mr. PALMER. If the gentlemen on that side will keep a 
little stiller, I think I could be heard. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is not a question of keeping a little 
stiller, but of the gentleman talking a little louder. 

Mr. PALMER. If the House will keep a little stiller, I will 
try to talk a little louder. : 

The judge must certify, under that statute, before he can get 
the money from the marshal, what his reasonable expenses 
have been for traveling and attendance. 

Mr. LACHY. Now, I will ask the gentleman if in the same 
district and in the same circuit it has been the uniform practice 
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of the other judges to charge the fixed sum, this $10 a day; so 
that if we are going to impeach this man for that, why, the 
House ought to have a job lot of impeachments, covering the 
whole district or circuit. I will ask whether the committee 
looked into that. 

Mr. PALMER. No; we didn’t look into it, and we didn’t 
need to; it would not have been relevant or competent; when 
one man is charged with larceny, it is not relevant to see if 
somebody else has been guilty of the same thing. This is 
briefly the plain statute, and if a judge will certify that his 
expenses have been $10 a day and he has paid $10 per day 
then he is entitled to it, and if he hasn’t paid that he is not 
entitled to it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman permit me, in that con- 
nection, to refer him to the case of Dunwoodle against The 
United States (22 Ct. Cls., 269, 278), where it was held: 

“ Expenses,” as used in an act appropriating money for salaries and 
expenses of the national board of health, means those expenses which 


are necessarily incident to the work directed to be done, including pay- 
ment for clerk hire or office rent. 

And in Heublein v. City of New Haven (54 Atl., 298, 299; 75 
Conn., 545), where it was held that: 

The word “expenses,” as used in a city charter providing that the 
selectmen shall receive a certain sum per hour for the time spent in 
their duties, and their necessary expenses, means something due to the 
selectman for money paid by him or debt incurred by him necessarily 
in the performance of his duty. ‘ 

And also in the case of the United States v. Shields (153 
U. S. Rep., p. 91), where it is said: 

It is true in the present case that the district attorney has made no 
claim for a per diem allowance for Sunday, but it certainly can not be 
held that this left it optional with him to waive his per diem fee and 
take mileage to and from his home in lleu thereof as a matter of 
pleasure or convenience to himself, especially when the mileage ex- 
ceeded the per diem allowance. Fees allowed to poe officers are 
matters of strict law, depending upon the very provisions of the stat- 
ute, They are not open to equitable construction by the courts nor to 
any discretionary action on the part of the officials. 


Mr. PALMER. Tenth, that the said Charles Swayne has been 
guilty of a high misdemeanor in obtaining money from the 
Treasury of the United States by a false pretense, in that the 
said Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be paid his reason- 
able expenses incurred in travel and attendance when holding 
court outside of the northern district of Florida, not to exceed 
$10 per diem, to be paid upon his certificate by the United States 
marshal of the district in which the court was held, and was for- 
bidden by law to receive any compensation for such services. 
Yet the said Charles Swayne, well knowing these provisions, 
falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for travel and at- 
tendance were $10 per diem while holding court at Dallas, Tex., 
forty days from January 21, 1896, and received therefor from 
the Treasury of the United States, by the hand of the United 
States marshal the sum of $400, when his reasonable expenses 
incurred and paid by the said Charles Swayne did not exceed 
$125 for board, lodging, laundry, express, telegrams, and drugs, 
and not to exceed the sum of $50 for traveling expenses in going 
and returning; in all, the sum of $175.25. 

Eleventh, that the said Charles Swayne has been guilty of a 
high misdemeanor in obtaining money from the Treasury of the 
United States by a false pretense. 

The said Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be paid his 
reasonable expenses incurred in travel and attendance when 
holding court outside of the northern district of Florida, not to 
exceed $10 per diem, to be- paid upon his certificate by the 
United States marshal for the district in which the court was 
held, and was forbidden by law to receive compensation for such 
services. Yet the said Charles Swayne, well knowing these pro- 
visions, falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for travel 
and attendance were $10 per diem while holding court at Tyler, 
Tex., thirty-one days from December 3, 1900, and received 
therefor from the Treasury of the United States, by the hand of 
the United States marshal, the sum of $310, when the reason- 
able expenses incurred and paid by the said Charles Swayne 
did not exceed $2.50 per diem for board and lodging, amounting 
to $77.50, and $50 for traveling expenses going and returning, 
not to exceed $127.50 in all. 

In support of the first charge, viz, that Judge Swayne violated 
the act of Congress which makes it a high misdemeanor for a 
district judge not to reside in his district, the testimony shows 
that Judge Charles Swayne was appointed district judge of the 
United States for the northern district of Florida in 1890. At 
that time the boundaries of the district included St. Augus- 
tine, where he resided. In the year 1894 the boundaries of the 
district were changed by an act of Congress, and St. Augustine 
and Jacksonville were included in the southern district, leaving 
Pensacola and Tallahassee as the only places at which a United 
States court was held in the northern district. 

From the time the boundaries of the northern district were 
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changed until the year 1903 Judge Charles Swayne boarded at 
hotels or boarding houses in Pensacola and Tallahassee during 
the times his court was in session, except a portion of the year 
1900, about two or three months, when he lived with his family 
in Pensacola, in a house rented by his wife. The testimony es- 
tablishes the fact that substantially he was not in the district 
at any other time except when his court was in session. From 
1896 to 1904 his court was open for business four hundred and 
ninety-two days, being the average of sixty-one and one-half 
days per annum for eight years. No testimony was offered to 
show how many days the court was open or closed during the 
years 1894 and 1895. 

In the year 1903 his wife purchased a house in Pensacola. 
There is no evidence that he has occupied it, or that he has ever 
been registered, paid taxes, or voted in the northern district of 
Florida since the boundaries of the district were changed, or 
that his family has been there, except a part of one winter. 

Upon the part of Judge Swayne, a witness testified that he 
had, at the request of Judge Swayne, endeavored at different 
times between 1894 and 1903 to find a suitable house in Pensa- 
cola which he could purchase, and at one time endeavored to get 
a house built for him, but that he had not succeeded in either 
effort. 

Judge Swayne testified that when he first went to Pensacola 
he asked a man connected with a bank to have his name placed 
on the registry. It was not done. Judge Swayne admitted that 
he never was registered in the northern district of Florida, never 
paid a tax, voted, or in any manner exercised the rights of citi- 
zenship. After making the request of a person not connected 
with the registration of voters, he never inquired to find if it 
had been done. He stated to at least one person that his home 
was at Guyencourt, Del.; that was the place where he went 
when court was not in session in Florida, or when he was not 
holding court in other States. . 

From the testimony in the case it is clear that Judge Swayne 
has never acquired a legal residence in the northern district of 
Florida, nor has he actually resided there, within the meaning 
of the act of Congress, which is as follows: 

A district judge shall be W for each district, except in the 
cases hereinafter provided. very such gones shall reside in the dis- 
trict for which he is appointed, and for offending against this provision 
shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor. 

This act needs no interpretation. Its purpose is plain. A 
nonresident judge can, not perform the duties of his office prop- 
erly or rightfully administer justice to the people of his district. 
Whether he can or not, the law requires him to live there, and 
makes him guilty of a high misdemeanor if he does not obey it. 
There is sufficient evidence, if evidence were needed, to satisfy 
your committee that the continued absence of Judge Swayne 
subjected lawyers and suitors to inconvenience, delay, and ex- 
pense, and in some cases amounted to a denial of justice. Let it 
be granted that there is not; let us suppose that no one suffered 
harm. We do not find that Judge Swayne is therefore to be ex- 
cused from obeying the law. No exception is contained in the 
act; we can not write one in for his benefit. y 

Judge Swayne does not claim that he had a residence in his 
district from 1894 to 1903. His testimony is rather in the na- 
ture of a series of excuses for not having it. He says he author- 
ized his clerk to look for a house in Pensacola ; that he spoke to 
a bank cashier about being registered; that he was always 
ready to go back to his district when needed; that he was called 
to hold court elsewhere; that other southern judges go North in 
the summer season. All this does not excuse Judge Swayne for 
noncompliance with a highly penal statute. It ill becomes a 
judge to set up excuses for disobeying the law. After the Flor- 
ida legislature had acted and passed the condemnatory resolu- 
tion upon which this proceeding is founded, he apparently awoke 
to the fact that his plain duty in respect to residing in the dis- 
trict had been neglected. His wife purchased a house in Pensa- 
cola. The evidence does not show that he ever even lived in that 
house. This statute is as binding upon Judge Swayne as any 
other law upon the statute book. If he may violate this act with 
impunity, he ought to be allowed exemption from obedience to 
all laws. 3 

It may be conceded that residence is ordinarily a question of 
intention. A man’s legal residence is, doubtless, where, after 
having gained a residence, he intends to reside. But in order 
to comply with this statute we submit that there must be some- 
thing more than an intention on the part of a judge to reside in 
his district. There must be an actual as well as a legal resi- 
dence. One may establish and haye a legal residence in the 
United States and remain continuously abroad any number of 
consecutive years without losing it; but such a constructive or 
legal residence certainly would not answer the purpose of this 
statute, which clearly was to secure the bodily presence of the 
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judge within his district where the people who had need of his 
official services could have them. 


It has been said that the word “ residence“ is an elastic term of which 
an exhaustive definition can not be given, but that it must be construed 
in every case in accordance with the object and Intent of the statite in 


which it occurs. (Eng. and Am. Enc., p. 696.) 

It may happen that one may have two pace of residence, in one of 
which he resides during one portion of the year, in the other during 
the remaining portion. In such case the peace where he happens to be 
constitutes his residence so long as he is there, and ceases to such as 
soon as he leaves for the other place. (Ibid., 699. Walcott v. Bol- 
field, 1 Kay, 534; 18 Jurist, 570; Stout v. nard, 37 N. J. L., 492.) 


In the case of The People v. Owen, 29 Colorado, 535, it was 
held that when a statute requies a district judge to reside in 
his district the residence contemplated was an actual as distin- 
guished from a legal or constructive residence. 

Judge Swayne offered himself as a witness upon this question 
after the committee came to Washington after visiting Florida. 
He was sworn, and his testimony was as follows: 


Mr. PALMER. Judge Swayne will proceed and will make his state- 
ment to the stenographer. 

Judge Swayne. I was born in 1842 in Delaware, and resided there 
with my parents. I read law in Philadelphia and was admitted to the 
bar and took my degree of B. A. in the Pennsylvania Law School. I 
— law there, with the exception of one year, until 1885, when 

removed with my family to Sanford, Wla. racticed law there 
until 1887, when I was burned out, when I removed with my family to 
the county seat, where I was residing when appointed to the bench on 
May 17, 1889. I took the oath of office June 1, 1889. 

Mr. PALMER. That was a recess appointment, was it not? 

Judge Swayne. Yes, sir; I can not tell positively what date I was 
confirmed. The confirmation came up before Congress the following 
December, and in consequence of the election trials, which had taken 
pans in the meantime, the confirmation did not occur until April 1, 

890. I addressed the Senate on the subject, which can be seen by the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, 
volume 21, February 21, 1890, and which was a very interesting debate 
showing exactly what the questions were. In the summer of 1890 1 
moved to St. Augustine. I think we arrived there the 1st of October, 
having been North on a yacation, as was the custom of most of the 
Federal Fre 3 of all of them, to take such vacations. 

I resided in St. Augustine with my family, and about the time when 
the bill making the change in the district which has been spoken of re- 
ceived President Cleveland's signature, after a consultation with my 
friends in Jacksonville and vicinity, they urged me not to move my fur- 
niture nor my family, saying that the next Congress would be Repub- 
lican and the district would placed back in its usual form. My fur- 
niture was allowed to remain, and I went at once to Pensacola. I 
found a leading Democratic friend there, and I stated to him that I had 
concluded not to move my furniture there, and it was all well under- 
stood by the people there. I was there for a considerable period, some- 
times early in October and sometimes a little later, and I was there all 
the time I was needed unless holding court somewhere else, By s al 
assignment for fiye months I was in the court at Dallas. In 1890, in 
July, I went with my family to Europe. In the spring, in 1900, I was 
hol “yt court at Birmingham, where I had a great many friends, and 
after that I went to Pensacola and rented a house. 

Mr. GILLETT. Was that in 1890? 

Judge Swayne. That was in 1900. I think I moved there early in 
October. I then went North with my wife and son to spend Christmas 
week in Wilmington. On the 12th of the following January I was in 
Tyler, Tex,, an two days later I got a telegram about the breakin 
down of my son’s health, but I stayed on until February and finished 
the case and then came back, as his condition was very critical and 
serious, and, after a week or two, perhaps, I returned and held court 
and finished what 1 had to do and got back to Delaware that spring. 
In 5 1903, I was again in Tyler, Tex., and went early to Wil 
mington. In the ring we bought the property that had n for- 
mer 7 8 by Judge A. C. Blount, in Pensacola, and moved in it 
the Ist ot October. 


I never was a registered voter and I have not voted in fourteen 
years. When I left Delaware I moved my domicile and have taken 
no part in political questions arising in the State of Delaware or Flor- 
ida. Mr. rner, whom Mr. Laney said. be did not know, was an 
attorney for my matters for four years. My father died in 1889 and 
left property to my mother for life. She is still living, and the prop- 
erty comes to me and my sister as a residuary legatee at the time of 
her death. But that has never been my home, but I have spent my 
summers there mostly, arriving sometimes in June and sometimes in 
July, and from that point I could always reach Pensacola in thirty-six 
hours, and the record will show I have always been there to attend to 
anything of a serious nature. E 

y recollection is that no one has ever suffered because of my ab- 
sence, and I can offer testimony which will entirely clear up that pro; 
sition. My recollection is that, from the testimony taken, the most the 
committee has on this point before them is that counsel may have been 
sometimes inconvenienced in the summer time during my absence on 
vacation. As near as I can recollect, these are the facts which cover 
tio penos since I have been on the bench. f 

= GILLETT. Did the business of the court suffer because of your ab- 
sence 

Judge Swayne. I never heard of it. 

* no GILLETT. The summer time was the time usually taken for vaca- 
ons 

Ju SWAYNE. Yes; I so understand it. Another suggestion was 
that the only way to 487 rid of me would be to do away with the dis- 
trict entirely. But I do not suppose the parties care very much whether 
the office is abolished or not, just so long as they can get the individual. 


Bearing in mind that Judge Swayne is presumed to be learned 
in the law, and that he is fully aware of what is needful to en- 
able a man to gain a legal residence and also to maintain an ac- 
tual residence in a given place, it is apparent that he does not 
claim that, prior to 1903, he had either gained a legal or main- 
tained an actual residence in the northern district of Florida. 
His testimony is prolific of reasons why he did not do so. 

Apparently he had an actual and legal residence in St. 
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Augustine, which was in his district before the boundaries were 
changed. After that event ke broke up housekeeping and 
stored his furniture; then being advised, as he states, by some 
of his friends that the next or some succeeding Congress would 
be Republican and that the boundaries of his district would be 
extended. After that he attended the session of his court at 
Pensacola and Tallahassee, living at different boarding houses 
or hotels, being present substantially at no time except when 
court was in session. When he left Florida he states that he 
always left directions with his clerk that he would come back 
if needed. Correspondence was addressed to him at Guyen- 
court, Del.; that place he spoke of as his home. ‘To that place 
he returned when his labors in his district were ended or after 
he concluded terms of court in other States. He had live 
stock and personal property at Guyencourt, in Delaware. His 
family generally lived there; sometimes abroad. In the year 
1900 his wife rented a house in Pensacola and lived there with 
her husband a portion of the winter, going North with him 
about the holidays. Rent was paid for the house a year or 
more, but it was not again occupied by him or his family. He 
spoke to a bank cashier about being registered, but the bank 
cashier had nothing to do with the registration; that was an 
act which, under the law, must be attended to personally. 

Judge Swayne never was registered. When there, did he 
gain even a legal residence in the northern district of Florida? 
Has he ever gained such a residence? His actual residence was 
measured by about sixty days in each year. Did he gain a 
legal residence when he broke up housekeeping and stored his 
furniture awaiting the time when a Republican Congress would 
change the boundaries of his district, so that he would not need 
to move away from St. Augustine? Did he gain a legal resi- 
dence when he asked the bank cashier about being put on the 
register of voters? Asking his clerk to find a suitable home 
for him to rent or purchase evidenced his intention to reside in 
Pensacola when such a house was found. It did not gain a 
residence for him while the fruitless search progressed. It may 
be gathered from Judge Swayne's testimony that he intended 
to reside in Pensacola some time when he could buy or build a 
house. 

There was no place in the northern district of Florida where 
legal service of process could have been made on Judge Swayne 
during the ten months of each year when he was absent from 
the State. The fact that Judge Swayne held court in other 
States, being assigned to do so by the circuit judge, does not 
tend to show that he had or had not a residence in his district. 
If to be present in the district during the time necessarily 
spent in holding the terms of court fixed by law, in March and 
November of each year, was to reside in the northern district 
of Florida, within the meaning of the act that requires a 
judge to reside in his district, under penalty of being guilty 
of a high misdemeanor if he does not, then Judge Swayne has 
complied with the law and is not subject to be charged on 
that ground. If he has persistently and continuously evaded 
and refused to obey this law, according to its plain intent, as 
the committee find from the testimony, then he should be im- 
peached and sent before the triers. 

Your committee can see no reason for overlooking or excusing 
his default. The law itself measures the grade of Judge 
Swayne’s offense. It is a high misdemeanor. For that, by the 
express words of the Constitution, he is impeachable. It is not 
for the House of Representatives to seek for excuses exonerat- 
ing a judge for a plain violation of statutory law, but to charge 
him before the tribunal fixed for the trial and let him abide the 
consequences of his act. If the Senate chooses to regard his 
excuses and exempt him from just punishment, the House will 
have done its duty to the people, and responsibility for miscar- 
riage of justice will rest elsewhere. 

In support of the second and third charges, viz, that Judge 
Swayne arbitrarily, unjustly, and unlawfully fined and im- 
prisoned E. T. Davis and Simeon Belden, attorneys at law, the 
facts of the cases, as Set forth by the testimony, are as follows: 

In the year 1901 an action of ejectment was pending in the 
circuit court of the United States at Pensacola in which Florida 
McGuire was plaintiff, and the Pensacola City Company and 
numerous individuals, among them W. A. Blount and W. Fisher, 
attorneys at law, were defendants for a tract of land called the 
“ Rivas or Chavaux tract.” The plaintiff’s lawyers were Louis 
Paquet and Simeon Belden, of New Orleans. In the month of 
October, in the year 1901, Paquet and Belden joined in a letter 
to Judge Swayne, which they addressed to him at the place 
where he resided when not holding court in his district or else- 
where—viz, Guyencourt, in the State of Delaware—stating that 
they had been informed that he, the said Charles Swayne, had 
purchased a portion of the land in controversy in the said eject- 
ment suit—viz, block 91, in the business part of the city of Pen- 


sacola—and requesting him to recuse himself and arrange for 
some other judge to preside at the trial of the case. To this 
letter no answer was returned by Judge Swayne. - 

At the term of court which convened at Pensacola in Novem- 
ber Judge Swayne announced on the 5th of November that a 
relative of his had purchased the land, but later in the week he 
volunteered from the bench that the relative was his wife, and 
that she had purchased the land with money obtained from her 
father’s estate; that the bargain had not been concluded for 
the reason that the owner, Mr. Edgar, offered a quitclaim deed. 
The evidence shows that the agents of Edgar, with whom Judge 
Swayne negotiated the purchase of block 91, and also of another 
lot, wrote him stating that Edgar would not give a general war- 
ranty because the land was part of a tract which was in dispute. 
Swayne answered saying that they might drop out block 91 
without stating a reason. The agents had pending in October, 
when the letter to Swayne was written, a suit in the State court 
against Edgar for commission on the sale to Swayne. The 
agents had taken Judge Swayne over the tract, and had agreed 
upon the terms and had sold block 91 to him. 

The custom in Judge Swayne’s court was to dispose of the 
criminal calendar first, and when that was concluded to call the 
civil list and set the cases for trial at convenient times in the 
future. The criminal cases were not concluded at the Novem- 
ber, 1901, session until about 5 o’clock Saturday night. Judge 
Swayne then took up the civil list, upon which the case of 
Florida McGuire appeared, and made a further statement that 
the member of his family who had contracted through him for 
block 91 was his wife, and that she was purchasing with money 
derived from her father’s estate. He declined to recuse him- 
self, and stated that the case would be heard on the Monday 
following unless legal ground for continuance was laid. 

The plaintiff's lawyer, Paquet, asked that the case should be 
set down for Thursday of the following week, averring that it 
was too late to summon witnesses that night; that Sunday they 
could not be summoned, and therefore the case could not be 
ready on Monday. This request was refused by Judge Swayne, 
who insisted that the case should go on on Monday. At about 
5.30 or 6 o’clock the court adjourned. Neither Simeon Belden 
nor E. T. Davis was present in court at any time when Judge 
Swayne made announcement concerning his connection with the 
purchase of block 91, Belden being ill with facial paralysis and 
confined to his bed at the hotel in Pensacola. E. T. Davis was 
not of counsel in the case and had no connection with it un to the 
time that court adjourned on Saturday, November 9, at 6 o’clock. 
During the evening Paquet drew up the necessary papers to com- 
mence an action of ejectment in the county court of Escambia 
County, Fla., against Judge Swayne for this block 91, upon the 
theory that he had contracted for the land with Edgar, who 
claimed to own it, and who had admitted that he was in posses- 
sion and that the contract was subsisting between them, and 
that the title of the alleged owner could be tried out in the State 
court, where the parties would get better justice, Swayne stand- 
ing in the shoes of Edgar. They took the liberty of believing, 
from all the evidence, that Judge Swayne was the real pur- 
eet though he had said that the title was to be taken by his 
wife. 

The papers were taken to Simeon Belden at his hotel where 
he was ill, and he signed them. E. T. Davis was employed to 
bring this suit. At the same time it was agreed that the suit of 
Florida McGuire in Judge Swayne's court should be dismissed 
on Monday. Davis was engaged to do it, Paquet having been 
called to New Orleans by sickness in his family. The suit 
against Judge Swayne was brought that Saturday night and the 
process served on him. On Monday, at the opening of the court, 
Mr. E. T. Davis asked for and obtained from Judge Swayne an 
order dismissing the suit of Florida McGuire. Immediately 
Mr. W. A. Blount, esq., one of the defendants, and also attorney 
for defendants, arose and suggested that Paquet and Belden, 
attorneys for Florida McGuire, and Davis, who appeared to ask 
for a dismissal of the suit, had been guilty of contempt of court 
for bringing suit against Judge Swayne in the county court of 
Escambia County. ‘This action was in pursuance of a previous 
conference between Blount and Swayne held before court con- 
vened, when it was agreed upon. Judge Swayne ordered a rule 
to show cause upon an unsworn statement prepared by Blount, 
which was served on Davis and Belden, Paquet being absent. 
The next day (Tuesday) Davis and Belden appeared and sub- 
mitted an answer purging themselves of the contempt and aver- 
ring their right, as counsel, to bring the suit. 

Some testimony was taken to show that the suit against Judge 
Swayne had been brought and process served on him Saturday 
night about 8 o’clock; that was all. Whereupon Judge Swayne 
proceeded to adjudge Belden and Davis guilty of the “ charges 
which were in violation of the dignity and good order of the 
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taid court and a contempt thereof,“ and after some abusive re- 
marks sentenced them to be disbarred for the term of two years, 
to pay a fine of $100-each, and to undergo an imprisonment for 
the period of ten days in the county jail. 

They were duly committed and remained confined three days, 
when they were released pending a habeas corpus allowed by 
Judge Pardee, of the circuit court. That habeas corpus case 
resulted in a decision that Judge Swayne had jurisdiction of 
Belden and Davis in a contempt proceeding, as the averment in 
the paper filed by Blount was that they were officers of the 
court, and therefore the circuit court could not question his 
decision, his findings of fact, or the correctness of his judgment 
that they had committed a contempt, except in so far as he had 
exceeded his jurisdiction by imposing both fine and imprison- 
ment, the statutes providing in certain cases for fine or im- 
prisonment as a punishment for contempt. To that extent the 
decision of Judge Swayne was reversed and the culprits allowed 
to choose which they would suffer, fine or imprisonment. Bel- 
den, who was a very sick man, about 70 years of age, chose to 
serve out his sentence in prison; Davis paid the fine of $100. 

I am of opinion that Judge Sw ayne was guilty of gross abuse 
of judicial power and misbehavior in office in this case. I be- 
lieve that he had no authority or right to adjudge Simon Bel- 
den and E. F. Davis guilty of a contempt of court under the cir- 
cumstances of the case. 

Second. That if authority can be found in the law for hold- 
ing the action of these attorneys a contempt, that in the ab- 
sence of evidence of intent to commit a contempt other than that 
to be gathered from the fact that the suit was brought Saturday 
night and the process served the same night, and in the face of 
their answer that no contempt was thought of or intended, to 
adjudge them guilty was a gross abuse of power. 

Third. That the sentence imposed by Judge Swayne was un- 
authorized and unlawful. It can be accounted for only on the 
theory that the judge imposing it was ignorant or vindictive. 

The statute conferring power upon the court of the United 
States is as follows: 

The said courts shall have power to ed pr and administer all neces- 
sary oaths and to punish =é ne or imprisonment, at the discretion of 
the court, contempts of their authority: Provided, That such power to 
punish contempt shall not be construed to extend to any cases except 
the misbehavior of ‘any person in their presence, or so near thereto as to 
obstruct the administration of justice, the misbehavior of any of the 
officers of said courts in their official transactions, and the disobedience 
or resistance by any such officer or by any party, juror, witness, or other 
person to any lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of 

he said court, 

In his address to the subcommittee Judge Swayne was asked 
to point out the part of the statute which conferred the author- 
ity for his action. He said: “The words ‘the misbehavior of 
any of the officers of the said courts in their official transac- 
tions.’” 

At the time he sentenced Davis and Belden Judge Swayne 
declared that the contempt did not consist in bringing the suit 
in the State court; that the attorneys had a perfect right to 
sue him there, but that his belief was that the suit was brought 
to force him to recuse himself in the case of Florida McGuire. 

It must be remembered that at the time the sentence was 
pronounced, indeed, before the contempt proceeding was com- 
menced, the case of Florida McGuire had been ended by the 
consent of Judge Swayne, upon motion of E. T. Davis, for the 
plaintiff, and that the agreement to end the case had been 
reached by the lawyers, Paquet, Davis, and Belden, before the 
suit was instituted against Swayne in the State court on Sat- 
urday. How, then, could their action in bringing that suit be 
construed into an attempt to force Judge Swayne to recuse him- 
self in the case of Florida McGuire? Such a pretense was idle, 
especially in view of the fact that the purpose to arrest and 
punish these men for contempt of court had been formed and 
agreed upon between Blount and Swayne in the morning before 
court met and before either could know that the Florida Me- 
Guire case was to be dismissed by the plaintiffs. The accused 
lawyers had a right to bring the suit. Their motive could not 
have been to affect in any way the disposition of the Florida 
McGuire case in Judge Swayne's court, because that case being 
ended could not be affected or the conduct of the judge influ- 
enced thereby. 

There was no testimony before the court from which a con- 
clusion as to the motives of the accused could be judged except 
the fact that the suit had been brought in the State court Satur- 
day night and the process served that night. The fact, viz, that 
the process was served Saturday night was, in Judge Swayne's 
eyes, according to his statement before the committee, the chief 
gravamen of the offense. From that fact he concluded that the 
motive of the accused was to “ insult the dignity and disturb the 
good order of his court.” The committee is of opinion that 
there was no evidence before Judge Swayne from which such a 


motive could be inferred, certainly not from the facts in evi- 
dence before him. 

The words under which he claims the right to condemn have 
been quoted, but they do not fit the case. They are the “ misbe- 
havior of any of the officers of the said courts in their official 
transactions.” The act complained of was not done by these 
men as officers of the district court of the United States. They 
were acting as officers of the court of Escambia County, Fla., 
in bringing the suit. Therefore the action was not susceptible 
of being construed as a contempt of the district court. It was 


not an official transaction in any sense by officers of the United 


States court. Their character as officers or attorneys of that 
court gave them no power to do the act complained of. It was 
only because they were attorneys of the court in which the suit 
was brought that they could do it. 

If it was an “ official transaction,” it was an official transac- 
tion in the county court of Escambia County, not in the district 
court of the United States. Certainly no one will contend that 
Judge Swayne could punish them for an official transaction in 
another court, no matter how offensive it might be to his dig- 
nity or humiliating to his pride or disgracing to his character; 
certainly such an act could not offend against the “dignity or 
good order of his cow 

If, then, they could not be properly fined and imprisoned for 
bringing the suit, what offense did they commit that warranted 
such severe and disgracing punishment? 

But it may be contended no judge can be held responsible for 
a mistake of law. All judges make mistakes. For an error 
of judgment or wrong exercise of discretion a judge ought not 
to be and can not be punished. Let this contention be granted. 
At the same time, none can dispute that for a misbehavior in 
office a judge may be impeached. 

All the cases that have been tried may be cited as proof of 
that proposition. 

Judge Pickering was impeached by the House and convicted 
by the Senate for releasing the ship Eliza to her owner without 
taking a bond after she had been seized for violating the excise 
law, and for appearing upon the bench when drunk, and for 
using profane language. 

Judge Addison was impeached and removed from office for 
refusing to allow an associate judge to address a grand jury 
and a petit jury. 

Judge Chase was impeached for refusing to allow counsel to 
address the court and jury upon a point of law that had already 
been decided. 

Judge Peck was impeached for disbarring and imprisoning a 
lawyer who wrote and published a criticism of one of his 
opinions. 

In all these cases the defense was stoutly made that they 
were mere mistakes of law, not indictable, and therefore not 
subject for impeachment. It did not avail to prevent the House 
from preferring charges. If this reason is good, then no judge 
can be called to answer for a misbehavior in office which is not 
also an indictable offense. This is not the law nor the practice. 

In imposing sentence upon Davis and Belden Judge Swayne 
exceeded his authority by imposing both fine and imprisonment. 
This error was set right by Judge Pardee, the circuit judge, but 
not until both had served three days in the common jail. 

The animus and eyil intent of the judge was manifest by his 
action and speech. So eager was he to punish that he dis- 
barred these lawyers for a term of two years. If his amicus 
curia, Blount, had not warned him, that unlawful sentence 
would have remained. His speech when imposing sentence is 
described by the witness. 


Simeon Belden testifies : 

Q. Now, I will ask you what was the manner of Judge Swayne when 
he was inflicting this penalty ?—-A. Well, it was gross and offensive; he 
entered with a slanderous attack on the attorneys. 

Q. Very slanderous?—A. Yes. 

Q. Tell what he said.—A. I nt recollect his words acer it 
was ponian in the newspapers he 

8 It T. Baris, pare 284 and offensive ?— A. Very, indeed. (P. 264-265.) 

av 

6. 11 the tihe ae imposing this sentence what was Judge Swayne's 
manner?—-A. Very abus 

9. Can you atate what he said?—A. I don't know that I can state 
it in so many words. He called us ignorant, said our action was a 
stench in Jae E of the people, and a good many other things I can 


not re 
0 12 5 manner was very harsh and abusive ? — A. Extremely so. 

Lor a constructive or indirect contempt it is the law that one 
charged may purge himself, and that he can not thereafter be 
punished. In this case Judge Swayne listened to no excuse. 
He found an evil motive for a lawful action without evidence 
and against the oath of the accused. The excessive and unlaw- 
ful character of the sentence and the grossly offensive manner 
in which it was pronounced leave no room for doubt that Judge 
Swayne was not animated by a desire to protect the dignity and 
good order of his court, but to punish what he considered a per- 
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sonal affront to himself. This constituted an arbitrary, unlaw- 
ful, and oppressive abuse of his judicial power and a high mis- 
demeanor in office. 

The fact can not be disputed that Judge Swayne imposed a 
punishment on Davis and Belden which the law did not warrant. 
The only question in the case, then, is whether he is to be ex- 
cused and go unpunished on the ground that he made an inno- 
cent mistake of law. No one doubts the proposition that a judge 
can not and ought not to be held responsible for innocent mis- 
takes of law. Neither can anyone justly contend that a judge 
should not be punished according to law for knowingly and will- 
fully imposing an illegal sentence. Whether his motive be re- 
venge, or mere wanton disposition to exercise arbitrary power, 
or an intention to punish for a personal insult, in either case he 
can not be held guiltless or excused on the plea that he inno- 
cently erred. 

The great question, then, in every case that arises must be, 
Why did he do it? What motive prompted? What intent ani- 
mated? Being a human being and not divine or infallible, the 
actions of a judge are to be interpreted by the same rules that 
apply to the actions of other men. It is not to be supposed that 
a judge who evilly intends to do an unlawful act will declare 
his intention or publish his purpose. The motive and inten- 
tion of a judge must therefore be sought, and generally will be 
made plain by the circumstances surrounding the particular 
case. If a judge has no personal interest or feeling in a matter 
under consideration, if coolly, calmly, and with deliberation he 
reasons himself into giving a wrong judgment, a wrong motive 
is never or rarely ever attributed to him. On the other hand, 
if the case involves a question of insulted dignity, a personal 
affront, or, if with heat and passion, if with vituperation and 
denunciation, a judge imposes a harsh and unlawful sentence 
upon a prisoner, his motive is not a matter of doubt. His 
motive is as plain as that of a man who assaults with a 
deadly weapon. Such a man is held responsible for the nat- 
ural and reasonable consequence of his act. He can not be 
heard to say, I made a mistake; I thought I had a right to 
strike with a club a blow which produced death.” The law 
pronounces a layman and a judge who knowingly does an 
unlawful act conclusively guilty of an unlawful intent. 

Apply these principles to the case in hand. Judge Swayne 
knew that the act of 1831 limited the powers of United States 
courts over contempt to the special cases named in the act. He 
knew it, because the Supreme Court of the United States has 
many times decided the very point, notably in 19 Wallace, 511, 
where it is said: 

The act of 1831 Is therefore to them (the district courts) the law 
specifying the cases in which summary punishments for contempt may 
be infil It limits the power of these courts in this respect to three 
classes of cases— 

First. Where there has been misbehavior of a person in the presence 
of ~ court, or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of 
9 Where there has been misbehavior of any officer of the court 
In his official transaction; and, 

Third. Where there has been disobedience or resistance by any officer, 

y, juror, witness, or other person to any la process, order, rule, 
lecree, or command of the courts. And thus seen, the power of these 
courts in the punishment of contempts can ag be exercised to insure 
order and decorum in their presence, to secure faithfulness on the part 
f their officers in their official transactions, and to enforce obedience 
fo their lawful orders, judgment, and processes. 

Presuming that Judge Swayne knew the law, he knew that 
proceeding for a contempt not committed in the presence of 
the court must be founded on an affidavit setting forth the facts 
and circumstances constituting the alleged contempt, sworn to 
by the aggrieved party or some other person who witnessed the 
offense. Unless such affidavit be presented process will not be 
granted. (Burke v. The State, 47 Ind., 528; Batchelder v. 
Moore, 42 Cal., 412; Rapalje on Contempts, p. 122.) 

a most univyersal 
ee 10 kanren — nly An ada it setting 
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8 Unlew meh Pndavit be presented process not be 


ted. (Burke v. State, 47 Ind., 528; Re Judson, 3 Blatch., U. S., 
48: Batchelder v. Moore, 42 Cal, 412; Whittem v. State, 36 Ind., 
196. 


96.) 


Judge Swayne knew that issuing of process without filing the 
proper affidavit was erroneous and that the error is not cured 
by a subsequent filing thereof. (Wilson v. The Territory, 1 
Wyo., 155; Whittem v. The State, 36 Ind., 196; McConnell v. 
The State, 46 Ind., 298.) 

He knew that in a rule to show cause why a person shall not 
be punished for contempt the actual intention of the respondent 
is material, in which respect it differs from an indictment for 
the like offense. Therefore, when the respondent meets the 
words of the rule by disavowing, upon oath, any intention of 
committing in contempt of court the rule must be discharged. 


(63 N. C., 397.) He knew that the practice in the courts of the 
United States, as well as in the State courts, was: 

If the purge himself on oath the court will not hear collateral 
evidence for the purpose of impeaching his testimony and proceeding 
. him for r but 1 gt appear the part. will be recog- 

to answer. (U. S. v. Dodge, all., 313 Circuit Court U. S. ist 
Circuit, Mass.; in the matter of John I. Pitman, 1 Curtis, 189, con- 
er” oe eng 

master did not treat the answer of the clerk as evidence. This 
was erroneous, as will plainly appear when we consider what this pro- 
ceeding is. * bd N 

Now, one of the most Important privileges accorded by the law to 
one proceeded against as for contempt is the right to purge himself, if 
he can, by his own oath. So rigid is the common law as to this that it 
does not allow the sworn answers of the respondent to be controverted 
2125 matter of fact by any other evidence. (U. S. v. Dodge, 2 Gall., 


The rule was the same at common law: 

If ang Par can clear himself upon his oath he is discharged. (4 Bl. 
Com., 287; Burke v. The State, 214 Ind., 528.) 2 

When the answer to a rule to show cause why one should not be at- 
tached for contempt negatives under oath any intentional disrespect to 
the court of pur to obstruct its process the rule should dis- 
charged. (In re n Walker, 82 N. C., 95.) 

Knowing the law, Judge Swayne issued a rule to show cause 
why Davis and Belden should not be committed for contempt 
upon an unsworn statement of Mr. W. A. Blount. He put upon 
the record another statement of his own, presumptively as evi- 
dence or as a justification of his act—an unsworn statement of 
alleged facts, some of which were true and some untrue. 

He ignored the sworn denial of the accused that they had 
committed or had intended to commit a contempt, and without 
any evidence whatever to establish the fact, except that they 
had brought a suit against him in the State court and served 
him with process Saturday night. He condemned them to be 
disbarred two years, to be fined, and cast into prison. The 
charge against them, and of which they were convicted, was a 
contempt of the “dignity and good order” of the district court 
of the United States. The offense consisted, as stated by Judge 
Swayne, not in the act, but in the intent with which it was 
done, viz, to force him to recuse himself in the case of Florida 
McGuire. 

Suppose, for the sake of argument, that such was their inten- 
tion, viz, to force the judge to recuse himself. The intent was 
never carried out. No one was harmed. The judge was not 
forced to recuse himself. The suit against him in the State did 
not exercise any influence on him in that direction, for the very 
good reason that the suit in his court was disposed at the request 
of the plaintiff, with his consent, at the opening of the court on 
the first secular day after the suit was brought against him in 
the State court. The law does not punish guilty intentions, 
One may intend to slander, steal from, or even kill his neighbor. 
If the intent is never carried out no human law exists to punish. 

All these plain and common principles Judge Swayne must be 
presumed to have known. Therefore he knowingly and unlaw- 
fully held these attorneys guilty of a contempt when none had 
been committed, when none could have been committed which 
were punishable under the act of Congress, and he did it in vio- 
lation of the well-established law of procedure in such cases. 

We are seeking for the motive which actuated Judge Swayne 
in the light of the circumstances. He must have known that he 
had no right to impose a fine and also an imprisonment upon 
these officers of his court. The act of Congress is very plain. A 
wayfaring man, though a fool, need not err there. It provides 
fine or imprisonment, not fine and imprisonment. The Supreme 
Court, with whose decisions Judge Swayne will not plead that 
he was not familiar, has also settled that point. (See 131 
U. S., 267.) 

Again, still in search of the motive of Judge Swayne in im- 
posing his unlawful punishment, attention is called to the fact 
that he sentenced these lawyers to disbarment for two years; in 
other words, to ruin. To forbid a lawyer the right to practice his 
profession for two years is, standing alone, a severe sentence. 
Such a sentence will scatter a lawyers practice; seriously dam- 
age, if not irretrievably ruin, his reputation, and generally de- 
stroy his usefulness and earning power. Ought Judge Swayne be 
heard to say that he knew no better? Evidently if he might it 
would be true, because when his amicus curia stepped up to the 
bench and suggested that he had exceeded his authority he remit- 
ted that part of the sentence. He ought not to be heard to plead 
his ignorance, because the highest court decided (19 Wallace, 
512) that punishment by disbarment could not be imposed under 
the act of 1831. The fact that he found it in his heart to impose 
such an unlawful sentence is helpful in ascertaining the true 
intent that actuated him in the whole transaction. 

The last evidence that Judge Swayne was actuated by an evil 
intent to punish a personal affront by a clear violation of the 
law and an arbitrary abuse of judicial power is found in his 
vituperation and abuse of the respondents at the time he sen- 
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tenced them. The facts, as stated by them, are not denied by 
the Judge or his amicus curia, who both testified in the case. 
His manner was “ offensive and insulting.” He denounced these 
lawyers as “ignorant.” He vituperated them as a “stench in 
the nostrils of the people.” From these circumstances the fact 
is found that Judge Swayne had something in his heart besides 

an honest intent to vindicate the dignity of his court, and that 
that something was an intent to punish these unfortunate per- 
sons who had fallen into his power, not for offending against 
the dignity and good order of the court, but for what he con- 
ceived to be a personal affront. 

Doubtless an argument may and will be made that Judge 
Swayne believed that the lawyers, Paquet, Belden, and Davis, 
brought an unfounded action against him for the purpose of 
influencing his action in the Florida McGuire case, and also 
that their conduct in bringing the suit after dark Saturday night 
and procuring the service of process upon.him that night was 
intended as a personal affront, and that he also believed they 
caused to be published in the papers next morning notice of the 
suit (which was not proved), and therefore he was properly 
and righteously indignant and should be leniently dealt with, 
because what he did was done under provocation and in the 
heat of his displeasure. 

The answer is that if he had observed the common rules of 
administering justice and had decided the case as the law re- 
quires he would never have thought for a moment of punishing 
a constructive contempt after the accused bad purged themselves 
under oath. 

Certainly no hurt feelings, no offended dignity, even no legit- 
imate desire to punish a punishable contempt could justify or 
excuse the grossly unlawful and excessive punishment imposed 
in this case. 

If the independence of the judiciary and their power to pro- 
tect their own dignity and honor are indispensable to a free 
government, the right of the great body of earnest, learned, and 
faithful men who practice at the bar to be exempt from cruel, 
unusual, and unlawful punishments at the hands of judges for 
imaginary or real offenses is no less sacred. 

For such a high misdemeanor in office no judge should be al- 
lowed to escape just punishment on the plea that he made a 
mistake of law. If allowed, there is no arbitrary abuse of dis- 
cretion, no disobedience of law, no oppression or outrage upon 
oor of liberty or property that could not go unwhipt of 
ustice. 

In support of the fourth charge, viz, the arbitrary and unlaw- 
ful imprisonment of W. C. O’Neal, the facts in the case are as 
follows: 

One Greenhut had been appointed trustee in bankruptcy of 
one Scarritt Moreno. Greenhut brought an action in the county 
court of Escambia County for the purpose of having certain 
land, the title to which was in the bankrupt’s wife, brought into 
the bankrupt's estate, and also to relieve the said land of a cer- 
tain mortgage of $13,000, which appeared to be a lien upon it, 
which had been given the National Bank of Pensacola and by 
them assigned to the bank. Greenhut was a director and 
O'Neal was president. Greenhut was also indorser on Moreno’s 
paper in the bank for $1,500. 

On the 20th day of October O’Neal was passing along the 
street in front of Greenhut's store. Greenhut was in conversa- 
tion with another man. O'Neal spoke to him and said when he 
was at lelsure he wished to speak with him. Greenhut said he 
could speak at once and invited him to enter his store. O'Neal re- 
proved Greenhut for including the bank in the suit which he 
had brought. He stated to Greenhut that he, Greenhut, was 
aware of the fact that the $13,000 mortgage was genuine; that 
the bank had advanced the money and had parted with it for a 
valuable consideration; also that he, Greenhut, had often prom- 
ised to pay the indorsed paper upon which he was liable to the 
bank, but had not done so. But words passed, when O'Neal 
passed out of the store, followed by Greenhut to the sidewalk, 
where an affray occurred in which Greenhut was stabbed by 
O'Neal with a pocketknife and seriously injured. O'Neal swore 
that Greenhut assaulted him and that, being a much weaker man 
physically, he defended himself with a small pocketknife. 

A proceeding for contempt of the district court of the United 
States was commenced, in which B. C. Tunison appeared for 
the receiver, Greenhut. 

At the time of the affray the district court was not in session. 
The difficulty took place at a considerable distance from the 
court-house on a public street. Judge Swayne was not at the 
time in the district. 

The charge for contempt proceeded upon the theory that, the 
assault having been made upon a receiver in bankruptcy ap- 
pointed by the district court for some matter growing out of 
his actions as receiver, a contempt of the district court had 


been committed. O'Neal had been arrested in the State court 
for his offense against the law. When the rule to show cause 
why he should not be committed for contempt was served, he 
employed counsel and made answer, denying any intent to com- 
mit a contempt of court. 

The testimony of Greenhut and O’Neal was taken; none of 
the bystanders were sworn, nor was any other person sworn, 
O’Neal denied the contempt and explained that the quarrel 
grew out of the relations of Greenhut to the bank and what he 
claimed to be his dishonesty in including the bank in the suit. 
Greenhut contended that he was an officer of the court, and that 
he had been assaulted on account of his official acts, and, as a 
consequence, had been laid up for a period of time and ren- 
dered unable to perform his duty as receiver. 

Judge Swayne sentenced O’Neal to be imprisoned in the 
county jail for a period of sixty days.. 

The act of Congress defining the power of the United States 
courts to punish contempt is as follows: 

The said courts shall have the power to impose and administer all 
necessary oaths and to punish by fine or imprisonment, at the discretion 
of the court, contempt of their —— Y a , That such power 
to punish contempt shall not be construed to extend to any cases except 
the misbehavior of any person in thelr presence or so near thereto as 
obstruct the administration of justice, the misbehavior of any of the 
officers of said court in their cial transactions, and the disobedience 
or resistance by any such officer or by any party, juror, witness, or other 
person Koosa la writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of 


Manifestly the case of O’Neal was. not within the act. The 
offense was not committed— 

(a) In the presence of the court; 

(b) Or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of 
justice. 

(c) It was not a misbehavior of an officer of the court in an 
official transaction. 

(d) Was not resistance of any lawful act, order, rule, decree, 
or command of said court by any person. 

This act was passed after an unsuccessful attempt to impeach 
Judge Peck for striking the name of an attorney from the roll 
for an alleged contempt of court committed by him in publishing 
a criticism of a published opinion of the judge in a case in which 
the attorney had appeared and which had been appealed. 

The impeachment proceedings provoked long discussion as to 
the common-law power of the United States courts to punish 
contempt not committed in the presence of the court. To set 
doubts at rest and to define the powers of such courts this 
salutary act was passed. It bounds and limits the rights and 
powers of these courts, and its transgression ought not to be re- 
garded lightly in cases involving the liberty of citizens of the 
Republic. 

The action of Judge Swayne was, to say the least, arbitrary, 
unjust, and unlawful. It could have proceeded only from either 
willful disregard of the law or from ignorance of its provisions, 
an excuse which he will not be likely to set up. 

If an unlawful act is committed by judge or layman the law 
conclusively presumes an evil intent. 

The theory upon which O'Neal was held guilty of contempt of 
court was: 

(a) That Greenhut was an officer of the court. 

(b) That he was assaulted for performing an official act in 
the line of duty. 

(c) That he was disabled by the assault from performing his 
duties as receiver for about two weeks. 

Suppose all the allegations to have been proved, before the 
assailant of Greenhut could be held guilty of contempt of court 
some proof should have been produced to show that O'Neal's 
purpose in committing the assault was to punish Greenhut for 
his official action and to disable him from performing his duty 
as receiver. 

If his purpose was to rebuke Greenhut for his bad faith as a 
bank director, or if the quarrel between the men which resulted 
in the fight had its origin in a dispute about Greenhut’s knowl- 
edge that the mortgage was genuine or that Greenhut was en- 
deavoring to escape liability upon his indorsement to the bank 
of Moreno’s paper, and if he had no thought of the court or in- 
tention to interfere with its operations, then certainly he was 
not guilty of a contempt. O'Neal did not assault Greenhut be- 
eause Greenhut had sued the bank, but because he had sued the 
bank knowing that his contention was false. That was the 
occasion of O'Neal's remonstrance which led to the fight. 

Whatever his purpose, the assault was not committed in resist- 
ance of any order, decree, rule, or command of the court. No 
one pretends that it was. The only claim is that the court has 
power and should protect a receiver in bankruptcy by punishing 
anyone who quarrels with him on account of anything he does 
in the line of his duty as receiver. If it has such power, it is 
not conferred by the statute. And as the district court has no 
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other authority to punish for contempt except that which is con- 
ferred by the statute, the conclusion is that in this case a citizen 
of the United States was unlawfully condemned to prison. 

The answer of O’Neal purged the contempt, and it was error 
to punish him for it. 

In support of the fifth and sixth charges, viz, the appointment 
by Judge Charles Swayne of B. C. Tunison to the office of United 
States commissioner, knowing him to be a man of bad reputa- 
tion for truth and veracity, and that the said Tunison was re- 
puted to exercise undue influence over Judge Swayne, the evi- 
dence established the fact that Judge Swayne reappointed B. C. 
Tunison commissioner of the United States after a trial in his 
court in which Tunison, as prosecutor, had been successfull 
impeached as a witness. S 

The evidence also establishes that the members of the bar at 
Pensacola, Fla., and elsewhere in the district, and suitors in the 
United States court are of opinion that Tunison has the power 
to exercise undue influence over Judge Swayne and that he 
does exercise such influence. To such an extent does this belief 
prevail that lawyers advise their clients to employ Tunison in 
their business as the best and only way to succeed in Judge 
Swayne's court. 

No special acts of fayoritism were shown. Neither was it 
proved that Tunison won an undue proportion of cases in the 
United States court. Nevertheless, the opinion stated is widely 
entertained. Tunison was shown to be very friendly with Judge 
Swayne—so friendly that he declined to pursue a habeas corpus 
case in which he had received a fee of $100, averring that he 
did it because Judge Swayne was his friend. The case referred 
to is that of Davis and Belden, committed by Judge Swayne for 
contempt of court. It may be remarked that Tunison neglected 
to return the retainer. The testimony satisfies the committee 
that Tunison is a dishonest man; also that he is indorser on a 
note of Judge Swayne that has been renewed for seven succes- 
sive years in the Pensacola Bank. 

The charges and specifications not covered by the foregoing 
findings were not proved by sufficient evidence to warrant ac- 
tion upon them. 

Upon the whole case it is plain that Judge Swayne has for- 
feited the respect and confidence of the bar of his court and of 
the people of his district who do business there. He has so 
conducted himself as to earn the reputation of being susceptible 
to the malign influence of a man of notoriously bad character. 
He has shown himself to be harsh, tyrannical, and oppressive, 
unmindful of the common rule of a just and upright judge. He 
has continuously and persistently violated the plain words of 
a statute of the United States, and subjected himself to punish- 
ment for the commission of a high misdemeanor. He has fined 
and imprisoned members of his bar for a constructive contempt 
without the ‘authority of law and without a decent show of 
reason, either through inexcusable ignorance, a malicious intent 
to injure, or a wanton disposition to exercise arbitrary power. 
He has condemned to a term of imprisonment in the county jail 
a reputable citizen of the State of Florida over whom he had 
no jurisdiction, who was guilty of no thought of a contempt of 
his court, for no offense against him or in the presence of the 
court, or “in obstruction of any order, rule, command, or de- 
cree,” and after the accused had purged himself on oath. 

For all those reasons Charles Swayne has been guilty of mis- 
behavior in his office of judge and grossly violated the condition 
upon which he holds this honorable appointment. The honor 
of the judiciary, the orderly and decent administration of public 
justice, and the welfare of the people of the United States de- 
mand his impeachment and removal from the high place which 
his conduct has degraded. 

It is vitally necessary to maintain the confidence of the people 
in the judiciary. A weak executive or an inefficient or even 
dishonest legislative branch may exist, for a time at least, with- 
out serious injury to the perpetuity of our free institutions, but 
if the people lose faith in the judicial branch, if they become 
convinced that justice can not be had at the hands of the judges, 
the next step will be to take the administration of the law into 
their own hands and do justice according to the rule of the mob, 
which is anarchy, with which freedom can not coexist. 

In support of the seventh charge—viz, that Judge Swayne 
arbitrarily and unlawfully refused to hear witnesses produced 
by a litigant in his court upon the ground that he would not 
believe them if sworn, and that he continued his case arbitrarily 
and unlawfully without day—the testimony showed as follows: 

The case of W. H. Hoskins is one of peculiar hardship. This 
man was adyanced in years and was unable to read or write. 
He was engaged in the business of producing turpentine, grow- 
ing cotton, and general merchandising. He had accumulated 
property worth about $40,000, and owed debts amounting to 


about $10,000. A part of this indebtedness was of the firm of 
Hoskins & Hilton, of which he had been a partner. He had 
sold out his interest in the firm under an agreement that the 
purehaser would pay the indebtedness of the firm. This agree- 
ment was not kept, and some suits were brought against Hos- 
kins, in which he was defended by a lawyer named J. N. Cal- 
houn on the ground that the suit should have been brought 
against the person who had agreed to pay the debts. Of course 
the defense failed and Hoskins paid. 

This was the beginning of trouble. The evidence is full and 
convincing that a lawyer named Boone conspired with Calhoun 
to put Hoskins in bankruptcy in order to plunder his estate. 
Some claims came into their hands for collection. Hoskins 
paid promptly on demand, and notified Boone, through his 
counsel, Judge Liddon, that he was prepared to pay everything 
he owed. Boone secured claims to the amount of $500, and 
without authority of his clients commenced proceedings inyoly- 
ing bankruptcy against Hoskins, swearing to the petition him- 
self. Certified checks were sent to all the creditors; some took 
them and withdrew; others were deterred by Boone's action. 
He told them that they would subject themselves to large costs 
and fees if they took their money. 

Judge Swayne, against objection, gave time to Boone to ob- 
tain a proper verification of the complaint; then to get more 
creditors to sign the petition in place of those withdrawn. 
This he did at least twice. Hoskins filed a denial of insol- 
vency and demanded a trial. Meantime, one Tunison, United 
States commissioner and next friend of Swayne, was taken 
into the conspiracy. Hoskins was adjudged bankrupt, a re- 
ceiver was appointed, all his property seized, his store closed, 
his men intimidated, and ruin stared him in the face, as his 
business of producing turpentine needed daily care. He went 
to Boone with the money to pay all his debts. Boone told him 
he would be in contempt of court if he attempted to pay money 
to the creditors, and demanded $1,000 for himself and $1,000 
for Tunison, and all costs. Hoskins refused. 

Calhoun, as receiver, sent a man named Richardson to seize 
Hoskins’s books of account at one of his branch stores. He 
found a book belonging to the firm of Hoskins & Bro., which had 
been left there for a bookeeper to make up. On his return he 
met C. H. Hoskins, a son of W. I. Hoskins, one of the firm of 
Hoskins & Bro., who demanded the book, stating that it did not 
belong to his father and contained nothing pertaining to his 
business. Richardsen refused to give it up; a fight ensued, and 
young Hoskins took the book by force. The next step of the 
conspirators was to commence proceedings for contempt of 
court against young Hoskins. The motive is fully explained by 
a letter from Boone to Tunison: 


[Robt. J. Boone, attorney and counselor. ] 
MARIANNA, FLA., March 13, 1002. 


GENTLEMEN: In re W. H. Hoskins, involuntary bankruptcy. 

I beg to inclose you herewith another claim to be added to the 
amended petition, to the amount of $200, which you will please have 
the court to include. I have just received telegram from Calhoun stat- 
ing that the petition had not yet arrived. I have wired for same three 
times in the last two days and trust same will reach you to-night. 
This additional claim of $200 is a stunner to them I presume. 

I trust you all will be able to handle the matter all right. I feel 
sure that we have them coming our way now, and if we can have C. D. 
Hoskins attached for contempt it will break the old man down sure. 

Please advise me in the premises as early as possible and oblige, 


Very truly, yours, 
Rost. J. BooN n. 

Messrs. TUNISON & Lorrix, Pensacola, Fla. 

(Inclosures.) 

W. H. Hoskins, finding that he was not allowed to pay every- 
thing, averred his solvency, and demanded a trial on that 
question. Judge Swayne refused to proceed with the case until 
the book taken by young Hoskins was produced. 

The following motion was made by Mr. Tunison on behalf of 
petitioning creditors : 

On account of the forcible tcng away of certain books belonging to 
the estate of the alleged bankrupt by the son of the bankrupt from the 
possession of the receiver herein, as fully set forth in the petition and 
affidavit of J. M. Calhoun, receiver, heretofore filed, which books are 
essential to the ascertainment of the true condition of the estate, and 
the continued withholding of the books from the custody of the re- 
ceiver, petitioning creditors ask for a postponement for such a time as 
will enable them to secure the information believed to be contained in 
those books. 

By Mr. Eagan, representing intervening creditors; also by 
Judge B. S. Liddon and W. H. Price, representing W. H. Hos- 
kins, respondent. 

Now, your honor, we desire to oppose the action for a postponement 
and continuance on the grounds stated, for the reason that the sald 
C. H. Hoskins alleged to have the books in question is not a party to 
the record of these proceedings; for the further reason that those 
books are not under the control of the caesar Meera. creditors or respond- 
ent, W. H. Hoskins; on the further ground that it is not true that the 
books contain any matter, items, or accounts, or any business transac- 
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tions of any kind or in connection with the business of W. H. Hoskins, 
who is the respondent, or of any firm with which he was ever connected, 
or of which he was a member, and we are ready now to submit to your 
honor proof of these facts by W. H. Hoskins, . H. Price, Who has re- 
cently examined these books, and also by T. A. Jennings, vice-president 
of the J. P. Williams Company, Savannah, Ga., that he has recent! 

examined these books—that is, since the beginning of these procesd. 
ings—and that the same did not contain any accounts or business trans- 
actions of any kind of the business of W. Hoskins or in connection 
wic ais proffer to prove the same things by W. H. Hosk h 

also knows the books cad what they contain à wom ma O 

We offer to prove that the in question are the books of a 
firm called Hoskins Brothers, composed of J. P. and C. D. Hoskins, 
and have reference solely to the matters of said firm, and that W. H. 
Hoskins was never in any manner a partner or in any way connected 
with said firm; and further, that the books are not absent the eon- 
sent or advice of counsel or any of the intervening creditors herein, 
or of the said W. H. Hoskins, and that none of them know the where- 
abouts of the said books, or have seen them since the absconding of the 
said C. D. Hoskins. 

By THe Courr: The court, in answer to the motion, states that it 
believes from the Sosta and circumstances, the only showing before 
the court was an affidavit by Calhoun, who had never seen the pook 
that he believed it contained something important; that the bankru 
In this case is in a measure responstble for the absence of the books in 
question, and under these circumstances can not permit the bankrupt 
nor his friends to testify to their contents in their absence until some 
better showing is made or as to their whereabouts. 

W. H. Hoskins was present in court with his counsel and 
offered testimony of several disinterested persons who knew 
the facts that the books to which Judge Swayne alluded had 
been taken by one C. D. Hoskins, to whom, as one of the firm 
of Hoskins & Bros., they belonged; that W. H. Hoskins, the 
alleged bankrupt, had no interest in said firm; that the said 
books were not in the possession of W. H. Hoskins or under his 
control; that they contained no written items or accounts of 
any business transacted of any kind connected with the busi- 
ness of W. H. Hoskins, or of any firm of which he was ever a 
member, and that he had nothing whatever to do with the tak- 
ing or any knowledge of their whereabouts. 

Notwithstanding, the said Charles Swayne, in the absence 
of any evidence to the contrary save an affidav™ of one Cal- 
houn, who had never seen the books, but swore he believed they 
contained something of importance in the case, refused to pro- 
ceed with the case, stating that he “ would not believe the eyi- 
dence offered if sworn to by his brother,” and continued the 
hearing of the same Without day, to the great injury of the 
said W. H. Hoskins. 

Young Hoskins had been hiding out to escape arrest, of which 
he was so fearful that he said he would rather die than go to 
jail. His uncle, one Rhodus, went to Tunison, who had insti- 
tuted the contempt proceeding, and paid hfm $50 and agreed to 
give $50 more if Tunison would intercede with Judge Swayne to 
let young Hoskins off with a fine without imprisonment. Tuni- 
son took the money, but Swayne insisted upon going on with this 
case against young Hoskins, who finally put an end to Swayne's 
persecution by taking his own life. 

W. H. Hoskins, despairing of getting justice or a hearing, 
paid the creditors in full and such costs as Calhoun demanded. 

The whole disgraceful perversion of law and justice was made 
possible by the complaisancy, stupidity, or worse, of Judge 
Swayne, who lent himself to a conspiracy to ruin an honest man 
by aiding the conspirators in every way in his power. He had 
no right to refuse a hearing to Hoskins on the ground that a 
book taken out of the custody of the receiver’s clerk by any 
other person must first be produced. It was a denial of justice. 
It was an arbitrary and oppressive abuse of power. There was 
no sufficient testimony before the judge that the book had any 
releyancy to the case; nothing but the affidavit of the receiver, 
who had never seen the book, that he believed it contained some- 
thing necessary to the determining of the question of Hoskins’s 
solvency. In the face of an offer to prove the fact by disinter- 
ested and competent testimony, among others that of a person 
who had examined it, the judge refused to believe anything, 
saying that he would not believe his own brother if he would 
swear to it. In his argument before the subcommittee, Judge 
Swayne was asked why he refused to hear Hoskins’s witnesses 
to prove that the book was that of Hoskins Brothers, and con- 
tained nothing whatever pertaining to the business of W. H. 
Hoskins. His answer was, Because he would not believe the 
witnesses. 

Being interrogated by the subcommittee as to why he refused 
to hear Hoskins’s witnesses, Judge Swayne testified as follows: 

Mr. PALMER. Did you state it was unnecessary for Hoskins to submit 
any proof about these books? Does not the record show that? 

Fons Swayne. There was a witness upon the stand who testified as 


to Mr. Hoskins’s ability to pay his debts. 
Mr. PALMER. But ta had that to do with the proof submitted by 


the witness . 

Judge Swayne. Well, that requires a further answer. And there 
was, I believe, some evidence by a man they called Price, on this sub- 
ject, but that man's name was not Price, although he went by that 
name. He was designated as Price, but his name was really something 
else, which I do not now recall. 


Mr. PALMER. Then you mean to 
have any confidence in that witness? 


say in substance that you did not 


Ju Swayne. I certainly did nat. 

Mr. PALMER., Well, do you think a judge has the right to take that 
view of a witness in the administration of justice? 

Judge SWAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. At the time you made that rul was there any proof 
that Hoskins had ordered his son to take the books back? ie 

Judge Swayne. Well, I wanted to have the books in court when the 
trial came on or show that they could not be had. 

Mr. Patmer. That is just the point; and you refused to hear any- 
thing on the point, and would not hear the witness or hear the tes- 


timony? 

Swayne. I did not see how I could. 
Mr. PALMER. That is correct, is it? 5 
Judge Swarne. Yes, sir. 


This action of the judge presents at least an entirely new 
feature in the administration of justice. A suitor is denied the 
right to offer evidence in support of his case because the judge 
has made up his mind in advance that the witnesses offered are 
not worthy of belief. 

In this case Mr. Price, one of the witnesses, was a practicing 
attorney of the courts of Florida, and, presumptively, a per- 
fectly worthy man. Mr. Jennings was one of the largest pro- 
ducers of turpentine in the State, a substantial business man, 
personally known to at least one member of the committee to 
be of irreproachable character and standing. W. H. Hoskins 
was at least competent to testify that the book was not his and 
was not used in his business. 

To refuse to hear these witnesses was an unwarranted and 
unheard-of proceeding. To continue the case of Hoskins with- 
out day, under the circumstances, was an unparalleled abuse of 
3 on the part of the judge which amounted to a denial 

ustice. 

In support of the eighth charge, the testimony taken estab- 
lishes the following facts, which are not disputed by the 
respondent. 

1. That at a time when the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key 
West Railroad was in the hands of Mr. Durkee, a receiver ap- 
pointed by Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of 
the United States in and for the northern district of Florida, the 
receiver provisioned a private car which belonged to the rail- 
road company, placed a conductor and cook upon it, and sent it 
to Guyencourt, Del., for the purpose of bringing Judge Swayne 
to Jacksonville, Fla. Judge Swayne, his wife, his wife's sister, 
and her husband were transported on the private car to Jack- 
sonville, Fla., and subsisted at the expense of said railroad 
company. 

Judge Swayne acknowledged the facts, as above stated, but de- 
fended his action upon the ground that the property of the rail- 
road company being in the hands of the court, he, the judge of 
the court, had a right to use it without making compensation 
to the railroad company. 

When questioned on the subject he answered as follows: 


By Mr. PALMER: 

Q. You said this car was one of the cars in ion of the court, 
because the road was in the hands of a receiver?—A. Yes. 

Q. You sald that it was the privil of the court to use that car, 
because the road was in the hands of a recelyer?—A. Yes; that was 
the reason why it was used. 

Q You thought that the railroad being in the hands of the court you 
had the right to use the property of the railroad without rendering the 
railroad any compensation for !t?—A. The receiver, in talking that 
over with me, stated that it was generally understood that a car was in 
better condition running than if it were standing idle on a siding. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the stenographer read that question, please? 

The STENOGRAPHER (reading): 

“Q. You oe that the railroad being in the hands of the court 

ou had the right to use the property of the railroad without rendering 

e railroad any compensation for it?” 

Mr. PALMER. That is the question. . 

The Witness. Yes, sir. I had ten railroads in my hands as judge 
in six years. 


The testimony further establishes the fact that Judge Charles 
Swayne made use of the same car for the purpose of taking a 
trip to the Pacific coast with his family and friends. The 
proof was that the car had some liquid supplies on board when 
taken. Judge Swayne expressed the opinion that he left as 
much when it was returned. 

In the case of the trip from Delaware, and also the trip to 
California, transportation was secured by the receiver over other 
railroads, and in return therefor the private cars from the other 
roads were transported over the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key. 
West without charge. A porter or cook employed by the rail- 
road company went with the car to the Pacific coast at the cost 
of the company. 

In support of the ninth, tenth, and eleventh charges the testi- 
mony further establishes the fact that for every day that Judge 
Swayne has held court out of his district since he has been a 
judge he has received from the Treasury of the United States 
the sum of $10, which has been paid upon his certificate that 
he had expended that sum for reasonable expenses. Judge 
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Swayne’s account, as proved by an official of the Treasury De- 
partment, is as follows: 


Name of 
marshal 


$140 
170 
300 
400 
20 
=| g 
Samed Waco, Tex 1896 280 
me Nas, Tex 1, 1897 ._ 420 
et Fort Worth, Tex „. 1897. 12 
FIREN aco, Tex 20, 1897. 230 
8 17, 1897 390 
New Orleans, La- 1, 1808 19 
ae Meare se do 20. 1898 - 400 
chess] MOR do . 1, 1898. 110 
3 do 1. 1898. 100 
do 1898. 100 
do . 100 
do 0 1898 150 
.do 100 
do 199 
Pane 199 
woos] 507 do 100 
4 54997 do 100 
eae er ilaa do 100 
— 8 do 100 
— eg ee do 100 
5 Ala. = 

-----| 56088 |..... 0 
Do Huntsville, Ala ...| 29 days from Oct. 9, 1809 290 
Fontelieu. New Orleans, La. 10 days from May 24, 1900 100 
Do 70206 }..... 8988 10 days from June 2, 100 100 
. eee fro: 900 50 
Birmingham, Ala. 290 
—— do 80 
Tyler, Tex. 310 
Birmingham, 210 
Tyler, Ter 410 


Witnesses with whom Judge Swayne boarded at Fort Worth, 
Dallas, Tyler, and Waco, in hotels and boarding houses, during 
the times when he held court in those places testified in part as 
follows: 

Samuel McIlhenny, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Judge Lippon: 


Q. Give your name in full.—A. S. C. Mellhenny. 
Mr. HIddixs. What is your first name? 
The Witsess. Samuel. 


By Judge LIDDON : 
8. Your residence? — A. Dallas, Tex. 
= aes business or occupation?—A. I am manager of the Oriental 
otel. - 
. How long have you been such manager ?—A. es years. 
. Were you such manager in January, 1896?7—A. No; I was in the 
office in 1896. I was connected with the 
$ In January, 1896?—A. Yes, sir. 


house. 


. Did you know Judge Charles Swayne?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How long have you known him?—A. Well, I did not know the 
Judge until I went to the hotel. I was in a former hotel there. He 
was there when I first went to the hotel. 

. He was at the Oriental when you first went there?—A. Yes, sir. 

. You say that was when?—A. In 1896. 7. 

. Qo you know the date in 1896 ?—A. The first part of the year; I 
don’t know exactly the date—elther January or February. In January, 
I think it was, some time. 

g In January ?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Do yx know whether Judge Charles Swayne was at Hotel Ori- 
ental in January, 1896?—A. He was there when I went there. I went 
there in the latter part or middle part of January. 
. Do you know when he left?—A. No; I do not. 
. Can you 12775 your memory from that memorandum—did you 
make that [submitting paper]?—A. The cashier or bookkeeper made 


that 
Judge LIppox. I submit this as an exhibit: 
EXHIBIT F. 
DALLAS, TEX., March 5, 1896, 
Mr. Chas. Swayne to the Oriental, Dr. 
LS. E. McIlhenny, manager.] 


Ta Oa E E SA A S j CAP EEE N STE EE S E SEEE SNET ES $16. 00 
For board month of Feb. 9 to 2/29, 203 days 68. 35 
Feb. 1 to 3/2 8 — — 19. 80 
xpress, 2/8, .60_.--- „ $ 
Leandry, 2/12, 1:80, 1.:10:3'8/5; . a 3.15 
SIRS giao pig e a re 
egram CE ——T—T—T—TbT—TdTdT—T—T—T—T———— =i $ 
gS, 2/6, 2 BE, i RA ANEA E E E S A a E 1. 35 
110. 80 
8/6, cr. by rebate on rate $13. 80 
er by Cael nn neers — 97.00 
— 110.80 


The Witness (continuing). But I looked over it. 
. Is that his ndwriting?—A. Yes, sir. 
g Ile is in charge of the books there?—A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. PALMER: 
Q. Did you examine it to ascertain if it was correct or not?—A, 
Yes; I looked over it when he made it off the board book. 


By Judge Lippon: 
Q. Do you know how much he paid for his board there in January, 
18967—A. I do not, only from this memorandum. 
Q. Can you tell from that memorandum ?—A. Yes, sir. 
ExHIBIT G. 
DALLAS, TEX., January 81, 1896. 
Mr. Chas. Swayne to the Oriental, Dr. 
IS. E. McIlhenny, manager.] 


For board month of Jan. 20 to Jan. 31, 18962 $26. 80 
0 —T—T—T—VTV—bT—T—T—V—T—T— A 95 
Wine, etc., 20/50 50 
28. 25 

e ee ptr eereaaa meena 28. 25 
Q. How much was it?—A. According to that, in January he paid 
Is statement exactly; that is, 


pnan; The books correspond with 
Janu 


ary. 
. He pald $28.257—A. Yes. 
. Now, were you connected with the same hotel—you said you 
were—in ch, 18967—A. Yes, sir. 
Q Do you know whether Judge Swayne stopped at that hotel, then, 
in February or March, 1896 ?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know how much he paid ?—A. He paid cash 897. 
Mrs. Annie E. Russell, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct examination by Judge Lippon: 


. Where do = live —A. apen Tex. 

. How long have you been there?—A. About twenty-two years. 

. You are enga in running a hotel, or have been, or a boarding 
house there?—A. No, sir. 

. Have not at all?—A. No sir; we just had a 5 large house, 
and during this court Mr. Butler came and asked me if I would take 
some of the judges and lawyers, and I told him I would. We had a 
large house and were renting the rooms. I had only been there about 

o years. 

. That was at Tyler?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did J uage Swayne ever board with you there?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Do you know the date?—A. No, sir; I did not make any memo- 
randum of it, but it was during that trial of the bank there. 

8. In the United States court room 2A. Yes, sir. 

. Do know in what year it was?—A. It was last year. 

. 19037—A. Yes, sir. 

. Do you know what part of the year—the early part or the latter 
part?—A. It was ig was as well as I can recollect. 

X ou know how long he stayed with you?—A. From the begin- 
ning until the end. I did not keep any memorandum of it at all. He 
was there from the tinie the court opened until it closed. 

Q. You do not know how long; could not approximate the fime?— 
A. I think it was about six weeks or more; I am not sure about that. 
Q. Do you know what rate of board he paid you?—A. Yes, sir; $1.25 


a day. 
Q Dia that include lodging?—A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Cuaytoy. That included table board and lodging? 
A. Yes, sir; everything. 
By Judge Lippon : 


$1.25 a 8 Yes, sir. 
In the early part of the year 1903 he was there from four to six 
weeks ?—A. He was there during the whole term of court. 

Susan Lyle Downs, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Judge Lippon : 

Q. Where do you reside?—A. Waco, Tex. 

Q. You are engaged in the business of keeping a boarding house or 
hotel there? — A. A private boarding house. 

How long have you been so en , madam ?—A. Seventeen years. 
. Do you know Judge Charles Swayne?—A, Yes, sir. 
. Has he ever been a guest of your house?—-A. I think three terms 
of court. Of course, I am not sure, but that is my recollection. 

Q. Three terms?—A,. Three terms of court. 

. Can you fix the date?—A. No, sir; I can not. 
. Can you say whether it was since 1895? 

Mr. HIGGINS. of your own knowledge and without suggestion. 

A. I really could not answer as to the year he was there. I could 
not; I do not. 

By Judge Lippox: 

Q. You can not say how many years, or approximate how many 
years ago?—A. If you can tell when Judge Rector was disabled, I 
could tell you, but otherwise I can not. 

Q. It was while he was holding United States court?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And he stopped with you three terms?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever know him to hold United States court there at any 
other time except the three times he stopped with you?—A. No; 
don’t remember it. 

Q. Do you know how long he stopped with 
there ?—A. No, sir; I do not. I know he was a 
never made any memorandum of it. 

Q. During a term of court three times?—A. I think so. 


By Mr. CLAYTON: 

Q. Do you mean the term while the court was lasting, the whole ses- 
sion of the court?—A. Yes. 3 
Q. Not just for a day and then a day?—A. Oh, no.. 


‘ou at the time he was 
the term of court, but I 


By Judge Lrppon : ‘ 
Q. You can not . how long he would stay at a time? 
Mr. PALMER. About? 
A. I really do not know. 
By Mr. CLAYTON : 

Q. Was he a transient, or did he stay a day or half a day?—A. He 
stayed during the whole term. I suppose probably from three to five 
weeks possibly. 

3 Lippon. At a time? 


. Yes. 
Mr. CLAYTON. That is to the best of your recollection, from three to 
five weeks? 
By Judge Lippon : 
Q. Do 8 know what rates you charged him for board?— A. At the 
rate of $40 for himself and $65 for himself and wife. 
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By Mr. CLAYTON: 
Q. What is that, = month?—A. Per month. I do not want to do 
any injustice here. That is to the best of my knowledge. 
By Judge Lippon : 
. And $65 per month when he had his wife with him?—A. Tes, sir. 
. Are those your best rates ?—A. Yes, sir. 
. All you ever charged?—A. Yes, sir. 
. You said he was there sometimes without his wife?—A. I think 
two terms without Mrs. Swayne; one term with her. z 
Q. When he was there without her it was $40 a month, or $65 for 
the two?—A. Yes, sir. 
. That included room as well as board?—A. Room and board. 
. Was it winter or summer that he was there?—A. I am not sure 


whether it was two fall terms or two spring terms of court. There 


was one term and then two of the other. 

The act of Congress of 1871, Revised Statutes, section 596, 
provides, when a district judge is assigned to hold court outside 
his district, as follows: 

And it shall be the duty of the district judge so designated and ap- 
pointed to hold the district or circuit court aforesaid without any other 
compensation than his regular salary as established by law. 

The act of 1881, page 454, provides as follows: 


And so much of section 596, Revised Statutes, as forbids the payee 
of expenses of district judges while holding court outside of their dis- 
tricts is hereby repealed. 

And the act of 1896, page 451, as follows: 

For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges 
directed to hold court outside of their districts not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be paid on written certificates of the 3 and such pay- 
ment shall be allowed the marshal in settlement of his account with the 
United States. 

It was admitted that Judge Swayne made and signed.the cer- 
tificates required by law before receiving each payment of $10 
per day, viz, that his reasonable expenses for travel and attend- 
ance amounted to a sum which was equal to $10 for each day 
that he held court out of his district, whereas the testimony 
showed that his outlay for board and lodging at Waco, Tyler, 
and Dallas, Tex., ranged from $1.25 to $3 per diem, and that his 
traveling expenses from Pensacola could not have exceeded $50. 

The preliminary question to be submitted to the House is, 
Ought Judge Swayne to be impeached upon any or all the 
charges? Some gentlemen may be of opinion that some of the 
charges are insufficient, or that they are insufficiently proved, 
and that others are sufficient. If impeachment is ordered, the 
next step will be the selection of managers by the House, and 
the preparation by them of formal charges upon which the 
House will have an opportunity to pass. 

In my opinion all the charges made are properly the subject 
of impeachment, and all are sustained by sufficient testimony. 

It is true that some of these charges would not sustain an in- 
dictment, but it is also true that all the precedents establish the 
law that a judge may be impeached for misbehavior in office 
which is not indictable. I will repeat what has already been 
said on this subject. 

Judge Pickering, of New Hampshire, a district judge of the 
United States, was impeached by the House, tried and found 
guilty by the Senate, and removed from office upon charges 
which did not import criminality and for which no indictment 
would have laid against him. 

The charges were that he released the bark Eliza to her own- 
ers after she had been seized for a violation of the revenue 
laws, without requiring a bond, and that he refused an appeal 
to the United States. Second, that he appeared upon the bench 
in an intoxicated condition, and used profane language. 

The claim was made, and strongly urged, that as to the first 
charge it was at most a mistake of law, not indictable, for 
which no judge can ever be questioned; and as to the second, 
that, however reprehensible, it also was not a criminal act. 
The House and Senate swept away this plea and proceeded to 
try and condemn. 

In the case of Judge Chase the main charge was that he re- 
fused counsel the privilege of arguing to the court upon a ques- 
tion of law which had been fully argued and decided at a 
previous trial of the same cause, viz, whether forcible resistance 
to officers of the United States engaged in collecting revenue 
under an act of Congress amounted to levying war against the 
United States, and was, therefore, punishable as treason. 

The defense was made that at the most Judge Chase was 
guilty of nothing more than an innocent mistake of law, not 
indictable or particularly reprehensible. It was not claimed 
that he acted maliciously or vindictively or from any bad 
motive. In point of fact, the ruling was withdrawn and coun- 
sel instructed to proceed with any argument upon the point 
they had to offer before the case was tried, but they refused, 
withdrew from the case, and advised their client to decline to 
have counsel assigned by the court. He was tried, convicted 
of high treason, and sentenced to death, and pardoned by the 
President. 
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The House impeached Judge Chase, and a majority of the 
Senate voted that he was guilty. Certainly Judge Chase could 
not have been indicted for his act. 

Judge Peck was impeached and tried by the Senate for im- 
prisoning for twenty-four hours and suspending from practice 
one Luke E. Lawless, an attorney at law, for writing a criticism 
of a published opinion of the court on a case which had been 
appealed to the Supreme Court. 

The defense was taken that the act of Judge Peck was not of 
a criminal nature, was not indictable, and therefore not the 
subject of impeachment. The House did not take that view. 
Twenty-one Senators voted guilty; 22 not guilty. 

Many more precedents of a similar nature might be cited, but 
these are sufficient to settle the question that a judge may be 
impeached for misbehavior which is not indictable. Upon this 
point the remarks of Hon. James Buchanan in the case of Judge 
Peck may be profitable. 


What is an impeachable offense? This is a preliminary question 
which demands attention. It must be decided before the court can 
renar understand what it is they have to try. The Constitution of the 
United States declares the tenure of the judicial office to be “during 
good behavior.” Official misbehavior, therefore, in a judge is a forfeit- 
ure of his office. But when we say this we have advanced only a small 
distance. Another question meets us. What is misbehavior in ofice? 
In answer to this question, and without pretending to furnish a defini- 
tion, I freely admit we are bound to prove that the respondent has vio- 
lated the Constitution or some known law of the land. This, I think, 
was the principle fairly to be deduced from all the arguments on the 
trial of Judge and from the votes of the Senate in the articles of 
impeachment against him, in opposition to the principle from which 
his counsel in the first instance strenuously contended, that in order to 
render an offense impeachable it must be indictable. But this violation 
of law may consist in the abuse as well as the usurpation of authority. 

The abuse of a power which has been given may be as criminal as 
the usurpation of a power which has not m granted. Can there be 
any doubt of this? Suppose a man to be indicted for an assault and 
battery. He is tried and found guilty, and the judge, without any cir- 
cumstances of peculiar aggravation having been shown, fines him a 
thousand dollars and commits him to prison for a year. Now, although 
the judge may possess the power to fine and imprison for this offense 
at his discretion, would not 5 be such an abuse of judi- 
cial discretion and afford such evidence of the tyrannical and arbitrary 
exercise of power as would justify the House of Representatives in 
voting an impeachment? 

But why need I fancy cases? Can fancy imagine a stronger case 
than is now, in point of fact, before us? A member of the bar is 
brought before a court of the United States ilty, if you please, of 
having published a libel on the judge—a libel, however, rfectly 
decorous in its terms, and Pana ae Ne criminal intention, and so diffi- 
cult of construction, that though the counsel of the respondent have 
labored for hours to prove it to be a libel, still that question remains 
doubtful. If, in this case, the jrdge has degraded the author by im- 
prisonment, and deprived him of the means of earning bread for him- 
self and his family, by meer d him from the practice of his profes- 
sion for eighteen months, would not this be a cruel and oppressive 
abuse of authority, even admitting the power to punish in such a case 
to be possessed by the judge? 

A gross abuse of granted power and an usurpation of power not 
granted are offenses equally worthy of and liable to impeachment. If, 
therefore, the gentleman could establish on the firmest foundation that 
the power to punish libels as contempts may be legally exercised by all 
the courts of the United States, still he would not have proceaded. far 
toward the acquittal of his client. (Trial of Judge Peck, pp. 427—428.) 


I believe Judge Charles Swayne is impeachable, and that he 
ought to be impeached, for persistent and long-continued viola- 
tion of a wholesome statute, which commanded him to liye in 
his district—not constructively, but actually; for arbitrarily, 
cruelly, and unlawfully casting into prison and fining two 
reputable lawyers for a constructive contempt, of which he had 
no jurisdiction under the statute law and the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; for refusing to hear 
reputable witnesses offered in his court to prove a relevant fact, 
on the ground that he would not believe them if sworn; for 
unlawfully, arbitrarily, and vindictively imposing the diszrace- 
ful punishment of sixty days in the county jail upon a citizen 
for an alleged constructive contempt of court, of which he 
purged himself on oath, and of which the court had no juris- 
diction; for accepting from a bankrupt corporation valuable 
favors, which lessened the assets to which creditors were en- 
titled and which it was his duty to secure for them, and for 
defending his action upon the ground that he had a right to do 
it; for representing to disbursing officers of the Government 
that his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance was $10 
per diem while holding court out of his district, and for re- 
ceiving that amount, when in truth the expenses incurred and 
paid by him were less than $10 and probably not more than $4 
or $5 per diem. 

This judge has behaved himself well or ill. If well, he should 
be vindicated by the vote of this House and dismissed with the 
commendation, “ Well done, good and faithful servant.” If Ill, 
he should be sent before the constitutional triers, where his 
apologies and excuses may or may not be heard. If the House 
is of opinion that the conduct of Charles Swayne has been com- 
mendable, let him go scot-free with your approval. In my hum- 
ble judgment, it will be a sorry day for this Republic when such 
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behavior as his is commended by the representatives of the 
people. 

In this country, more than any other, the courts are the cities 
of refuge for the weak, the defenseless, and the oppressed. 
Upon their integrity, ability, and purity depends the preservation 


of liberty, property, and life. They are the first objects of 
attack by those who would tear down all government. The an- 
archist finds the courts in his way and would destroy them by 
legislation, by detraction, or any other efficient means. If the 
courts maintain their influence and pewer to do good, they must 
have the confidence and respect of the people. That lost, their 
days of usefulness will be numbered and Mene, mene, tekel, 
upharsin ” may be written upon their walls. 

No better method can be devised to destroy public confidence 
in the judiciary than for this House to commend and sanction 
such conduct as that of which Charles Swayne has been guilty. 
Advise the people that the judges have the right to use the 
power given them to punish contempts against the dignity and 
good order of their courts for the purpose of revenge upon their 
enemies or of gratifying their hatred and malice; let them know 
you approve the conduct of a judge who takes away the assets 
of a bankrupt corporation committed to his charge, and applies 
them to his own use and that of his friends for their personal 
gratification; tell the people that petty larceny, which would 
consign a man to prison who stole to keep from starving is com- 
mendable in a judge, and how long do you think they will 
respect and honor the courts, and, after public confidence is gone, 
how long will the courts remain sanctuaries or guardians of 
liberty or property? 

For more than forty years I have stood before the courts of 
the State and nation, a practicing lawyer. I enjoy and greatly 
value the friendship of many judges, State and Federal. I 
haye never had a personal difference with one. To me the 
office is so exalted and so sacred that its occupant commands 
and receives my respect without regard to his personality. I 
believe that the great majority of the judges of this country fill 
the requirements laid down to Moses in the wilderness of Sin 
more than four thousand years ago. They are “able men, swift 
to hear, slow to speak, and slow to wrath;” they “fear God, 
love the truth, and hate covetousness.” The fact that no 
trial has been had for the impeachment of a judge for more 
than seventy years is high testimony to the efficiency, integ- 
rity, and honor of the courts. That they may be kept pure 
and free from all reproach is my prayer and hope. 

For this reason I shall vote to impeach Charles Swayne. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, doubtless no Member of the 
present House has ever before been called upon to make special 
study of the provisions of the Constitution relating to impeach- 
ments. Assuming this to be true, I beg, therefore, for the con- 
venience of the House, to state in brief form and in proper or- 
der the provisions that are applicable in the present case. 

The Constitution provides: 

4 thi - 
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2. That the Senate, and the Senate only, may try such civil oficer. 

8. That such impeachment may be presen for treason, bribery, or 
other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

4. That the judgment shall be in case of conviction removal from 
office or removal from office and disqualification. 

These several propositions are founded upon the following 
provisions of the Constitution: 


The House of Representatives shall choose their S er and other 
officers ; shall have the sole power of impeachment. (Art. I, 
Bec 


. 2.) 
The Senate shall have the sole power to try all impeachments. 
When sitting for that purpose, they shall be on oath or affirmation. 
When the President of the United States is tried, the Chief Justice 
shall preside; and no person shall be convicted without the concur- 
rence of two-thirds of the members present. 

Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than to 
removal from office, and ag ope peng to hold and enjoy any office of 
honor, trust or profit under the United States; but the party convicted 
shall, nevertheless, be liable and subject to indictment, trial, judgment, 
and punishment, according to law. (Art. I, sec. 3.) 

In case of the removal of the President from cffice or of his death, 
resignation, or 3 to disch the powers and duties of the said 
office the same shall devolve on the Vice-President, and the Congress 
may, by law, provide for the case of removal, death, resignation, or in- 
ability, both of the President and Vice-President, declaring what officer 
shall then act as resident, and such officer shall act gar es until 
e Ap be removed or a President shall be elected. (Article 2, 
section 1, 

The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States and of the militia of the several States, when 
called into the actual service of the United States; he may rogare the 
opinion, in writing, of the principal officer In each of the Executive De- 
partments upon any subject relating to the duties of their respective 
offices, and he shall have the power to grant reprieves and pardons for 
offenses against the United States, except in cases of impeachment. 
(Article 2, section 2.) 

The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United 
States shall be removed from office on impea t for, and conviction 
= ey bribery, or other high crimes and (Articie 

section 4. 


ors. 


4 
The trial ‘oe all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by 


jury, and such trial shall be held In the State where the sald crimes 
shall have been committed; but when not committed within any State 
the trlal shall be at such place or places as the Congress may, law, 
have directed. (Article 3, section 2.) 

Inasmuch as there is no contention in this case that Judge 
Swayne has been guilty of either treason or bribery, the only 
two specific impeachable offenses named in the Constitution, it 
may be well to inquire 


WHAT IS AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE? 


The Constitution denounces all impeachable offenses under 
the terms of “ treason, bribery, and other high crimes and mis- 
demeanors.” “ Other high crimes and misdemeanors” are gen- 
eral terms, and for the import and meaning reference may be 
had to English jurisprudence and parliamentary law, to the 
provisions of the constitutions of the several States relating to 
impeachments in existence prior to and at the time of the adop- 
tion of the Federal Constitution, and from the interpretation 
put upon the words in the debates in and by the action of the 
United States Senate in impeachment cases which have there 
been tried. 

An impeachable crime or high misdemeanor is one which in 
its nature and consequences is subversive of the Government or 
is highly prejudicial to the public interest, and the impeachable 
offense may consist of a violation of some provision of the Con- 
stitution, or of some law, or of an official oath, or of some duty 
by act of commission or omission, or by the abuse of discretion- 
ary powers from improper motives, or for an improper purpose 
without the violation of a positive law, such as a constitutional 
provision or statute. Such offenses are included in the words - 
“ high crimes and misdemeanors.” 

An impeachment may involve an inquiry whether a crime 
against any positive law has been committed, but it is not exclu- 
sively a trial for a crime. The objects of impeachment lie wholly 
beyond the penalties of the statute. The purpose of this pro- 
ceeding is to discover whether a cause exists for removing a 
public officer from office. (Curtis’s Hist. of Const., 260, 261; 5 
Elliott, 507-529; Gelden’s Judicature in Parliament, London, 
1681, p. 6; 1 Story on Const., pars. 799, 800, 797; Rawle on 
Const, 200. See 6 Wheaton, 204; 1 Kent’s Com., 289.) 

It was observed at an early day by an eminent British author- 
ity that “ when the words ‘ high crimes and misdemeanors’ are 
used in prosecutions by impeachment the words ‘ high crimes’ 
have no definite signification, but are used merely to give greater 
solemnity to the charge.” (Note to 4 Blackstone, 5.) 

And again it was said by another English author: 

Magistrates and officers * * © may abuse their delegated powers 
to the extensive detriment of the community, and at the same time in a 
manner not properly cognizable before the ordinary tribunals. 

And he proceeds to say the remedy is by impeachment. Wood- 
deson’s Lectures, 596. 

The Constitution defines the crime of treason, but we must 
refer to the common and parliamentary law for the definition of 
bribery and other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Story, on the Constitution, says: 

I ining th i tary hist of im h t will 
found that many. offenses not uf deen br iaw, and many of a 
purely political character, have been deemed crimes and misde- 
meanors worthy of this extraordinary remedy. 

There are many offenses purely political which have been held to be 
within the reach of parliamentary impeachments, not one of which is 
in the slightest manner alluded to in our statute books. And, indeed, 

olitical offenses are of so various and complex a character, so utterly 

capable of being defined or classified, that the task of positive legisla- 
tion would be impracticable, if it were not almost absurd, to attempt it. 
What, for instance, could positive legislation do in cases of impeach- 
ment like the charges against Warren Hastings in 1788? — than; 
must be had either to parliamentary practice and the common law in 
order to ascertain what are high crimes and misdemeanors, or the whole 
subject must be left to the arbitrary discretion of the Senate for the 
time being. The latter is so incompatible with the genius of our insti- 
tutions that no ret hed or statesman would be inclined to countenance 
so absolute a despotism of opinion and ra which might make that 
a crime at one time or in one person which would be deemed innocent at 
another time or in another person, The only safe guide in such cases 
must be the common law. * * And however much it fall in 
with the political theories of certain statesmen and jurists to deny the 
existence of a common law belonging to and applicable to the nation in 
ordinary cases, no one has as yet bold enough to assert that the 
power of impeachment is limited to offenses tively defined in the 
statute book of the Union as impeachable high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Rawle, in his work on the Constitution, says: 

The delegation of important trusts affecting the higher Interests of 
society is always, from various causes, liable to abuse. The fondness 
8 felt for the inordinate extension of power, the influence of 
party of judice, the seductions of foreign states, or the baser 
appetite for illegitimate emolument, are sometimes productions of what 
are not Inaptly termed political offenses (Federalist, No. 65), which it 
would be difficult to take cognizance of in the ordinary course of judi- 
ciai proceeding. 

The involutions and varieties of vice are too many and too artful to 
be anticipated by positive laws. (Rawle on Constitution, 200.) 

In general, those offenses w. may be committed equally by a pri- 
vel pozon as by a public officer are not the subjects of impeachment. 
f We may perceive in this scheme one useful mode of removing from 
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office him who is unworth 
sometimes the President himself, would be unable to accomplish that 


to fill it, in cases where the people, and 
object. (Id., 208.) 

Chancellor Kent, in discussing the subject of impeachment, 
says: 

The Constitution has rendered him [the President] directly amena- 
ble by law for maladministration. The inviolability of any officer of 
government is incompatible with the republican theory as well as with 
the yg of retributive justice. 

If the President will use the authority of his station to violate the 
Constitution or the law of the land, the House of Representatives can 
arrest him in his career by resorting to the power of impeachment. 
(1 Kent's Commentaries, 289.) 

Neither in Congress nor in any State has any statute been 
proposed to define impeachable crimes, so uniform has been the 
opinion that none was necessary, even in those States, few in 
number, where common-law crimes do not exist. 

The assertion that “ unless the crime is specifically named in 
the Constitution, impeachments, like indictments, can only be 
instituted for crimes committed against the statutory law ” (vol. 
6, Am. Law Reg. N. S., 269) is a view which has not been held 
at any time either in England or America. 

It would certainly seem clear that impeachments are not nec- 
essarily limited to acts indictable by statute or common law, and 
that it would be impossible for human foresight to define in ad- 
vance by statute the necessary subjects of impeachment. The 
Constitution contemplated no such impossibility. But the power 
has been limited as it is by the Constitution, and time has 
demonstrated that the limitations are sufficient. 

The system of impeachment is to be governed by great gen- 
.eral principles of right, and it is not probable that the Senate 
will ignore these. 

The House has the sole power of impeachment and the Senate 
has the sole power of trial. The Senate is the sole judge of 
what constitutes “other high crimes and misdemeanors.” ‘There 
are many misdemeanors in violation of official oaths and duty 
shocking to the moral sense and inconsistent with a pure ad- 
ministration of public office, and yet these misdemeanors may 
not violate any positive law. (2 Chase’s Trial, 289; Peck's 
Trial, 309.) 

I beg to call attention briefly to some of the cases illustra- 
tive of impeachable offenses. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the in- 
dulgence of the House while I do this, for the reason that I 
know the membership here present, owing to their multitu- 
dinous duties before the committees and the Departments, have 
not had time to read the books and authorities which they would 
desire to consult before voting here to-day, and in no spirit of 
vanity, but with apology, I shall offer this summary of these 
cases, to which I hope the Members will listen. 

The first impeachment trial in the United States Senate was 
that of William Blount, a Senator of the United States from 
Tennessee. There it was held that the penalty in such case 
was expulsion from the Senate. 

The next case was that of Judge Pickering. There he was 
charged with haying made an order restoring a ship to the 
claimant without producing the certificate of payment of duties 
and tonnage tax as required by the act of Congress, and he was 
also charged with drunkenness and profanity on the bench. He 
was convicted on each charge and removed from office in March, 
1804. 

The next case was that of Samuel Chase, as associate justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. In this case he 
was not charged with an indictable offense, but was charged 
with misconduct in the trial of certain cases. It was there in- 
sisted that no judge could be impeached or removed from office 
for an act or offense for which he could not be indicted, either 
by statute or common law, but after argument this defense was 
practically abandoned. 

In 1830 Judge Peck, of the United States district court of 
Missouri, was impeached for imprisoning and suspending from 
practice an attorney who had published an article criticising 
an opnion rendered by the judge in a case tried in his court. 
The proposition that a judge can not be impeached except for 
an indictable offense was in this case repudiated. 

In the next case, that of Judge Humphreys, of the United 
States district court for the district of Tennessee, it was 
charged that he had advocated secession in a public speech in 
Nashville, and other charges of similar import were included 
in the articles of impeachment. The report of the Judiciary 
Committee recommending impeachment in Judge Humphreys’s 
case did not charge any indictable offense, but on the trial no 
doubt was expressed as to the right to convict on each of the 
articles. 

Judge Addison was impeached in Pennsylvania in 1802, and 
his defense was that he had committed no act indictable at 
common law; but the Senate almost unanimously convicted him, 
utterly repudiating that as a defense. 


In Massachusetts the rule is well settled in conformity with 
what seems to be the recognized doctrine in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Among the cases tried with great learning and ability there 
is that of James Prescott, who was convicted before the Senate. 

Mr. Blake, for the defense, insisted that impeachment is “a 
process which can only be resorted to for the punishment of 
some great offense against a known, settled law of the land.” 
The prosecution maintained “that any willful violation of law, 
or any willful and corrupt act of omission or commission in 
execution or under color of office * * + is such an act of 
misconduct and maladministration in office as will render him 
liable to punishment by impeachment.” 

High crimes and misdemeanors are punishable by impeach- 
ment when committed by civil officers of Government. These 
terms are used to express every offense inferior to felony, pun- 
ishable by indictment; in its common acceptation it is applied 
to all of those crimes and offenses for which the law has not 
provided a particular name. Misdemeanors comprehend all in- 
dictable offienses which do not amount to felony, as perjury, 
battery, libels, conspiracies, and public nuisances. The Consti- 
tution resorts to the common and parliamentary law for its 
definition; and by the constitution of Massachusetts the senate 
is to hear and determine all impeachments made by the house 
of representatives against any officer of the Commonwealth for 
misconduct and maladministration in office. These words “ high 
crimes and misdemeanors ” have the same import as the words 
misconduct and maladministration, and the same as are em- 
ployed by the constitution of Great Britain in its description of 
impeachable offenses, but they are subject to the limitations of 
the State law and constitution. (American and English Ency- 
clopaedia of Law, vol. 9.) 

In its characteristics impeachment is quasi criminal. The 
House of Representatives sits as the grand inquest of the people 
and performs the duty of inquiring into the complaints made 
against the judge, and if satisfied, as in the case of a grand 
jury, that any just ground exists for the removal of the judge 
from office, appoints its committee to prepare and present in 
formal order the charges of misconduct on the part of the judge 
to the Senate as the trial court—the judge and jury that shall 
pronounce upon the Jaw and the facts, either sustaining the ac- 
cusation or acquitting the respondent. The authority of the 
House is, therefore, inquisitorial and accusatory. Under our 
complex scheme of popular and representative government im- 
peachment is the sole remedy that the people can invoke against 
a judge who is unjust, corrupt, tyrannical, oppressive, indecent, 
and unworthy. A Senator or Representative who takes part in 
the highest function of government, that of law making, may be 
judged according to his “ daily walk and conversation,” and be 
summarily expelled from the body of which he may be a mem- 
ber, or may in an election by the legislative representatives of 
the people or by the people themselves be retired to private life. 

In the present case the people of Florida have invoked the 
extraordinary and sole remedy that exists for the trial and re- 
moval of a judge whom they contend is unworthy of his high 
office. It is for this House to say whether he shall be indicted 
here and required to undergo trial before the Senate as the high 
court of impeachment. I am sure that the members of this 
House would. refuse to condemn in any wise a just and upright 
judge, and am also sure that after they have examined care- 
fully the charges affecting the honesty and integrity of this 
judge they will do justice between him and the people. 

Judge Swayne is here charged with having violated section 
551 of the Revised Statutes, which is as follows: 

A distri hall cases 
eee ap nt . the District for 
which he is appointed and for offending against this provision shall be 
guilty of a high misdemeanor. 

The plain purpose of this statute is to require a judge to 
reside in his district. If the statute had made this requirement 
and said no more, its violation would have been a high misde- 
meanor, but Congress went further than necessary and de- 
nounced such failure as a high misdemeanor, as if to give 
special emphasis to this plain statutory requirement. Let us 
inquire what is residence. 

Reside: (1) To make an abode for a considerable time; be settled as 
in a home; live; dwell; as they reside in Chicago. 

s s s * s * . 

Residence: (2) The act of residing, or the state of being a resident, 

* * * . > 


* = 

Legal residence: A phrase variously used, as to denote (1) the place 
where one's home or family is, (2) fixed and permanent abode or dome 
cile, (3) an abode of sufficient length to confer political rights or 
subject to personal taxation, or (4) permanency of abode more marked 
than mere lodging or boarding, but not fixed and final. (P. 1547, 
Funk & Wagnall’s Standard Dictionary of the English Language. 1899.) 


“Residence” and “domicile” are different things. They are 
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not conyertible terms or synonyms. (21 American and English 
Encyclopedia of Law, 124.) 

There is a broad distinction between a resident and a citizen. 
A man may be a resident of one State and a citizen of another 


State. (Dart v. Bates, 51 Ilinois, 349.) g 

A residence is a fixed and permanent abode or dwelling place 
for the time being, as contradistinguished from the mere tem- 
porary locality of existence. (Anderson’s Law Dictionary.) 

To reside is to dwell permanently or for a length of time; to 
have one's home or settled abode; to abide continuously or for 
a lengthened period. (Encyclopedic Dictionary.) 

A resident of a place is one whose place of abode is there and 
who has no present intention of removing therefrom, (21 
American and English Encyclopedia of Law, 122.) 

Residence is a question of fact. (Witbeck v. Hardware Co., 
188 Illinois, 154.) 

In order to acquire a residence, there. must be a settled fixed 
abode and an intention to remain permanently, at least for a 
time, for business or other purposes. (Supervisors v. Daven- 
port, 40 Illinois, 197.) 

And in the English and American Encyclopedia, page 691, it 
is stated: 

It has been said that the word “ residence” is an elastic term of which 
an exhaustive definition can not be given, but that it must be construed 
in every case in accordance with the object and intent of the statute in 
which it occurs. 

In the case of The People v. Owen (29 Colorado, 535) it was 
held that when a statute requires a district judge to reside in 
his district the residence contemplated was an actual as dis- 
tinguished from a legal or constructive residence. 

In Mitchell v. The United States (21 Wallace Reports, 353) 
the court said: : 

A domicile once acquired is presumed to continue until it is shown 
to have been changed. Where a change of domicile is alleged the 
burden of proving it rests upon the person making the allegation. To 
constitute the new domicile two things are an: First, resi- 
dence in the new locality, and, second, the Intention to remain there. 
The change can not be made except to et animo. Both are alike 


necessary. Either without the other is insuffici 


lent. Mere absence 
from a fixed home, however long continued, can not work the change. 
There must be the animus to c 


the prior ile for another. 
Until the new one is acquired, the old one re principles 
are axiomatic in the law upon the subject.. è Among the cir- 
cumstances usually relled upon to establish the animus manendi are: 
Declarations of the party, the exercise of political rights, the pay- 
ment of personal taxes, a house of residence, and a place of business. 
All these indicia are wanting in the case of the claimant. 


The principles laid down in this case are affirmed in the fol- 
lowing cases: 

Desmare v. United States (93 United States, 609, 612; 23 L., 
960), an identical case; Chambers v. Prince (75 Federalist, 
180), holding payment of taxes not evidence against repeated 
declarations of intention to return; Marks v. Marks (75 Fed- 
eralist, 325), but holding said facts evidence tending to estab- 
lish citizenship, not conditions thereof; Fulham v. Howe (60 
Vermont, 359, 361, 14 At. L., 657), admissible to show domicile. 

Doubtless the purpose of the statute was to secure the pres- 
ence of the judge for the benefit and convenience of parties 
litigant, lawyers, and others haying business before him and in 
his court. Long and repeated absences from his district were 
also, doubtless, in the judgment of Congress, calculated to put 
those having business before the judge and the court to incon- 
venience, delay, and expense, which sometimes amounted to a 
denial of justice. The statute is plain and mandatory, and no 
excuse can shield the judge from a failure to reside in his dis- 
trict. 

The evidence tends to show that when the boundaries of the 
district were changed so as to exclude St. Augustine, Judge 
Swayne was keeping house at St. Augustine. In 1894, by act 
of Congress, St. Augustine and Jacksonville were transferred to 
the southern district, thus leaving Pensacola and Tallahassee as 
the only places in which a United States court is held in the 
northern district. After this change in the boundaries of the 
district was made Judge Swayne ceased to keep house at St. 
Augustine and stored his furniture. He says he was advised by 
some of his friends that the next or succeeding Congress would 
be Republican and that the boundaries of his distret would be 
restored. After having stored his furniture he attended the ses- 
sions of the court at Pensacola and Tallahassee, boarding at 
different hotels or boarding houses. 

The evidence shows that he has neyer remained in his dis- 
trict until this impeachment proceeding was inaugurated more 
than upon an average of sixty days in each year, and substan- 
tially he was in the district at no time except when the court 
was in session. Whenever he went away from Florida he left 
directions with his clerk that he would come back if needed. 
Letters were sent to him at Guyencourt, Del., and he spoke of 


that place as his home, and to that place he returned when his 
-eourts ended in Florida and again when his courts ended in 
‘other States where he had been designated to hold court. He 
had live stock and personal property in Delaware. His family, 
as a rule, lived there. They lived abroad one year. In 1900 
his wife rented a house in Pensacola and lived there with him 
a portion of the winter, until about the time of the Christmas 
holidays, when she went north. Rent was paid for this house 
for a year or a little more, but it was not again occupied by 
him or his family. 

He says that when he first went to Pensacola he requested the 
clerk of the court to find a suitable house for him to rent or to 
buy. The clerk never found the house, and the same witness 
testified that he endeavored to have a house built for Judge 
Swayne, but he did not succeed. Judge Swayne testified that 
when he first went to Pensacola he asked a bank officer to have 
his name placed on the voters“ registry. This was not done. 
He was never registered in the northern district of Florida, 
never paid taxes, never voted, nor did he in any manner exer- 
cise the rights of citizenship. He never inquired as to whether 
he had been registered or not. A number of witnesses who are 
resident citizens of Pensacola, and had been such prior to 1890 
and ever since, testified that they knew generally the citizens 
and residents of the town of Pensacola, and in effect that Judge 
Swayne never was a resident of that place. 

Among these witnesses were reputable professional and busi- 
ness men engaged actively in their pursuits in Pensacola during 
the time of Judge Swayne’s incumbency as judge of the northern 
district of Florida as presently constituted. In his first testi- 
mony Judge Swayne never asserted or claimed that he had ever 
acquired actual residence in the northern district of Florida as 
it is now constituted. Let me read what he said to the com- 
mittee last spring: 

Mr. PALMER. Judge Swayne will proceed and will make his statement 
to the stenographer. 

Judge SWAYNE. I was born in 1842 in Delaware, and resided there 
with my porna I read law in Philadelphia and was admitted to the 
bar an k my degree of B. A. in the Pennsylvania Law School. I 
pee law there, with the exception of one year, until 1885, when 

removed with my a i to Spm ony Fla. 3 law there until 
1887, when I was burned out, when I removed with my family to the 
saag seat, where I was residing when appointed to the bench on 
May 17, 1889. I took the oath of office June 1, 1889. 

Mr. PALMER. That was a recess appointment, was it not? 

Judge Swayne. Yes, sir; I can not tell positively what date I was 
confirmed. The confirmation came up before Congress the following 
December, and in consequence of the election trials, which had taken 
place in the meantime, the confirmation did not occur until April 1, 
1800. I addressed the Senate on the subject, which can be seen by the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the first session of the Fifty-first Co: 
volume 21, February 21, 1890, and which was a very in debate, 
mowing exactly what the questions were. In the summer of 1890 1 
moved to St. A tine. I think we arrived there the 1st of October, 
having been North on a vacation, as was the custom of most of the 
Federal daem poneee of all of them, to take such vacations. 

I resided at St. Augustine with my family, and, about the time when 
the bill making the change in the district which bas been spoken of re- 
celved President Cleveland's signature, after a consultation with my 
friends in Jacksonyille and vicinity they urged me not to move my fur- 
niture nor my family, saying that the next Congress would be Republi- 
can and the district would be placed back in its usual form. 
furniture was allowed to remain, and I went at once to Pensacola. 
found a leading Democratic friend there, and I stated to him that I had 
concluded not to move my furniture there, and it was all well under- 
stood by the people there. I was there for a considerable period, some- 
times early in October and sometimes a little later, and I was there all 
the time I was needed unless holding court somewhere else. By jal 
assignment for five months I was in the court at Dallas. In 1800, in 


July, I went with my family to Europe. In the spring, in 1900, I was 
hol g a at Birmingham, where I had a Gar anes friends, and 
after I went to la and rented a house. 


Mr. GILLETT. Was that in 1890? 


the case, then came back, as his conditi 
serious, and, after a week or two, perha 
and finished what I had to do and got 


I never was a tered voter and I have not voted in fourteen 
years. When I left Delaware I moved my domicile, and have taken no 
part in political questions arising in the State of Delaware or Florida. 

. Turner, whom Mr. Laney said he did not know, was an attorney 
for my matters for four 3 My father dled in 1889 and left prop- 
erty to my mother for life. She is still living, and the property comes 
to me and my sister as a aia ree at the time of her death. 
But that has never been my home, but I have spent my summers there 
mostly, arriving sometimes in June and sometimes in July, and from 
that point I could always reach Pensacola in thirty-six hours, and the 
record will show I have always been there to attend to anything of a 
serious nature. 

My recollection is that no one has ever suffered because of my ab- 
sence, and I can offer testimony which will entirely clear up that propo- 
sition. My recollection is that, from the testimony taken, the most 


the committee has on this point before them is that counsel may have 
been sometimes inconvenienced in the summer time during my absence on 
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vacatlon. As near as I can recollect, these are the facts which cover 
the period since I have been on the bench. 
. GILLETT. Did the business of the court suffer because of your 
absence? 
Judge Swayne. I never heard of it. 


Mr. GILLETT. 


tions? 
Swayne. Yes; I so understand it. Another 


Jud suggesti 
that the only tar Shas E% rid of.me would be tọ do away with th 


trict entirely. do not suppose the es care very much 
1 oe office is abolished or not, just so long as they can get the 


Let us note— 

1. That he did not move his furniture nor his family, for the 
reason that he thought that the next Congress would restore his 
district back to its original form. 

2. That he told a friend at Pensacola that he had concluded 
not to move his furniture, and that it was well understood by 
the people there. 

Why? Because he thought the district would be restored 
and it would be unnecessary to remove to Pensacola. That he 
was there at Pensacola for a considerable period sometimes 
early in October, sometimes a little later, but he was there all 
the time—that is the language—he was needed, unless holding 
court somewhere else. That is his excuse for nonresidence, 
“that I stayed there all the time when I was needed, and when 
I was not needed I was at Guyencourt, Del.,” or somewhere 
else without the boundaries of that district where he was re- 
quired to actually reside. 

3. That he was there (at Pensacola) for a considerable 
period—sometimes early in October, sometimes a little later—and 
was there all the time “I was needed, unless holding court 
somewhere else.” 

4. In July, 1890, he went with his family to Europe. In 
1900 he held court at Birmingham, and after that went to Pen- 
sacola and rented a house. 

5. “I think I moved there early in October (1900).” 

6. He then went North with his wife and son to spend Christ- 
mas in Wilmington. 

7. January 12 he was at Tyler, Tex., and stayed there, hold- 
ing court until February. 

8. Then, after a week or two perhaps, “I returned and held 
court and finished what I had to do and got back to Delaware 
that spring.” 

9. In this statement he is silent as to his whereabouts after 
he went to Delaware in the spring of 1901 and until February, 
1903. 

10. He was again in Tyler, Tex., and went early to Wil- 
mington. 

11. In the spring of 1903 he bought a house from Blount in 
Pensacola and moved in the 1st of October. 

Oh, but he had wind of these impeachment proceedings when 
that was done! 

12. “ But that (Guyencourt) has never been my home, but I 
have spent my summers there, mostly arriving sometimes in 
June and sometimes in July, and from that point I could reach 
Pensacola in thirty-six hours, and the record will show that I 
have always been there to attend to anything of a serious 
nature.” 

13. “ My recollection is that no one has ever suffered from 
my absence * .“ 

14. My recollection is that from the testimony taken, the 
most the committee has on this point is that counsel may have 
been sometimes inconvenienced in the summer time during my 
absence on vacation.“ 

15. As near as I can recollect these are the facts which 
cover the period since I have been on the bench.” 

16. Question by Mr. GILLETT: Did the business of the court 
suffer because of your absence?” Answer by Judge Swayne: 
“T never heard of it.” 

Here is a mandatory statute requiring residence, and he 
thinks he can excuse himself for the violation of that statute by 
saying as a pretext that the business of the court never suffered, 
or, if it did, he never heard of it. ; 

We find from this testimony that Judge Swayne did not ac- 
quire a residence at Pensacola when he first went there to hold 
court after the district was changed. He stored his furniture 
at St. Augustine believing that next session of Congress would 
restore the original boundaries of his district. In his last state- 
ment made before the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee 
in November, last month, he said: 


Many of my friends su ted that the next Congress might change 
the boundaries of the district back so as to put St. Augustine again 
the district, and that I should not move furniture until that was deter- 


The summer time was the time usually taken for vaca- 


on was 
e dis- 


mined. 


And then goes on to say: 


But I announced that it was my Intention to move my residence to 
Pensacola, and I then and there made Pensacola my residence, 
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His first testimony clearly indicated an intention on his part 
not to change his residence, and that he stored bis furniture at 
St. Augustine to await the restoration of his district to its origi- 
nal boundaries, which included St. Augustine. 

And then in his second testimony, given after the committee 
of this House had reported that he was a nonresident of the dis- 
trict as now constituted, and after he had been heard on the sub- 
ject, he goes on to say: . 

I came to the Escambia Hotel in Pensacola, Fla., and registered as 
follows: “ Charles Swayne, City,” and announced to my friends there 
repeatedly that I was now a resident of Pensacola. 

It is very strange that he omitted to make this statement when 
his nonresidence ef the district was charged against him last 
spring and when he then testified, and it is also strange that he 
was unable to prove that he had announced repeatedly that he was 
a resident of Pensacola, If he had become a resident of Pensa- 
cola, why was it necessary for him to repeatedly announce the 
fact? If he did repeatedly make this announcement, it was 
done because he knew he had not in fact acquired residence 
there, and he was manifestly endeavoring to establish a resi- 
dence which he knew he had not acquired by making a declara- 
tion of his residence. 

Every indicia of residence on the part of Judge Swayne at 
Pensacola is totally lacking in this case except the fact that he 
held court there, was there throughout the holding of the court, 
and that his wife stayed there with him three months; that he 
rented a house for about a year. ‘There is an entire absence of 
evidence of residence. Now, suppose a neighbor of the Speaker of 
this House were called upon to state where the residence of the 
Speaker is. Would there be any difficulty in his answering 
that question? He would say, it is in Danville, III. How do 
you know? Why, I know he owns a home there; I know his 
family lives there; I know that after Congress adjourns he goes 
there and stays there; I know that his business is there; I know 
that he pays his taxes there, personal and real, and I know that 
his property is there—I know all these things; I know that he 
votes there. But in this case there is an entire absence of any 
indications of residence. 

Now, residence being a question of law and fact, it is difficult 
to frame a proper legal question to a witness on that subject; 
but the witnesses all testified, in effect, and we are authorized 
to draw that conclusion from the testimony—not all of the wit- 
nesses, but a large number of them, and their names will be 
found there in the printed book of testimony—that he was not 
a resident of Pensacola, and they mentioned many of these cir- 
cumstances to which I haye alluded to prove that he was not 
a resident of that place. : 

Adverting to the declarations, it would not be necessary for 
the gentleman from California to go about the streets of his 
town announcing that he is a resident; it would not be neces- 
sary for the Speaker of this House to go about the streets of 
Danville, up and down them, crying “I am a resident of Dan- 
ville.” It is a plain fact, and it is not necessary to repeatedly 
declare. It is unnecessary for an honest man to repeatedly 
say “I am honest,” nor is it necessary for a virtuous woman 
to constantly proclaim her virtue. If she did, I might say, in 
the language of the Shakesperean character, The lady doth 
protest too much, methinks.” 

In The People v. Estate of Moir (207 III., 186) it was said: 

In this case the evidence relied upon to show a change of residence 
of Mr. Moir from Oquawka to Burlington consisted wholly of the proven 
declarations of the deceased. While such declarations are admissible 
in evidence they are not considered a high class of eVidence, and when 
the acts of the are inconsistent with his declarations the decla- 


II. aay entitled to but Uttle weight. (Kreitz v. Behrensmeyer, 125 


And, again, it was held in Kreitz v. Behrensmeyer (125 III., 
197): : 
That declarations in regard to present or future domicile or future 


residence are admissible in evidence, but that they are the lowest spe- 
cies of evidence, and that such declarations may be disputed by his acts. 


Now, Judge Swayne's first testimony is set out in the first 
report made by the committee on this subject, and you will ob- 
serve from that that he did not claim to have acquired an actual 
residence there. He framed a series of excuses why he had not 
acquired that residence, and then he undertakes to justify his 
nonacquirement of the residence by saying that no business ever 
suffered because of his failure to so acquire a residence; that 
nobody suffered any detriment because of his absence from the 
district. He never asserted that he had acquired the actual resi- 
dence. Now, I lay down this proposition, that no man can have 
a legal or constructive residence in any community until he has 
first acquired an actual residence. An actual residence can be 
acquired in the different ways that I have mentioned, or, rather, 
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the different circumstances which I have mentioned in the case 
furnish evidence that he has a residence in that place. Now, did 
he ever acquire an actual residence there? I challenge any man 
to name when and how he acquired it. Then I will interpose 
against his assertion these facts and negatives. I will interpose 
his excuses, by which he seems to have thought that he could 
exculpate himself for nonrequirement with the statute by giving 
these excuses. 

From 1896 to 1904 his court was open for business four hun- 
dred and ninety-two days and no more, being an average of 
sixty-one and one-half days per annum for eight years. There 
was no testimony to show how many days the court was open 
during the years 1894 and 1895. 4 

Except for having been in Pensacola and Tallahassee during 
the sittings of his court, the occupancy of a house for about 
three months at one time with his family, and his request of a 
bank officer that his name be put on the voters’ register, and his 
request that a suitable house be found for him to rent or buy, 
and that one be built for him, there is nothing to show that he 
ever acquired an actual residence in the district, either at Pen- 
sacola or Tallahassee. The evidence offered in his defense on 
this point can be no more than excuses for not having complied 
a a plain statute commanding him to reside within the dis- 
trict. 

A man’s legal residence is where, after having gained an 
actual residence, he intends to reside, but he can never gain a 
legal residence without having first acquired an actual residence. 
The statute requires an actual and legal residence. His declara- 
tions of intention to acquire a residence in the district can not 
constitute a compliance with the statute. The purpose of this 
statute was manifestly to require the physical presence and 
actual residence of the judge within his district, where the Goy- 
ernment and the people who had need of his official services 
could have them. It is evident that Judge Swayne saw the force 
and effect of this statute, which he had so long defied, after the 
present impeachment proceedings were inaugurated, for since 
they were begun he seems to have endeayored to acquire resi- 
dence. But this can not excuse him. The impeachable offense 
had been committed and it can not be cured by a subsequent act. 

His request of a bank cashier to be put on the list of regis- 
tered voters, which was not done and about which he made no 
subsequent inquiry, and what he said to the witness about find- 
ing a suitable house for him to buy or rent, and what he also 
said to the same witness about having him a house built, in their 
nature amount to no more than a mere declaration on his part 
of a vague intention at some time to acquire a house in one way 
or the other at Pensacola. I have already adverted to his state- 
ment that he repeatedly said that he was a resident of Pensa- 
cola. f 

In view of the facts in this case it may be well said that these 
declarations as to residence, while admissible evidence, are the 
lowest species of evidence, and that such declarations are in- 
deed disputed by his acts. I refer again in this connection to 
Kreitz v. Behrensmeyer. (125 III., 197.) 

And while on the subject of his declarations it is well to note 
that Judge Swayne, according to the testimony of several of 
the witnesses, often spoke of, Delaware as his home. Let me 
note what he said in his last testimony before the committee last 
month: : 


By Mr. PALMER: 

Q. You 1 dea rented the Simmons cottage in October of what 
year?—A. 1900. 

Q. Now, I recollect before that it was testified you occupied the cot- 
tage for a few months, and then went North about Christmas time. Is 
that correct ?—A. That is correct. 

Q. How many months, in point of fact, did you and your family live 
in the Simmons cottage?—A. I do not know. 

Q. Can you give any estimate of the number of months you lived in 
the Simmons cottage?—-A. I can not. I know that my son was taken 
seriously sick, broke down in college from nervous prostration, and 1 
had to hurry home to him. 

by ai mean, when you ay “hu home,” to Guyenccurt, Del. ?— 
A. He was in Wilmington, Del., with his sister, and I went up there to 
Delaware, where I was born, and spent all the time I could with. him, 
and came back to hold court. 


At what time, until after these impeachment proceedings 
were begun, did Judge Swayne acquire a legal residence in the 
northern district of Florida? Where and how did he acquire 
it? He certainly did not acquire such residence by boarding 
there the sixty days during the sessions of his court. He cer- 
tainly did not acquire it by the act of giving up housekeeping 
at St. Augustine and storing his furniture, believing that the 
district would be restored to its original boundaries, so that it 
would be unnecessary for him to move away. He certainly 
did not acquire a legal residence at Pensacola by asking a bank 
cashier to have him registered as a voter. He certainly did 
not acquire such residence by asking the clerk of his court to 


ries A suitable house for him in Pensacola, which house was not 
oun 

I repeat that at most the testimony in his behalf shows that 
he had a vague intention at some undetermined future time to 
reside in Pensacola when he could buy or build a house, but 
the evidence shows conclusively that he was indifferent to a 
compliance with this statute until these proceedings were be- 
gun. Certainly the fact that he held court in other States does 
not furnish any evidence that he had a residence in the northern 
district of Florida. We submit that his excuses and his requests 
to be registered and to find him a suitable house do not excul- 
pate him. This is a statute highly penal and must be strictly 
construed. It enjoins the imperative duty of residence in the 
district. The evidence shows that he has failed or refused to 
obey this law according to its plain intent, and he should be 
impeached. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the charges of having wrongfully 
imprisoned Simeon Belden and E. T. Davis and W. C. O'Neal, 
and for his appointment of Tunison a United States court com- 
missioner I shall, doubtless, if this resolution be adopted, take 
occasion to make some remarks showing that charges of im- 
peachment should be predicated upon those matters, but I have 
already trespassed longer than I intended upon your patience, 
and I now come to the last proposition, which I believe the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania urged for your consideration. Now, 
all of the committee agree that he should be impeached upon 
this ground—they differ as to some of the other grounds—the 
majority holding that he should be impeached upon several 
grounds. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
all of the committee agree that he should be impeached upon the 
ground that I have just referred to. 

I regret that the gentleman from California has gone, as I 
believe he concurred in that conclusion. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from California is 
present. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would like his attention. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is listening to you. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He does not dispute it, then? 

Inasmuch as it is agreed upon, and the House doubtless has 
not had an opportunity to read this testimony since it was 
taken a few days ago, I desire now to recite briefly the law 
and the evidence in support of it. 

The act of Congress of 1871, Revised Statutes, section 596, pro- 
vides, when a district judge is assigned to hold court of his dis- 
trict, that “it shall be the duty of the district judge so 
designated and appointed to hold the district or circuit court 
aforesaid without any other compensation than his regular sal- 
ary as established by law.” 

And the act of March 3, 1881, 21 Statutes at Large, 454, pro- 
vides that “so much of section 596, Revised Statutes, as forbids 
the payment of expenses of district judges while holding court 
outside of their districts is hereby repealed.” 
epes act of June 11, 1896, 29 Statutes at Large, 451, provides 

t— 

For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 333 
direeted to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be por on written certificates of the judges, and such pay- 
ment shall be allowed the marshal in settlement of his account with the 
United States. ; 

It is his expenses while attending court. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] a while ago fell into error, it seemed to me, 
when he seemed to think that the construction to be put upon 
this statute was that the judge was to have pay for his attend- 
ance. This statute provides, I contend, for expenses for traveling 
and expenses while in attendance, and not for compensation for 
holding court. Now, I submit it to any lawyer if the statute 
dees not mean that—for reasonable expenses for trayel and 
reasonable expenses for attendance while attending court—his 
expenses incurred necessarily in the process of his attendance 
upon the court; not compensation. It would be a sweep of the 
imagination to put any other construction upon the statute. 

Undoubtedly the statute means actual expenses of travel and 
actual expenses incurred while attending court, and the word 
reasonable, instead of being an enlargement or liberalization of 
the statute, is a limitation, and restricts the actual expenses to 
reasonable actual expenses. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman may be permitted to complete his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the gentleman may have time to complete his remarks. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. On the hearing of the testimony by the sub- 
committee of the Judiciary Committee it was admitted by the 
counsel of Judge Swayne for him, the judge being present, 
that Judge Swayne had made and signed the certificates pre- 
scribed by law for the following sums: 
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I will not trespass upon the time of the House by reading the 
testimony, which was excellently stated and summarized by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], but I will here in- 
sert it in the RECORD. 

And it was admitted that he received payment of $10 per day 
as his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance for each 
day that he held court out of his district. This account shows 
that he charged $10 per day for each day. 

The testimony showed that he paid for board and lodging at 
Waco, Tyler, and Dallas, Tex., from $1.25 to $3 per day, and 
that his traveling expenses to and from Pensacola to each of 
these places in Texas could not in any case have exceeded $50. 
I read from the testimony : 

Witnesses with whom Judge Swayne boarded at Fort Worth, 
Dallas, Tyler, and Waco, in hotels and boarding houses, during 
J T 

ollows: 


Samuel Mellhenny, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct examination by Judge LIDDON : 


Q. Give your name in full.—A. S. C. McIlhenny. 
Mr. Hieerns. What is your first name? 
The Witness. Samuel. 


By Judge Lippon : 


. Your residence?—A, Dallas, Tex. 

1 5 business or occupation?—A. I am manager of the Oriental 
‘ote 

. How long have you been such manager ?—A. 

Were you such manager in January! 1896 7—A. No: TT yas in the 
office in 1896. I was connected with the house. 

In January, 18967—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you know Judge Charles Swayne?—A. Yes, sir. 

How long have you known him?—A. Well, 15 aid not know the 
Judge until I went to the hotel. I was in a former hotel there. He 
was there when I first went to the hotel. 

. He was at the Oriental when you first went there?—A. Tes, sir. 

You say that was when?—A. In 1896. 

Do you know the date in 18967—A. The first part of the year; I 
gon't know exactly the date—either January or February. In January, 
I think it was, some time. 

3 In January ?7—A. Yes, sir. 

z ou know whether Judge Charles Swayne was at Hotel Ori- 
ental in anuary, 18967—A. He was there when I went there. I went 
there in the latter part or middle part of January. 

. Do you know when he left?—A. No; I do not. 

Can you refresh your memory from t memorandum—did you 

ke th chat ‘submitting paper] ?—A. The cashier or bookkeeper made 


that 
Judge Lippon. I submit this as an exhibit: 
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Exner F. 
DALLAS, TEX., March 5, 1896. 
Mr. Chas. Swayne to the Oriental, Dr. 
[S. E. Mellhenny, manager.] 


March 1 to 3/6, 6 Sys E A ca EEE $16. 00 
For board month of Feb. 9 to 2/29, 203 days 68. 35 
Feb. 1 to 2/9, ox days r 
Express, 2/3, CE EA EA O ees — NRL SUR . 60 
Laundry, 2/12, Pz e .. Xe 
Win aa 2 Kaba AO eee ere een oer ne Ue PAO 
Telegrams, ihe? 3G [GUS aR lea Sa OI US TT 
Brg ey eg Sipe We) TE Se a SE ain 4 o 
3/6, er. by rebate cies $13. 80 ee 

er. oes on ra Soe . 

he er. by cash — — 98 
110. 80 


The Witness (continuing). But I Sigg over it. 
„ Is that his handwriting?—A, Yes, sir. 
He is in charge of the there?—A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. PALMER: 
Q. Did you examine it to ascertain If it was correct or not?—A. 
Les; I looked over it when he made it off the board book. 
By Judge Lippon: 


Q. Do you know how much he paid for his board there in January, 
18967—A. I do not; only from this memorandum. 

Q. Can you tell from that memorandum A. Yes, sir. 

EXHIBIT G. 
DALLAS, TEX., January 31, 1896. 
Mr. Chas. Swayne to the Oriental, Dr. 
IS. E. McIlhenny, manager.] 
For board 3 of Jan. 20 to Jan. 31, 1896 $26. 80 
Laundry, 75 ty ... SAE EIS ESS 95 
UA R i e A A R E S ER 50 
28. 25 

need - gia 

Q. owm much was it?—A. According to that, in Janu he 
pe books correspond with this statement exactly ; t is, — 


ÈN g o paid $28.257—A. Yes. ` 

Now, were eae tee SS PANO DAO A MHE IAN 
Do you know “whether Inde Swayne stopped at that ho th 

1 eb or March, 1 1A Yos, ir n 


ary or 
Q. Do you know how — J 3 He paid cash $97. 
Mrs. Annie E. Russell, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination by Judge Lippon: 
. Where do pon live?—A. See do Tex. 
How long fave ou been there?—A. About twenty-two years. 
You are en; in running a hotel, or have been, or a boarding 


house there ?—A. No, sir. 
Have not at al A. No, sir; we just had a very large house, 
and during this ome Mr. Butler came and asked me if I would take 
some of the ju lawyers, and I told him I would. We had a 
large house and vere . the rooms. I had only been there about 
two years. 
. That was = Tyler ?—A. 
oa J e ever you 8 Yes, sir. 
8 e date?—A. No. eth I did not make any memo- 
randum of it, but It was during that trial ‘of the bank there. 
In the United States court room?—aA. Tes, sir. 
ps 1 know ii in pea year it was?—aA. It’ was last year. 
r. 
Do you know what part of the year—the early part or the latter 
perth. It was Syren A as well as I can recollec’ 
‘ou know how long he stayed with you . From the begin- 
— — oat the end. I did not keep any memorandum of it at all. He 
was there from the time the co opened until it closed. 
. You do not know how long; could not Sy epee gpa the time?— 
A. I think it was about six weeks or more; I am not sure about that. 
pa Do you know what rate of board he 5 you?l—A. Yes, sir; $1.25 


“or Dia Dari include ae 
Mr. CLAYTON. That Included table bee cad lodging? 
A. Yes, sir; y everything. 


By Judge Lippon : 
g 1.25 a day?—A. Yes, sir. 
n the early part of the year 1903 he was there from four to six 
west He was there during the whole term of court. 
Susan Lyle Downs, having been duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination by Judge Lippon : 
eases do you 8 5 Waco, Sgn z 
engaged in usiness of keeping a boarding ho 
hotel EDANA. A. petvate boarding house, esi 
Q. How long have you been so engaged, madam?—aA, Seventeen 


ears. 
. Do you know Judge Charles Swayne?—-A. Tes, sir. 
. Has he ever been a guest of your house?—A. I think three terms 
Of course, I am not sure, but that is my recollection. 

hree terms?—A. Three roe of court. 

„ sir; I can not. 


. Can you say whether it =e pines. 1895? 
. HIGGINS. ge of your own knowledge and without tion. 
€ 4 4 ely could not answer as to the year he was there. could 
no o no 


By Judge Libbox: F- 
You can not how m ears, or approximate how many years 
BE Ba If you — tell when eign Rector was disabled, I could tell 
you, but otherwise I can not. 
. It was while he was holding United States court?—A. Yes, sir. 
And he stopped with you three terms ?—A. Yes, sir. 
Did you ever know h 7 — hold United States court there at any 


other time except the three times he stopped with -ou?—A. No; I don’t 
remember it. 
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Q. Do you know how long he stopped with you at the time he was 
there?—A. No, sir; I do not. I know he was at the term of court, but 
I never made any memorandum of it. 

Q. During a term of court three times ?—A, I think so. 

By Mr. CLAYTON : 

Q. Do Ne mean the term while the court was lasting, the whole ses- 
sion of the court?—A. Yes. 

Q. Not just for a day and then a day?—A, Oh, no. 

By Judge Lippon : 

Q. You can not approximate how long he would stay at a time? 
Mr. PALMER. About? 

A. I really do not know. 

By Mr. CLAYTON : 

Q. Was he a transient, or did he stay a day or half a day?—A. He 
stayed during the whole term. I suppose probably from three to five 
weeks possibly. 

zonge Lippon. At a time? F 

. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is to the best of your recollection, from three to 
five weeks? 

By Judge Lippon: 0 

Q. Do you know what rates you charged him for board?—A, At the 

rate of $40 for himself and $65 for himself and wife. 
By Mr. CLAYTON: a 

Q. What is that, per month?—A. Per month. I do not want to do 

any injustice here. That is to the best of my knowledge. 
By Judge LIDDON : 

. And $65 per month when he had his wife with him?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Are your rates ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. All you ever charged ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. You said he was there sometimes without his wife?—A. I think 
two terms without Mrs. Swayne; one term with her. 

Q. When he was there without her it was $40 a month, or $65 for 
the two?—A. Yes, sir. 

g That included room as well as board?—A. Room and board. 

. Was it winter or summer that he was there?—A. I am not sure 
whether it was two fall terms or two spring terms of court. There 
was one term and then two of the other. 

Let me again say that the statute which allowed these ex- 
penses seems to be too plain to admit of any double construc- 
tion. “Reasonable expenses * not to exceed $10 per 
day each,” means actual expenses incurred, and there is but one 
qualification, and that is that the expenses shall be reasonable 
and not unreasonable, although actual expenses reasonable, 
that is, necessary and ordinary expenses. 

In Dunwoody v. United States (22 C. of Cls., 269, 278) it was 
held: 

“ Expenses,” as used in an act appropriating money for salarles and 
expenses of the National Board of Health, means those expenses which 
are 1 incident to the work directed to be done, including 
payment for clerk hire or office rent. 

And in Heublein v. City of New Haven (54 Atl., 298, 299; 
75 Conn., 545) it was held that— 

The word “expenses,” as used in a city charter providing that the 
selectmen shall receiye a certain sum per hour for the time spent in 
their duties and their necessary expenses, means something due to the 
selectman for money paid by him or debt incurred by him necessarily 
in the performance of his duty. 

I read in the hearing of the House these cases construing 
statutes allowing expenses and fees, and I promised the House 
at that time to refer to another case, that of Shields against 
The United States, construing a statute allowing fees. In the 
United States v. Shields (153 U. S., p. 91) it is said: 

It is true in the present case that the district attorney has made no 
claim for a por diem allowance for Sunday, but it certainly can not be 
held that this left it optional with him to waive his per diem fee and 
take mileage to and from his home in lieu thereof, as a matter of pleas- 
ure or convenience to himself, especially when the mileage exceeded 
the per diem allowance. Fees allowed to pone officers are matters of 
strict law, depending upon the very provisions of the statute. They 
are not o o equitable construction by the courts nor to any discre- 
tionary action on the part of the officials. 

I believe that Judge Swayne has,.under the guise and pre- 
tense of alleged expenses, charged the Government on different 
occasions very material sums of money in excess of what his 
expenses were. Certainly this is a grave misconduct in office. 
In the ordinary and parliamentary sense it constituted a high 
misdemeanor and an impeachable offense: It was dishonest 
and corrupt and authorizes his impeachment, conyiction, and 
removal from office. 

But while he is impeachable for this offense without any spe- 
cial statute denouncing such conduct to be a crime, it so hap- 
pens that there is a positive law forbidding such conduct and 
making it a crime. Section 5438 of the Revised Statutes covers 
this case, and it is in this language: 

Every person who makes or causes to be made, or presents or causes 
to be presented for payment or approval, to or by any person or officer 
in the civil, military, or naval service of the United States, any claim 
upon or a t the Government of the United States, or an part- 
ment or officer thereof, knowing such claim to be false, fictitious, or 
fraudulent, or who, for the — 6 of obtaining or aiding to obtain 
the payment or approval of such claim, makes, uses, or causes to be 
made or „ any false bill, receipt, voucher, roll, account, claim, cer- 
tificate, affidavit, or deposition, knowing the same to contain any 
fraudulent or fictitious statement or entry, or who enters Into any 


combination, or conspiracy to defraud the Government of 
States, or any Department or officer thereof, by obtaint: 

or aiding to obtain the payment or allowance of any false or fraudulen 
claim, or who, having charge, possession, oon or control of any 


agreemen 
the United 


money or other public property used or to be in the military or 
naval service, who, with intent to defraud the United States or will- 
fully to conceal such money or other property, delivers or causes to be 
delivered, to any other person haying authority to receive the same, 
any amount of such money or other property less than that for which 
he received a certification or took a receipt, and every person author- 

to make or deliver any certificate, voucher, receipt, or other paper 
certifying the receipt of arms, ammunition, provisions, clothing, or 
other property so used or to be used, who makes or delivers the same 
to any other person without a full knowledge of the truth of the facts 
stated therein, and with intent to defraud the United States, and eve 
person who knowingly purchases or receives in pledge for any obli- 
gation or indebtedness from any soldier, officer, lor, or other person 
called into or employed in the military or naval service any arms, 
equipments, ammunition, clothes, military stores, or other public prop- 
2 such soldier, sailor, officer, or other person not having the lawful 
right to pledge or sell the same, every person so offending in any of the 
matters set forth in this section shall be imprisoned at hard labor for 
not less than one nor more than five years, or fined not less than one 
thousand nor more than five thousand dollars. . 

And in The State v. Moore (57 Tex., 320) and Wharton 
County v. Ahldag (84 Tex., 15) the doctrine is there also 
maintained that statutes allowing fees must be strictly con- 
strued and against the claimant. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as the time is limited and at the sugges- 
tion of the chairman of the committee, I shall not proceed with 
all I had to say upon this subject. I thank the House for its 
considerate attention. 

Mr. HUNT. Will the gentleman give us information as to 
whether Judge Swayne was a resident of the State when he 
was appointed judge? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He said at the time he was appointed that 
he had a home at Kissimmee, Fla., and after he was appointed he 
moved to St. Augustine, took and occupied a house there, and 
he claims that his residence was there; but the case is entirely 
lacking of any evidence to show that after the district was 
changed and St. Augustine excluded from the northern district 
he ever acquired a residence in the district,.either at Pensacola 
or Tallahassee, in the northern district as now existing. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with a great deal of interest to the arguments presented by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Crayton]. I was a member of the sub- 
committee appointed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
investigate the charges preferred in this House by resolution 
against Judge Charles Swayne, of the northern district of 
Florida. We went to Florida for the purpose of taking the tes- 
timony of witnesses, and after a number of days of careful con- 
sideration of the same we were unable to agree, not alone on the 
facts, but whether or not the charges made were of such a 
character as would warrant us in recommending impeachment 
proceedings. And it is on some of these charges that I desire 
briefly to address this House. I consider this one of the most 
serious occasions that can come before this honorable body. We 
are charged with a grave duty, and we ought to discharge it 
conscientiously, without any feelings of malice or prejudice, and 
weigh the matter with great candor and care in order that no 
injury shall be done to anyone. In this spirit I have examined 
the evidence in this case carefully, and until recently I have 
been unable to find, on the charges preferred by the resolution 
against Judge Swayne, any evidence or any facts that would 
warrant us in finding sufficient grounds on which to impeach 
him. The following resolution was offered here and passed in 
December last: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciar: 
and report whether the action of this House requisite concerning 
the official misconduct of Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
district court for the northern district of Florida, and say whether 
said judge has held terms of his court as ulred by law; whether he 
has continuously and persistently absented himself from the said State, 
and whether his acts and omissions in his office of judge have been 
such as in any d to deprive the ple of that district of the 
benefits of the court therein to amount to a denial of justice; whether 
the said judge has been uy of corrupt conduct in office, and whether 
his administration of his office has resulted in injury and wrong to 
litigants of his court. 


Before proceeding to take testimony under this resolution, 
which appears to be quite general in its terms, the committee 
called upon Representative Lamar of Florida, the author of the 
resolution, to specify more particularly the grounds which were 
relied upon. In response to that request thirteen specifications 
were preferred, and we started to take evidence on the same. 
It was not until a few days ago that there was injected into the 
ease two distinct matters which were not referred to in the 
resolution or referred to in the specifications furnished by Mr. 
LaMar of Florida. But I undertake to say that, notwithstand- 
ing these matters were brought up at the last moment, they hav- 


be directed to inquire 
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ing been but recently brought to the attention of this House, it 
is proper to consider them, although not referred to in the reso- 
lution. To that matter I shall address myself later on. 

Of these thirteen specifications all were abandoned except 
three or four. The question of residence, the question of the 
rightful or wrongful act of finding O’Neal guilty of contempt, 
the question involving the Hoskins matter, and the finding of 
Belden and Davis guilty of contempt were considered by a ma- 
jority of the Judiciary Committee sufficient to warrant a report 
in favor of impeachment. And, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CLAYTON] have only considered those grounds, I 
will only call your attention to them as I understand them. 

First, take the question of residence. In 1885 Judge Swayne 
moved from Pennsylvania to the State of Florida, established 
a home there, and commenced the practice of the law. In 
1889 or 1890 he was appointed district judge of the northern 
district of Florida. He moved his family to St. Augustine, 
that being a city within his district. He resided there con- 
tinuously during several years until there arose a strong polit- 
ical feeling in that State, which finally resulted in the chang- 
ing of the lines of the district and legislating him out of Jack- 
sonville and St. Augustine. After this was done he was no 
longer residing in his district. What did he do? The ques- 
tion of residence now arises. Judge Swayne tells us that he 
knew the law required him to reside within his district. It is 
to his intention, coupled with his acts, that we are to look to see 
whether or not such residence was established. He says he 
went at once to Pensacola and registered at the Escambia 
Hotel as from that city. He spoke to the elerk of his court, 
asking him to try and find for him a suitable place in which to 
live. He also called upon Captain Northrup, a prominent 
citizen of Pensacola, to try and find for him such a place. 
These gentlemen tell us that, acting at his suggestion, for 
three years they sought to find a suitable house in that city 
where Judge Swayne might make his home. During this time 
he was living in the Escambia Hotel or with Captain Northrup. 
He had a room there which was known as Judge Swayne’s 
room.” His family visited him there; and the law is that 
when a person holds an office during good behavior the pre- 
sumption is that he resides within the district where he is to 
perform the duties of his office. So that this presumption at- 
taches in Judge Swayne’s case. : 

Not only did he, through his friends and himself, seek to hire 
or rent a place, but he went so far as to make arrangements to 
build a house that he might live in. 

This continued for several years, until in 1890 he finally suc- 
ceeded in renting the Simmons house. He moved his furniture 
there, he took his family there, he resided there, he made his 
home there; not all the time, but there was his abiding place. 
He had no home in Guyencourt, he had no home in Pennsylvania, 
he had no home any place in the world excepting in Pensacola, 
Fla. There is where his home was; he paid taxes on his furni- 
ture, or his wife did; he paid his insurance and he stayed there. 
It seems to me this must go to show the intent on his part to 
make that city his home, and that city is within his district. 

Now, in 1893 his wife purchased a piece of property in Pensacola 
for a home. Shortly afterwards they moved into this place and 
made their home there. It has been said that he did not reside 
on this piece of property. Judge Swayne in his own statement 
says that he did. You have only to read his own statement to 
show that he did. It is sworn to by Marsh and others that he 
did reside in this home where his furniture was. Does not that 
go to make up a residence? The prosecution submitted to us 
names of a number of witnesses to prove that he lived in Guy- 
encourt, Del. We called upon them to bring these witnesses 
here to be examined, and notwithstanding the assertion that was 
made, not a single witness from Delaware, where they try to 
make you believe he lived, was brought before the committee, and 
they sent men into that territory to investigate and find out, so as 
to swear to it. 

Now, if he lived in Delaware, if he had his personal property 
in Delaware, if he had his home in Delaware, his neighbors and 
his friends must have known it. But, with all the efforts and 
industry of these gentlemen touching this matter, they were 
unable to bring before the committee a single witness who would 
testify that Judge Swayne resided or had a home in Delaware. 
They say that he did not pay taxes, that he did not vote in his 
district. These facts are not necessary in order to establish a 
residence, or to fix one’s intent. Many men living in the South 
do not pay taxes and do not vote, although they were born and 
have their homes there. This is true also of the North. It is 
no evidence at all of what his intention was that he did not pay 
taxes or vote. When Judge Swayne went off to a place outside 


of his district to hold court, he registered Charles Swayne, Pen- 

sacola, Fla.;” and that was long before he knew that these im- 
peachment proceedings were coming on; long before they were 

ever spoken of or mentioned. 

Suppose that a gentleman here going into another city, myself, 
for instance, should register Eureka, Cal.,“ as I always do 
without any thought of the future, would not that be strong 
evidence of where I considered my home to be? This is what 
Judge Swayne did. Now, in face of this fact, in face of the fact 
that he requested that his name be placed on the great register, 
in face of the fact that he had two men trying to find him a 
home, in face of the fact that he tried to build a home, in face 
of the fact that at last he did buy one—or his wife did—and that 
he moved his family into it long before these proceedings com- 
menced, can we now say that he has violated the laws of his 
country, that he has not been a resident of his district, and that 
he ought to be impeached therefor? 

Why, suppose the only question before this body was the ques- 
tion of residence, and you had the statement made by Judge 
Swayne and witnesses in his behalf, would this House for one 
moment impeach him on that ground alone? Certainly not, be- 
cause it is not sufficient. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman state how many days 
Judge Swayne was actually in the district for the first six years? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I do not know how many days 
he was in the district, and no member of the committee knows. 
It appears that he held court a certain number of days, but 
when a man is in a place he is not all the time holding court. 
I do not know how many days he was down there except when 
he was holding court. I say it makes no difference if he was 
not there more than twenty days,-he might be somewhere dis- 
charging the duties of his office, and he would not lose his resi- 
dence for that reason. When he was away trying cases in his 
circuit or visiting his aged mother in Guyencourt, was he get- 
ting a residence somewhere else? Was he establishing a home 
in some other country? No; the records show that he was in 
Florida and Alabama and in Texas, directed to go there and hold 
court, and when he was there he was discharging his duty to 
the best of his ability. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman answer another question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. With pleasure. 

Mr. PALMER. Does not the testimony show that the only 
time he was in the State of Florida was when his court was in 
session, and does not the testimony show that that was an aver- 
age of sixty-one days a year? r 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I do not understand it that 
way. I understand that we took a number of days from the 
docket of the court when the court was called and found that 
he held court there on an average of sixty-one days a year. We 
found, also, that he was holding court in other States and dis- 
tricts on an average of about seven months a year, and this 
shows where he was at least a great part of the time. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman an- 
other question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes; the gentleman can ask 
as many as he pleases. 

Mr. PALMER. Does not the testimony show that he held 
court on an average, during the eight years from 1894 to 1903, 
ninety-three days a year, and where was he during the other 
two hundred and twelve days? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The testimony shows that in 
1895 he held court three months—April, May, November, De- 
cember—outside of his district—not all the days during those 
months, but in those months in 1895. In 1896 the evidence 
shows that in January, February, March, April, June, Novem- 
ber, December—eight months—he held court outside of his dis- 
trict, being sent there by judges superior to him. In 1897 the 
record shows that during the months of January, February, 
March, April, June, July—seven months—he held court in those 
other States, and the record also shows that in 1899, during the 
months of January, February, March, April, May, June, Octo- 
ber, November—eight months—he held court in these other 
States, having been sent there by his superiors. In 1900 the 
evidence shows he held court during January, May, June, Sep- 
tember, October, November—six months—out of his district; 
and in 1903, January and February. I shall not contend that 
every day from the first of the month to the last he was sit- 
ting there holding court, but I do contend that during those 
months he was going back and forth to those courts and dis- 
charging his duties as a judge, and rendering his decisions; 
and I also say that because a judge was absent for that reason 
it is no argument that he had no residence in Florida, where 
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he came from. Why, when he was directed to hold court, the 
order would go out that Judge Swayne, of the northern district 
of Florida, whose residence is at Pensacola, should go and hold 
court in these different districts, and yet the gentlemen are 
seeking to impeach this man—this judge—simply because he 
did not pay taxes, he did not vote, and was not in his district 


all of the time. He was there whenever his court business 
demanded that he should be there. There is no evidence that 
anybody suffered any injury by reason of the fact that he was, 
not there. His docket was kept clean all the time, and he was 
sent out of his district to hold court because he, of all the other 
judges, was the least busy; because, on account of political 
troubles, a large part of his district had been cut off, and which 
ought to be restored. So much for the question of residence. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
answer a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I read in the Boston Globe, of 
December 12, yesterday, that Judge Swayne himself states that 
on an average of the last seven years he has held court only 
sixty days while in the district, and outside of the district 
ninety-three days. Is that approximately correct? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I do not know. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That comes from the judge him- 
self, this statement in the Boston Globe. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That may all be true, but can 
you impeach a man when you have cut down his distriet for 
political reasons, so that he has no business in it, and say that 
because he only held court sixty days a year that he did not 
reside there? If he had had business in his district, he would 
have remained there and discharged it. It is because he had 
no business there, because he could be sent abroad, that they 
chased him from Alabama away down through Texas nearly 
every month in the year, as shown by the record; and there is 
no complaint that he did not discharge his duties well. I be- 
eve that this charge of nonresidence ought not to be consid- 
ered for one moment by this honorable body. I do not believe 
it has been established. A crime has been charged, and it is a 
crime, if this charge is true, which must be established beyond 
all reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty. You ean not 
guess at it. It is a crime under the statute for a judge not to 
reside in his district, and it must be tried as crimes are tried, 
and I submit it is not proved beyond a reasonable doubt that 
Judge Swayne never had a residence in northern Florida. He 
always returned to his district when away, either on business 
or pleasure, because it was his home, the place where he was 
to discharge his official duties. It is true that he went to 
Guyencourt, Del, during the summer. His mother had a 
homestead there, where she and her husband had resided for 
many years. She is an old and feeble lady. And because, in 
the heat of the summer, when the rest of the judges of the 
South are taking their vacations, Judge Swayne went back 
to his mother’s place, in Guyencourt, Del, to the old home- 
stead, to visit and be with her, to say that he lost his residence 
in Florida and gained ene in Delaware is absurd. Who ever 
heard of his voting in Delaware? 

Now, on the question of Belden and Davis, the majority of 
the committee recommend that Judge Swayne be impeached 
because of his wrongful, unlawful, and arbitrary conduct in 
imposing a judgment of contempt against those two lawyers in 
his court. 

Let us look at the facts out of which this controversy arose. 
There was a case pending in Judge Swayne’s court which was 
termed the Florida MeGuire case.” The land involved in the 
case was described as a large tract of land running from trees, 
upstream, etc., the description being so indefinite that no sur- 
veyor could locate it. This case was pending in his court. Dur- 
ing the summer his wife was seeking to buy some property of 
Thomas Watson & Co. Among this property, which she was 
seeking to purchase in her own right, was a block called 
“ block 91,” and deeds were made out in her favor and sent to 
Judge Swayne, at Guyencourt, where he then was. A quitclaim 
deed was offered. Now, Judge Swayne could have had no 
knowledge of the fact that this block 91 was within the tract. 
It was a block described like many other lots and blocks were 
described, and there was nothing in the pleadings that would in- 
dicate or call to his attention or raise the least suspicion that 
this particular block of land was involved im the suit; but as 
soon as inquiry was made, as soon as he learned it was involved 
in the land which he was trying the title to, he told Thomas 
Watson & Co. he would not take it. His wife did buy the other 
two pieces of property, but this piece of property was absolutely 
excluded. This is all Judge Swayne could do. He never bought 
it. He never owned it. He never was in possession of it, and 


as soon as he found it was involved in litigation pending before 
his court that was the end of it. Now, along in the fall 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Right there, there is not a thing in the 
record that indicates that he even knew it was included in the 
tract he was negotiating for. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Nothing at all; there was no 


a statement in their presence concerning this mat- 
Now I will give the testimony of Judge Blount, one of the 


Mr. GILLETT of California. This date was immediately 
upon his coming to Pensacola. Immediately on opening court 
in the presence of the attorneys for the plaintiff in that action, 
and I testimony of Judge Blount, who 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. What was the day of the week and 
day of the month he made that statement? He made two state- 
ments, and I want to get that clearly before the House. 

S On November the Sth, in open 
eo 

TESTIMONY OF MR. BLOUNT. 

The stateđ that he had not such land; that his 

wife gh him, negotiated for the purchase of a block of that 


Now, I submit that is right. What is wrong about it? He 
did not own the land; he never did own the land; no member 
of his family owned it; he had no interest in it whatever. That 
ease was there in his court and witnesses had been summoned 
there to try it, and, moreover, these lawyers asked him to re- 
cuse himself on the ground that he had an interest in it; and, 
haying none, it was his duty to proceed to try the ease. It being 
his duty to try the case, having no interest in it at all, he said 
that he would proceed with the criminal calendar called, and, as 
the criminal calendar would be finished that week, the civil 
eases would come up on the Monday following. The only civil 
ease on the docket was the Florida McGuire case, and they 
asked on Saturday afternoon for a continuance until Thursday 
that is, the attorneys for the plaintiff, Belden, Davis, and 
Paquet. This was resisted by Mr. Blount, attorney for the de- 
fendant. He said that his case had been tried about eleven 
times and the witnesses all resided within thirty minutes’ walk 
of the court-house; that he bad his witnesses ready and he was 
ready to proceed to trial and that there was no occasion why 
the jury should be held over until Thursday, when the witnesses 
were all at hand. Judge Swayne said: “I will not continue the 
case until Thursday. This matter will go over until Monday 
morning, when I will try the ease unless you can show me good 
reasons why it should be continued.” That is right. He gave 
them an opportunity to present their reasons why it should not 
be tried that day. He said, I will give you a chance to make 
the proper showing before the judge.“ That is the procedure 
in the courts of our land every day. 

Judge Belden, Davis, and Paquet that evening went into a 
grocery store owned by one of the complainants. They talked 
the matter over. They concetved the idea of commencing a suit 
in the State court to eject Judge Swayne from this property, in 
which he had told them that he had no interest. The records 
of that county at that time show that the Pensacola Improve- 
ment Company owned this land. It did not stand in his name, 
and if it was ever owned by anybody it was by Lydia Swayne, 
and not Judge Swayne. They did not sue Lydia Swayne, but 
the judge. They claimed that they had been damaged in the 
sum of $1,000, and prayed for a judgment in that amount. They 
went to the office of the clerk about 8 o’clock at night and per- 
suaded him to go and commence suit. They went to the office 
of the sheriff, but the sheriff demurred against serving the 
papers. They informed him that they must be served at all 
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hazards that night. Then they prepared a statemént—wrote it 
theniselyes—and rushed to the printing office, and next day it 
was proclaimed in big scare lines that suit had been commenced 


against Judge Swayne. Why did they commence the action so 
hurriedly? Why did not they wait until Monday? The ques- 
tion was asked them, and they said they were afraid that the 
judge would get out of the territory. Why should he leave be- 
fore his docket was cleaned up? What reason had he to make 
his escape? Why this unseemly haste, in the dead hours of the 
night, if these attorneys were acting in good faith as officers of 
the court? The prosecution have tried to excuse Davis by say- 
ing that he was not a party to the suit pending before Judge 
Swayne. The evidence showed that he was. He joined in the 
letter requesting Judge Swayne to recuse himself. Mr. Belden 
said that he was one of the attorneys and Judge Paquet said the 
same. They were all attorneys of Judge Swayne’s court. They 
were representing clients who had business pending before that 
court. They ought to have had proper respect for it, instead of 
commencing a suit against the judge for the purpose of forcing 
him to recuse himself and calling in another judge to try the 
case. They commenced a suit that they-never had any right to 
start and no just grounds upon which to base it. No papers 
were served upon the judge or any further action taken; and 
now it is seriously urged that the judge, after this reprehensible 
conduct on their part, after they claimed that he was trying or 
insisting upon trying a case in which he had an interest, and 
after maliciously publishing this fact to the world, that he had 
no right to bring these men before the court to answer for 
contempt. 

These lawyers were officers of the court, and the laws of the 
United States provide that when an officer of the court is guilty 
of misbehavior he may be punisbed for contempt. A statement 
was made setting forth all of these facts, and these lawyers 
were cited to appear and show cause why they should not be 
punished for contempt. They never sought to purge the con- 
tempt. But they defended their position as right and tried to 
defy the court. After all the evidence had been heard and the 
facts had been brought to the court’s knowledge, and they had 
been permitted to make their answer, the court found them 
guilty of contempt. I think it was quite right for him to do so, 
and not wrong and unlawful. It was within the pale of the 
law. And because he did this, this honorable body is asked to 
impeach him. Is not a judge of this land allowed to maintain 
the integrity of his court, to see that its orders are obeyed, and 
that no action is taken by its officers which brings the court into 
disrepute? Has he not a right to say that it is the duty of these 
officers to help to maintain the peace, good order, and dignity of 
the court and to see that they do so? If he did not do so, but 
permitted attorneys to disobey the court’s orders, to make mo- 
tions and commence actions that would have a tendency to bring 
discredit upon it, how long would it be before the court would 
cease to have the confidence of the people? How long would its 
decrees and judgments be respected and what officer could en- 
force them? 

These attorneys only had one object in view, and that was to 
force Judge Swayne, by bringing against him a fictitious suit, 
out of the case, and there can be no doubt that when an attor- 
ney brings unfounded proceedings against a judge for this pur- 
pose solely, as these attorneys did, that he is guilty of contempt 
and should be punished therefor. 

Judge Paquet fied, went back to New Orleans, and returned 
later on. He knew what had been done. He did not defy the 
judge upon his return, They say the judge is arbitrary and un- 
just in his judicial conduct. See what he did to Paquet, one of 
the instigators of the suit commenced against him, when he re- 
turned to Pensacola. Paquet filed the following statement: 

Now comes Louls P. Paquet, respondent in the above-entitled matter, 
nat “upon full and mature consideration of his actions and conduct 
in the matter referred to in the motion, made as the basis of the above- 
entitled proceedings, through excessive zeal in behalf of his clients, he 
did so act that this honorable court was justified in believing that the 
said actions were committed in contempt thereof and as showing disre- 
spect therefor. That respondent regrets exceedingly the course taken 
by him in this matter, and now r in court and requests that he 
be permitted to apologize for his behavier and file with the records in 
the above-entitled cause this paper. 

Louis P. Paquet, Respondent. 


Did Judge Swayne, after this man came forward and made 
this frank apology, find him guilty of contempt? Did he show 
any undue arbitrary power? Did he show that he was a man 
unfit to sit as a judge? He excused him with a reprimand for 
what he did, and the proceedings were dismissed. There is no 
judge in the country who could have acted more honorably than 
that, and I have no doubt, had these other gentlemen followed 
the same course and presented the matter as Paquet did, that 
they, too, would have been excused in the same way. 

There is another case, that of O'Neal, which the prosecution 
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claims is a most serious offense, one which shows that this man 
is an unsafe judge to administer justice in the courts of this 
land. 

What are the facts? A man by the name of Scarritt Moreno 
was forced into insolyency. After a trustee had been appointed 
by the court it came to his attention that a certain deed standing 
in Moreno’s wife’s name was property that belonged to the es- 
tate, and that a certain bank in Florida held a mortgage on the 
property with the full knowledge of the facts. An action was 
commenced against Mrs. Moreno, the bank, and other parties 
for the purpose of declaring the property to be that of the bank- 
rupt and bringing the same into court to be distributed to the 
creditors. The trustee who brought the suit was acting as an 
officer of the court, he was acting under the authority of the 
court, and he was discharging the duties which the law imposed 
upon him when he commenced this action. 

The action was commenced Saturday afternoon. Monday 
morning Mr. O'Neal, the president of the bank, coming by, saw 
Greenhut, the trustee, and a conversation commenced between 
them. They went inside of Greenhut's office, where the books 
were kept and where the business of the bankrupt estate was 
transacted. O’Neal says he went in there for the purpose of 
reproaching Greenhut for bringing this action. What took place 
inside nobody saw but themselves. Mr. Greenhut, after he was 
able to do so, filed an affidavit that this man came in there and 
abused him because of the suit that he had commenced, and dur- 
ing the controversy he drew a knife from his pocket and cut 
him through his ear, across his cheek to the corner of his mouth, 
and stabbed him in the body three times. When Mr. Greenhut 
was able to make affidavit to these facts, he did so, and the mat- 
ter was brought to the attention of Judge Swayne. Here was 
an influential citizen of Pensacola, a man who was president of 
a leading bank there,-a man that the people should have re- 
spected, and who must have held considerable power; but Judge 
Swayne investigated the matter. He called witnesses. The par- 
ties were sworn. He tried the matter and found just what Mr. 
O'Neal said that he did; that is, that he went there to reproach 
Greenhut for commencing this action, and because he did so and 
to oa him for so doing he stabbed him in the manner just 
stat a 

Mr. PALMER. Will you not be good enough and fair enough 
to state that the reason why he reproached Greenhut was that the 
testimony showed that Mr. Greenhut was one of the directors 
of the bank of which O’Neal was president, and that he was 
present and knew that the bank loaned this money on this prop- 
erty; that it was a fair transaction and bona fide throughout; 
that the bank had sold the mortgage to others and had got the 
money for it? Will you not state that that was what O’Neal 
complained to Greenhut about, and that he brought this suit 
knowing these facts, and that he was a liar, a scoundrel, and a 
perjurer when he did so? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That may be, but it is denied. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not denied at all. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Greenhut was acting as an offi- 
cer of the court in bringing this suit. He had reason to bring 
that suit, and O’Neal had no reason to come in there and assault 
him with a knife because he did bring it. He was not assault- 
ing Mr. Greenhut as an individual alone, but he went in there 
and tried to commit murder upon an officer of the court who 
was discharging his duty, and O’Neal had no excuse for so do- 
ing. Why, if a man can bring up matters of this kind and ex- 
cuse his conduct, all any man has got to do when he is brought 
before the court is to bring up personalities and use them as a 
basis to excuse himself for interfering with the orders of the 
court and trying to kill its officers. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a single question. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Very well. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I notice there is printed in 
the majority report, on page 20, a statute regulating the pun- 
ishment for contempt of court. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. - 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I would like to have the 
gentleman explain under what provision of that statute Judge 
Swayne was justified in imposing the sentence of contempt, 
which he did impose, upon O'Neal. 

Mr. GILLETT of California, I have not the report before 
me. O'Neal was interfering, as I understand it, with an officer 
of the court, and it was just as much contempt of court as if he 
had been in the presence of the court when he made the assault 
upon Greenhut. That is the reason why. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he understands that the suit brought by Greenhut was 
brought under any express order of the court? : 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The suit was brought, under his 
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duty as an officer of the court, in order to get the assets that be- 
longed to the bankrupt, so that the same might be distributed by 
the court to the creditors. If he had no right to bring it under 
the law, he had no right to bring it at all. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. He was bringing it under 
his general authority as trustee? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS cf Massachusetts. Suppose a lawyer who is 
an officer of the court brings a suit in his own name against an- 
other lawyer, and the other lawyer defends the suit, and a quar- 
rel takes place between them and one assaults the other. Do 
you think that would be, under the statute to which I called 
your attention, a contempt which would be punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, one or the other? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That is not a parallel case. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Why not? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. For this reason: One is an in- 
dividual matter between the parties. Here was an officer bring- 
ing the suit as trustee, whose duty it was to see that the assets 
were brought into court for the benefit of the creditors. He 
brought the suit as an officer of the court. He represented the 
court, and any interference with him in the discharge of his 
official duty was a contempt of court from whence his authority 
came. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Are not all officers of the 
court entitled to the protection of the court under your theory? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If the judge of a court appoints 
a lawyer to bring a suit and the judge had the right to make the 
order he would then be an officer of the court. Lawyers all 
stand as officers of the court before which they practice. In the 
case the gentleman put, the lawyer was not bringing the suit as 
an officer of the court; he was bringing it on his own account. 
Here the statute imposed upon this man the duty of bringing the 
suit. He looked, as he had the right, to the court for protection, 
and a murderous assault was made upon him; and because Judge 
Swayne had the courage to hold that this man, one of the fore- 
most citizens, had committed a murderous assault upon an officer 
of his court and found him guilty of contempt you want to im- 
peach him. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. It appears in the evidence 
that this suit was a fraudulent suit and a groundless suit. 
Was he justified by this order to bring such a suit? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. It does not appear that that 
was so; but it makes no difference if it was. The suit was 
brought and was pending before that court. The court was 
not to inquire into the merits of the action or why the trustee 
started it. It was a proper suit on the records, and the officer 
of the court was entitled to protection of that court, which they 
justly gave him. This matter has been before the courts of 
the land. Judge Swayne’s conduct was upheld. It is held 
that he had jurisdiction, and that he did inquire into it. It 
seems to me all the way through this matter there has been a 
great deal of bad blood, a great deal of ill feeling, and a con- 
siderable amount of persecution. This man O’Neal went be- 
fore the Florida legislature and employed lawyers to go there 
and spend large sums of money to lobby through a resolution 
upon which these proceedings are based. There has been a 
lot of bitter feeling from start to finish while Judge Swayne 
has been trying to discharge his duties, and I think he has dis- 
charged them to the best of his ability; that he did so fear- 
lessty and conscientiously, and that his acts are justified by 
law. 

Now, in relation to the Hoskins matter, I have this to say. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Before the gentleman enters upon that, 
will he not speak of the appeal which was made from the con- 
tempt decision? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And sustained by the court above. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Well, Mr. Speaker, I might say 
that these matters went on. First, it went on writ of certiorari 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, and it was dismissed 
there. They came back and brought it up again on habeas 
corpus proceedings before the circuit judges. I have been try- 
ing to find what was said there in relation to it. Now, in an- 
swer to the gentleman’s position I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the case reported in 125 Federal Reporter, page 967, 
where O’Neal had this matter before that court after he had 
been found guilty of contempt. This is the language of the 
court: 

q) SaeenliOd und rectal ea’ caleer af the e A 
court in the execution of orders of the court and in the performance 
of the duties of his office. Under such orders, and in that respect, it 
would seem to be immaterial whether at the time of the resistance the 
court was actually in session with a judge present in the district, or 
whether the place of resistance was 40 or 400 feet from the actual 
place where the court was actually held, so long as it was not in the 
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actual presence of the court nor so near thereto as to embarrass the 
administration of justice. 

Under the Large id act of 1889, section 2, the district courts of 
the United States in bankruptcy are continuously open; and, 
under section 33, and others of the same act, a trustee bankruptcy 
is an officer of the court. The question before the district court in 
the contempt proceedings was whether or not an assault upon an 
officer of the court—to wit, a trustee in bankruptcy—for an account of 
and in resistance of the ‘ormance of the duties of such trustee, had 
been committed by the tor, and if so, was it under the e 
a contempt of the court whose officer the trustee was. Unquestionably 
the district court had on summarily to try and determine 
these questions, and. having such jurisdiction said court was ly, 
authorized to hear and decide and adjudge upon the merits. 

Now, Judge Swayne punished O’Neal for contempt, as he had 
the right to do, and to-day this House is asked to impeach him 
for doing an act which the courts of this country have said he 
had a lawful right and the jurisdiction to do. This is the posi- 
tion in which we are here, and it seems to me to be going a long 
way when we are requested to impeach a judge for a judgment 
rendered by him when it appears that it has been affirmed by a 
higher court. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the-answer the court makes to 
the question of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. And I suppose at the time 
this was being. discussed the same question was asked there as 
to whether it was a suit well founded. Now, whether a suit 
is well founded or not can be no defense to a man who tries to 
justify his conduct in taking a knife and attacking an officer of 
the court for the purpose of deterring him from the faithful 
discharge of his duties as such officer. The question is, Did 
he make the assault? Was it made upon an officer of the 
court, and was his act intended to intimidate such officer, and 
would it be likely to do so. Now, if such was the fact, there is 
no judge or court in this land or world where justice is thor- 
oughly administered who would not punish parties for contempt 
of court in so doing. 

Coming now to the Hoskins case: An action or proceeding 
was commenced to force old man Hoskins into bankruptcy. A 
petition was filed by the creditors. It was not verified. It was 
demurred to. The demurrer was sustained, because it was not 
verified, within a few days after the suit had been commenced, 
The petitioners asked permission for ten days in which to pre- 
pare an amended petition. Judge Swayne ought to have granted 
the request and he did grant it. Any judge in the country would 
have done so. He gave them ten days in which to amend their 
petition. Then, in the meantime, before the matter finally 
came up for hearing, a receiver was appointed, who took charge 
of the property of the bankrupt. Hoskins had been declared a 
bankrupt, and the property was in the hands of the United States 
marshal and was being turned over to the receiver. One Rich- 
ardson, an old man about 66 years of age, went to the store of 
Hoskins to take charge of the property. There he discovered 
a book which contained some of Hoskins’s accounts. These ac- 
counts.were necessary for the court to have, as they showed 
Hoskins’s business dealings and business relations with people 
in that part of the country. When Mr. Richardson started to 
take this book away, young Hoskins, in the presence of his 
father, W. H. Hoskins, made an assault upon him, dragged him 
from his buggy, and with brass knuckles pounded him into in- 
sensibility. The old man was finally gathered up and put into 
his buggy and driven away and the books were taken from him, 
Now, then, that matter was before Judge Swayne when he re- 
fused to try the case. They wanted to go to trial without these 
books. They said:“ We have witnesses here who will swear 
that there was nothing in these books at all, and that they be- 


longed to young Hoskins and contained no accounts of the 


father.” The others said that they believed they did contain 
accounts, because they had seen them. Old man Richardson was 
on his back because of the bruises that he had received and 
he could not attend, and he did not get up for some time. Judge. 
Swayne said that he would not proceed to trial until a reason- 
able time had elapsed in which to procure those books. Mr. 
Hoskins was there during the trial and he could have brought 
them in if he wanted to, Now, as a matter of fact, those books 
never did come into court, and the case was continued until June. 
It was to be tried in June, and Judge Swayne came in June to 
try it, and they continued it until the fall, at which time it was 
settled without trial. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was continued by agreement. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. By agreement between the par- 
ties. It is alleged that Judge Swayne acted arbitrarily. It 18 
alleged that there was a conspiracy to rob old man Hoskins. 
Now, I care nothing about what the lawyers agreed amongst 
themselves. I care not how dishonorable they may have been. 
That fact was not known to Judge Swayne, and the other day 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] in the commit- 
tee room said that Judge Swayne knew nothing about it. I 
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think there is a statement in this record that proves that. Now, 
how can Judge Swayne be tried for impeachment when he knew 
nothing of the conspiracy, if there was one; when he took no 
part in it, if there was any; when he did not encourage it, and 
knew nothing about it, and nothing was lost, because this prop- 
erty was turned back to Mr. Hoskins upon his filing a bond? It 
seems to me this is a most flimsy case upon which to impeach 
aman. Young Hoskins was then cited to show cause why he 
should not be found guilty of contempt for assaulting the re- 
ceiver. I have here the statement of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. PALMER], made in the committee room: 

g legation that knew — 
7777 between Caloun ad Boose aid 
Tunison at all. There is no testimony of that kind. 

And still you want to impeach him for something that he did 
not know. anything about. Is that the way justice is to be ad- 
ministered in this House? Is the greatest body in the world 
to stand and listen to charges of this kind? That is the report 
on file here. It is the report that has gone broadcast over 
this land. Let me call attention to something else that they 
claim is wrong and of which there is no evidence, and they 
have abandoned it. They said that Judge Swayne was so cor- 
rupt in the management of affairs of bankrupt matters pending 
before his court that the assets were all frittered away and there 
was nothing for creditors. We went there and found that 125 
bankrupt cases had been commenced in his court. They brought 
before us the records of five only. We asked them to show us 
wherein a single wrongful act was done or a claim allowed that 
ought not to have been allowed, and they abandoned it all; but 
they published to the world and throughout the world that the 
bankrupt assets of the northern district of Florida have been 
robbed through the actions of Judge Swayne, and when we bring 

.them down to it they can not put their finger on a single in- 
stance. Besides, the record kept by the Attorney-General of 
this nation shows that the bankrupt cases in his court are ad- 
ministered much more cheaply than they are in the average 

courts throughout the United States. 

Mr. PALMER. While the gentleman is on that, will he not 
please state that the record of the Attorney-General’s office also 
shows that there never was a dividend in any bankrupt case 
in Judge Swayne’s court in the world? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That makes no difference. 
Suppose there are no assets there with which to pay a divi- 
dend; are you going to impeach a man on that account? 

Mr. PALMER. But is it not a remarkable circumstance 
that out of a hundred and twenty-five cases there has not been 
a penny of dividend paid? A 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylyania. Was not that explained by the 
fact that the exemption law of Florida allowed each man a 
thousand dollars and a hundred acres of land? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Now, we find because there 
have been no dividends paid from bankrupt estates pending in 
Judge Swayne’s court that that is a suflicient reason for im- 
peaching him. This is in line with many other things 
against Judge Swayne as grounds for impeachment, and if it 
does nothing more, it warns us to be careful in the judgment 
we pronounce. Now, as to the other things, I would speak of 
them briefly, and then I have finished. \ 

In the case of the car that Judge Swayne used on his trip 
from Guyencourt to Jacksonville and on his trip to California, 
I have nothing to say in favor of that. I do not believe it is 
good policy for the courts of this land, even though the rail- 
roads are in their custody and receivers are appointed to take 
charge of them, to use the private property of that company, 
and I do not propose to justify that act at all. I think it 
should be criticised and frowned down upon so that judges 
hereafter will not do it, but it does not appear any harm was 
done. It does not appear any injury was inflicted. It does not 
appear there was intended any corrupt purpose or that Judge 
Swayne was corrupted thereby or intended to be corrupted 
thereby, and it does not show any moral turpitude. I do not 
think that anybody could possibly vote to impeach him on that 
ground alone. Had he received the car with the corrupt inten- 
tion of granting favors for that purpose in matters pending 
before his court, then he ought to be impeached, but there is 
no evidence of that kind. It was a private car, used by the 
company, and when it went over the roads of other companies 
it was drawn free of charge as a matter of courtesy as is the 
president’s car when drawn over these particular roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If I understand you in 
the matter of the car, Judge Swayne did use that car for the 
benefit of his family and his friends, and it was passed upon by 
him and the receiver allowed a credit for it. Do you not think 
that is an impeachable matter? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Credit for what? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, For the expenses of the car. 
Mr. GILLETT of California. He said he bore his own ex- 


penses. 

Mr. PALMER. Not from Guyencourt. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would like to be in- 
formed on that; I would like to know—— 

Mr. GILLETT of California. It may be and it may not be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Would not that be larceny? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. We must take this case as we 
find it. We find, first, the receiver of this road of his own mo- 
tion sent to Delaware a private car belonging to the road of 
which he was receiver and Judge Swayne and his family get in 
it and ride down to Jacksonville, but there is nothing shown 
that anything particular is spent on the part of the company— 
perhaps a little for provisions. But does an offense of that sort 
involve such turpitude as requiring this House to impeach him? 
It is not an act I stand for. It is something we ought to con- 
demn, but it has not that gravity, it has not that misbehavior 
and offense for which we are authorized to impeach. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Just one other question for 
information, nothing else in the world. What does the receiver's 
account show? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. There is no evidence showing 
anything of this. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was stated here this morning that the re- 
ceiver accounted for the expenses of this trip and the judge 
passed upon it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I do not know any evidence of 
that kind. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is not a thing of that kind in the 
case. 

Mr. PALMER. There is evidence in the testimony of Mr. 
Axtell, Judge Swayne’s lawyer. Now, is it not a fact the ex- 
penses of that trip from Jacksonville to Guyencourt were paid 
dips B company? Did not they pay the conductor and 

coo. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I did not know there was a 
conductor on that car. 

Mr. PALMER. The conductor was a sworn witness, and if 
the gentleman had read the testimony he would have known it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I was not here when the tes- 
timony was taken. This thing was brought on us in the dead 
hours of the night. We received the testimony on Thursday 
evening, and we were called upon Friday morning to pass upon 
230 pages, just like another time when the committee was 
= to act without having an opportunity to read the eyi- 

ce. ` 

Mr. PALMER. You should have been able to read the 
The testimony of the conductor was that he got the car at Jack- 
sonville by order of the receiver—a car provided at the expense 
of the road—that the car went to Guyencourt and laid over one 
day and took on Judge Swayne, his wife, and his wife's sister 
and husband, and went to Jacksonville at the expense of the 
company, and Judge Swayne also testified those expenses were 

Wed. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Well, it may have been 

Mr. PALMER. If it was right for him to take two or three 
hundred dollars, it was right for him to take a thousand dollars. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. But the point I make is here: 
This is a matter that is of a trifling character well, it is not 
trifling, but it is a matter of such character that does not war- 
rant impeachment proceedings. While I would not say it was 
right and would say it was wrong, I do not believe it is of 
sufficient importance to warrant us to impeach him. 

Mr. PALMER. About how much money ought a judge to 
take out of a bankrupt court before you would impeach him? 
If you can not for $300, would you do so for $3,000? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. There is no evidence that he 
took any money out. 

Now, in reference to this question of expenses. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will permit me a moment. I 
think that nearly all the House this morning understood the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] to make the 
charge that the receiver not only furnished the car, but also 
supplied the provisions. 

Mr. PALMER. That is what I said, and I say it now. 

Mr. LACEY. On page 595 of the record the statement is 
made that the only thing that was not furnished was a small 


quantity of liquid that was in the car. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the trip to California. I was not 
talking about that trip. I was talking about the trip from Jack- 
sonville to Guyencourt. 

Mr. LACEY. He furnished all the provisions himself. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the California trip. 

Mr. LACEY. Except liquid provisions. 


Ve icteric 8 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Permit me to ask the gentleman from 
California, is there any evidence in this record showing Judge 
Swayne requested the receiver to send that special car up 
there for him at all? I read the evidence through carefully 
and it seemed to me that it was an act of courtesy and accom- 
modation on the part of the receiver. There is absolutely no 
evidence showing that Judge Swayne requested the receiver to 
bring a car to Guyencourt at all. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Here is the evidence on that 


point: 
The only time I ever came to Florida in a private car was in the 
autumn of 1893, when, at the su tion of the receiver of the Jack- 


sonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad, Mr. Durkee, the car came to 
Guyencourt and took myself and family to St. Augustine. 

It was at the suggestion of Receiver Durkee, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So that there is absolutely no evidence 
showing that the judge requested it, or even knew in advance 
that the receiver was going to do it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Let me refer to Mr. Axtell’s tes- 
timony on page 512. Of course this evidence was rushed in here 
at the very last moment. It was held back until a few days before 
this occasion, and Members have not had a fair opportunity to 
get this evidence and examine it. But Mr. Axtell in his testi- 
mony says, “ the car was passed without expenses to the receiver 
or to the railway property.” Now, I think I have taken about 
nll the time I care to take up in this matter, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I wish to state that I find the 
statement published in the Boston Globe was made by the re- 
porter of that paper, and was not an interview of Judge Swayne. 
I wish to make that correction. The figures he gave were cor- 
rect. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I never saw the Boston Globe 
or the reporter either, so I can not say. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman said that Judge Swayne 
had given an interview. It was simply written by the reporter 
of the Boston Globe, giving his conclusions, and not a statement 
of Judge Swayne. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understood he made the state- 
ment in an interview, but it appears the figures were made up 
by the reporter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And not an interview at all. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I wish gentlemen would allow 
me to quote a couple of questions and answers on page 512 in 
relation to the sending of his car—that is, the private car—to 
Guyencourt, Del. 

. There has been testimony here of the receiver's car being sent for 
Judge Swayne and his family to Delaware. Was that while Mr. Durkee 
was receiver ?—A. Yes, sir. 

.Was it within your knowledge at the time?—A. It was. 

. Do you know at whose instance it was sent?—A. The receiver sent 
it at his own instance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I ask unanimous consent for 
fifteen minutes longer. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from California 
may be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. There is one more point that I 
want briefly to mention, and that is in relation to the last 
charge that is made, on which it is asked that Judge Swayne 
shall be impeached, namely, the receiving of sums of money for 
expenses in excess of what his reasonable expenses were, and 
that upon his written certificate. 

The testimony taken since Congress adjourned discloses the 
fact, which has not been referred to either in the resolution 
passed by the House on December 10, 1903, referring the matter 
of the impeachment of Judge Swayne to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or in the specifications furnished the committee by 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar], which commands 
attention. 

Under an act of Congress approved June 30, 1896, district 
judges directed to hold court outside of their districts were en- 
titled to receive sums not to exceed $10 per day, to be paid on 
their written certificates, for reasonable expenses for travel 
and attendance upon court outside of their districts. This has 
continued to be the law up to the present time. 

On March 3, 1891, an act was passed providing that a justice 
or judge attending the circuit court of appeals “ shall, upon his 
written certificate, be paid by the marshal of the district in 
which the court shall be held his reasonable expenses for travel 
and attendance, not to exceed $10 a day.” It is charged that 
Judge Swayne, at stated times between May, 1895, and March, 


1903, when holding court outside of his district, filed a certifi- 
cate for his expenses at the rate of $10 per day and collected 
the same when his reasonable expenses were less than $10 per 
day. There is no evidence in the record showing what his rea- 
sonable expenses were, it only appearing what his hotel expenses 
were; but it is fair to presume that in most instances they were 
less than the amount above named. 

This charge, unless explained away and excused by some jus- 
tifying circumstances, is a serious one. If this money was col- 
lected by Judge Swayne with a wrongful intent, fully believing 
and knowing that he had no lawful right to the same and that 
its collection was unauthorized, then he can not be excused for 
so doing, while on the other hand, if it was collected with the 
honest and well-founded belief that it was the intention of the 
law to allow him $10 a day for expenses while absent from his 
district attending court, independent of the amount which he 
actually expended, and that this was the generally accepted 
construction of the law placed upon the statute by many of the 
district and circuit judges, of which fact he knew, and that they 
are, at least a large majority of them, so believing, filed their 
certificates for $10 a day irrespective of their reasonable ex- 
at then this is a fact which ought to be taken into consid- 
eration. 

Now, in this particular instance, while there may be some 
doubt as to the construction of the law, and my mind is not yet 
fully decided upon it, it appeared that Judge Swayne asked the 
committee to permit him to show what the usual practice was, 
to allow him to go into this mater, but that he was refused that 
right. As far as we know there are no extenuating circum- 
stances at all. He had no chance to put on witnesses to prove 
that fact. It seems to me that this is something worthy of con- 
sideration, something that we should think over carefully before 
we act. 2 

If it is true that since 1891, when the law was changed, item- 
ized statements have no longer been received or required, and 
judges do not make them out, that this Government has recog- 
nized this practice, and with a full knowledge of these certifi- 
cates for eight years have paid them, then it might be said that 
the Government itself construes this in the same way in which 
Judge Swayne himself might have construed it. It may be a 
judicial construction placed upon it, not only by the judges, 
but by the Treasury Department month in and month out 
allowing these bills for $10 a day. This seems to me to be 
the only vital question for us to pass upon. This seems to 
me the only one worthy of consideration, and I ask and hope 
that before we pass upon it we will give it careful thought 
and careful consideration. Nobody wants to see any wrong 
done. We do not care to put ourselves in a position that will 
be unjust to others. We ought to maintain, though, the law of 
the land and do our duty, but we ought,to do it fairly and 
honestly and fearlessly, and that, too, after we have had ample 
time carefully to read the law and the evidence in relation to 
the facts before us. 

Mr. Speaker, if I have any further time I reserve it for 
those in the minority. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague yield for a 
question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. I understood you to. criticise the committee 
for excluding evidence as to the practice of other judges. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. No; I said that he asked to 
do it, and it was refused; and that he had no opportunity to 
do it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, now, allow me to ask you if you did 
not sign this statement: 

to the all ractice of othe 
hun Charl au tavieieh cok os Unk eee ee 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes; I signed that. 

Mr. JENKINS (reading) : 

It would have been competent for him, when a witness in his own 
behalf, to have stated why he made those certificates. < 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS (reading)— 

As a witness, he answered and explained every other charge. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS (reading) 

This charge he made no effort, as a witness, to answer or explain. 
The inference from the record, on general principles, is that the charge 
is admitted to be true, and that he has no answer or explanation there- 


to. Whether a satisfactory explanation can be made we do not say. 
We must take the record as it stands. Upon this record, unanswered 


and unexplained, we are of the opinion that in this particular an im- 
peachable offense had been made ont. 


I said that. All I say is this, 


Mr. GILLETT of California. 


1904. 


while that might be our individual opinion, when he asked that, 
he was not permitted to show it. That is what I say. It was 
excluded. We have before us the vote in relation to it. 

Mr. JENKINS. One more question. What difference does it 
make as to what other judges were doing when the proof shows 
that in two separate cases he neyer expended for his reasonable 
expenses but one dollar and a quarter a day, and then certified 
to the Government of the United States that he had expended 
$10 per day? I want to ask my colleague this question: Was 
there any evidence from anybody showing that any other judge 
had been guilty of such corrupt practice? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. No; there was not. 

Mr. JENKINS. The only evidence that they brought before 
us was that the other judges had certified that the reasonable 
expenses were $10 a day. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Will the gentleman show me 
any evidence that shows that Judge Swayne’s expenses were 
only a dollar and a quarter a day? 

Mr. JENKINS. But the gentleman from California has not 
answered my question. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I am answering your question 
by asking another. 

Mr. JENKINS. What is the question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I ask you if you know of any 
evidence in this case, fairly before us, that shows that Judge 
Swayne only expended one dollar and a quarter a day? 

Mr. JENKINS. There is the evidence against him. There 
is his own statement. There is the evidence in three cases. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That does not prove that was 
his iture in all cases. 

Mr. JENKINS. He had an opportunity to explain it. The 
point I am making is this: Was there any evidence offered to 
show that any other judge had certified that he had expended 
$10 when the contrary was the fact? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Senator Higgins made a re- 
quest like this, and I want to read it. Now, this took place at 
the hearing, and I ask to have it go in as a part of my state- 
ment. It is on page 433 of the hearing: 

. The accounts of all the jodges pass 3 your division of the 


2 
ited States Freasu artment ?—A. Yes, 
um And as the chi of that division Fi 1. supervision, and it is 
es, 8 


your sogas inspect all of them ?—A. 8 
21 ve here that the charge as certified by Judge Swayne for 
— 95 particular number of days seems to be at the rate of $10 a day ?— 
* that usual? 
„ Is tha 
Mr. PaLunn. I do not think that is of any consequence. You need 
not answer that question. We are not trying any judge except Judge 


Swayne, The point that I make, if the committee pleases, is 


Mr. HIGGINS. 
that the action of the and judges of the courts of 


several ere 
the United States are — a judicial interpretation of the stat- 
ute—as to what it means—and that if the judges are informed to 
furnish the certificates at the rate of $10 a day it is their interpreta- 
tion of its being proper and right under the statute. 


Later on he says, on page 454: 


gay a word as to the character of this inquiry and in respect to the 
tr is erin, 


submit that there might be a desire upon the part of many Members 


of Congress, and possibly a 

tion I put before, as to the course of the j 
and as to their pasning upon the merits of this case, and in view of 
the latitude that has m allowed up to this time, that there is no 
reason why that should be excluded. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If we as individuals know 
that 75 per cent of the judges of the United States file just 
such statements as this—that their expenses are $10 a day— 
would it not be a fair inference to conclude that they did not 
spend $10 a day, but sent in the net sum of $10 a day, and that 
Judge Swayne was sending in exactly the same kind of a return 
that 75 per cent of the judges of the United States courts did? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I think that would be a fair 
inference. 

Mr. MANN. 
for a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Certainly, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman tell us whether he is in 
favor of the resolution or not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT of California. As far as the matter stands on 
this record, I signed a report the other day that upon this matter 
I thought an impeachable offense had been committed. But I 
am bringing this matter before the Members of Congress. I 
may yote differently than some other Member, I may vote dif- 
ferently from what you do, but I am discussing this state of 
facts as I understand them. 


Will the gentleman from California yield to me 
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Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman is a member of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary and has given great attention to this 
matter, and I have great confidence in him. He has made a 
report one way and a speech the other. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT of California. No; I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, I am simply speaking of these circumstances and the 
inferences that might be drawn from them, what was attempt- 
ing to be done. 

Mr. MANN. Now, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, he has made 
a report one way and a speech the other. I have great confi- 
dence in the gentleman’s ability, and I would like to know, if 
the gentleman is willing to tell the House what his opinion is, 
whether this resolution should pass or not. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. When the roll is called, the 
gentleman from California will tell the gentleman from Illinois 
how he will vote. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will pay attention to the roll call and 
vote after the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If the gentleman does so, he 
will vote correctly, and I hope he will. [Laughter.] 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the impeachment of a 
Federal judge is a most serious and solemn undertaking. Enter- 
taining this view, I have cautiously and deliberately investigated 
the evidence and the law from the inauguration of the accusa- 
tions against Judge Charles Swayne. Remembering that he has 
been an honored member of the Federal judiciary for many 
years and that he is now frosted and gray with the weight of 
sixty-eight winters on his head, is another cogent reason claiming 
my most deliberate action. The question will now recur upon 
the adoption of the resolution to impeach Judge Charles Swayne, 
which is stated as follows: $ 

Resolved, That Charles Swayne, jud 
United States in 5 for the 8 sete of Korda. . 
for high misdemeanor. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Gmxierr] has made an 
argument opposing all the substantial charges against Charles 
Swayne by the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
he maintains that there is now only one impeachable accusation 
that can be sustained by the House. He maintains that the 
charges in reference to the accounts of Judge Swayne while hold- 
ing court out of his district and in other States is the only 
charge left upon which a conviction can be had. If this case 
should be sent to the Senate without the substantial specifica- 
tions upon which the majority of the Judiciary Committee de- 
liberated for months, there would be an entire omission of the 
acts and misdeeds of the judge which clearly show his misbe- 
hayior and tyranny. Hence this House should vote in favor of 
the resolution impeaching him, carrying with it all the charges 
upon which the majority of the committee agree, in order that 
the Senate may take the evidence upon all such accusations and 
investigate every one of them and not base this case upon one 
isolated charge. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to discuss all the accusa- 
tions embraced in the majority report. Only three proposi- 
tions shall claim my attention during this discussion. The 
three points to which my argument shall be directed are: First, 
the nonresidence of Judge Swayne in the district for which he 
was appointed; second, his imprisonment of the two attorneys, 
Simeon Belden and E. T. Davis, for a supposed contempt of his 
court; third, the matter of the alleged fraudulent accounts and 
certificates of Judge Swayne against the United States, made 
while holding court out of his district. None of the other accu- 
sations reported upon by the majority of the committee shall 
be waived by me. 

The first specification reads: 

n 1.— id les Swayne, jud 

PE ny nla A 1 tere 6 Thar e A 
while he has been such judge, was a nonresident of the State of Flor- 
ida, and resided in the State of Delaware. That he never pretended 
to reside in Florida until May, 1903. That during said time of his non- 
8 such 3 i has 3 great 5 oe 
failure to hold terms of court as by failing to be in reach for the dispo, 
sition of admiralty and chancery matters and other matters arising 
between the terms of court needing disposition. 

Mr. Speaker, for what offense may a Federal judge be im- 
peached? During the fifty-seven impeachment trials in Great 
Britain, and the seven cases of impeachment before the Senate 
of the United States, there has been an overwhelming current of 
decision and opinion that a judge may be convicted and removed 
from ofice for misconduct and misbehavior, whether he has 
committed an indictable or criminal] offense or not. The au- 
thorities are everywhere sustaining such proposition. Mr. Law- 
rence, a noted authority on this subject, states the law as fol- 
lows: 

Whatever crimes and misdemeanors were the subjects of impeach- 
ment in England prior to the adoption of our Constitution, and as un- 
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derstood by its framers, are therefore subjects of im 
the Senate of the United States, subject only to the 
Constitution. 

Again, the same author holds: 


The authorities are abundant to show that the phrase “high crimes 
and misdemeanors,” as used in the British and our Constitution, are 
not limited to crimes defined by statute or as recognized at common law. 

Again, he most happily states the law relative to the impeach- 
ment of Federal judges in this wise: 

The Constitution contains inherent evidence, therefore, that as to 
judges they should be impeachable when their behavior was not good, 
and the Senate are made the exclusive judges of what is bad behavior. 

Mr. Curtis, in his History of the Constitution, lucidly states 
the true doctrine, as follows: 

But a cause for removal from office may exist where no offense 
against positive law has been committed, as where the individual has 
from immorality or imbecility or maladministration become unfit to 
exercise the office. 

Mr. Story, one of the strongest of American law writers, in 
his Commentaries on the Constitution, with convincing logic 
maintains the same doctrine. It is not amiss to quote from this 
high authority. He thus pertinently states the proposition: 

And however much it may fall in with the political theories of cer- 
tain statesmen and jurists to deny the existence of a common law be- 
longing to and applicable to the nation in ordinary cases, no one has 
as yct been bold enough to assert that the power of impeachment is 
limited to offenses positively defined in the statute book of the Union 
as impeachable high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. Rawle sustains Mr. Story in his statement of the law. 
In one brief sentence he recites the correct principle, as follows: 

Neither in Congress nor in any State has any statute been proposed 
to define Impeachable. crimes; so uniform has been the opinion that 


none was necessary, even in those States, few in number, where com- 
mon-law crimes do not exist. 


So, Mr, Speaker. I maintain that it is not necessary for an 
impeachable act to be one which violates a positive law. 
There are yarious misdemeanors violating duties of office and 
Official oath which shock the moral sense of men, and yet they 
may contravene no known or positive law of the land. 

So I assert that if a Federal judge should persist in acting a 
buffoon or clown, unbecoming his dignity upon the bench, or 
should persistently refuse to hold the regular terms of his court, 
or should insist upon receiving the verdict of six men as that of 
a jury of twelve, he would be guilty of misbehavior in office and 
impeachable, although he violates no law or positive criminal 
statute. Hence I say to this House that the overwhelming line 
of decision and precedent in impeachment trials in the United 
States and Great Britain has conclusively settled the proposition 
that a Federal judge or official may be impeached for misbe- 
havior, although he has committed no criminal or indictable 
offense. In one of the latest works on the Constitution of the 
United States these propositions are steadfastly maintained and 
upheld by Mr. Roger Foster. He exhausts the subject and 
leaves the points stated above unanswerable and unanswered. 
Hence it is here asserted that the words “ high crimes and mis- 
demeanors,” for which we are impeaching Judge Swayne, have 
the same import as the words “ misconduct and maladministra- 
tion” as the same are employed by the constitution of Great 
Britain in its description of impeachable offenses, and are only 
subject to the limitations of State and Federal constitutions. 

Research of the thousands of pages in law books and legisla- 
tive precedent clearly sustains my position. And again, it is 
undoubtedly true that the term “misdemeanor” covers every 
act of misbehavior in a Federal judge. Indeed, this very point 
was argued and decided in the impeachment trials of Judge 
Addison and Judge Chase. Recur to Article I, section 3, of 
the Constitution of the United States. It reads: 

The ju „ both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their 


services compensation, which shall not be diminished during their con- 
tinuance in office. 


The express verbiage of the Constitution prescribes that the 
Federal judiciary shall hold their offices during good behavior, 
and when such good behavior ceases the judges shall forfeit their 
high and responsible offices. The judiciary should remain forever 
in this Republic as a city of refuge for the high and the low, for 
the strong and the weak, for the greatest and the humblest citi- 
zen of the land. Every patriot should yearn for the independ- 
ence, glory, and justice of the judiciary. In the truest and best 
analysis of government it should be and remain for all time the 
palladium of American liberty. So long as the judiciary of 
this Republic is pure, untarnished by corruption, and free from 
tyranny it will be a potent factor to perpetuate our institutions 
and the best Government yet devised by men. So let this House 
hold all Federal judges to a strict accountability, requiring 


chment before 
itations of the 


them to look to the written laws of this land as the north star 
of our destiny. 

Keeping steadfastly in mind the gravity and solemnity of this 
occasion, permit me truthfully and faithfully to recite sub- 
stantially the evidence on some of the salient points involved in 
this case, These facts we do know: That Judge Swayne was a 
resident of Florida in 1885; that shortly afterwards his office 
was burned in Sanford, Fla., and he removed to the county seat 
of the same county. We furthermore know that in 1889 he 
was appointed by the President of the United States to the 
position of district judge of the northern district of Florida, 
and that in 1890 he took the oath of office, after his appoint- 
ment had been confirmed by the Senate of the United States 
and duly qualified as judge of such district. We know that in 
1895 Congress changed the lines of the northern district of 
Florida and left Judge Swayne residing in St. Augustine. It 
then became his duty to remove from St. Augustine into the 
northern district, for which he was appointed judge. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. GILLETT] contends that 
a judge holding office during good behavior is presumed to re- 
side in the district for which he is appointed. Such proposition 
can not be sustained by any good authority as law. If so, it 
would not have been necessary or appropriate for Congress to 
pass the statute requiring residence in the district. Let me call 
attention of the gentlemen of the House to the specific language 
of the statute. I shall endeavor, by evidence, to clearly demon- 
strate that Judge Swayne has never been a resident of the pres- 
ent 5 for which he was appointed. The Federal statute 
reads: 

A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in the 
cases hereinafter provided. Every such dead shall reside in the dis- 
trict for which he is appointed, and for offending against this provision 
shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor. 

He is required to reside in the district, and if he is not a bona 
fide resident of that district he is subject to impeachment and 
removal from office. In the beginning of this investigation, per- 
mit me to say, all my predilections and sympathies were in 
favor of Judge Swayne. My respect for the judiciary of my 
country is unbounded, and I was slow to come to the conclusion 
that this judge had been guilty of misconduct. But what has 
the unimpeached evidence disclosed? Appointed in 1890 to serve 
as Federal judge in the northern district of Florida, it is unde- 
niably plain that he flagrantly and defiantly violated the above 
statutes down to the year 1903; and any gentleman may take 
the record, read it from beginning to end, and it will convince 
him that Judge Swayne has never been an inhabitant or resi- 
dent of that district of Florida. The unvarying testimony is 
not controverted by a single witness that Judge Swayne would 
proceed to Florida from Delaware or some other State, hold his 
court about thirty days, and immediately upon adjournment 
“rise and fly“ to Guyencourt, Del., or elsewhere. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It is your contention that Judge 
Swayne never acquired any legal residence in this judicial dis- 
trict of Florida? à 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It certainly is my contention that he 
never acquired a legal residence in this judicial district. When 
they took St. Augustine out of his district, instead of removing 
into the district, as the law required him to do, he said: 

After consultation with my friends in Jacksonville and vicinity they 
urged me not to remove my furniture nor my family, saying that the 


next Congress would be Republican and the district would be placed 
back in its usual form. 


Mr. GILBERT. When was the boundary changed? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In 1895 the boundary was changed, 
and Judge Swayne failed to remove from St. Augustine to Pen- 
sacola or any other city in the district. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for a while, but I have not 
much time at my disposal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not the contention 
that he did not have any residence in the district? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Undoubtedly. You may take this en- 
tire record, and reading it you will find that Judge Swayne 
never moved his family into the district; that he never became 
a resident of the district, and that he simply held court, com- 
pleted the term, and hied himself away out of the district. 
Defiantly he refused to make his residence there. You can take 
the testimony of his best friends, of the chief witnesses, and 
they all testify that in every instance the only residence he ever 
aequired in the district was when he came to hold court, which 
lasted about thirty days. Then he went elsewhere after court 
had adjourned. 

Take the testimony of one of his good friends, Judge A. C. 
Blount, from whom he purchased a house in 1903. Judge 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 241 


Blount was one of his witnesses and perhaps one of his most 


In 1803 Judge Pickering was removed from office because he 


confidential friends except the lawyer and commissioner, Tuni- had violated his oath of office and disregarded Federal statutes. 


son. Judge Blount said: 

When Judge Swayne purchased a house from me in 1903 he had a 
home in Guyencourt, Del. I learned this from him and others. I have 
been on pretty friendly terms with Judge Swayne. Have had conver- 
sations with him. I heard him talk about his place in Guyencourt. 
don't know as he called it home or residence—he called it his place. 
He spoke about his horses, etc. I don't know whether he considered 
it his summer home or residence or what. 

The testimony of J. E. Wolf, who has been district attorney 
and assistant United States district attorney in the State of 
Florida, gives convincing evidence against him. This is the 
substance of his statement: 3 


I think that it was generally understood that Judge Swayne had a 
home in Guyencourt, Del., where he resided when he was not required 
to be in Pensacola or Tallahassee at terms of court. He boarded some 
with Captain Northup in Pensacola. I think he rented a residence a 
few months. When terms of court opened in Pensacola Judge Swayne 
would come, and when they closed he would go away. 

Substantially the same evidence is adduced by every witness 
called before the subcommittee, to wit, that Judge Swayne would 
come to Pensacola and hold his term of court and immediately 
leave for some other State and locality. It is true that he did 
board with Captain Northup in Pensacola while he was actu- 
ally holding court. It is a fact that in 1901 he moved his fur- 
niture into what is called the “Simmons house.” His family 
moved into the house for a brief period of two or three months, 
when they returned to Delaware. He kept his furniture in such 
house for some time. s 

Although he was a judge of the northern district of Florida 
from 1894 to the present time, he has never undertaken to qual- 
ify himself to vote in that district. He knew it to be a fact that 
in order to vote he must go before the registrar of voters and 
take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States 
and the State of Florida. He offers evidence of a feeble effort 
to qualify himself to vote by saying that he requested some one, 
not connected with the registrar’s office, to see that his name 
was placed on the list of voters for the county in which Pensa- 
cola is situated. The whole record sustains the proposition that 
Judge Swayne has overridden the statute of the United States 
requiring his personal residence in the district for which he is 
to act as judge. This statute was passed to require actual, bona 
fide residence for the convenience of the inhabitants of the dis- 
trict and the litigants in the court. 

As to what constitutes a legal residence I shall not exten- 
sively argue, but content myself with stating that the able and 
exhaustive argument just delivered by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Crayton] is most convincing, and 
demonstrates beyond the peradventure of a doubt that Judge 
Swayne never acquired a legal residence in the northern dis- 
trict of Florida. In the broadest acceptation of the term, he 
was only a temporary sojourner, a transient, fleeting inhabitant 
of the district only while his court was actually occupied trans- 
acting the business therein. And on this charge he should be 
impeached and removed from office. Permit me to substan- 
tially recite the testimony of one or two other witnesses. 

©. M. Coston, an attorney from Pensacola, states substan- 
tially: ; 

I do not suppose that he held court more than a month at any tim 
say from two to five weeks. His residence here consisted 
only of the length of time it required for him to come here and hold 
court and go away. 

Capt. W. H. Northup, of Pensacola, testified substantially as 
follows: 

I have heard Judge Swayne speak of his home at Guyencourt. 

George P. Wentworth, of Pensacola, testified substantially: 

Judge Swayne boarded with Captain Northup at the Escambia Hotel 
and sometimes stopped with the clerk. * lle occupied the old 
Simmons residence. His family came down there while court was 
being held and went back to his place at Guyencourt, Del. His resi- 


ogg in Pensacola was generally limited to holding terms of court 
ere. 


The next proposition I wish to discuss is the one of the al- 
leged contempt in Judge Swayne’s court by two attorneys, 
Simeon Belden and E. T. Davis. Mr. Belden is a former 
speaker of the house of representatives of the State of Louisi- 
ana and was attorney-general of that State, and is a distin- 
guished citizen over 70 years of age. He and Davis were 
arraigned before Judge Swayne on the charge of contempt 
solely because the judge imagined his dignity had been offended. 
He surrounded himself with a blaze of glory and assumed to 
himself more power and prerogatives than the satraps of old. 
In all my researches of tradition and judicial history never 
have I found evidence so convincing of the tyranny and oppres- 
sion of a petty, provincial judge, who sets himself up as a ver- 
itable dictator and autocrat. Mr. Speaker, we have had seven 
impeachment trials before the Senate of the United States. 
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He was found guilty of the four charges against him and lost 
his high office. The next Federal judge impeached by this body 
was in 1831. Judge Peck, a district judge in the State of Mis- 
souri, was arrainged and tried before the United States Senate. 
His imagined dignity had been offended by an Irish lawyer 
named Lawless. Lawless was counsel in a case instituted be- 
fore the judge which had been decided and appealed to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States.. The judge had rendered his 
decision, and some time after the judgment of his court had 
caused to be printed what he termed his opinion. 

Lawless, in a mild and dignified communication in a St. Louis 
paper, criticised this opinion of the judge. For this published 
criticism of his opinion, Judge Peck had him brought before him 
on a charge of contempt, committed him to prison, and dis- 
barred him for eighteen months. Without a trial by jury, disre- 
garding the constitutional rights of every citizen, this judge 
placed the stigma of a criminal upon this practicing attorney’ 
and denied him the right to pursue his profession for eighteen 
months. In the trial before the United States Senate Mr. 
Buchanan, who was afterwards President of the United States, 
was one of the managers on the part of the House. In his argu- 
ment before the Senate he most ably discussed the law of im- 
peachments and delivered one of the strongest and most lu- 
minous legal arguments on that branch of our jurisprudence to 
be found in the books anywhere. r 

Mr. Buchanan predicted that it would be many years before 
another Federal judge would be impeached for thus punishing 
a citizen for contempt. In this respect his judgment was er- 
roneous. While the impeachment failed in the Senate by a vote 
of 22 to 21, it was only a few brief years until Federal judges 
commenced to again harass, imprison, and maltreat citizens 
and attorneys in their courts. The example furnished by this 
case was not sufficient to deter judicial tyrants from trampling 
under their feet the rights of lawyers and citizens. That trial, 
however, had one salutary effect: It aroused sentiment against 
the encroachment of the Federal judiciary and inspired a de- 
termination to control and restrict them in their powers and 
jurisdiction. Upon the termination of this trial Congress passed 
an act setting upon the jurisdiction of Federal judges in con- 
tempt cases exact limits. Such has been the law of contempt 
from that day to this. 

Judge Swayne we.) knew this act of 1831, and if not, he is 
grossly ignorant of one of the elementary rules that govern his 
court and should be removed for incompetency and lack of legal 
knowledge. In that year Congress made a statute on contempts 
so plain and specific that the wayfaring man, though a fool, 
might thoroughly understand it. Still Judge Swayne, who has 
occupied his exalted position upon the Federal bench for fifteen 
years, blandly pleads that he was ignorant of this statute that 
has been invoked so often in the United States. If he has not 
learned his power and jurisdiction within fifteen years, to punish 
a citizen or a lawyer for contempt without the right of trial by 
jury, it is high time that this body should call him to task and 
send this case where appropriate punishment can be adminis- 
tered to him for his acts of injustice, misbehavior, and corrupt 
conduct. . 

Mr. Justice Field, in 1873, in delivering the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, construed the statute of 
1831 and plainly reiterated the law of punishment for contempt 
before Federal courts. This decision must have been known to 
Judge Swayne; otherwise his lack of knowledge of the leading 
case on contempt is a sad commentary on his judicial ability. 
It is not amiss to quote a few lines from that opinion, as follows: 


The power to punish for contempts is inherent in all courts; its 
existence is essential to the preservation of order in judicial proceed- 
ings, and to the enforcements of the judgments, orders, and writs of the 
courts, and consequently to the due administration of justice. The 
moment the courts of the United States were called into existence and 
invested with jurisdiction over any subject they became possessed of 
this power. But the pore has been limited and defined by the act of 
Congress of March 2, 1831. 

The act in terms roe to all courts; whether it can be held to 
limit the authority of the Supreme Court, which derives its existence 
and powers from the Constitution, may perhaps be a matter of doubt; 
but that it applies to the cireuit and district courts there can be no 
question. These courts were created by act of Congress. Their powers 
and duties depend upon the act calling them into existence or subse- 
quent acts extending or limiting their jurisdiction. The act of 1831 
is, therefore, to them the law speci ing the cases in which summary 

unishment for contempts may be inflicted. It limits the power of 

ese courts in this res to three classes of cases: First, where 
there has been misbehavior of a person in the presence of the courts, 
or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice; second, 
where there has been misbehavior of any officer of the courts in his 
official transactions; and, third, where there has been resistance or 
disobedience by any officer, party, juror, witness, or other person to 
any lawful rocess, order, rule, decree, or command of the courts. 

As thus seen, the power of these courts in the punishment of con- 
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tempts ean only be exercised to insure order and decorum in their 
presence, to secure faithfulness on the part of their officers in their offi- 
cial transactions, and to force obedience to their lawful orders, judg- 
ments, and processes. 

In the act of 1831 it is provided that a judge might fine or im- 
prison for contempt of his court, but under no circumstances, 
however flagrantly his imagined dignity might be violated, can 
he fine and imprison. This penalty is provided for in the stat- 
ute so clearly, and discussed by Mr. Justice Field in the case 
referred to, that if Judge Swayne was not aware of the statute 
and decision his career as a jurist for fifteen years has been, 
indeed, barren and unsuccessful. But in the face of this statute 
and this decision he flagrantly violated their provisions by 
fining and committing to prison the two attorneys, Belden and 
Davis. On the 15th day of February, 1901, there had been filed 
in his court a case styled “ Florida McGuire v. The Pensacola 
City Company.” 

After the filing of this suit in Judge Swayne’s court a rumor 
became current and general that the Judge had purchased block 
91 of the land in controversy. The rumors became so definite 
that there was left no doubt in the minds of the public and 
counsel for the plaintiffs that Judge Swayne had purchased a 
part of the land involved. Whereupon counsel addressed to 
him a letter at Guyencourt, Del., asking him to recuse himself, 
because of the fact that he had contracted for or purchased 
block 91 of this land. Far be it from me to do him an injus- 
tice, but let any man intelligently read the record and he must 
come to the deliberate conclusion that in some way, either by 
himself or through his wife, he became interested in block 91 
after the litigation had been instituted in his court. 

The fact is patent from a perusal of the record. Judge 
Swayne declined to recuse himself, and said in his first state- 
ment after reaching Florida and opening court that a “ rela- 
tive” of his had purchased a part of the land in question, and 
that he had got hold of the deed and returned it to the vendor. 
_ In this statement he only referred to the “ relative,” not saying 
who the relative was. On the next day, or several days there- 
after, in court he called up the counsel for the plaintiff in the 
McGuire case and said that the relative he had referred to 
yesterday or the day before was “his wife,” and stated that 
she had paid for the land with funds inherited from the estate 
of her father in Delaware. 

The evidence of his best friend, Judge W. A. Blount, perhaps 
the foremost lawyer of the State of Florida, is most persuasive 
and convincing against Judge Swayne. He and Judge Swayne 
were intimate friends, and Judge Blount was the friend who 
moved that contempt proceedings be instituted against Belden 
and Davis. Belden and Davis had simply asked, as they had a 
right to do, after hearing of the current and well-founded ru- 
mors that Judge Swayne had purchased a part of the land in 
controversy, that he recuse himself and not try the case, because 
by virtue of his interest, or his wife’s interest, In block 91 he 
was clearly disqualified as a judge. He declined to do so and 
grew furious and indignant. Let us deal with him justly. 

Take the evidence of his good friend, Judge Blount, who de- 
fended his outraged dignity and originated the contempt pro- 
ceedings. He tells us that when Judge Swayne opened court, 
or a day or so thereafter, counsel for Florida McGuire being 
in the room, Judge Swayne stated that he had received a letter 
from some of them asking him to recuse himself, because he 
had purchased a piece of the land which was a part of the land 
embraced in the Florida McGuire case; that he had not pur- 
chased any such land; that his wife had negotiated for the pur- 
chase of a part of this tract, through him, but when the deed 
was sent to close the trade he saw it was a quitclaim and he 
asked why a warranty had not been given. The reply by Wat- 
son & Co., Edgar’s agents, was that the reason a warranty 
deed was not given was because the land was in controversy 
in this suit and he did not care to give a warranty. Judge 
Swayne, learning this, caused the deed to be returned, and that 
while there was not a formal application to recuse himself he 
would try the case. 

Neyer once did Judge Swayne hint that he returned the deeds 
because the land was in litigation in his court, but because a 
warranty deed was not given and a quitclaim had been for- 
warded to him. If a warranty deed had been sent he would 
have retained it, apparently, although block 91, which he was 
purchasing, was in litigation in his court. This is the fair and 
legitimate inference from his statement, his acts, and the evi- 
dence of his good friend, Judge W. A. Blount. Belden and Davis 
had asked him to recuse himself on the trial of the McGuire 
case. He came from Guyencourt to open the November term of 
his court in 1901. 

When the attorneys for the plaintiff in the case appeared in 
the court room he called them up and stated that he would not 
disqualify himself in the case because a relative of his had pur- 


chased the land. He held himself not interested, although a rela- 
tive was interested. He failed and refused to communicate to 
the counsel for the plaintiff who this relative was on the first 
day it was mentioned. However, he told them on the 11th of 
November that the relative was his wife. Why did he not make 
this announcement at the first and say that his wife had bar- 
gained for or purchased block 91, which was in litigation in his 
court? The merest tyro in the law knows, without the submis- 
sion of a single argument, that the judge had no right to try 
the case and that he was clearly disqualified. There is an ex- 
press statute in the State of Florida to the effect that anything 
which disqualifies a juror to sit in the case will also disqualify a 
judge to try it. Judge Swayne knew of this statute, if his . 
ignorance of Federal statutes and decisions did not extend to 
State statutes and decisions in the State of Florida. 

Mr. GILBERT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Just for a moment. 

Mr. GILBERT. I want to know just how much time inter- 
vened from the time he disclosed the fact that it was a relative 
of his until it came out in the testimony that it was his wife? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. According to several of the witnesses 
it was from the 5th till the 11th of November, 1901. This rela- 
tive had purchased the land. The so-called “relative” was his 
wife, and yet he held that he was qualified to try the case. 
Was it his “relative,” or was it his “ wife?” These are perti- 
nent inquiries. No; it was neither. 

The testimony shows, and it is in this record, that as a matter 
of fact he had bought upon credit, and was to give his note and 
mortgage, and the most significant fact of all is revealed in the 
letters which Mr. Hooten brought into court, showing that a 
blank note and mortgage were sent to Judge Swayne for him to 
fill in the amount of it. In other words, he was purchasing the 
land at his own price, without any price being named by the 
vendor. There is evidence to the effect that the Judge purchased 
block 91 on credit, and that he was to give his notes and a 
mortgage on the land in payment for the same; but for some 
reason best known to himself the proceedings for the sale of 
the land were suddenly terminated, although letters, deeds, 
notes, and mortgages had been forwarded to and fro between 
him and the real estate agents in Pensacola who were interested 
in the land in litigation in the McGuire case. 

In spite of all that he would try the case as a “most just 
judge.” Although he stated from the bench that a relative had 
purchased the land, and later that the relative was his wife, he 
had returned the deed to the real estate agents not because of 
the litigation, but solely because it was a quitclaim and not a 
warranty deed. Still his imaginary dignity is offended when 
an upright attorney suggests to him his own disqualification, and 
such attorney is forthwith charged with contempt of his court. 
Contempt on the part of this attorney would be a mild term; in- 
dignation, injustice, and outrage would have been feelings more 
compatible with a true lawyer's ethics and sentiments. To this 
distinguished judge no injustice should be done, but I say to 
you that for this one act alone, as revealed and photographed in 
this record from beginning to end, his judicial ermine, which he 
has disgraced, should be stripped from his shoulders. He 
should be dragged from his high place of power, and an upright 
and honorable judge should fill his station. 

Later on in the trial of this case, when it was subsequently 
refiled, after the first dismissal, he charged the jury to return a 
verdict in favor of the title to the land of which he had pur- 
chased a part. Such history and such acts on his part are pe. 
culiarly significant, and perhaps have a deeper meaning than 
that revealed on the surface of the record. Judge Swayne avers 
that he could not tell from the description of the land contained 
in the pleadings in the Florida McGuire case that block 91 was 
a part of it. Permit me to call to your notice that this lack of 
candor of the gentleman on trial here in this statement indicates 
a glaring lack of fairness on his part. He solemnly states before 
the subcommittee that the land as sued for by McGuire and 
others is described as follows in the petition: 

Certain 1 or piece of land known as the Gabriel Rivas plat, con- 
5 — te è acres, more or less, in the eastern portion of the city of 

Whereas the pleadings in that case reveal that his statement 
is not true and that the land is described in it as follows: 


Certain parcel or piece of land known as “the Gabriel Rivas tract,” 
containing 2623 acres, more or less, in the eastern portion of the cit: 
of Pensacola, Escambia 8 State of Florida, mostly in section 


township 2 south, range 29 w 

In a matter of detail like this propriety would require that in 
making his statements before the subcommittee of the Judi- 
ciary Committee that he should accurately state what the de- 
scription was as contained in the original pleadings and not 
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curtail or change the descriptions given in the papers of the 


case. 

Mr. JAMES. What was the judgment he rendered in this 
case? ` 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will tell you in a moment. Later 
on, upon the second institution of the suit for the same land, 
he gave a peremptory charge to the jury to return a verdict in 
favor of the title of the claimaints against Florida McGuire and 
others. It appears that he endeavors to mislead the House by 
stating that he could not understand that it was a part of the 
Rivas tract, and gave the description in his statement as being 
bona fide, when it was not a correct description, as found in the 
original papers filed in the case. What next occurs? Belden 
and Davis, upon learning of his supposed interest in the land 
by reason of his purchase, ask him by letter and in person to 
recuse himself. He declined to do so. On Saturday evening at 
5.30 o'clock he announced that on the following Monday he pro- 
posed to take up the McGuire case. 

His court met at 10 o'clock. The criminal docket was being 
tried and about to be completed Saturday night. There were 
fifty or more witnesses in the McGuire case to be summoned 
for Monday morning. There would be no time to have process 
issued Monday morning and get the witnesses in court. The 
Judge knew that and would try the case whether or no, and 
would not hold himself as being disqualified. Up to this time, 
Saturday evening at 5.30. E. T. Davis had not been of counsel 
in the McGuire case. When Judge Swayne made the an- 
nouncement that he would try the case on Monday morning, 
Belden and Paquet met and agreed together to bring suit in the 
State court of Escambia County, Fla., against Judge Swayne 
for the purpose of trying his title to block 91 of the land in 
litigation. 

They believed, and seemingly had a right to do so, that it 
was he who bad purchased the land and not his wife. At 
least there was a well-grounded suspicion which caused the 
attorneys to most seriously question his statements. Saturday 
evening late Belden and Paquet associated E. T. Davis, an at- 
torney of Florida, with them for the purpose of instituting a 
suit in the State court against Judge Swayne. These three 
gentlemen brought the suit in the State court against him for 
the possession of the land and for rents and mesne profits, 
amounting to something like a thousand dollars, which is the 
usual allegation in ejectment cases. On the following Monday 
morning Davis, who had not been an attorney in the McGuire 
case, appeared before Judge Swayne and asked for the dis- 
missal of the McGuire case. The order of dismissal was 
granted by the judge and entered. 

Judge Swayne says that he does not contend that counsel had 
no right to sue him, but complains of the manner in which the 
suit was brought. If there was any contempt in the institution 
of this suit it was a contempt of the State court and not of the 
Federal court, and Judge Swayne had no right or jurisdiction 
to punish in his court acts committed in another court. He 
objects to the manner in which they approached the throne and 
sued the Judge. They would not do as he would will it; they 
did not come with smiles and bouquets when they instituted the 
case against him in the State court. They simply charged that 
he was interested in the land, and they were exercising a con- 
stitutional right to sue an interested party, although he occupied 
the position of Federal judge. 

When the McGuire case was dismissed Judge W. A. Blount, 
one of the most intimate friends of the judge, arose and said 
that Belden, Davis, and Paquet were guilty of contempt of the 
court in instituting a suit in the State court of Florida. He filed 
no affidavit, as the law requires, although the supposed contempt 
was committed out of the presence of the judge. Belden and 
Davis were arraigned before Judge Swayne on the charge of 
contempt and had a brief trial, wherein the judge denounced 
them and abused them from the bench, and said that their acts 
“ created a stench in the nostrils of the people of Florida.” He 
used epithets, his manner was not temperate, as befits a just 
judge on such an occasion; but he was acrimonious, violent, 
vindictive, and tyrannical. He transcended his legitimate pow- 
ers, spat upon the statutes of the United States and the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court on contempts, and entered a judg- 
ment fining, imprisoning, and disbarring two attorneys who had 
exercised a constitutional privilege. 

Upon the suggestion of his amicus curiæ, he remitted the sen- 
tence disbarring them from the practice of their profession. He 
should have known that he could only fine or imprison, yet he 
imposed the extreme penalty of fine and imprisonment. He op- 
pressed them maliciously and vindictively, according to every 
fair inference of this record. On habeas corpus Belden and 
Davis carried their cases before Judge Pardee at New Orleans. 
The court at New Orleans held that they could not question the 


jurisdiction of Judge Swayne, but inasmuch as he transcended 
his power it would hold that he could not fine and imprison 
them for contempt, and would give Belden and Davis the alter- 


native of either paying the fine or going to prison. In pursuance 
of the judgment of Judge Pardee, Davis paid the fine and es- 
caped imprisonment. Belden, although he was over 70 years of 
age, went to jail and served his sentence. 

Still Judge Swayne, in his cooler moments, when his con- 
science should have been aroused and his better feeling as a 
judge revived, did not recall his unjust and vindictive judgment. 
He resented the action of the attorneys for asserting a legal 
right, and punished them strictly as a partisan and not as a judge. 
The proof is overwhelming that he oppressed them and har- 
assed them as no Federal judge should ever be permitted to do. 

There is another contempt case in this record which, it seems 
to me, makes an impeachable ground against Judge Swayne. He 
oppressed, punished, and perhaps sent to his death one O'Neal, 
who happened to fall a victim to his tyranny and wrath, because, 
forsooth, he had become involved in a difficulty with a trustee 
in bankruptcy in his court in a matter altogether foreign to the 
duties of such trustee as an officer of the court. In that case he 
again showed his malice and spleen and clearly transcended his 
prerogatives as a judge. 

Let me briefly advert to the atcounts of Judge Swayne while 
holding court out of his district. For many months he was de- 
tailed to hold court at points in Alabama, Texas, and perhaps 
other States. While he was thus absent from home holding court, 
the law provides for his expenses as follows: : 

For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 10 Per 
directed to hold court outside of their districts not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be d on written certificates of the judges, and such pay- 


ment shall be allowed the marshal in settlement of his account with 
the United States. 


This is the act of Congress of 1896. It is agreed that Judge 
Swayne made and signed on each and every occasion the cer- 
tificates required by law before receiving the payment of $10 
per day for reasonable expenses“ for holding court out of his 
district. He never charged less than $10 per day for such ex- 
penses, although in Waco, Tyler, and Dallas, Tex., his expenses 
ranged from $1.25 to $3 per day, and his traveling expenses from 
Pensacola could not possibly have exceeded $50. His actual 
expenses were much less than $10 per day, and in every instance 
he certified the amount of $10 as being his reasonable expenses. 
Since 1896 he has held court many months outside of his dis- 
trict, and for so doing he has drawn from the Treasury over 
$7,000, while his actual expenses have not exceeded $3,000. In 
violation of the statute he has drawn from the Treasury more 
than $4,000. 

For making this false and fraudulent account he should be 
impeached and removed from office. In Waco, in 1895, he held 
court thirty days and drew from the Treasury $300, although 
his actual expenses were much less than that amount. In 
Dallas, in 1896, he held court forty days and drew from the 
Treasury $400, although his actual expenses little exceeded 
$100, if that. In Waco, in 1896, he held court eighteen days 
and drew from the Treasury $180, although his actual expenses 
were little more than $1 per day. In Dallas, in 1896, he held 
court thirty-six days and drew from the Treasury $360, while 
his reasonable and actual expenses were much less than that 
amount. In Waco he held court twenty-eight days and drew 
from the Treasury $280, although his reasonable and actual 
expenses were little more than $1 per day. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], in a colloquy to-day, 
suggested that this $10 allowance was “compensation,” but 
the law denominates it as being “for reasonable expenses.” 
No law of Congress could constitutionally authorize a Federal 
judge to receive more pay than his legal salary. The Constitu- 
tion itself expressly provides— 

The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, * * 2 shall 
at stated times receive for their services compensation, which shall not 
be diminished during their continuance in office. 

At stated times they must receive their compensation, and it 
has been fixed by law as their legal salaries. The Constitution 
does not authorize them to draw this compensation as a salary 
under the pretext of reasonable expenses. 

The Constitution does not permit a Federal judge to secure 
his salary under statutes providing for expense accounts, but au- 
thorizes that the salary shall be fixed by law. Under the law 
prior to 1896 judges were allowed money for_actual expenses, 
but the act of 1896 was more stringent and requires that they 
incur only reasonable expenses. Under the old law the ex- 
penses might have been unreasonable; now they must be rea- 
sonable, and so certified. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already detained the House beyond the 
limit of my time, and in a few moments I shall conclude my re- 
marks. After reading this testimony and hearing some of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


witnesses, I assert that a perusal of the record will convince any 
unbiased, unprejudiced Member of this House that Judge Charles 
Swayne should be sent before the high court of impeachment. 

Not upon the separate question of his fraudulent accounts, 
but upon all his wrongful acts as a judge in Florida, which 
demonstrate that he has been a petty tyrant there, openly defy- 
ing the people and refusing to make his residence among them. 
He should be sent before the Senate, in order that they may be 
able to investigate his acts in the Belden and Davis contempt 
cases, in the O'Neal case, and in the Hoskins bankrupt case, 
where he sat on the bench and saw an old man who could not 
read or write, worth $40,000, owing only $10,000, plundered by 
a coterie of attorneys. And when the old man appealed to him 
for a trial, without a suggestion from anyone, he looked down 
from his place of power and said: You had better get together 
in this case.” He intended to imply by such suggestion: “ Mr. 
Hoskins, you pay over to these attorneys, Calhoun and Boone, 
$1,000 each, as blood money, as a fee, and all the costs of bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, and then your property will be released.” 

All these combined acts reveal his perfidious record as a 
judge. They make plain that he must have known of the cor- 
rupt conduct of the attorneys going on under his very eyes. He 
should go before the Senate of the United States on all these 
propositions, and then if he had another or a better defense 
than he has given to the Judiciary Committee, which has re- 
ported unanimously against him, if his escutcheon as a judge 
be unstained, he can clear himself before the Senate and before 
the American people. [Applause.] 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, as the hour is 
late, it is my purpose to only speak briefly upon this resolution. 
It appears that the Judiciary Committee have, by a unanimous 
vote, reported that the respondent, Judge Swayne, has committed 
an impeachable offense. A majority of that committee have re- 
ported that he has, in their opinion, committed several impeach- 
able offenses. For the purpose of the discussion which is now 
before the House, it seems to me that it is immaterial at the 
present time to enter at any great length into a discussion of 
whether all these charges constitute impeachable offenses. The 
real question which is before this House and upon which we will 
be called to vote is the question whether the respondent ought to 
be impeached. The question of whether he shall be impeached 
upon one or more articles is a question that must be setiled at 
some future day. At the present time the question is whether 
the resolution of impeachment which has been repdrted by the 
majority of this committee shall be adopted. This House has 
no constitutional power to pass upon the question of the guilt or 
the inocence of the respondent. He is not on trial before us. 
We have no right to take from him the presumption of innocence 
which he enjoys under the law. All we have the right to do is to 
say whether there has been made out such probable cause of guilt 
as to entitle the American people to the right to have the case 
tried before the Senate of the United States. Even if we vote 
` this resolution, we do not take from him the presumption of 
innocence. He is entitled to enjoy that, so far as any action of 
ours is concerned. We simply say by voting this resolution 
that the people are entitled to have this cause tried before the 
tribunal which under the Constitution is ordatned for the pur- 
pose of trying cases of this character. We say that and we say 
no more. There has been a somewhat lengthy discussion to- 
day as to whether certain offenses charged here are impeachable 
offenses. I assume, Mr. Speaker, that we shall have the oppor- 
tunity to discuss those questions later on. We shall have the 
opportunity to discuss the question whether the act of Judge 
Swayne in the Davis and Belden case constitutes an impeach- 
able offense or not. We shall also have the opportunity later 
on to discuss the question whether the act of the respondent in 
the O'Neal case constitutes an impeachable offense or not. 

Those are questions which can be considered at a future 
time better than now. I assume, however, that this discussion 
has taken the broad range that it has in order that this House 
might be fully acquainted with the evidence which was pre- 
sented to the committee. Now, the evidence which came before 
the. subcommittee came both from the complainant and the 
respondent. The evidence that was offered in behalf of the 
respondent was offered as a mere matter of courtesy and not 
as a matter of right. We are sitting here, as has already been 
said, as the grand inquest- of the nation. We are exercising 
the functions of a grand jury, nothing more. We can not pass 
at this time upon the question of the innocence or guilt of the 
respondent. All we can do is to ascertain whether or not this 
cause is worthy of trial before that body which, under the Con- 
stitution, has exclusive authority to hear it. In other words, 
the question is this: Has there been such a case made out; has 
there been cause shown sufficient to entitle the American people 
to the trial which the Constitution provides? More than that 


we are not called upon at the present time to determine. I 
am of the opinion it is the duty of this House, upon all the 
evidence, to vote the resolution of impeachment. I reached 
that conclusion with the greatest reluctance. For nearly thirty 
years I have enjoyed pleasant and harmonious relations with 
the members of the judiciary of my circuit and State. No 
American lawyer can review the long list of distinguished and 
eminent jurists which Massachusetts has given to the service 
of the State and the nation without feeling an increasing pride 
in the profession to which he belongs. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
we all agree that our bias as lawyers—and the majority of this 
House are lawyers—is in favor of the judge against whom the 
accusation has been made. If the path of duty in this particu- 
lar case was beset with donbt, I would gladly accord the benefit 
of the doubt to the respondent; but to my mind the path of 
duty is clear. 

The seventeen members of your Judiciary Committee who have 
studied this question, and studied it with care, have reached 
the conclusion that the respondent has, at least, committed one 
impeachable offense. I am aware that rumor has it that this 
prosecution was instigated by the political enemies of Judge 
Swayne. I can not believe that well founded. When I voted 
for the original report I was not advised as to which political 
party the respondent belonged. I did not then and I do not 
now consider that question of any importance. Whatever his 
political views may be they neither injure nor benefit his right 
of protection. All that I ask, all that Judge Swayne asks, is 
that if he is to have a trial it is to be a trial upon the evidence, 
and the evidence before the proper tribunal, and that is all 
that any American citizen insists upon. If we vote this resolu- 
tion we simply vote that this case shall go forward to trial. 
The question of the innocence or the guilt of Judge Swayne is 
to be determined by another tribunal over which we exercise 
no influence, and a tribunal that will examine every question 
and the evidence and reach a just and correct conclusion. I 
want to say, however, before I sit down just one word with 
reference to the exercise of that tremendous power known as 
the power of punishing for contempt. The resolution now be- 
fore us is a resolution of a most serious and far-reaching char- 
acter. We shall have an opportunity when we come to discuss 
the articles upon which the impeachment is to be based to 
take into consideration to what extent the people have given to 
the courts the power to protect their dignity and independence, 
We shall also have an opportunity to determine the rights of the 
people and the prerogatives of the courts. Now, it is claimed 
in this particular case that the power which was vested in the 
office of judge has been abused, and it is claimed that this re- 
spondent has exercised a power beyond that which the law con- 
ferred upon his office. To my mind the most serious charges 
against the respondent are those charges growing out of the 
O'Neal case and the Belden and Davis case. 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that there is proof that the respond- 
ent, by false certifications, has taken from the Treasury of the 
United States several thousand dollars which properly did 
not belong to him. That if it amounts to anything it was the 
obtaining of money belonging to the people by false pretense. 
I know that there is evidence here that this respondent made 
use of property in the custody of his court for his personal con- 
venience and enjoyment at the expense of the creditors of a 
bankrupt corporation. I think that those two propositions have 
been proven, but to my mind the most serious proposition is 
something that does not involve the property rights of the 
American people or the property rights of any railroad corpo- 
rations. It strikes deeper than that. It involves the liberty of 
American citizens [applause], and I shall be surprised when 
this question is fought out, this evidence is examined, when the 
question of articles of impeachment comes up, if this House does 
not reach the conclusion that the most serious charge against 
the respondent is, first, the ONeal case and, second, the Belden 
and Davis case. I say that because to my mind those are the 
two most serious charges against the respondent. I feel to- 
day, and I have felt all the time while this question was under 
discussion, that there was a misconception upon the part of 
many lawyers here as to what those cases were. 

I do not propose at this time to undertake to discuss the evi- 
dence relating to those cases. I want, however, that this House 
should bear in mind that the power to imprison for contempt 
is, to say the least, a very dangerous one, never to be exercised 
except for the best of reasons, and then well within the author- 
ity conferred, for the protection of the dignity and the authority 
of the court. We have conferred that power in the belief that 
it never would be exercised except for the best of reasons and 
for the sole purpose of preserving the dignity and the authority 
of the courts.. [Applause.] This question of imprisonment for 
contempt is one that has been under discussion for years in 
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this country. What does it mean? It means that any Member 
of this House or any American citizen can be sent to prison by 
a member of the judiciary without the safeguard of being 
tried by a jury of his peers. Now, that is a tremendous power. 
It is a dangerous power. In my State it never is exercised 
except for the best of reasons and for the sole purpose of pre- 
serving the independence and the dignity of the judiciary. 
Now, I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that I believe this House 
will reach the conclusion that in the O’Neal case and in the 
case of Belden and Davis that it was exercised in disregard 
of law. That it was exercised by the judge, who, at the time, 
breathed forth malice toward his victims and violated a law 
that was plain and explicit. Before him in the Belden and 
Davis case was that statute which said he might fine or he 
might imprison, but he could not both fine and imprison. 
What did he do? He both fined and imprisoned; disbarred 
these members of the court for two years, thereby attempting 
to ruin their reputation and deprive them of the means of earn- 
ing their living. Yet that statute which he violated was a 
statute plain and explicit. He knew that it had been construed 
by the United States Supreme Court—that clause as to 
whether he could both fine and imprison—yet, in violation = 
a plain and explicit reading of the statute, d 
opinion of the Supreme Court, he fined, imprisoned, and din 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Both Belden and Davis were attor- 
neys in the general practice of law, were they not? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I understand so—one in 
Florida and one in Louisiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did either of these attorneys call at- 
tention to the fact that the judge did not have the power both 
to fine and imprison at that time? 5 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do not know that they 
were in a position to call attention to that fact. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did any attorney? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do not think they were 
permitted to do so. I do not think they even called the judge’s 
attention to the fact that he did not have a right to disbar 
them. The very man who prosecuted them gave his opinion to 
the judge that he had gone much further than the law permitted 
him. Why do you disbar these men? You ought not to do 
that; but you may fine and imprison them.” So far as it ap- 
pears these two lawyers had been told by the judge that they 
were a stench to the nostrils of the people; that they were ig- 
norant. They stood, no doubt, dumb. They did not know what 
sentence might be imposed upon them. He was irritated, ap- 
parently full of malice at that time, and they did not ask him 
what he was going to do. They did not discuss the law. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman said that Judge Swayne 
said that he knew the law, that he could not fine and imprison, 
and that he knew the Supreme Court had construed it. Will 
the gentleman state where this appears in the record? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think that is a fair pre- 
sumption. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But you stated it as a fact. If it is, 
will you point me a place in the record where it appears? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. There is a presumption that 
every man knows the law. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And that is the basis of your state- 
ment? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. And I believe that a mem- 
ber of the judiciary must be presumed to know the law. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that all the foundation you have 
for the statement of fact that you haye made, as going to prove 
the knowledge of the man? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do not think I said that. 
I said he was bound to know. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Tou said that he did know. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. If I stated he did not know 
I would charge him with ignorance, and I am not permitted to 
charge Judge Swayne with ignorance, because I know that he 
is a ae capable judge, so far as legal attainments are con- 
cern 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You charge him with ignorance of an 
opinion, and make an assertion of fact that is not sustained by 
the record. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I presume the court must 
have known of the existence of such a statute and must have 
known of the construction of that statute by the Supreme 


Court; certainly he was presumed to know. Every man is 
supposed to know what the law is, and he was presumed to 
know it when he was about to violate a statute which had 
been construed by the Supreme Court. 

But I have already taken, perhaps, all the time I ought to 
take in this discussion. 

I believe it to be the duty of this House, when these articles 
of impeachment come before it, to examine the evidence care- 
fully, and to reach the conclusion as to all the articles upon 
which the respondent ought to be impeached. I had rather, 
so far as I am concerned, see the impeachment go forward upon 
the broad ground that he has abused his power, as I believe he 
has. Why, to my mind, we might forgive him if he had stolen 
five or six thousand dollars of the money belonging to the 
American people; but I am never ready to forgive any judge 
who has willfully taken from the American people the liberty 
which the Constitution guarantees. [Applause.] And I be- 
lieve that we shall reach the conclusion that this is a case that 
ought to go forward for trial. That is the only question before 
us. If we believe there is probable cause, and that the people 
ought to have an opportunity to have this case tried, then it 
becomes our duty to send it forward for trial before the proper 
tribunal. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I quite 
agree with my distinguished friend as to the circumstances 
under which this House should vote to sustain the resolution 
pending before it. I do not think it is a question altogether of 
probable cause. I agree, however, that it is a matter that ad- 
dresses itself to every man’s conscience and judgment, and he 
should exercise them here independently, fairly, and honestly. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I can not vote for any specifi- 
cation or any charge unless, in my judgment, the Senate of the 
United States, upon the record as it stands here before us, would 
be required in honor and in conscience to find the charge sus- 
tained. That may be too drastic a rule, but I can not, so far as 
I am concerned, evade the operation of that rule. It is not my 
purpose, Mr. Speaker, to enter upon a detailed discussion of the 
various propositions relied upon to sustain this resolution. I do 
not agree that when the House comes to consider the questions 
which seem to be relied upon by my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Powers] with such zeal, upon a fair analy- 
sis of the facts, the House will vote to sustain a specification 
based upon the suggestion of the question of contempt in either 
case. I am not going to discuss it in detail now. I do not agree 
with the majority of the committee in any of the items upon 
which they rely, except the last item. I do not agree that the 
gentlemen representing the majority of this committee have suc- 
ceeded—mark you, have succeeded—in stating the rightful con- 
clusions in relation to the other charges. Nor do I agree that 
they have succeeded in stating the facts as they are disclosed by 
this record in connection with those other charges. But I am 
not going into a discussion of this question now. Later on, if 
the House should adopt this resolution, the time will come when 
it is for the House to say, in the exercise of its intelligence and 
its judgment, what the specifications shall be. 

I do not propose to discuss them for the further reason that 
it is my purpose, when the question is taken upon this resolu- 
tion, to vote in favor of it, and I want to give the House, for a 
moment, the reason that I have for so doing. I do it solely 
upon the ground of the last specifieation—the using of a false 
certificate for the purpose of receiving money from the Treas- 
ury of the United States. And it is because I feel bound by the 
record as it stands before us to yote for this resolution for that 
reason that I do not consider it now essential to discuss the 
other reasons that have been relied upon in argument. If we 
reach that stage, as I understand the orderly method of pro- 
cedure, if the House in the exercise of its wisdom adopts this 
resolution—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand the gentleman to say 
that he is willing to submit the charge on the question of the 
fraudulent account. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am coming right to that. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then, if the-gentleman believes that 
Judge Swayne acted fraudulently in making those accounts, 
does he not think these other specifications would throw light 
on the intent of Judge Swayne in the account matter? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not think this House, in an im- 
peachment proceeding, grave as it is, will undertake to present 
to the Senate of the United States and stand before this country 
upon the proposition that it is necessary to rely upon the atmos- 
phere created by unsustained charges in order to sustain a 
charge that is valid in its character. That is the way I answer 
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that. I do not believe in recognizing the validity of a proposi- 
tion that is not sustained for the purpose of creating in the 
mind of any tribunal, either this one or the Senate of the United 
States, any element of prejudice or passion against the man 
charged. He is entitled to be judged when it reaches the Sen- 
ate of the United States. If I understand the law of this land, 
which has been so affectingly referred to by my distinguished 
friend, who seems to labor under the impression that in some 
way or other the law has been abused by this man under some 
circumstances—if I understand the law he is entitled to be 
judged upon the specifications’ filed, and the evidence under 
each specification is to be relied upon alone for the purpose of 
establishing that specification. I do not believe that an un- 
founded specification or the evidence relied upon to support it 
can be imported into the case in order to support a good specifi- 
cation. That is my view of that. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Nor do I believe that an unfounded 
specification should be so presented. 

Mr. LITTLEFIBLD. That, I think, answers the gentleman's 
proposition. Of course this is a matter that every man must 
exercise his judgment upon. Personally, I will not vote for a 
moment to sustain any specification that I do not believe the 
Senate of the United States on its oath and its conscience on 
this record would not be bound to sustain as established beyond 
a reasonable doubt. That is my attitude in connection with 
that. I may be wrong, but I am obliged to be governed by it. 

Now, I want to say just a word or two about this last specifi- 
cation. I think this House is entitled to the benefit of the 
work and the investigation of this committee and a fair state- 
ment from the committee of the reasons that have produced the 
conclusions which we have reached. 

Upon the record in this case there is no question but that 
Judge Swayne, since 1896, has uniformly certified for his travel 
and attendance and his “reasonable expenses” $10 per diem. 
There is no question upon the record in this case but that at 
least in several instances, and the latest in 1903, only last year, 
the only amount that he could have expended for his board and 
sustenance while attending court for forty-one days is $1.25 a 
day. There is no evidence in this case as to what Judge 
Swayne may have expended for travel going from his place of 
residence or wherever he may have been to Tyler, Tex., and 
return; but upon any hypothesis it could not have exceeded 
sixty or seventy-five dollars, so that there can be no question 
but that the issue is squarely raised upon this question of the 
false certificate, and it runs all along during that period. 

Now, what is the law in relation to the question of false cer- 
tificate? 1 am simply stating my belief, so far as I am con- 
cerned. I certainly hope that no man in this House will feel 
that I am urging him either to sustain or to refuse to sustain 
this resolution. I think it is beneath the dignity of any man 
on this committee to urge that proposition upon this House. 
Later on, if I have occasion in the discussion of the items 
which are involved, I will give the House my reasons, and then 
let every man say what he ought to do without any urging or 
any pressing from me, either one way or the other. 

Now, what is the law in relation to these certificates? The 
statute in general terms expressly prohibits a judge from re- 
ceiving anything by way of compensation in addition to his 
stipulated salary of $5,000 a year. Up to 1896, after 1881, 
there appeared in the various appropriation bills an appropria- 
tion for the judicial department, an appropriation which pro- 
vided for the payment of expenses of district judges when 
sent into other districts for the purpose of holding court under 
direction of the proper authority. The Comptroller of the 
Treasury held under that language in the appropriation bill 
that there was payable to the district judges under such cir- 
cumstances simply their actual disbursement for expenses. 
They were required to certify them in detail. That is up to 
1896. 

In the appropriation bill of 1896 there appeared for the first 
time the language which I can quote in substance, near enough 
for the purpose of the point I want to make—the language 
under which the judges have since been paid. To my mind the 
only question for us to determine, or at least for me to deter- 
mine, is, assuming the existence of the legislation, which simply 
authorizes the payment of the actual expenses up to 1896, How 
is it affected by this new legislation? 

. Mr. LACEY. Let me interrupt the gentleman right there. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will wait until I fin- 
ish this sentence. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to make a correction. I want to state 
that prior to 1896 the act of 1891 was passed, using the same 
identical language as to the court of appeals. It provided that 
the court of appeals should have expenses for travel, and was 
in exactly the same language that was passed in 1896 and had 


‘House and are not within my personal knowledge. 


been in force for five years, and the circuit judges, sitting in 
the court of appeals, had been drawing $10 a day in this circuit 
and all other circuits, and consequently, when this act was 
passed in 1896, we had five years of construction of the same 
identical language. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That may be so. I want to state 
frankly that the history of that statute never has been called to 
my attention. I do not question the gentleman’s statement 
about it. 

I am calling attention to this legislation. What the facts 
are as to that statute I do not know. I think perhaps I ought 
to say here in all fairness that I do not think it is fair to as- 
sume that because judges haye on file a certificate showing the 
payment of $10 a day that they have not disbursed that sum of 
money. I do not wish to discuss facts that are not before the 
I will say 
this: I have no doubt in the case of many judges that $10 a 
day does not equal the sum they actually expend. So that it is 
quite obvious that upon the statement of $10 per day, without 
giving further facts necessary to establish the proposition, it is 
not quite fair to assume, in discussing this in the presence of 
the House and before the country, that every judge who has on 
file a certificate showing expenses of $10 per day has exceeded his 
actual disbursement, because there is no evidence of that fact, 
and no man can fairly assume it in the absence of the evidence. 

I will resume the history of this legislation. The Comptroller 
held that under the legislation prior to 1896 only actual dis- 
bursements could be paid. In 1896 there appeared in the ap- 
propriation bill for the first time the language under which 
these certificates in controversy have been paid, at least since 
1896. The only question in my mind is this: Taking the legis- 
lation which by the construction of the Comptroller simply 
allows the payment of actual expenses, what did the new legis- 
lation do? Did it enlarge, or did it narrow or restrict the 
operation of the language of the previous legislation? As I 
understand, the appropriation of 1896 provided that the expen- 
ses should be “reasonable.” So I am obliged to conclude that, 
although they might have been actual, if they were in excess of 
“reasonable expenses“ they would not be authorized, because 
they could only certify to reasonable expenses. The language 
“expenses ” alone is used in a previous appropriation, and in 
the appropriation for 1896 we find the language “ travel and at- 
tendance.” Expenses is a general term and would probably in- 
clude everything that could be called expenses. I find it limited 
in 1896 by travel and attendance, and then the further limita- 
tion of “not to exceed $10 a day.” All of which will be nar- 
row and restrict the operation of the statute, minimizing the 
discretion that existed under the previous legislation. 

Then the judge is authorized to certify in accordance with 
the provision of the statute, and his certificate is taken by the 
disbursing officers as importing absolute verity, and therefore, 
I suppose, we have the right to assume and perhaps the right 
to demand, and I feel that we have, that the certificate should 
import actual verity. I can not help the conclusion, so far as 
I am concerned—though I may be wrong about this, and I do 
not undertake to force it upon the judgment or intelligence of 
any other Member of the House—that this statute of 1896 is 
narrower and more restricted in its construction than the legis- 
lation that existed prior to that time. Now let me read, for 
the information of the House, a section of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States which to my mind, although I somewhat 
regret it, but I can not help feeling, has more or less of a dis- 
tinct bearing upon this whole subject as to the magnitude of 
the offense and its character. 

Sec. 5438. Every person who makes or causes to be made, or presents 
or causes to be presented, for payment or approval, to or by id paren 
or officer in, the civil, military, or naval service of the Unit tates, 
any claim upon or against the Government of the United States, or any 
department or officer thereof, knowing such claim to be false, fictitious, 
or fraudulent, or who, for the purpose of obtaining or aiding to obtain 
the payment or approval of such claim, makes, uses, or causes to be 
made or used, any false bill, receipt, voucher, roll, account, claim, cer- 
tificate, affidavit, or deposition, knowing the same to contain any fraud- 
ulent or fictitious statement or entry, or who enters into 8 1 rary 
combination, or conspiracy to defraud the Government of the Uni 
States, or any department or officer thereof, by obtaining or aiding to 
obtain the payment or allowance of any faise or fraudulent claim, or 
who, having charge, possession, custody, or control of any money or 
other public property used or to be u in the . naval sery- 
ice, who, with intent to defraud the United States or willfully to conceal 
such money or other property, delivers or causes to be delivered, to an 
other person having authority to receive the same, any amount of su 
money or other property less than that for which he recelyed a certifi- 
ente or took a receipt, and every person authorized to make or deliver 
any certificate, voucher, receipt, or other paper certifying the receipt of 
arms, ammunition, provisions, clothing, or other property so used or to 
be used, who makes or delivers the same to any other person without a 
full knowledge of the truth of the facts stated therein, and with intent 


to defraud the United States, and every person who knowingly purchases 
or receives in pledge for any obligation or indebtedness from any sol- 


dier, officer, sailor, or other person called into or employed in the mili- 
tary or naval service any arms, equipments, ammunition, clothes, 
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tary stores, or other pub! 


He 
wing the 


roperty, such soldier, sailor, officer, or 
other person not ha’ ran 


t right to pledge or sell the same, 
<7 person so offending in any of the matters set forth in this section 
shall be imprisoned at hard labor for not less than one nor more than 
five — or fined not less than one thousand nor more than five thou- 


It will be noticed that it does not require the qualification of 
intent to defraud; simply actual knowledge of falsity. While 
I do not like to reach the conclusion, I am bound to say that I 
am driven to the conclusion that we can not quite hold, if the 
reeord discloses an offense under this section, that it is de mini- 
mis non curet lex; that it is to be ignored as a trifling matter. 
At least, that is the way I feel. Of course, every other man 
must exercise his own judgment. Now, what are the facts in the 
case with reference to this before the committee?—and I hope 
the House will realize and appreciate it. If I apprehend it 
correctly, it is the duty of this committee on this great subject 
to not only investigate thoroughly and give full and free oppor- 
tunity to be heard, but to report its conclusions, and give the 
House its reasons upon any of these questions involved. Now, 
the facts are that Judge Swayne was a witness before the sub- 
committee. He answered and explained every charge before 
that committee except this charge. We all know that the gen- 
eral rule is that when a man meets a complaint involving 
several items and fails to answer one item and answers the 
others the irresistible conclusion is that there is no answer to 
the one, and when he explains five and fails to explain the 
sixth the same inference necessarily follows upon the record. 
Now, it is true that Judge Swayne, through his eounsel, offered 
to show that the general practice in the United States upon the 
part of district and circuit Judges was precisely like the prac- 
tice in which he engaged. ‘There is no dispute about the facts 
of the certificate. There is no dispute about the fact that only 
$1.25 in some instances was paid. Now, that testimony, in my 
judgment, was rightly and properly exciuded, beeause I do 
not believe that a controversy between other people could be 
inquired into affirmatively as a matter of original evidence by 
Judge Swayne by way of exculpation. I think it would be 
clearly res inter alios acta. 

I do not know of any rule—of course I may be mistaken 
about this—that would authorize the introduction of that testi- 
mony as an affirmative proposition. Yet I have no doubt that 
Judge Swayne, if he had desired to do so, could have been 
heard before that subcommittee to give the reasons why he 
signed this certificate, and if those reasons Involved the fact 
that, within his knowledge, there were other judges situated 
in like manner, who had uniformly given that same construc- 
tion fo this legislation, or if it involved the fact, as it might 
possibly, that he had signed that certificate on the suggestion 
of the marshal, for instance, that it was the custom and prac- 
tice of the judges to sign in the same manner, I have no doubt 
but that evidence would have been admissible on his part for 
the purpose of showing, so far as he could show—I am not 
saying whether he could do ft successfully or not—that he 
signed the certificate with an honest intent, without any inten- 
tion of wrong, or that the construction that he placed upon it 
was one that he could fairly place upon it. But he was before 
the committee and failed to do so. It was open to the com- 
mittee, although his counsel did not ask him that question, to 
so inquire; but I submit that the committee could hardly have 
done it with great propriety, beeause he was present—not only 
in person, but by counsel—controverting the greatest crime that 
could be alleged against him. It may be—I do not know what 
the fact Is—that his counsel, for reasons of his own, did not 
desire the explanation made and, therefore, did not allow ft to 
be made, and if that was the feeling of counsel ft would have 
been an outrage upon the rights of Judge Swayne for a man 
on that committee to have insisted upon making him at that 
time, in this stage of these proceedings, disclose his reasons 
therefor. Now, I simply have this to say: I do not know what 
will appear when this case reaches the United States Senate, 
in case this House Impeaches and places this man before that 
body, but I do not quite see how, on this record, as it stands 
here, the Senate of the United States could fail to sustain this 
charge, unanswered and unexplained. 

Now, I go further, as the minority views indicate. I do not 
say that Judge Swayne may not be able at the proper time 
and in the proper place, in his judgment selected, to give a rea- 
son that may satisfy the Senate of the United States that this 
charge can not be sustained. But your committee was con- 
fronted. with this proposition. Here was the evidenee and here 
was the statement of the respondent taken in his own behalf, 
and I must say, so far as I am concerned, I can not reach any 
other conclusion than the conclusion I have reached, and that 
is upon the record unanswered and unexplained. I am obliged 
to vote, and I shall vote when the time comes, to sustain this 


resolution. Later, if there is oceasion and the House desires it 
and will give me a hearing, I will try to express in my weak 
and feeble way some views I have upon the other proposition, 
as to which I not only do not agree, but I absolutely disagree 
from beginning to end with my distinguished friends who have 
taken the other side of this controversy. 

Mr. PALMER and Mr. LAMAR of Florida rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. PALMER. I rose for the purpose of giving notice that I 
shall move the previous question after Mr. Lamar concludes his 
address. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the 
House but a very few moments, because I see that this debate 
has taken a more extended range than is necessary, considering 
the fact that the entire committee has recommended the resolu- 
tion for the impeachment of Judge Swayne. It is not to be as- 
sumed that when the entire Judiciary Committee of this House 
submits a resolution to impeach a judge for corrupt conduct, 
after that committee has been in charge of making Investigation 


of his conduct for a year, and having the entire evidence before 


them, that this House would pretend to vote against that reso- 
lution. I assume, therefore, that the resolution to impeach will 
pass—will be voted upon affirmatively. When it comes to the 
further question of specific charges against Judge Swayne, then, 
Mr. Speaker, I shall ask to prefer the charge and conclusively, 
to prove it to every fair-minded man in this House that he is a 
tyrannical and a corrupt judge. 

J was glad to hear, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts lay small stress, comparatively, upon his 
the Federal Government, small stress compared with the offense 
of perseeuting some of the citizens of Florida. And I was very 
glad, Mr. Speaker, that it eame from a State outside of the sec- 
tion In which I live. I was glad to hear the voice also of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania upon the same line, for I declare 
to you, Mr. Speaker, and I am acquainted with the general 
politieal history of my State, I am acquainted with the general 
reputation of Judge Swayné in-my State, I am acquainted with 


the men who were sworn before that committee in that State 


and out of it, and I declare to you, as far as my word is worth 
anything with this House, that the highest and best testimony, 
of the highest and best men sworn in that case, fixes upon Judge 
Swayne the character not only of a corrupt judge, but, worse 
still, of a tyrannical judge. Judge Swayne has been denounced 
by the legislature of the State of Florida twice for his corrupt 
conduct—in 1903 and in the year 1893, an intervening period 
of ten years. This judge bas been denounced by the State of 
Florida twice. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I congratulate this House and the coun- 
try, and especially the people of the State of Florida, that we 
have got one ground upon which we can all stand to impeach 
Judge Swayne. He has muleted the Federal Government out 
of money that now ought to be in the Federal Treasury. I am 
glad that the people of Massachusetts and Maine and Cali- 
fornia ean meet the people of my State upon the common 
ground that he is a violator of the law. But the charge of 
falsely certifying his accounts is a small and puerile charge 
compared with the charge I lay against him and for which the 
people of the State of Florida have denounced him, through 
their legislature, and that is that under the specious pretext of 
administering justice he has administered the Federal court in 
the northern district of Florida in the private interest of his 
own individual private hates and in the individual monetary 
interests of attorneys before his court; that there is a corrupt 
collusion between Judge Swayne and at least one attorney in 
his court to secure litigation to the one and revenge to the 
other that stamps Judge Swayne with infamy. That is the 
charge. 

There is no indirection about that charge, so far as I am 
concerned, and I will undertake to prove it upon the floor of 
this House or forfeit its respect. 

But, as I stated, I do not consider this the time to bring forth 
the proof; but in a general way I will undertake to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that Judge Swayne is under the corrupt domination of 
a corrupt man, and that Judge Swayne himself is corrupt, and 
that these two have conspired in the State of Florida to perpe- 
trate the most villainous wrongs upon the people of that State, 
and all under the guise of legal discretion. The pretext is made 
that he might make a mistake in a matter—that he might err 
here and err there. Everybody concedes, Mr. Speaker, that a 
judge may sometimes honestly err. But who believes that an 
honest man of ordinary intelligence will or cam err when the 
facts are so plain before him that a fool can not err? And that 
is the charge I lay against this corrupt judge. 

I have nothing further to say at this time. When the charges 
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and specifications come up I desire to submit my views upon the 
question pending. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. Before moving the previous question, I move 
to add to the resolution, after the word “high,” the words 
“crimes and,“ and add the letter “s” to the word “ misde- 
meanor;” so that it will read: 

Resolved, That Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, be impeached 
of high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. PARKER. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “ Resolved” and inserting 
“That Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United States 
in and for the northern trict of Florida, be impeached of high crimes 
and emeanors.“ 

Mr. PARKER. I make the point of order that in my judg- 
ment the previous question is not to be directly ordered upon a 
question of high privilege of this sort. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees no reason, even without the 
precedents, why the House can not, if the majority desires, by 
vote order the previous question; but the Chair is informed that 
the precedents are numerous upon this subject. The previous 
question is in order. 

Mr. PALMER. I move the previous question on the passage 
of the resolution as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
the previous question on the resolution and the amendment 
thereto. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PARKER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 198, noes 61. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the reso- 
lution read as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will 
again be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Swayne, ju of the district court in and 
tees 3 district of Tioridas 8 of high crimes and 
misdemeanors. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Patmer, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. PALMER. I move the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion, and send it up to the Clerk's desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

inted to go to the Senate, 
aan ot ine Nay thureat ti she marae oe 1 Hoss of Representatives and 
of all the people of the United States, to impeach Charles Swayne, 
judge of the district court of the United States for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in office, and to 
acquaint the Senate that the House of Representatives will in due time 
exhibit particular articles of impeachment against him and make good 
the same; and that the committee do demand that the Senate take order 
for the appearance of said Charles Swayne to answer said impeachment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sends 
the following resolution to the Clerk’s desk, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven be appointed to prepare and re- 

ne, jud the dis- 
ort Sot othe uted Bates for he northern Stel of Flos, 
with power to send for persons, papers, and records. 4 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] be kind enough to explain to 
the House what has been the practice heretofore in matters of 
this kind? 

Mr. PALMER. In all cases, except the Belknap case, the prac- 
tice has been to appoint a special committee to prepare the arti- 
cles of impeachment to be brought in and be voted upon by the 
House. In all cases I haye found since the foundation of the 


Government down to date, except the Belknap case, that has been 
the course pursued. In that case the Judiciary Committee in- 
vestigated the case and practically brought in the articles in 
their report, so that it was purely a formal matter to have the 
Judiciary Committee formulate the charges and specifications. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I notice that the resolution, may it 
please the Chair, proposes to clothe this committee with power 
to send for persons and papers. Is that simply following the 
form that has been heretofore used? r 

Mr. PALMER. That is simply following the form that has 
been adopted heretofore. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does it seem to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that it would be proper to confer upon this new 
committee that authority and power? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, it might be that the committee might 
need to send for somebody to get some light. I do not know. 

Mr. LACEY. Would it be proper for that committee to send 
for those papers, which the Judiciary Committee refused to 
allow to be examined, as explanatory of this question of pay- 
ment of per diem? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know that the committee declined 
to send for any papers, and I do not think it will do any harm 
1 leave that in. It has always been inserted in similar resolu- 

ons. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course the gentleman from lowa 
Mr. Lacey] understands that the record shows that that action 
was taken by the subcommittee. Now, I want to make this sug- 
gestion, if the Chair please. 

As I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania, up to the 
time of the Belknap trial, the practice has been to refer the mat- 
ter to a special committee for the purpose of formulating the 
charges and specifications. I do not know-that the course has 
been such as to establish a precedent that should not be departed 
from. At least it was departed from in the Belknap case. Now, 
I want to make this practical suggestion, if the Speaker please. 
The Judiciary Committee have spent a very great deal of time 
in the investigation of this case, and I suggest whether the 
House would not be likely to get as good results from the Judi- 
ciary Committee, familiar as they are with the facts in this case, 
although their conclusion might not be unanimous, as from a 
new committee that would take, or at least ought to take, rela- 
tively, quite a considerable time for the purpose of preparing the 
charges, and whether the House would not be entitled to haye 
the judgment of either the majority or the minority of the com- 
mittee that have given time and investigation to this case, who 
have, of course, indicated more or less their opinion. 

I do not wish to obscure that fact at all, but merely to sug- 
gest whether the House would not receive fully as good or bet- 
ter results by action of that kind. In order to raise that ques- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike from the resolution the 
words“ committee of seven“ and to insert in place thereof “ the 
Committee on the Judiciary.” - 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “a committee of seven is appointed and insert “the 
Committee on the Judiciary be empowered.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the best prac- 
tical result can be obtained by appointing a select commit- 
tee. It must be obvious to every Member of the House that the 
Judiciary Committee is hopelessly divided on this question as 
to what Judge Swayne should be impeached for. The House 
has decided to impeach him. Now, if a select committee is 
raised, they will take up the testimony and report to the House 
articles which in their opinion can be sustained by the testi- 
mony, and then the House can intelligently pass on the subject. 
If this question goes to the Judiciary Committee, inevitably 
there will be two reports, about eleven men standing by one 
and the balance of the committee standing by the other. For 
that reason it seems to me it would be more rational and that 
we could get better results by the appointment of a select com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania think 
that there ought to be a committee that would be anything in 
the nature of a packed committee? 

Mr. PALMER. No, I suppose the committee will be appointed 
by the Chair, and I do not imagine that anybody in this House 
would for a moment dream that the Speaker would appoint a 
packed committee. [Applause.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Of course not; but I understood the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to say that the Judiciary Committee 
was divided on this subject—upon the various articles of im- 
peachment—and he wanted the motion to prevail so that there 
might be a unanimous report. It strikes me that the House is 
divided on the question upon what articles of impeachment this 


1904, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


249 


man should be tried upon before the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee ought to represent both sides of this question and all 
branches of it. I have no doubt the Speaker would take that 
into consideration, but it seems to me that there would be no 
objection to referring it to the Judiciary Committee because, as 
the gentleman says, they represent different sides of the ques- 
tion. It seems to me all the more desirable to refer it to a com- 
mittee that takes that view of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Let us get some fresh blood into this commit- 
tee, Let us get somebody that is not excited over it; somebody 
that can take a calm and dispassionate view of the whole sub- 
ject and formulate the charges upon which this man is to be 
tried. The Judiciary Committee has got pretty hot over it. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the amendment to the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD) there were 113 ayes and 140 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Pater, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, 
joint resolution of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution construing the act for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser as carrying an appropriation. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 5567. An act to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, 
California, certain lands therein described and to attach to and 
include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Bagnes, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 14468. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 65. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian Tonua 4, 1905. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred | to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 5567. An act to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, 
California, certain-lands therein described and to attach to and 
include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserye—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEE. _ 

The SPEAKER announced as the committee to carry the im- 
peachment before the Senate the following: 

Mr. PALMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. JENKINS of Wisconsin, 
Mr. Gitxert of California, Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, and Mr. 
SmirH of Kentucky. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit, for the information of the Congress, the Fourth Annual 
Report (with appendices) of the Governor of Porto Rico, covering the 


period from July 1, 1903, to June 30, 1904. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


WHITE HoUsE, December 13, 1904. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. SNook, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 


the case of H. R. 15948, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, the House (at 5 o'clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
i were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional 
papers in the claim of Julian Pedrera—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting re- 
ports of inspections of disbursements and transfers of officers of 
the Army received in the office of the Inspector-General during 
the past fiscal year—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oree following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 16445) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
ciencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 16446) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,’ approved July 1, 1898, as 
amended by act approved February 5, 1903, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 16447) to increase the pensions 
of those who have lost both feet or been totally disabled therein 
in the military or naval service of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16448) to amend an act to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs or been totally disabled 
therein in the military or naval service of the United States, 
passed March 2, 1903—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16449) to 
incorporate the American National Red Cross—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16450) to authorize certain 
changes in the permanent system of highways, District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16451) for the opening of a connecting 
highway between Water Side drive and Park road, District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 16452) to amend and reenact 
section 714 of chapter 12 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 16453) to provide for the use 
of vessels of the United States for public purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 16552) to revive and 
amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 
erty and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts 
within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16553) to protect free labor and the indus- 
tries in which it is employed from the injurious effects of conviet 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) 
to appropriate certain moneys to reimburse the Territory of 
Hawaii for expenditures made for certain improvements on pub- 
lie works—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 394) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to inform the House of Rep- 
resentatives in regard to the Indian trust funds—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows : 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16454) grant- 
ing a pension to William Mayer—to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 16455) granting a pen- 


‘| sion to Howard P. Ketcham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 16456) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo Douglass—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 16457) granting an increase 
of pension to Herbert S. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16458) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo B. Fish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16459) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Amos B. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16460) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen L. Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16461) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary R. Neville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16462) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Abraham Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 16463) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Franklin Taylor—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 16464) granting an increase 
of pension to Austin Handy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16465) granting an increase of pension to 
Constantine P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16466) granting a pension to Harriet Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16467) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16468) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Hammett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 16469) for the relief of 
James G. Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16470) for the relief of Laura J. Dills—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16471) granting a pension to Martha C. 
Watkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16472) granting a pension to Frances A. 
McQuiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16473) granting a pension to John R. 
Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 16474) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver MeFadden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 16475) for the relief of Annie 
T. Jones, widow of Jonathan L. Jones, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 16476) granting an increase 
of pension to P. P. Toale—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. à 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 16477) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William Ostermann—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 16478) for the relief 
of George Weathersbee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 16479) for the relief of Isaac 
W. Busey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16480) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16481) granting an increase of pension to 
F. M. Halbritter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16482) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Edmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16483) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Sileott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16484) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Flumm—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16485) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Samuel Gordon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16486) granting an increase of pension to 
Parmenas A. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16487) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman Stanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16488) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Reagan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 16489) granting a pension 
to William Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16490) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Maple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16491) 
for the relief of Robert G. Carter, United States Army, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16492) for the relief of 
Malinda S. Gray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 16493) granting a pension 
to Anna Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 16494) to refer to the 


Court of Claims the claim of John S. Armstrong for compensa- 
tion for loss of wheat in 1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 16495) granting a pension 
to Lucinda Stamper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16496) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16497) correcting the military record of 
Levi Carpenter and granting him a pension—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16498) correcting the military record of 
Henry Craig and granting him a pension—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16499) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Green Yeiser—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16500) granting an increase of pension to 
Fuller B. Errickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 16501) granting an 
increase of pension to George Jaggers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. R 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 16502) granting a pension 
to Henry Rader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16503) granting a pension to Dillion 
Asher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16504) granting an increase of 
pension to L. L. Lowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 16505) granting a pension to 
Frances F. Mower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 16506) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16507) granting a pension to Daniel Car- 
ter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 16508) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ferdinand Weise—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16509) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert J. Olds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 16510) to remove the restric- 
tions upon the alienation of lands in Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 16511) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry J. Otto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16512) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Ridgeway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 16513) granting an 
increase of pension to Enoch McCabe—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16514) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert W. Patrick—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16515) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Herbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16516) granting an increase of pension to 
William Mays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16517) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Liebrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16518) to correct the war record of Ed- 
ward J. Gallagher, late first lieutenant Company G, Thirty-third 
eee Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16519) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Quick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 16520) granting an increase 
of pension to George D. Street—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16521) granting a pension to Georgia A. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 16522) granting a pension 
to Emma J. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 16523) for the relief of 
Maj. E. W. Halford, paymaster, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 16524) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy B. Stratton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 16525) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry A. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16526) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Caton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16527) granting an {increase of 
pension to Francis A. Heath—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 
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Also, a bill (I. R. 16528) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 16529) for the relief of 
J. V. McDaniel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 16530) granting an increase 
of pension to William P. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16531) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16532) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16533) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Greenlee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16534) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16535) granting a pension to Blanche Doug- 
lass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 16536) granting a pension 
to Mary Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16537) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Mailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Spradling—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16539) for the 
relief of the drafted men of Pendleton and other counties in the 
State of Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16540) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie Orr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 16541) for the relief of 
Lawrence Collins and Edward J. Flanigan—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16542) to correct the record of Harrison 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16543) for the relief of Daniel Leary—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16544) granting an increase of pension to 
Varner G. Root—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16545) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Bradt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16546) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Van Bergen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16547) for the relief of 
Z. T. Taylor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 16548) granting an 
increase of pension to Hamilton Se Cheverell—to the Comimttee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 16549) 
for the relief of the heirs of Dr. J. B. Owen—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 16550) to complete the military 
record of James A. Sams, and for an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 16551) granting an increase 
of pension to William Morris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of 107 citizens of the United 
States, asking an appropriation to pay depositors of the defunct 
Freedman’s Savings Bank—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lawrence, Mass., in favor of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers accompanying bill granting a 
pension to Herbert S. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BENNY: Petitions of Division No. 53, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Jersey City, N. J., and Division No. 
157, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Jersey City, N. J., 
favoring pensions for locomotive engineers who served during 
the civil war—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Seth Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Constantine P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Austin Handy—to the Committee on Pensions 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15819, granting a pension 
to Testus H. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of James C. Blair, of Com- 
pany H, Eighteenth, and Company G, Fourteenth Illinois In- 
fantry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Frances 
Amanda MeQuinston, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Martha C. 
Watkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of homesteaders on Rosebud Reser- 
vation, asking extension of sixty days’ time to perfect required 
improvements on land, owing to unfavorable weather—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of certain business men of Lititz, 
Pa., urging the passage of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Solomon Spalding—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Mailey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15608, preventing the 
sale of intoxicants on certain days in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of W. E. Winton and 55 other 
residents of Ithaca, Gratiot County, Mich., for a constitutional 
amendment making polygamy a breach of the national law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. W. Wright and 70 other citizens of Alma, 
Mich.; the Monday Club, of St. Louis, Mich., and the Woman’s 
Club, of Big Rapids, Mich., in favor of a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy_—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Edmond—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of 
Frederick M. Halbritter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of church members of Schaghti- 
coke, N. Y., in favor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of Parmenas A. Norton, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct the military record 
of Samuel Gordon by remoying the charge of desertion—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition in favor of the OSENG bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: Affidavits in support of bill 7 5 R. 16353 
for relief of the Society of the United Brotherhood in Christ to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of the grand jury of United 
States district court of Porto Rico, on the necessity of public 
buildings for Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Rey. George 
F. Beecher and twenty-eight others, of Gloucester, Mass.; 
Woman's American Baptist Home Mission Society, of Salem, 
Mass., and Mrs. Helen L. Willmonton, of Manchester, Mass., in 
favor of a constitutional amendment-prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Henry Crocker and others, 
of Windsor, Chester, Andover, and Weston, Vt, in favor of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Papers in support of bill for the relief of 
Henry C. Snyder— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petition in favor of bill H. R. 13778, to 
increase the power of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
for the purpose of securing equalities of rights of transporta- 
tion for all citizens over the interstate railroads of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Farwell & Rhines, of Water- 
town, N. Y., praying for the enactment of bill H. R. 7775—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFBAN: Petition of Daniel Carter for increase of 
pension by special act of Congress in lieu of pension he is now- 
receiying—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Grand Camp of the Arctic 
Brotherhood, demanding elective representation in Congress for 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, memorial of the Travelers’ Protective Association, in 
favor of amending the bankruptcy laws—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. B. Parsons, president of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York, calling the attention of 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee to the importance of com- 
pleting the work at Point Judith Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition and memorial of Leroy Noble, to 
accompany bill H. R. 16126, for the relief of Leroy Noble—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of A. F. Bumpus and others, asking 
for increase of pension for Henry J. Otto, of Kirksville, Mo.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions and affidavits to accompany application of 
Sarah J. Ridgeway for pension—to the Committee,on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Woman’s Missionary Soci- 
ety of Mansfield, Mass., in favor of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Warren Avenue Baptist 
Church, of Boston, Mass., in favor of an investigation by this 
Government of conditions in Kongo State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Michigan, in fa- 

vor of A constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of Susan E. Cheney and others, of 
Boston and Dorchester, in favor of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, relative to the barkentine Andromeda—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, relative to enlarging the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
relative to the port of Honolulu, Hawaii—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the chamber of commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, relative to the harbor of Oakland—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. i 

Also, resolution of the chamber of commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, relative to the erection of a military depot in San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the chamber of commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, relative to proposed improvements at the Presidio Mili- 
tary Reservation—to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. D. Morse and 
25 other citizens of Butler, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 1377 
known as the Hearst bill, to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, affidavit to accompany bili granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Caton, captain Company F, One hundred and 
fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of several citizens of Texas, ask- 
ing that an increase of pension be granted to James McCorkle, 
formerly a member of Company K, First United States Naval 
Volunteer Engineers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Maritime Association of New 
York, favoring improvements at Point Judith Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the chamber of commerce of Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring the introduction of the pneumatic-tube system in But. 
falo, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of J. V. McDaniel, of Pecan 
Gap, Tex., for payment for property confiscated by the Union 
‘Army in 1863 to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of William P. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Pomona Grange, No. 10, of Warren County, 
Pa., asking for establishment of a parcels post—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Pomona Grange, No. 10, of Warren County, 
Pa., against repeal of the Grout Act—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 

“favoring a report of statistics relating to marriage and divorce 
laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16423, 
for relief of Emma Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
bill for relief of the heirs of Dr. J. B. Owen, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16168, 
for relief of Isaiah H. McDonald, late lieutenant, United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bill to correct the mili- 
2 record of James A. Sams- to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Hightstown (N. J.) Grange, No. 
96, Patrons of Husbandry, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, December 14 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kran, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


COMMITTEES OF “THE SENATE. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to present a privileged 
resolution, which I ask may have immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the membership of the after-named committees, for 
the resent Congress shall be as follows, to take effect December 15, 


90: 

On the Jud .—Messrs. Platt of Connecticut ae . 
of Wyoming, Fair Nelson, McComas, N tchell, Booms 
Bacon, Pettus, 9 Blackburn, and Patterso: 

On Interoceanic Canals.—Messrs. Mitchell chairman), Platt of New 
York, Millard, psa Dryden, Hopkins, x, Morgan, Sa 


‘Taliaferro, and Gorm. 
janization Conduct, and E. itures of the Evecutive D 
mente; ti Allee chairman), —— Beveridge, Allison, 
5 Blackburn, mack, ai Sen a roete 
On Agriculture and Forestry.— an tog Hane 
brough, Warren, Foster of “Washington, Boller, 
a Homey, Simmons, and Latimer. 
Appropriations.—Messrs. Allison (chairman), rapes Cullom, mR 
Pen Warren, 8 Gallinger, Elkins, Cockrell, Teller, Berry, Till- 
man, and Daniel. 
On Canadian Relations.—Messrs. Fulton Lr eee Dryden, Hale, 
Fairbanks, Crane, ‘Tillman, Baller, Clark of Montana,’ an d Clarke of 
rkansas. 
On Coast Defenses.—Messrs. Knox (chairman), Hawley, Alger, Ball 


eye AN Heyburn, Culberson, Taliaferro, Clay, Simmons, and Poster of 


On Commerce.—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Elkins, Nelson, Gallin — 
Penrose, Depew, Perkins, Foster of Washington, Season Al T, 
kins, Berry, Martin, Clay, Mallory, Foster of Louisiana, and Stone. 

On Cuban Relations.—Messrs. Burnham (chairman), Platt of Con- 
necticut, Aldrich, Mitchell, Kittredge, Hopkins, Clapp, Teller, Money, 
and Dick. 


Taliaferro, and Simmons. 
o Engrossed Bills.—Messrs. Cockrell (chairman), ), Clapp, an 
To Examine the Several Branches of the Oivil —Messrs. 
— ah (chairman), Ball, Smoot, Crane, Culberson, Simmons, and Me- 

On Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Stewart (chairman), McCumber, Bard, 
Clapp, Gamble, Clark of Wrong, Long, N Knox, Morgan, 
Peros Clark of Montana, Teller, Stone, and 

n Indian Depredations.—Messrs. Dick ee Beverldge, Dil- 
ling j Dietrich, Smoot, Long, Bacon, Martin, Berry, Pettus, and 

c urin. 

On Mines ma Mining.—Messrs. Scott (chairman), Stewart, Sui aad 
8 Tillman, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas 

ew 

On Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Hale (chairman), 1 Platt of New 
zo 3 Gallinger, Burrows, Dick, Martin, McEnery, 
and Black 

On Post-Ofices and Post-Roads.—Messrs, Penrose (chairman), Dolli- 
ver, Beverid Mitchell, Proctor, Burrows, Scott, Burton, Crane, Clay, 
—_ liaferro, Simmons, and Gorman. 

On Privileges and Elections —Messrs., Burrows 5 — 
Comas, 1 Depew, W pa Dillingham, Hopkins, Knox, Pettus. 

Dubois, Bai eee. and Clarke of Arkansas. 

On Public Buil and Grounds.—Messrs. Fairbanks e 
Warren, Scott, 9 McCumber, Wetmore, Crane, Culberson, Sim- 
— Cay, Stone, and Latimer. 

—Messrs. Bae (chairman), Aldrich, Elkins, Lodge, 
Teller, Cockrell, and Ba 

noe —— Beveridge (chairman), Dillin, „Nelson, 

ard, Burnham, Kean, Dick, Bate, Patterson, Clarke of Arkansas, and 


— — 
SELECT COMMITTEE. 
On Industrial Tadge, Clap tions.—Messrs. Crane 


BE . Ps Ae Fulton, Dani 
ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for 
the States of West Virginia and Kentucky; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, were ordered to be filed. 


Hawl 


Camas) cada 


» Cockrel 
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PENSION OFFICE FORCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
certain information relative to a reduction of the force in the 
Pension Office as proposed by the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1906 as passed by 
the House of Representatives, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. 
GALLINGER, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of Preston Lodge, No, 47, Ancient, Free, and 
Accepted Masons, of Jonesville, Va., v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
J. W. Howett, administrator of William Howett, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of sundry citizens of California, held at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the ratification of international arbitration 
treaties; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of the Damascus Farmers’ 
Institute, of Garfield; of Jackson Grange, No. 403, of Farmers- 
ville; of Bainbridge Grange, of Bainbridge; of the local coun- 
cil of Delhi; of the Farmers’ Institute of Holmesville; of the 
Franklin Farmers’ Institute, of Groveport; of the local council 
of Reading; of Union Grange, No. 62, of Thompson; of sundry 
citizens of Miami; of the local council of College Hill; of the 
general assembly of Ohio; of the board of trustees of Columbia; 
of sundry citizens of Crosby; of Columbia Grange, No. 1451, of Co- 
lumbiana; of the Patrons of Husbandry of Crawford County; of 
Marlboro Grange, No. 1401, of Marlboro; of the Patrons of In- 
dustry of Chandlersville; of the Farmers’ Mutual Protective As- 
sociation of Carryall, and of sundry citizens of Arabia, Colum- 
bus, Lockland, Coshocton, Brandt, Cincinnati, Newark, Toledo, 
Amesville, Fremont, Hilliards, Akron, Mechanicsburg, Clermont- 
ville, McConnelsyille, Hartsgrove, Marietta, Cambridge, Dayton, 
Waterville, Groesbeck, Plainfield, Archbold, Norwich, Swanton, 
Chagrin Falls, New Philadelphia, Uhrichsville, Middleport, Woos- 
ter, Millersburg, Millersport, Milford, and Cleveland, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the construction of good roads throughout the country; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Nashua, N. H., praying for an inves- 
tigation into the conditions of the Kongo Free State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Equal Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the adoption of a cer- 
tain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church, the Young People’s Society of the Presbyterian 
Church, and the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, all of Waverly, in the State of West Virginia, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Soot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island 
State Federation of Woman’s Clubs, praying for the passage of 
the so-called “pure-food bill;“ which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the South Lawn Improvement 
Society, of Pawtucket, R. I., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. SMOOT presented petitions of the National Woman's Re- 
lief Society of Weber County; the Young Ladies’ National 
Mutual Improvement Association of Salt Lake City; the Dix 
Logan Woman's Relief Corps, of Ogden; the Woman’s National 
Relief Society of Hyrum, Third Ward; the Relief Society 
Pioneer Stake, of Salt Lake County; the Woman’s National 
Relief Society of Paradise Ward, and of the Woman’s National 
Relief Society of Hyrum, First Ward, all in the State of Utah, 


praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the 
ratification of international arbitration treaties; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented a petition of the Grand Camp of the Arctic. 


Brotherhood of Alaska, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting representation in Congress to Alaska; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wenatchee, 
Wash., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Blections. s 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Creston subdivision, 
No. 642, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Creston, Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employ- 
ment of locomotive engineers who have not had at least three 
years’ experience; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. - 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Arthur, Iowa, and a petition of the 
Epworth Seminary, of Epworth, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Mus- 
catine, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the deepening of the Mississippi River to a 6-foot channel 
from St. Paul, Minn., south; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Salvation Army of Des 
Moines, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
the colonization bureau and to provide for advances to actual 
settlers on the public domain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of A. D. Wescott and sundry 
other citizens of Spencer, Iowa, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Association of 
Grand Junction, Iowa, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Chariton, Edgewood, Orchard, Missouri Val- 
ley, Burlington, Central City, Atlantic, New Sharon, Marshall- 
town, Sac City, and Deloit; of the Political Equality Club of 
Des Moines; of the Professional Woman's League of Des 
Moines; of the Woman's Protest Committee of Hull; of the 
Equal Rights Club of Nora Springs; of the Woman's Club of 
Dubuque; of the Political Equality Club of Sioux City; of the 
Civie Club of Oelwein; of the Woman’s Suffrage Club of 
Shellrock; of the Equal Suffrage Associations of Decorah, 
Boone, and Des Moines; of Henrietta Curtis and sundry other 
citizens of Greene; of the Ellis Political Study Club, of Iowa 
Falls; of D. O. Forbes and sundry other citizens of Elgin; of 
C. J. Cary and sundry other citizens of Atlantic; of the con- 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Ida Grove; of Laura 
Lovett and sundry other citizens of Ida Grove; of the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Jeffer- 
son, and of the Mothers’ Club of West Liberty, all in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to 
the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. KEARNS presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Utah, relative to the annexation to the State of Utah of that 
portion of Arizona Territory lying north of the Colorado River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed in the Reconp, as follows: E 

House joint memorial. 
Memorial to the of the United States, asking that that por- 


Congress 
tion of Arizona Territory lying north of the Colorado River be an- 
nexed to the State of Utah. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United Statcs: 


Whereas that portion of the Territory of Arizona lying north of the 
Colorado River, reason of its geographical position, is cut off from 
said Territory the benefits of local or other government, and said 


river operates as an impassible barrier, separating such rtion from 
the rest of the Territory and rendering communication ween the 
inhabitants of the subdivisions almost impossible, thus depriving the 
inhabitants of the territory north of said river of the benefits of local 
or Territorial government; and 
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Whereas such inhabitants have their interests in common with the 
peoe of Utah, and all their associations and dealings with the latter, 
and it is desired by them that said area north of said river be de- 
taċhed from Arizona and annexed to the State of Utah; and 

Whereas such area is deprived of water and other resources 


by 
which alone it can be developed or become valuable, and its physical 
eng r ae Ae ai re ment, E — population 
or wea possible, an can only for graz purposes, 
so that its tion from the counties and Territory of which it is 
now a part will prove of no disadvantage to them; and 

Whereas the greater portion of the 9 both real and personal, 
within such area is owned by the inhatitan of the State of Utah, 
and the value of the property within such section will not increase 
because of the scarcity of water and the absence of resources therein, 
and the greater portion of the property therein consists of cattle, 
horses, and — which graze in and within such section, cross- 
ing and recross the 1 Iine, so that it is impossible either 
for the State of Utah or the Territory of Arizona to obtain revenue 
by assessment or otherwise from such Property 5 and - 

Whereas by reason of such area being isolated from the rest of the 
Territory of Arizona, it is imposible to administer the laws of said Ter- 
ritory, cr enforce the c statutes, or the 1 ordinances or pro- 
visions, or preserve peace and order; as a result of which criminals 
rendezvous therein and obtain immunity from prosecution; and 

Whereas such area, by reason of its physical situation and of the in- 
terests of the people owning property therein, should Delong to the 
State of Utah, and its annexation to the State of Utah would be pro- 
ductive of the greatest good to all interests, and would be of advantage 
to the people residing in and who are interested in said tract of land, 
the majo ty of said residents having petitioned the Congress of the 
United States to annex said tract to the State of Utah: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State o 
Utah and the governor concurring, That your honorable body be, an 
are hereby, asked and petitioned to enact the necessary legislation in 
order that the tract of country in Arizona Territory lying north of 
the Colorado River be annexed to and become a part of the State of 
Utah, and the making of said river the boundary line between the State 
of Utah and the Territory of Arizona. 

THOMAS HULL, 
Speaker of the House. 


EDWARD M. ALLISON, Jr., 
President of the Senate. 
is 28th day of February, 1903. 

ee 85 HERBER M. WELLS, Governor. 

Mr. KEARNS. When the proper order is reached, I shall in- 
troduce a bill to carry out the purpose of the memorial. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Maryland Anti- 
Saloon League and a petition of the Baltimore Yearly Meeting 
of the Religious Society of Friends, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Derby and of the Board of Trade of Shelton, in the 
State of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the use of free alcohol in the arts and manufactures ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 5643) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. R. Morris, de- 
ceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5645) for 
the relief of William H. Morris; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF PETITIONS. 


Mr. FORAKER. Yesterday I presented certain petitions re- 
lating to the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors, and asked that they be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. After they had 
been sent to the desk the Secretary suggested that they ought 
to go to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and I consented 
to that change of reference. I now find that the bill to which 
the petitions have relation has been referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. I therefore send them to the desk again and ask 
that the reference made yesterday may be changed and that 
they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition, and they will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3313) to amend section 1706 of 
the Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a letter from the Secretary of State to the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNHAM. From the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game, I present a report to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 2327) for the purchase of a national forest 
reserve in the White Mountains, to be known as the “ National 
White Mountain: Forest Reserve,” which has heretofore been re- 
ported from that committee. I ask that there be printed 2,500 
copies of the report for the use of the committee, in addition to 
the regular number. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to my colleague that it might 
be well to have an equal number of additional copies of the bill 
likewise printed. 

Mr. BURNHAM. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill and report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks that 2,500 additional copies of the bill and re- 
port be printed. The Chair hears no objection, and that order 

made. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5396) for the relief of Caroline Mur- 
tagh, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. X 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (S. 1779) for the relief of Caroline Murtagh, widow 
of the late William J. Murtagh, formerly proprietor of the 
National Republican, of Washington, D. C., reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. å 


COMPILATION OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION LAWS. 


Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
a Compilation of Annual Naval Appropriation Laws from 1883 
to 1904, including provisions for the construction of all vessels 
of the “New Navy.” I move that it be printed as a document, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and that 300 
additional copies be printed for the use of the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to. - 

Resolved, That there be 13 for the use of the Department of 

a. 


the Interior 1,500 additional copies of the Report of the 1 5 
ent of Indian ‘Schools for 1904. po uperintend 


EXECUTIVE REGISTER OF THE UNITED STATES, 1789-1902.. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted on 
the 12th instant by Mr. Loper, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as 
follows : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed from existing stereotype oe and bound in 
cloth, 1,500 copies of the Executive Register of the United States, 
1789 to 1902, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
and 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted on the 12th instant by Mr. Penrose, reported it 
without amendment; and by unanimous consent it was consid- 
ered, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to employ an additional clerk, who shall be a 
stenographer, at an annual salary at the rate of $1,440 per annum, to be 


sa from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided 
or by law. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5704) to incorporate 
the American National Red Cross, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desire to ask if the bill makes this a 
District of Columbia corporation? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I report back without amendment from the 
Committee on Appropriations the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
176) to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of 
December, 1904, on the 20th day of said month, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations yesterday. It is the 
usual joint resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


1904, 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6069) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Charles- 
ton, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6070) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert J. Dennis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6071) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac D. Winters; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6072) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Siotha Bennett; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6078) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Carter; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith; 

A pill (S. 6075) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Jones; and 
ioe bill (S. 6076) granting an increase of pension to James B. 

ark. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6077) granting a pension to Thomas F. Hebb; 

A bill (S. 6078) granting a pension to Mary A. Parks; 

A bill (S. 6079) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Haskins (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6080) granting an increase of pension to John 
Holley (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6081) granting a pension to America Lawrence. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6082) for the relief of the 
county court of Randolph County, W. Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6083) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claims of the lock tenders, lock masters, and assist- 
ant lock masters on the St. Marys Falls Canal, Kanawha River 
locks, and Monongahela River locks; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6084) for the relief of George 
W. Green; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6085) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leonard Delamater; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6086) granting a pension to 
George L. Van Dyne; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. e 

-He also introduced a bill (S. 6087) granting an increase of 
pension to Salmon S. Matthews; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 6088) authorizing the closing of part of an alley in 
square No. 733 in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 6089) to authorize certain changes in the perma- 
nent system of highways, District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 6090) for the opening of a connecting highway be- 
tween Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6091) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Welch; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6092) granting an increase of 
pension to Elijah W. Gordon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6093) granting a pension to Mary A. Sands; 

A bill (S. 6094) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
W. Harrington; and 

A bill (S. 6095) granting an increase of pension to Miranda 
W. Howard (with an accompanying paper). 
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Mr. DIETRICH introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 
re bill (S. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

rass; 

A bill (8. 6097) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Clark ; 

A bill (8. 6098) granting an increase of pension to Seth Lewis 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

- A pa i 6099) granting an increase of pension to Dempsey 
ergu 

A A bill 8. 6100) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Pettijohn; 


Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6101) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Wittig (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6102) granting an 3 of pension to Silas A. 
sip orem (with an accompanying pa 

A bill (S. 6103) granting a eee to Rebecca E. Collins 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 6104) granting an increase of pension to John 
Chase (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6105) granting a pension to Ellis C. Helmer (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

a bill (S. 6106) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 
locum ; 
es (S. 6107) granting an increase of pension to Emma 

0 8 
a bill (S. 6108) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 

un; 

A bill (S. 6109) granting an increase of pension to John All- 
man; 
ee bin (8. 6110) granting an increase of pension to David M. 

viness 

A bill (8. 6111) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Peterson; 
ae bill (S. 6112) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


regory; and 
A bill (S. 6113) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Shannon. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 6114) removing charge 
of desertion from Robert Redmon, alias Jordon R. Redmon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6115) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edmund B. Kanada; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6116) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Sams; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
ony read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6117) for the relief of the estate of the late James 
Makoy (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6118) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Phoenix, Miss.; and 

A bill (S. 6119) for the relief of the estate of John Epperson, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 6120) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCRHARY introduced a bill (S. 6121) granting a pen- 
sion to Granville C. West; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6122) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Christian Church of Crab Orchard, Ky.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 6123) to annex all that 
portion of Arizona lying north of the Colorado River to the 
State of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
acompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6124) for the extension 
and improyement of Massachusetts and Boundary avenues 
NW.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6125) granting an increase 
of pension to Webster Eaton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6126) to authorize the issue of 
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patents of lands embraced in Indian allotments in South Da- 
kota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6127) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Sprague Robins; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6128) for the relief of the 
estate of Simeon Houk, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 6129) granting a pension to 
Florence Emery Blake; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6130) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles L. Harmon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6131) for the relief of 

the estate of James B. Eads; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6132) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar M. Parsons; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 


AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BALL submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the superintendent of repairs to the Treasury building 
and annexes from $1,500 to $2,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
- Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and 
commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulter- 
ation or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traf- 
fic therein, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
which I send to the desk may be printed as an amendment to 
the pure-food bill, and that it may lie on the table. It is a 
clause taken from the House bill, which is omitted in the Senate 
amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator desire to have the amendment read? 

Mr. LODGE. No; there is no need of having it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to hear read the amendment 
just offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

n in the preparation of food products 
e Bet. nen Bator by an Frita application applied in 
such manner that the preservative is necessarily removed mechanically 
or by maceration in water or otherwise, the provisions of this act 
shall be construed as applying only when said products are ready for 
consumption. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment is a clause of the House bill 
which the Senate has omitted. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think we have something substantially 
the same in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I dare say the Senator can show me a point 
that covers it. I did not find it. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. FORAKER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to House bill 14623 and ask that it may be read, printed, 
and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
read, if there be no objection. 

t The Sxcnrranr. On page 5, line 12, after the word“ duty” 
nsert: 

And all articles the growth and product of the Philippine Archi- 
pe coming into the United States from the Philippine Archipelago 
sh. hereafter be admitted free of duty, except sugar and teen: 
manufactured and unmanufactured, upon which there shall be levied, 
collected, and peia only 25 per cent of the rates of duty levied, col- 
lected, and paid on said articles imported from foreign countries, and 
all duties so collected shall be ann into the treasury of said islands 

used and expended for the benefit of the government of sald 


Mr. LODGE. That is a very important amendment, and we 
have only two days in which to consider the bill. I ask that the 
amendment may be printed immediately, so that, if possible, Sen- 
ators may have copies this afternoon, for I have no doubt that 
some Senators will desire to discuss the amendment to-day. 

Mr. CARMACK. What amendment is it? 

Mr. LODGE. It is an amendment proposing substantially the 
Philippine tariff bill of last year upon articles coming into this 
country as an amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. It proposes to reduce the duty to 25 per 
cent of the Dingley rates on tobacco and sugar and to admit 
everything else free of duty, imported from the Philippine 
Archipelago into the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. I think if we could have it in print this after- 
noon it would be very desirable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). With- 
out objection, the request of the Senator from Massachusetts 
will be complied with. 

LUCY WARDEN. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby Is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Lucy Warden, widow of Cli ord 
Warden, late assistant librarian of the Senate of the United States, a 
sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was He pga, Sed law 
at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered as including 


funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


ADMISSION OF UTAH. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 3,000 copies of Report No. 2337, House of Represent- 
atives, Fi Second Congress, second session, same being a report to 
accompany House resolution 10190, from the Committee on Territories 
of the House of Representatives, be printed for the use of the Senate, 


STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further morn- 
ing business, the Calendar is before the Senate. 

The bill (S. 269) regulating the settlement of the accounts 
between the United States and the several States relative to 
the disposition of public lands, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill will go over. It will go over retaining its place? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 


SOLDIERS’ ADDITIONAL HOMESTEAD RIGHT. 


The bill (S. 701) to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ 
additional homestead right was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It makes valid the certificates of soldiers’ ad- 
ditional homestead right, under section 2306, Revised Statutes 
United States, issued by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in May, 1896, under authority of the act of Con- 
gress of August 18, 1894, to M. J. Wine, assignee of Thomas O. 
George, Moses Roley, Andrew A. Harrison, William Bohanan, 
Leland L. Betterton, Dio C. W. Brashears, James R. Blades, 
John Pendleton, Charles M. Blair, Elbert S. Wittenberg, Wil- 
liam D. Reynolds, John M. Walker, and Caleb Sill. 

NEW DUNGENESS LIGHT-HOUSE IMPROVEMENT. 

The bill (S. 3981) for the erection of an additional suitable 
building, cistern, oil house, and other necessary improvements 
at the New Dungeness light-house, in the State of Washington, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to appropriate $5,000 for an additional suitable building or 
dwelling, cistern, oil house, and other improvements in connec- 
tion with the New Dungeness light-house station, in the State 
of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, was delivered, as follows: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to communicate to the Senate the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee of five be 8 to go to the Senate 
and, at the bar thereof, in the name of the House of Representatives 
and of all the poe of the United States, to impeach Charles Swayne, 
judge of the district court of the United States for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in office, and to 
‘acquaint the Senate that the House of Representatives will in due 
time exhibit particular articles of impeachment against him and make 

the same, and that the committee do demand that the Senate 
rake oe ae the appearance of said Charles Swayne to answer said 
achmen 
he Sage wed announced the appointment of Mr. PALMER of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. JENKINS of Wisconsin, Mr. GILLETT of California, Mr. CLAY- 
eg Alabama, and Mr. Sıra of Kentucky, members of said com- 
ttee. 

The Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms (B. W. Layton) announced 
the presence of the committee from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will receive the 
committee from the House of Representatives. 


The committee from the House of Representatives was es- 


corted by the Sergeant-at-Arms (D. M. RANSDELL) to the area in 


front of the Vice-President’s desk, and its chairman, Mr. PALMER, 
said: 

Mr. President, in obedience to the order of the House of Rep- 
resentatives we appear before you, and in the name of the 
House of Representatives and of all the people of the United 
States of America we do impeach Charles Swayne, judge of the 
district court of the United States for the northern district of 
Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in office; and we do 
further inform the Senate that the House of Representatives 
will in due time exhibit articles of impeachment against him 
and make good the same. And in their name we demand that 
the Senate shall take order for the appearance of the said 
Charles Swayne to answer the said impeachment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men of the committee of the House of Representatives, the 
Chair begs to assure you that the Senate will take proper order 
in the premises, notice of which will be given to the House. 

The committee of the House of Representatives thereupon 
retired from the Chamber. 3 

BATTERY POINT POST LIGHT, WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 3982) making an additional appropriation for the 
Battery Point post light, in the State of Washington, was an- 
nounced as neyt in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
poses to appropriate an additional sum of $6,000 for the com- 
pletion of the Battery Point post light, in the State of Wash- 


ington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 

FOG SIGNAL AT BLACK LEDGE, CONNECTICUT. 

The bill (S. 8932) to establish a light and fog signal at or 
near Black Ledge, New London Harbor, entrance to New London 
Harbor, Long Island Sound, Connecticut, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: In my ab- 
sence this morning, when the Calendar was being considered, 
the bill (S. 3932) to establish a light and fog signal at or near 
Black Ledge, New London Harbor, entrance to New London 
Harbor, Long Island Sound, Connecticut, was passed. The bill 
was on the Calendar. It was put on the Calendar at the last 
session when it came here, but in the meantime an appropria- 
tion for the same purpose was put in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, so that this bill ought to have been indefinitely 
postponed. I move a reconsideration of the yotes by which the 
bill was ordered to a third reading and passed, and I ask that 

„üt be then indefinitely postponed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
ition, and the bill is indefinitely postponed. 

DWELLING FOR KEEPERS AT POINT BONITA, CALIFORNIA. 

The bill (S. 4007) to authorize an increase in the appropria- 
tion for a dwelling for assistant keepers at Point Bonita, Cali- 
fornia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That there be tructed at Point Bonita, k per’ 
double Aelg AE a wee Shot to exceed $15,000. e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 
15 aes of a keeper's double dwelling at Point Bonita, Cali- 

ornia.“ 
FOG SIGNAL AT HUMBOLDT BAY, CALIFORNIA. 


The bill (S. 4005) to establish a fog signal on one of the jet- 
ties at the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
establish on one of the jetties at the entrance to the harbor at 
Saray Bay, California, a fog signal, at a cost not to exceed 

The ‘pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

QUARTERS FOR LIGHT KEEPER AT CAPE MENDOCINO, CALIFORNIA. 


The bill (S. 4004) to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to construct at Cape Mendocino, 
California, quarters for the accommodation of the light keeper, 
at a cost not to exceed $5,500. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

QUARTERS FOR LIGHT-HOUSE KEEPERS AT POINT CONCEPTION, 

CALIFORNIA. ' 


The bill (S. 4006) to authorize the construction of quarters 
for light-house keepers at Point Canception, California, was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. The provisions of this bill have already been 
incorporated into the sundry civil appropriation bill; and I 
therefore move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY C. MAYERS. 


The bill (S. 174) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, on page 2, line 4, after the word “Treasury,” to 
strike out “immediately upon the approval of this act” and 
insert “in monthly installments of $100 each until the whole 
amount is paid;” so as to make the bill read: 

Whereas Ji h L. Mayers, lately an Ameri itizen, 

Yokohama, Taper. died on May 7 1899, 5 Dls 1 
ceived on May 6, 1899, by the fall of the first whaleboat belonging to 
the U. S. S. Charleston, then lying in Victoria Harbor, Hongkong, China, 
and which whaleboat was negligently detached from the davits of said 
ship by some of the ship's crew, said Mayers having gone to said ship 
on official business; an 

Whereas the said seca dhs left surviving him a widow, Mary C. Mayers, 
who was wholly dependent on her husband for support, and said widow 
is now without means: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,000 for the aid and support of 
the said Mary C. Mayers, widow of the said Joseph L. Mayers, is hereb: 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise eee 
ated, the same to be paid to sald Mary C. Mayers by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in monthly installments of $100 each until the whole 
amount is paid. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). There 
is, and it will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to say with regard to that case that 
if there is any personal-injury case which ought to pass this is 
the one. The husband of Mrs. Mayers was employed in Hong- 
kong in furnishing coal to one of our war ships, and he was 
notified to go and get his pay. They paid there in silver. So 
he went in a boat manned by Chinamen. They loaded the silver 
on, and as he was getting on the yawl boat dropped on him and 
killed him. If he had not been an American citizen the claim 
would have been settled. 

In cases where foreigners were killed we settled, but we 
could not, under the rules, pay in the case of an American 
citizen. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has this bill been under discussion before? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know whether it has or not, but 
I do not think it has. 
on PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so under- 
8 
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Mr. SPOONER. Has it been under consideration and been 
debated before in the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. I think not. It has, however, been reported 
several times. 
wa ara How are the facts in regard to it estab- 

Mr. STEWART. They are established from the Navy De- 
partment. The facts are all well established. There is no 
question about the facts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator any objection to the bill 
going over without losing its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. STEWART. I think it had better be considered now, in 
order that it may go in the omnibus claims Dill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is a case where, as I un- 
derstand it, the naval board of inquiry found that the accident 
occurred where a boat became detached through the careless- 
ness or ignorance of one of the ship’s men who were handling 
it. Its passage would make the Government liable for the care- 
lessness ef a sailor or apprentice on board a ship. 

Mr. STEWART. This naval board found that the Govern- 
ment was liable, so far as foreigners were concerned, and we 
have settled with them, though none of them were killed. 

Mr. SPOONER. What would be the end of that doctrine? 

Mr. STEWART. What would be the end of that doctrine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; if the Government be liable for in- 
juries resulting from the carelessness of its employees? 

Mr. STEWART, There haye been a great many bills of this 
kind passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. There never ought to have been one of them 


Mr. STEWART. But there have been a great many, and 
there will be a great many more, though there is a general 
indisposition to pass such bills. I was speaking of bills of that 
kind and stating that a good many of them have been passed, 
and I think we should pass, this, as it is as clearly proven and 
as meritorious as any bill can be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This, I imagine, would set a 
precedent for paying damages to any citizen who might be in- 
jured through the carelessness of a soldier or sailor of the Goy- 
ernment. I think that states the principle involved in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I am sorry to say we have a great many 
such cases; I have not them at hand, but I could furnish prece- 
dents. However, if this bill is not passed and is objected to, it 
certainly is a declaration that we will not pass any more bills of 
this kind. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, Mr. President, this is a declara- 
tion, so far as the Senate is concerned, that it will not recognize 
the liability on the part of the United States for the mere neg- 
ligence of its soldiers and its sailors, and its great army of em- 
ployees. I know this, that during the six years I was a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims, we never felt at liberty, 
although some of the cases appealed very strongly to our sym- 
pathy, to inaugurate any such rule. I think the Senator from 
Nevada ought to be willing that this case should go over with- 
out prejudice in order that we may look it up. There may be 
some elements in it which make it exceptional. 

Mr. STHWART. It has been pending for a long time. We 
had better have the report read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to having the report 
read. Is this bill open to objection, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it being considered by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is open to objection 
at any time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read at the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Srewart February 11, 1904: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 174) for 
the relief of Mary C. Mayers, having considered the same, beg to report 
the bill back with an amendment as follows: 

On page 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “ immediately the 
1 of this act“ and insert the words “in monthly ins ents 
of $100 each until the whole amount is paid,” and as so amended rec- 
ommend the pamase of the bill. 

The object of this bill is to pay to the widow of Joseph M. Mayers 
the sum of 85,000 on account of the death of her husband, who died 
from injuries received by the dropping upon him of a whaleboat be- 
longing to the U. 8. cruiser Charleston, at or on which some of the 
ship’s crew were working. Mr. Mayers went to the cruiser Charleston 
in a launch on official iness met his death as he was about to 
depart. The court of inquiry found that the accident was due either to 
we carelessness — oasis of one or are of ag Beg s crew PE 
without con utory n gence on the part oi x yers. 

i A and documents from the Navy tment, hereto attached, 
su tiate this finding. Several other parties who were in the 


launch at the time and who were injured, being foreign citizens, have 
been pal 


d certain sums of money by our Government and the cost of re- 
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pairs made to the launch were 
who suffered the greatest loss, 


d by the United States. The widow, 
as recelved nothing. 

This case is one calling for relief. The facts are well stated in your 
committee’s former report, which is adopted and made a part hereof. 


[Senate Report No. 302, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2216) 
for the relief of Mary C. Mayers, having considered the same, beg to 
submit the following report: 

Joseph L. Mayers, the late husband of the lady for whose relief the 
provers of this bill are intended, was an American citizen residing in 

rokohama, Japan, where he was engaged as a commission merchant, 
and also represented the parties who were supplying the U. S. S. 
Charleston, then in Asiatic waters, with coal. He was in receipt of a 
good income from these sources, which, however, only sufficed to sup- 
port himself and wife, the aforesaid Mary C. Mayers, and he had no 


pro 2 

n ay 6, 1899, he went aboard the U. S. S. Charleston, which was 
lying in Victoria Harbor, Hongkong, China, to receive on behalf of his 
3 payment for the coal that had been 1 gire to said ship. 
Te went to the vessel in a steam launch (the Connie) belonging to the 
Hongkong Steam Launch Company and received pa ut for fhe coal 
— — 5 —.— which was in boxes that were deposited upon the deck 
of the launch. 

Mr. Mayers had just reached the launch, having taken his departure 
from the cruiser, when the first whaleboat belonging to the Charleston, 
and at or on which some of the ship's crew were working, became 
detached and fell down on the launch. It injured three of the crew o 
the launch, three of the ship's crew, a man who was in the boat, a 
Mr. Mayers. Mr. Mayers was sent on shore as soon as possible in th, 
care of the assistant surgeon of the ship and taken to the civil hospita! 
of Hongkong. The inju: 8 immediately total paralysis or his 
entire body from the n wn, and Mr. Mayers died from the effects 
thereof the following morning. A post-mortem examination revealed 
a fracture of the spinal cord at the point of the sixth cervical vertebra. 
Dr. H. T. Percy, the surgeon of the Charleston, reports that the cause 
of Mr. Mayers’s death was a traumatic myelitis, due to fracture of the 


spine. 

From the report of the court of inquiry convened Immediately after 
the occurrence by the captain of the Charleston it is clear that the 
accident was due to either carelessness or ignorance of one or more of 
the ship's crew and without any contributory negligence on the part 
of Mr. vers. The launch which carried Mr. Mayers to the ship was 
in its proper position at the starboard gangway. Mr. Mayers had gone 
to the 2 — official business and had the right to believe himself free 
from the ger of such an accident as occurred. 

The Government settled the claims of the members of the crew of 
the launch who were injured by the accident, and also the claim of 
the Hongkong Steam Launch Company for the injury done the launch 
all of which appears from the accompanying reports. The report of 
Captain Whiting to the Navy Department, the report of the chief 
nu val constructor, Admiral Hichborn, relating to the accident, and the 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy to your committee, transmitting 
same, are annexed hereto and made a ps of this report. 

The death of Mr. Mayers deprived his wife of her only means of sup- 
port, and her claim for relief under the circumstances appears to your 
committee to be one that should receive ition. The amount 
asked is not la less than tke average that permitted to be re- 
covered from private individuals and private and public corporations 
under existing statutes in the United States, and an act of Congress 
regulating the question for the District of Columbia, which latter act 
permits recovery for the negligent killing of a person of damages to 
the amount of 710,000. 

The Congress of the United States has at different times recognized 
Its obligation to make compensation to the surviving widows or heirs 
at law of persons who have lost their lives through the negligent acts 
of agents, officers, or employees of the Government. The committee 
call attention to the merger en gh emg in this connection: 

Case of H. H. Lemon (20 Stat. L., p. 580); case of James M. Combs 
(25 Stat. L., p. 16); private act No. 101, for the relief of the families 
of the late John T. King and L. B. Cutler, approved July 19, 1876; 
private act No. 96, for the relief of the owner of the schooner Peet N. 
Tilton and the personal effects thereon, approved August 15, 1894; 
Ford's Theater cases (28 Stat. L., p. 932); case of Thomas Williams 
(30 Stat. L., p. 686); case of Annie E. Maccubbin, widow of William 
M. Maccubbin, to whom relief was given in the sundry civil bill ap- 
proved March 3, 1899. 

Had it not been that Mr. Mayers left a small amount of Insurance, 
sufficient only to pay the debts that Mr. M owed at the time of 
his death and to bring his widow from Hongkong to her home in this 
country, she would have been left an object of charity in a.distant 

art of the world: Mrs. Mayers having been made a widow through 
he acknowledged fault of the agents of the Government and deprived 
of her sole means of support, and she being now wholly without in- 
come, are circumstances which strongly appeal to the generosity of 
the nation in her behalf. The sum of money appropriated in the bill. 
3 but a small recompense for the irreparable loss she has sus- 
a . : 

Your committee therefore report the bill favorably and recommend 
that it do pass. 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 18, 1900. 

Sin: Referring to your communication of the 10th ea pee 
the views of the Department as to the bill (S. 2216) for the relief o 
Mary C. Mayers on account of the death of her husband, caused, in 
May last, by being struck by the whaleboat falling from the U. S. S. 
Charleston, at Hongkong, China, I bave the honor to inclose herewith 
copies of all the papers on file in this case, and to state that, while 
the ent does not consider that there was any failure on the 
part the officers or crew of the ship to exercise due and proper care, 
t is evident that the accidental fall of the boat was caused by an error 
on the part of an apprentice, second class, who, in endeavoring to clear 
the anchor, mistcok the chain of the boat-detaching apparatus for the 
cable of the anchor, and by pulling it detached the boat. It does not 
appear that there was any contributory negligence on the part of Mr. 


ayers. 

It is believed that, with all the papers before it, the committee will 
be able to determine whether, in accordance with its practice in similar 
cases, the relief provided for in the bill should be granted. 

Very respectfully, 
Joun D. Lona, Secretary. 


Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 
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U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong, China, May 10, 1899. 

Sır: I have to report the following accident which occurred alongside 
of this ship about 9 a. m. Saturday, May 6, 1899: 

The steam launch Connie, belonging to the Hongkong Steam Launch 
8 was lying at the starboard gangway, having brought off Mr. 
Joseph L. Mayers, who had come to receive payment for the coal sup- 
plied the ship. The boxes containing Mexican dollars had just been 
placed on the launch's forecastle, when the first whaleboat, which was 
at the davits and directly over the launch Connie, was accidentally de- 
tached and fell down on the launch, slightly injuring of the crew 
of the launch (Chinamen), three men of this ship’s company who were 
on the forecastle of the launch ASE J the boxes containing the money, 
and one man who was in the boat, and seriously injuring Joseph 
Mayers. Those injured received immediate attention from the medical 
officers of the ship, and Mr. Mayers was sent on shore as soon as possi- 
ble, accompanied by the assistant surgeon of the ship, and removed to 
the civil hospital. Mr. Mayers was yzed from his shoulders down, 
and died the following pace i e report of Surg. H. T. Percy in 
di to the injuries received by Mr. bars is attached, marked “A.” 

settled the claims of the three men (Chinamen) of the crew of the 
launch for $60 (Mexican), and the followin papers relating to their 
case are attached: B,” the statement of the nese physician in regard 
to their injuries, signed by himself and the Chinese interpreter; “ C,” 
an English translation of the same; “D,” the waiver of all future 
claims against the United States Government. On account of the pecul- 
far local laws in the colony regarding Chinamen, I referred this waiver 
to the United States consul-general to ascertain whether it was legal, 
and, if not, what further Kepa I would have to take to secure the United 
States Government. He informed me that he had seen the acting colo- 
nial secretary regarding the arrangement I had made for the indemnifi- 
cation of the three injured Chinamen, and the secretary replied that my 
action was legal, and, as far as he knew, was satisfactory to the colo- 
nial government. See paragraph 2 of letter of consul-general, dated 
— „1899, attached and marked . E.” 

n considering the accident, the fault was wholly on the part of the 
ship, as the Connie was at the starboard gangway on legi ate busi- 
ness, and could by no means be conside: at fault. Mr. A. G. Gor- 
don, general manager of the Hongkong: Steam Launch Company, 
owners of the Connie, placed his case in the hands of Messrs. Deacon 
& Hastings, solicitors. See letters attached, marked “F” and“ G.” 

The damages to the steam launch Connie were ascertained ae — 


board of officers ordered by myself, whose report is attached, mar 
“H,” and also by the Government marine surveyor, Mr. John W. 
Kinghorn, a copy of whose report is attached, marked “I.” On a 


comparison of the two rts it will be noticed that the estimated 
cost of repairs varies greatly. The board of officers thought that the 
port rail might be ired, while the surveyor requires it to be re- 
newed; the officers though that the small awning, which was old, 
could be patched, while the surveyor requires it to be renewed. These 
two items are the main points of difference in estimating the cost and 
time of repairs. 
In the meantime the owners had discovered that the launch was 
leaking slightly, which they claimed was due to the blow which she 
d y the boat fallng upon her, as the sockets for the 
awning stanchions after passing through the rail were secured to the 
frames of the launch. 17 stated that the launch did not leak be- 
fore the accident, and as she was leaking now the leak was wholly 
due to the blow received. They claimed to have had the launch care- 
fully covered over to E her from the rain, all water removed 
from her boiler and bilge, and after the la of twelve hours that 
they bailed nine pails of water out of her. They then had the launch 
hauled upon the slip, so that the Government surveyor might view 
her underbody. I was unable to either prore or disprove their state- 
ments, but I contended that the blow could not have 1 damage 
below the water, and I refused to admit of any liability on the part 
of the Government for the so-called “leak” which they had discovered. 
Believing that if I left the port without settling their claim they 
would increase their estimate for damages to a la amount, and 
that if it was taken into the admiralty court it would, in all eaa 
pouT: be allowed, and the United States Government, in addition, 
saddled with the costs, I decided to make such reasonable concessions 
as might be necessary in order to effect a settlement. I therefore 
had a personal interview with Mr. Gordon, and, after considerable 
discussion and seeing no means of reaching a satisfactory agreement, 
I concluded that it would be for the best interests of the Government 
to compromise by accepting the surveyor’s estimate of damage, as he 
was presumably a noninterested rty. This was finally mutuall 
upon on the part of myself and Mr. A. G. Gordon, genera 
i gh of the Hongkong Steam Launch Company. owners of the 
Connie, and all claim for damage was settled on the basis of $300 for 
irs and ten days’ time at $20 a day, equal to $200, making a 
total of $500 Mexican. A copy of Mr. Gordon's receipt is attached 
and marked “J.” 

I was informed by the United States consul-general that Messrs. 
Deacon & Hastings have filed with him a claim t the United States 
Government on the behalf of Mrs. Joseph L. Mayers, widow, to indem- 
nify her for the loss she sustained in the death of her husband. the late 
Joseph L. Mayers. (See pa aph 4 of letter of the consul-general, 
dated May 8, 1899, and. attached, marked E.“) 

Very respectfully, 
W. H. WHITING, 
A Captain, U. 8. N., Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY 


Navy Department, ‘Washington, D. C. 


— 


U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong, China, May 8, 1899. 

Sır: In obedience to your order, dated May 6, 1899, in to the 
po 8 sustained by Mr. Joseph Mayers, caused by the falling of the 
whaleboat upon the steam launch, I have to report as follows: He was 
struck upon the head by the falling boat, and the immediate result was 
a total paralysis of his entire body from the neck down. 

He was removed, with medical attendance, to the civil 71858. of 
Hongkong, China, where he died the following morning, May 7, 1899. 

Post-mortem examination revealed a rse fracture of the body 
of the sixth cervical vertebra and almost complete laceration of the 
cord at this gone The remaining vicera were found to be normal. 
The cause of death was a traumatic myelitis due to fracture of the spine. 


Respectfully, 
H. T. Percy, Surgeon, U. S. N. 
Capt. W. H. WHITING, U. S. N., 
Commanding U. S. S. Charleston, 


U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong, May 8, 1899. 
Sin: In compliance with your order of May 6, we have investigated 
the circumstances attending the accident to the steam launch Connie, 
belonging to the Hongkong Steam Launch Company. 
(1) The launch was alongside the starboard gangway ladder of this 


ship. 
(3) Mr. Joseph L. Mayers was in the launch, receiving a box of 
mea) 2 V use the officer of th 
eutenant Van T, the officer of the deck, was see 

the money was safely transferred from the ship to the nue eh 

(4) James Haw (apprentice, second class) and J. J. Con- 
Fath ope Som ere second class) were in the starboard whaleboat, 
— — drer y over the starboard gangway ladder, engaged in pass- 

ou 8 

(5) About 5 a. m. James Hawkins, wishing to clear the anchor, and 
thinking the chain of the detaching apparatus was the cable for the 
anchor, attempted to clear the chain and detach the boat. 

(8) The whaleboat fell on the forward part of the Connie, after 
striking the rail of the starboard gangway. 
3 r. bas ne L. Mayers was severely injured and has since died. 
8) George Wolf (ordinary seaman) received a scalp wound. Frank 
Byrne (apprentice, second class) a scalp wound, and John Beleysen 
(seaman) suffered from shock. 

(10) am men were in the Connie transferring money. ‘ 


14) The scarfing of the rail on port bow was damaged. 
15) The cover of the forward cabin hatch was reel 
16) The jack staff was broken. 
17 — 8 oe zee bent. 
wooden eces of awning were broken. 
19) There were jae hen holes in forward section of Awning. 
20) There was no apparent damage below the deck, and on ques- 
the crew they knew of none. 
21) The estimated cost of repair is $50. 
The time 7 three days. 
Detention, at $20 a day. 
24) Total, $110; all estimates in Mexican dollars. 
Very respectfully, 
T. B. HOWARD, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. Navy. 
` G. R. SLOCUM, 
Lieutenant, U. 8. Navy. 
Aoin Corpenion, U AN 
ng Carpenter, U. S. Navy. 
The CAPTAIN. eee x 


[First indorsement.] 


U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong, China, May 9, 1899. 
Respectfully forwarded and approved, although I consider the eee 
underestimated, for the forward part of the awning would probably have 
to be made new. The detention does not include the days lost from 
the time of the accident until repairs are completed, but only the time 
to do the repairs. In my opinion, the day of the accident, the 6th, 
Sunday, the 7th, and Monday, the 8th, should have been included in 
the detention, making six days in all. 
W. H. Wurrixa, 


Captain U. S. Navy, Commanding. 


— 


C. 


U.: S. S. CHARLESTON, May 6, 1899. 
I hereby certify to the following statements as to the conditi 
ae . this day > ie ete 
o. Sma wound, contusion o shoulder, 1 
3 — 3 chest, 8 2 i 0 
ou. Sm: aceration o , contusion in region of right scapula. 
Ah Sling. Contusion of right — and side. = sss ott 
I ble r the injuries slight and in no way endangering subsequent 
In witness thereto I hereby fix my hand. 
AH oa = mark), 
un ‘ nese Doctor). 
E. V. ARMSTRONG, 
Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. Navy. 
HERBERT HENRY, 
Hospital Steward, U. 8. Navy. 
CHANKEY (Interpreter). 
HONGKONG, CHINA. 


D. 
U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong, China, May 6, 1899. 
In consideration of the sum of $60 for medical attention and care of 
Ah Chee (doctor) during our recovery, we hereby waive all claim 


against the U. S. S. Charleston, of the United States Government, for 
further damages. 5 k 
Sar Kto. 
AH Yov. 
AH SLING. 
U. S. S. CHARLESTON, 
Hongkong China, May 7, 1899. 
I personally witnessed the signatures of Taiko and Ah Sling in a 
Seve this morhke “I lec witnamed the signature of Ah Yor on 
2 W. e signa’ o; 
board this afternoon, in the presence of Ah Chee and of Chan Key. = 


G. R. SLOCUM 
Lieutenant, U. 8. Navy. 
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E. 
CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Hongkong, May 8, 1899. 
Sm: I have to acknowledge rece! of your letter of 6th instant, 


relative to an accident which occu alongside the U. S. S. Charleston, 

resulting in the death of Mr. Joseph Meyers, an American, the 

3 of three Chinamen, and certain damage to the steam laun 
onnie. 

I have seen the a colonial secretary regarding the arran ts 

ou have made for the indemnification of the three injured — — 

e informs me that your action is and, as far as he knows, 
is satisfactory to the colonial government. 

I am herewith inclosing two original letters from Deacon & an 
solicitors, acting as attorneys for Mr. A. G. Gordon, owner of 
steam launch Connie. In the letter of to-day you will note they will 
accept “the sum of $1,000 (local currency) in full settlement of his 
claim, if paid promptly.” 

Deacon & Hastings are also attorneys for Mrs. Joseph 3 widow 
of the late Joseph Meyers, who died at the Government Civil Hospital, 
Sunday, the 7th instant, on or about 7 o'clock a. m., from injuries sus- 


in graph 1. 

Mr. Herbert er, of Deacon & H called this morning rela- 
tive to filing a claim against the United States Government on If 
7%) SRR) ee: To 
ea 
x Very respectfully, yours, 


Capt. W. H. WHITING, 
Commanding U. 8. 8. Charleston, Hongkong. 


F. 
35 QuzENS Roan, Hongkong, May 6, 1899. 


ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 


alongside the U. S. cruiser Charleston this m owing to the negli- 
mee of those on board the said cruiser, a boat from the cruiser 


d launch, causing 
and doing considerable damage to the launch. 
We erefore, to give you notice that our client holds the United 
maes Government responsible for all damage occasioned to the said 
aun 


Ay pen of the amount of the said damage will be forwarded to 
‘ou later. 
7 We have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient servants, 


DEACON & HASTINGS. 
R. WitpMan 


Esq., 
United States Consul-General, Hongkong. 
Respectfully referred to Capt. W. H. Whiting, United States Navy, 
ii Ui S. S. Charleston, Hongkong. $ 
ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
onsul-Genera 


85 QuEENS Roap, Hongkong, May 8, 1899. 

Sm: With reference to our letter of the 6th instant on the subject of 
the U. S. S. Charleston and the launch Connie, we are now Instructed 
to inform you that our client, Mr. Gordon, has had the launch sur- 
veyed, but the precise amount of damage can not be ascertained owing 
to the fact that the surveyor requires the launch to be put upon the 
slip, as she is leaking, before being able to do so. 

As, however, we understand it is desired to effect an immediate set- 
tlement, we are instructed to inform you that our client is willing to 
accept (of course without prejudice to his legai rights) the sum of 
51.000 in full settlement of his claim, if paid prom y- 

Of course it is understood that this is outside of any claim by Mr. 
Mayers's representatives cr the Chinese. 

We have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servants, 
DEACON & HASTINGS. 

R. WILDMAN, Esq., 

United States Consul-General, Hongkong. 

Respectfully referred to Capt. W. H. Whiting, United States Navy, 
commanding U. S. S. Charleston, Hongkong. 

ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAX, 
Consul-General. 


. ~ 
Engineer’s report of damage survey. 
HONGKONG, May 8, 1899. 

At the request of Messrs. Gordon & Co., I, the undersigned marine 
surveyor, have this day ed on board the steam launch Connie for 
the purpose of survey the amago done the hull and fittings 
by — falling of a boat from the U. S. S. Carleston, and have to report 
as follows: 

Cabin egy hy broken in three places, requires to be renewed. 

Tron stanchion supporting boom to be renewed. 

Thirty feet of rail on port side to be renewed and bulwark to be re- 
paired; three awning stanchions to be repaired and three renewed. 

Fore part of awning to be renewed. 

There is no damage under water, as far as I can see, but I would 
recommend the boat to be put on the slip for inspection. I estimate 
the cost of these repairs at $00, and time required ten days. 

Jonx W. KINGHORN. 
HONGKONG STEAM LAUNCH COMPANY, 
p Hongkong, May 9, 1899. 

Received from J. S. Phillips, pa United States Navy, the sum 
of $500, a full settlement of all claims against the United States 
Government for damage to steam launch Connie on account of accident 
of May 6 by fall of Charleston’s whaleboat. 


ved ment. 
way HONGKONG STEAM LAUNCH Co. 


A. G. GORDON, General Manager, 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, Mr. President, let the case 
go over for to-day without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 


GEORGE F. ORMSBY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 810) to authorize the detail of George F. Ormsby 
in the interest of commerce was announced as next in order. 
he 1 of Connecticut. Is there a report accompanying 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
ser ALLISON. I ask that that bill may go over without prej- 

ce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

MOUNT RAINIER NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 342) for the improvement of the Mount Rainier 
National Park, in the State of Washington, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Forest Reserya- 
tions and the Protection of Game with an amendment, in line 5, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert “to remain available until 
expended and ;” so as to make the bill read: 


funds in not otherwise appropriat the sum of 
$50,000, to remain available until expended, and to be expended under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, for the pu of im- 
proving the Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Washin on, 
and for the protection of the park and the construction and repair ot 
bridges, fences, and trails, and improvement and construction roads. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
ANKENY on February 15, 1904: 


The Committee on Forest Reservations and ä of G 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 342) for the rovement 
the Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Was n, have 
had the same under consideration and beg leave to submit the follow- 
report thereon and recommend its passage, with the following 


amendment: 
After the word “dol ” in line 5, insert “to remain available 


util expended, and,” ‘thereny waking the body of the Dill to read as 
OLLOWS : 


“That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any funds in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of ae , to remain 
available until ded and to be expended under supervision of 
the Secretary of the Interlor, for the a es of improv the Mount 
Rainier National Park, in the State of Wash 
tection of the park and the construction and ir of bridges, fences, 
and trails, and improvement and construction of roads.” 

During the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress a bill pro- 
viding for the improvement of the Mount Rainier National Park was 
in uced by Senator Foster, of W. and was favora 
reported upon by the honorable Secretary the Interior, to whom 
was referred for examination. From a report presented by Senator 

n on this bill (S. 255) the following ex t is taken: 

“By act of Congress approved March 2, 1899 {30 Stat., 993), a 

rtion of the lands of the State of Washington, known as the Pacific 

‘orest Reserve, was set aside for a public park, to be known as the 
Mount Rainier National Park. 


against their 
poses of merchandise or fit. Trespa was also prohibited 
— provision was made for K aa pi of rules and regulations 
to preserve the wonderful natural scenic effects of the park against 


“During the Fifty-sixth Congress ‘legislation. was . for the 


— — of troops to the 3 a speed —— the 25 
pose of preventing trespassers an ers from enter e same 
destroy game or objects of curiosity therein. The tion then 


asked for set aside an appropriation of 520,000 for the improvement of 
the park and the construction of roads. This proposed legislation met 
with the approval of the honorable Secretary the Interior, who made 
the following ee ~ 


have to state that the legislation contem tated 


+ > * ig in line with the recommendations relative to Mount 
Rainier National Park contained in my last annual report to the Presi- 
dent of the o tions of this Departmen e 133. 

I have the honor, therefore, to recommend that this amendment be 
eit age my in the sundry civil bill when it reaches the Senate and 
that it may receive the favorable consideration of Congress. 


Very respectfully, 
7 E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary.“ 
“A bill (S. 270) providing for the assignment of troops to the park 
7 the Secretary of War, upon the request of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, has been favorably reported the Senate Committee on Military 
Affairs, and an appropriation for the construction of roads and trails 


sible interest. and the ided for and the improvements to 


pro 
be secured by the proposed legislation are to be commended. 
“ We therefore recommend the bill do pass without amendment.” 
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The bill now under consideration has been examined by the Secretary 
of the Interior, who makes the following statement: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 12, 190}. 
Sin: Your letter of the 9th instant has been received, inclosing, with 
request for report thereon, Senate bill 342, for the improvement of the 
Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Washington. The bill in 


terms is as follows: 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of — 


United States of America in Congress assembled, That there be, 
hereby is, 3 out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise 
re a , the sum of $50,000, to be expended under the supervision 
of the Secretary of the Interior, for the pu e of improving the 
Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Washington, and for the 
rotection of the park and the construction and repair of bridges, 
ences, and trails, and improvement and construction o itd 

In response thereto I have the honor to state that I have no objec- 
tions to interpose to the passage of this bill, provided that the moneys 
therein authorized to be expended are made available until used. 


Very respectfully, 
E. A. Hrrencock, Secretary. 
Hon. J. R. Burton, 
Chairman Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game, United States Senate. 


Since the first appropriation of $3,000 was made for the improve- 
ment of Mount Rainier National Park, in accordance with a bill origi- 
nally introduced by Senator FOSTER of W. gton, a large numebr of 
tourists have been attracted annually to this great scenic resort, anda 
new line of railroad has been constructed over half of the distance to 
the mountain, which has heretofore been traversed by wagon or stage. 
This railroad is pushing its lines to a point nearer the mountain, and 
in a very short time Mount Rainier National Park can be reached with- 
out a long, difficult, and trying ride by wagon or on horseback, and vis- 
itors will be enabled to reach the glaciers without difficulty, particu- 
larly when the improvements contemplated by the War Department, 
and provided for in the above appropriation, have been made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought an appropriation for this purpose 
had been provided in the sundry civil act of last year, but after 
a necessarily hurried investigation, I do not see that it was. I 
observe that the Senator from Washington [Mr. ANKENY], who 
made the report in this case, is present. I should think that a 
smaller appropriation than that proposed in the bill would be 
sufficient to do the work for the next year or two, and I sug- 
gest that the amount be reduced from $50,000 to $25,000. I 
think that will be ample. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word “thousand,” it is 
proposed to strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ twenty-five;” so as 
to read “ twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MINING EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


The bill (S. 271) to establish mining experiment stations, to 
aid in the development of the mineral resources of the United 
States, and for other purposes, was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, and the 
Secretary will state the next case on the Calendar. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adultera- 
tion or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic 
therein, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. Furrox] desires to offer certain amend- 
ments and also to make some remarks on the bill. 

If the Senator will allow me for a moment, I should like to read 
from a magazine entitled“ What to Eat“ a little statement 
from the pure-food commissioner of the State of North Dakota, 
and which will explain to some extent why we in that State are 
deeply, interested in the enactment of a bill of this kind. It is 
very short, but it recites a condition of things that I think 
ought to appeal to any Senator. With the permission of the 
Senate, I will read the article. It is entitled “Some adultera- 
tions and frauds in the food markets.” - 

One might suppose that the meats offered for sale in North Dakota 
would be > gene y pure and true to name, but, while potted chicken 
and potted turkey are common products, I have never yet found a can 
in the State which really contained in determinable quantity either 
chicken or turkey. More than 90 per cent of the local meat markets 
in the State were using chemical preservatives, and in nearly every 
butcher shop could be found a bottle of freezem, preservaline, or iceine. 


The amount of borax or boracie acid emplo in meats varied to a 
considerable extent, and, expressed in terms of boracic acid in sai 


and Ham r steak, would probably range from 5 to 45 
per 9 the medical one is from 8 to 9 eats cen day. 
In other words, in one single pound of meat used there would 


be about five times as much as would be given in doses for 
medical purposes in a single day. 


The use of these chemicals is not confined to the local butchers. 
Scarcely a ham could be found that did not contain borax. In the 
dried beef, in the smoked meats, in the canned bacon, in the canned 
chip beef, boracic acid, or borates, is a common ingredient. Cer- 
tainly it can not be said that the use of this preservative is necessary 
in sealed in glass and tin, whatever may be said with regard to 
their use in other classes of meats. 

Probably sodium sulphite is more generally used than any other pre- 
servative in 3 Hamburger steak by the local butcher. At 

the meat which he employs in the preparation of these 3 
has been tainted, and the use of the sulphites helps him to of 
these meats as ripened paac 

Canned salmon was frequently found to contain borax and in vary- 
ing quantity, and while many of the canners 1 that they were 
not using borax, nevertheless it was shown that the special salt sold 
them for use contained sufficient borax to act as a preservative agent. 
Ninety per cent of the so-called French peas which we have taken 
in North Dakota were found to contain cop salts in parsing quanti- 
ties, and in a few samples, in addition to the copper salts, there was 
present aluminum salts. 

Of all the canned mushrooms on the market in North Dakota 85 per 
cent were found to be bleached by the use of sulphites. A 

When the food law went into effect in North Dakota there was but 
one brand of catsup, so far as I am able to find by my records, which 
was pure—that is, from chemical preservatives and coal-tar coloring 
matters. arp ye the catsups offered for sale in the State were made 
from the waste products from 5 skins, ripe tomatoes, 
aren tomatoes, starch paste in considerabie quantity, coal-tar colors, 

emical preservatives, usually benzoate of a or salicylic acid, the 
whole highly spiced and not always free from saccharin. In other 
instances the basis for the catsup was largely pumpkin. I consider the 
use of starch paste in the manufacture of catsup as a fraud and that 
its use should be condemned. 

I have found tomatoes in cans with all appearance of being ripe, but 
In reality the cans were filled mainly with tomato pulp and coal-tar 
dye. In some cans less than 12 per cent of the contents failed to pass 

rough a good grade of cheese cloth. The use of aire one ge 
coal-tar dye—alone permitted of the practice of such uds. Of 
8 ee examined about 70 per cent have been found to 

a erated. 


This is signed by E. F. Ladd, food commissioner of the State 
of North Dakota. I simply present it at this time that we may 
understand a few of the adulterations in food products in the 
several States. Possibly the condition is no worse in our own 
State than in other adjoining States, and it is shown that of the 
products which have been examined on an average 80 to 90 per 
cent have been of an adulterated character, and not only adul- 
terated, but injuriously adulterated; and it will be found, as I 
have stated, that from 90 to 95 per cent of all of those products 
haye been imported products. So it is impossible for the food 
commissioner to reach the source of the evil—the manufacturer, 

I may say, in addition, that during the summer there was 
held at St. Louis a session of the National Pure Food Congress, 
which was continued during a considerable period while the 
fair was in progress at that place. The requests from every- 
where, and the resolutions contained in their reports, were in 


favor of a national pure-food law. Without going especially ` 


into the question of adulteration, they simply showed clearly 
by their reports the inability of the States to cope with this 
great subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood him to say that of the impuri- 
ties discovered in North Dakota 90 to 95 per cent were in im- 
ported articles. I should like to ask him this question: Can 
the man who sells or ships or receives articles of this kind 
have any protection in the form of a guaranty under this bill? 

Mr. MeCUMBER. Yes; he is absolutely protected in the 


form of a guaranty. The man who purchases, you say? Dol 1 


understand the Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the man who receives or transports. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. He is protected absolutely 
under this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How is he protected? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is made a defense if he receives a 
guaranty with respect to the quality of the goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know; but there is no provision for a 
guaranty with respect to imported articles. 

Mr. McCUMBER. You mean imported from a foreign 
country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That matter was discussed here yesterday, 
and I can only answer the question the same as I answered it 
yesterday. The object of requiring a guaranty in the States 
is that we may follow up the article to the manufacturer and 
may hold the manufacturer of the article responsible. Such a 
provision could not apply, of course, where the article is im- 
ported from a foreign country. This country has no jurisdic- 
tion, of course, over the producer in a foreign country, and for 
that reason it was deemed unnecessary and improper even to 
have the same provision in reference to the importation of for- 
eign products, 
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In addition to this, we now have a national law which pro- 
vides for the inspection of all of these imported articles, and I 


believe it is working very well. There is very little complaint. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not quite apprehend my 
question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Possibly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I am asking the Senator is whether 
the innocent purchaser for sale or a man who is transporting 
articles, without knowledge that they are, as they may ulti- 
mately happen to be found to be, misbranded or impure, has any 
protection at all, if the articles are imported, as to the guar- 
anty of anybody? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly he has not under this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, if a man innocently receives 
misbranded goods that are imported, he can be sent to prison 
and has no protection whatever from any source? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The protection is given in the law as we 
now have it, as it is enforced by the Agricultural Department, 
which has been reenacted every year, which practically protects 
the importer. I do not understand that there is very much 
trouble from imported articles. Most of the articles of a fraud- 
ulent character that are really sold here as being imported arti- 
cles have never been imported. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are the French peas to which the Senator 
has referred imported? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand that they are at all. 
They are not imported articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin excuse me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator from Rhode Island 
was through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Here is a concrete illustration. It is well 
known in the trade, and the Senator from North Dakota un- 
doubtedly knows it, that large quantities of cotton-seed oil are 
sold in this country imported from abroad as olive oil or salad 
oil, and under various other names. 

Mr. McCUMBER. They are not imported from abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not imported? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are sent from this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are millions of gallons of cotton-seed 
oil sent to France every year, a considerable part of which comes 
back as olive oil under various brands, Italian and French, and 
is sold here. Suppose a retail grocer in Philadelphia orders 
from a wholesale grocer in New York a case of imported oil, 
and it is received in due course and sold by him. I wish to ask 
the Senator from North Dakota whether that man and the man 
who transports it and the man who shipped it can be sent to 
prison under this bill without any intent on their part to deceive 
or any knowledge on their part as to the character of the goods? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly they can. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will speak first as to the particular 
item of which the Senator from Rhode Island spoke. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the bill, everyone of them, 
from the man in New York to the man who finally receives it, 
can be found guilty and sent to prison when there is not the 
slightest possible intent on their part to deceive or any knowl- 
edge as to the character of the goods. 

Mr McCUMBER. Speaking now of olive oil, or oil which 
is imported as olive oil, if the reports of the Agricultural De- 
partment are correct, there is practically nothing of that kind 
going on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh! 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am simply taking the report as it is be- 
fore us. While it is true that a small amount of cotton-seed 
oil comes back to this country as olive oil, it may be said that 
practically there is none coming back at the present time. But 
this is the way we get our imported cotton-seed oil as olive oil: 
It is taken out of a tank in the city of New York or in Boston or 
in some other place, and a foreign label is put on the bottle and 
it is shipped as a foreign product all over this country. But 
the adulteration is done in this country and not in the old 


country. I am informed by the chemist of the Agricultural De- 


partment that under the law of which I have spoken they have 
practically excluded importations of that kind. 

Now, answering the Senator’s second proposition as to the 
liability of the importer, the law of every State in the Union 
makes it an offense punishable by fine and imprisonment to sell 
any adulterated article or an article that does not meet the re- 
quirements of the law of the State. None of the State laws, so 
far as I know, provide any shield to the party by reason of his 
not understanding that the article is of an impure character. 
He is made absolutely liable. I do not understand that there 
has been any great suffering under laws of this country. There 
are being enforced, day after day, in every one of the States of 
the Union, laws practically the same as this proposed law, so 
far as concerns making the seller responsible, irrespective of his 


innocence of knowledge as to the character of the particular 


Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any State which applies the penalty, 
to a man who receives the goods or transports them, and who 
may have no knowledge of the deception or any connection with 
their sale in any way or with what becomes of them Is there 
any law that you know of, before this suggested one, which im- 
poses any penalty for that? - 

Mr. McCUMBER. Every one of them does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do you mean the man who receives them or 
the man 

Mr. McCUMBER. The innocent receipt alone would not make 
a party guilty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This bill does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; this bill does. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is so stated on the floor, but that is not 
intended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill so reads, I do not know what was 
intended. That is the way it reads. Is there any State which 
has a law of that kind? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Every State has a law practically the same 
as the law which is proposed here, and I have not heard that 
there has been any difficulty. But I wish to say—— 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. In a moment. I understand that in Rhode 
Island if a man has such articles in his possession he is made 
criminally liable, whether innocent of any intent to deceive or 
not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He ought not to be. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is the law practically of every State, 
and, as I stated yesterday in my remarks, experience has 
demonstrated that if we insert the words “knowingly” or 
“willfully receiving” it leaves a ground on which many a 
criminal will escape. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the law 
of Rhode Island punishes a man for having in his possession 
a misbranded article? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have not the law here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator had better read it. ö 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator will find it reads 
“misbranded” or “ adulterated.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think you will find that it does not. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from North Dakota permit 
me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the information the Senator 
from North Dakota has just given, that there is no cotton- 
seed oil imported under the brand of oliwe oil is new to me, 
and I am glad to hear it. I regret that there is any imitation 
in the United States. However, I recollect very well that a 
few years ago the Italian Government forbade entirely the im- 
portation of cotton seed, cotton-seed oil, or any quality of cotton 
seed, upon the ground that it was destroying the olive industry 
in Italy. That prohibition was afterwards removed, and my 
impression has been, derived from a good many sources, that 
the very best olive oil that is used is refined cotton-seed oll 

Mr. McCUMBER. It may be. 

Mr. MONEY. And that it comes from Lucca and other 
Italian ports, and probably some comes from France. 

A few years ago there was in the French Chamber of Deputies 
a proposition to put a prohibitory tax upon cotton-seed oil, and 
at the request of the Secretary of State the minister of foreign 
affairs requested the withdrawal of the bill from the Chamber, 
because we were then negotiating a treaty of reciprocity with 
France, and retaliation was threatened unless the bill was with- 
drawn pending the negotiations. 

I know it is a fact that in more than one European state the 
introduction of cotton-seed products has been forbidden, or that 
course is contemplated, because of the exportation of that oil re- 
fined in place of olive oil, and upon the grounds mainly that it is 
destroying the olive industry. 

The Senator has given me some information upon that subject 
which I am very glad to get, and I hope he is quite correct in 
the statement. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have the statement from the Chief of 
the Bureau of Chemistry of the Agricultural Department, who, 
in the investigation had before the Committee on Manufactures, 
showed that very little cotton-seed oil was imported into this 
country misbranded; that since the new law went into effect, 
giving the Agricultural Department control over the importa- 
tion of wines and such articles, practically none is now being 
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imported. But it is true that an immense amount of cotton- 
seed oil is sold in this country for imported olive oil, when, as 
a matter of fact, it is simply cotton-seed oil with the foreign 
brand placed on the package in this country and nowhere else. 
Now, I am not condemning, and I do not think anybody else is 


condemning, the use of cotton-seed oil. It may be to a great 
extent better than mere olive oil. I know that olive oil is pre- 
scribed very often by physicians for children’s diseases. I 
know that the effect of olive oil is not the same on the system 
as that of cotton-seed oil; and I know that a person having a 
prescription filled is entitled to know whether it is olive oil he 
is buying or whether he is buying something that is really 
better for some purposes—cotton-seed oil. 

I had not completed my answer to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. Any person purchasing from the importer 
is amply protected under this bill. Possibly it may be so 
amended that he will be better protected. He may obtain a 
guaranty from the person from whom he purchases. or who 
ships to him that the article shipped to him corresponds in 
quality and character with the requirements of this bill, should 
it become a law: and in that way everyone will be thoroughly 
protected, unless it be the importer from a foreign country. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think it must 
be admitted that this bill, in terms, punishes an innocent re- 
tailer of misbranded goods unless he can produce a guaranty 
from the manufacturer or the person who sold him the goods 
that they are not misbranded. The Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. McCumber] says, “Oh, that is true; but the retail 
dealer will not be -punished if he is innocent; no harm has 
resulted from such laws in the States; that although the same 
provision occurs in State laws no retail dealer has suffered 
particularly.” 

Now, the other day when the Senator from North Dakota 
gave a reason why Congress should pass a law of this sort, 
the reason he gave was that the law was not enforced in the 
States; that they had similar laws, subjecting the innocent 
retail dealer to punishment, but that the laws were not en- 
forced. Now, let us see what he says: 


have changed from that condition— 


That is, the unbroken packages that are in interstate com- 
merce— 
and have become lost in the mass of the goods of that State, then the 
ure-food commissioner of that State and the courts of that State may 
eal, not with the manufacturer, not with the shipper, but with the 
retailer, who is 1 Innocent of the character of the goods. It 
is because of those conditions that nearly all of the States, through 


enforce their own laws in relation to pee food products. 
State of North Dakota there have been more than 100 arrests 

last year for the sale of adulterated and impure foods and those pro- 
hibited by the laws of the State to be sold in the State. In every in- 
stance, so far as I know, the retail dealer was absolutely innocent of 
the character of the goods, and so the fines in most instances were 
remitted for that reason. 

Now, we are to have a law based upon the necessity which 
exists for a law by which such fines shall not be- remitted. 
That is the reason which is given here for the passage of this 
bill. The States are fully empowered to deal with this subject. 
They have passed laws on it, but the Senator complains that 
the fines are remitted where the dealer is innocent of an intent, 
and therefore we must have a law of Congress. I can not see 
it any other way. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is all true with the exception of 
“therefore” and what follows. I simply gave that as an illus- 
tration of the difficulty of enforcing the law, without doing more 
or less injustice, as it now stands. The dealer will be enabled 
to protect himself entirely by securing from the manufacturer 
or the wholesale dealer a simple guaranty that the goods are 
as they purport them to be, nothing less and nothing more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not apply to imported goods at all? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have stated that it does not apply to 
imported goods from the first importer. It applies to imported 
goods, however, from the wholesale dealer or anyone else ex- 
cept from the first importer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How can the wholesale dealer give a guar- 
anty of something that has been imported as to its purity or 
branding? 

Mr. McCUMBER. He ean give a guaranty if he has a mind 
to. He is not compelled to sell anything he does not know what 
it is composed of. He can test the articles that he gets from a 
foreign country and ascertain whether or not they correspond 
e ig laws of the United States before he puts them on the 
markei 


The Senator might as well ask how we secure proper goods 
from importations at the present time. Simply the chemists of 
our own Departments analyze them, and they are not allowed 
to pass anless they are found to be either marked in such a way 
that they will indicate exactly what they are or else that they 
shall correspond entirely with the name that is given them. It 
is not a very difficult problem that would affect the importer or 
anyone else in knowing what his goods are before he ships 
them. The Senator might as well ask why should a man be 
held responsible for selling some yellow concoction that looks 
like butter. He may not know that it is not butter; but he 
can test it and ascertain whether it is oleomargarine or whether 
it is butter, and after he has tested it he knows what it is, 
Then he is entitled to put it on the market for just exactly. 
what it is and not for something else. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Oregon will permit me, 
I should like to say just another word about cotton-seed oil. 
My experience and knowledge, which, of course, is not equal 
to that of the Senator from North Dakota, is that there is a very 
large quantity of cotton-seed oil all the time being imported in 
the form of and branded as olive oil and sold under that brand. 
I do not know what the Chemist of the Agricultural Department 
may say about that, but I think there is not a man in trade and 
who knows about trade conditions who will not differ absolutely 
from the Chemist of the Agricultural Department in that re- 
gard. Neither the Chemist of the Agricultural Department nor 
any other chemist, in my judgment, can tell absolutely whether 
an oil which is sold upon the market contains 90 per cent olive 
ofl and 10 per cent of cotton-seed oil or not, and there is nothing 
in the chemical analysis of oil by which you can tell. One 
chemist might send a man to jail under this bill for selling oil 
that was adulterated or having in his possession an adulterated 
article, when twenty other chemists might say there was no 
cotton-seed oil in the product at all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That would be tried by a jury and they 
could weigh the evidence. That is true in the enforcement of 
all laws of this character. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that a man’s liberty 
ought to be put in peril because some chemist of the Agricultural 
Department or some other might think that the oil was adul- 
terated; not that anybody’s health was in danger, because I 
assume, and I think I can assume with great truth, that an oil 
which contains even 50 per cent of cotton-seed oil is just as 
good for all purposes of health as though it were all olive oil? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me answer the Senator. In our State 
we have the prohibition law. There is a prohibition against 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the State. A great many con- 
coctions are sold there, and the question arises very often in 
15 enforcement of that law whether they are intoxicating 

quors. 

We take a brand of lager beer, tonics, etc., and the question 
of their intoxicating quality is determined by chemists who 
analyze them and determine the amount of alcohol. One chem- 
ist might find that there was 5 per cent of alcohol. There is 
also the probability, or possibility, that other chemists might 
not find that there was 2 per cent, and therefore it might not be 
intoxicating. Would the Senator say that we should jeopardize 
a man’s life and imprison him when chemists might disagree? 
But they do disagree, and it is. for the jury to determine 
whether or not it is an intoxicating liquor, and ordinarily they 
will determine about right. A man is safeguarded. He can have 
the other twenty chemists present to show that tne article does 
not contain 5 per cent of alcohol—that it contains only 1 or 2 
per cent. The same thing would apply to a case of this kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there anything in the existing condition 
of affairs that makes it the duty of Congress.to put the liberty 
of all the people of the United States in jeopardy because some 
man thinks that at some time some imported article contains 
certain substances which ought not to be there? Take this 
question of oil. Are we to pass a sumptuary law that will pre- 
vent people all over the United States from using or selling or 
receiving or transporting articles which, in the opinion of some 
of the people of North Dakota, may be injurious to their health? 
Are we going to decide that question here? Are we going to take 
up the question as to what a man shall eat and what a man 
shall drink, and put him under severe penalties if he is eating 
or drinking something different from what the chemists of the 
Agricultural Department think it is desirable for him to eat 
or drink? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the purpose of Congress? 
uae: McCUMBER. I can tell the Senator what the purpose 

Mr. ALDRICH. That seems to be the purpose of the pro- 
posed legislation, so far as I can see. 
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Mr. McCUMBER, . On the contrary, it is the purpose of the 
bill that a man may determine for himself what he will eat and 
what he will not eat. It is the purpose of the bill that he may 
go into the markets and when he pays for what he asks for that 
he shall get it and not get some poisonous substance in lieu 
thereof for the benefit of some particular individuals who desire 
to make a little money out of the sale of these poisonous arti- 
cles which are imposed on the public. Are we going to put 
every man under the ban of suspicion or liability for being con- 
victed of murder because we have a law on our statute books 
that prohibits murder? This proposed law prevents no man 
from selling what he wishes. It simply says to him, “ You shall 
sell it for what it is. It defines what are adulterated articles. 
He can adulterate them as much as he has a mind to, but it pro- 
vides that he shall place upon the label the fact that it is 
adulterated. Is that a hardship upon any individual? Is it 
an injustice to him? I think Congress may well protect the 
people of the State of North Dakota and of every other State 
against the impositions I have enumerated, as I have read this 
article from our own pure-food commissioner, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I stated yesterday, I conceive that prob- 
ably some legislation on this subject is necessary. I realize, as 
my friend from North Dakota must, the length and depth of the 
subject, the intricacy of it, and the difficulty of framing a bill 
full of specific proyisions which will not be susceptible of very 
great oppression in its execution. 

Now, turning to the question of guaranty, which in a limited 
sense, perhaps not so limited—it is limited, however—is a de- 
fense, I wish to ask the Senator this question: Suppose a firm 
in New York imports a consignment of foreign-made food or 
confectionery. They bring it in; they ship it in the packages 
to some State for sale. It is found there to be misbranded or, 
upon being opened—or it may not be necessary to open it—itis 
found to be adulterated. That firm, I suppose, would be sub- 
ject to prosecution and punishment under this bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. If they sold it. 

Mr. SPOONER. If they sold it or if they shipped it for sale? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, no guaranty of the foreign manufac- 
turer would protect that firm? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No. 
` Mr. SPOONER. Would proof by that firm that the package 
had never been broken from the time of withdrawal from the 
custom-house until its shipment for sale into another State be 
a defense? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think not, too, because it is malum pro- 
hibitum. Now, where does that leave this bill? Confessedly 
the Government of the United States, however it may be re- 
stricted, from the standpoint of such a bill is restricted to its 
power to regulate commerce. But it is not restricted, as my 
friend knows, as to the power to regulate imports. Congress 
has the power to provide for the examination and the testing of 
imports to the end that the misbranding or the adulteration 
which occurred on the other side may be detected and the con- 
summation of it prevented. 5 

The Senator says there is a law for that purpose. Then this 
importer to whom I have referred would have the right, would 
he not, to assume that the Federal officials had executed that 
law, and that the original package, with which the firm never 
interfered, came to the dealer after examination by the Federal 
official whose duty it is to make the examination? One illus- 
tration, of course, brings to the mind of any Senator the extent 
of the field. He would be subject to prosecution and punishment 
it being malum prohibitum, being absolutely honest himself, 
simply because he had relied upon the faithful execution by 
Federal officials of a Federal law. He had been lulled to rest, 
left without ground of suspicion, by the assumption that before 
the package came from the custom-house into his custody it had 
passed and met the test prescribed by the Federal law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield for one moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask for one moment. What I wish to ask 
the Senator is whether in such a case it ought not to be a com- 
plete defense upon proof that the package came from the cus- 
tom-house into the custody of the importer, and that from the 
time it came into his custody until it was delivered for sale in 
another State it had remained unbroken. Ought not that to be 
a defense? 

Mr. McCUMBER. There certainly could be no objection—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 


kota will please suspend. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an 
act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 
vide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled 
“An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the 
more efficient administration of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the bill 
which has just been laid before the Senate, but as I am engaged 
on a committee which will be at work in the afternoon I should 
like to have an understanding in regard to the bill. I assure 
the Senator from North Dakota that I shall not take much time. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from North Dakota, I suppose, 
merely desires to finish his statement. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply desire to answer the question of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose that the unfinished business will be 
temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Just for a moment, that the Senator from 
North Dakota may answer the question. ' 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside in order that he may finish his reply. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There certainly could be no objection to 
throwing around every citizen the safeguards which would be 
necessary to establish his innocence and to allow him to estab- 
lish innocence. It is a serious question, however, whether it 
would be better to say to importers, “ You may rely entirely. 
upon the fact that Federal officials have allowed certain goods 
to pass into this country as a complete defense,” or whether it 
would be better in the long run to compel them to know what 
they were selling to the public. I certainly would not desire to 
object to any amendment that would safeguard any particular 
class of importers the Senator might suggest. 

Mr. SPOONER. The honor of the citizen and exemption from 
prosecution and punishment throughout the whole country are 
perhaps of quite as much consequence as this matter of adultera- 
tion. 

Now, it is not a question as to whether there is objection to 
it or not. The Senator does not answer my question. In the 
case I put I can see no possible escape from the conclusion that 
the importer, without any fault on earth upon his part, without 
having been in the slightest degree neglectful, would be liable 
to prosecution and conviction. 

This whole bill is to be carried forward and administered by 
Federal officials. The whole country has got to rely on Federal 
officials and on their reports, their analyses. Why may not the 
importer rely upon the certification of the Federal official at the 
threshold of the country, whose sworn duty it is to analyze 
samples of the importations and certify them? Why is the 
whole country to rely upon the fidelity and accuracy of these 
Federal officials, and yet the importers and the people along the 
seaboard are not to be entitled to rely upon their scrupulous 
discharge of duty? I mention this to the Senator as one addi- 
tional case which makes it seem that this bill needs some re- 
vamping in the interest of the liberty of the citizen. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let us take the parallel case of the 
States. There is a food commissioner in every State, whose 
duty it is, so far as it is in his power, to prevent the sale of 
goods of an adulterated or a misbranded character in his State, 
and not only to prevent the sale after it has gone into the mass 
of the property of the citizens of the State, but also to prevent 
it from being shipped into the State as much as possible or to 
be distributed after it gets into the State. Every State law 
Provides for the punishment of the individual who sells these 
adulterated or misbranded articles. The same reason, there- 
fore, might be urged against any punishment of those sellers, 
because they can say, “I have a right to rely upon the assump- 
tion that the commissioner of foods and drugs in my State 
has prevented any goods from being sold in the State that are 
of an impure or adulterated character.” And yet we would 


not for a moment consider that that should be a proper de- 
fense. Our State laws make the individual responsible for 
what he sells. Therefore, a Government law would not be 
more harsh which would compel the shipper or the importer 
to know what he is distributing throughout the country. 

If my friend will permit me, take this case. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
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Throughout the country the retailer or the wholesaler who buys 
the imported article from the importer would be protected by 
his guaranty. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that. He would under this 
proposed law. He is not protected under the present State 
laws by any guaranty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam dealing with this bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER, I was giving a case similar to the one the 
Senator presented. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a similar case. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is exactly if—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the official of a government, State or 
national, whose duty it is to certify upon the subject, certifies 
falsely, the citizen ought not to be punished for it. The local 
dealer ought to be permitted to rely upon it, but the govern- 
ment official should meet with punishment—removal or im- 
prisonment. 

Ilowever, in the case I put—and there will be cases without 
limit, and there will be an army of employees under this bill, 
and it will deal all over the United States—the law provides 
that no article of foreign food or drink—and drink is part of 
the food—or confectionery shall be admitted until it has been 
tested by the representatives of this very Department under 
whose dominion the whole country, drugs and all, is to be placed, 
and found neither misbranded nor adulterated. The importer 
receives it; he pays the duty; the fact that it is permitted to be 
withdrawn from the custom-house or the warehouse is evidence 
to him that it has met the test. Ought he not to be at liberty to 
execute this guaranty to the firm in Massachusetts to whom he 
sends that package, never broken in his custody? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not contending that he should not. 

à 5 SPOONER. But under this bill he is not at liberty to 

o that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The bill will be subject to amendment, 
and if it is thought best to cover a case of that character 


Mr. SPOONER. But what I want to know is, does the Sena- | 


tor think it best to cover it? . 

Mr. McCUMBER. I would think it best to have the same 
character of guaranty from the foreign merchants that you 
would have from the domestic merchants and manufacturers. I 
am willing to concede that for my own—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Otherwise it follows that the imported arti- 
cle meets the test of the Agricultural Department, and then no 
importer on tide water or dealer in the interior will dare to sell 
an unbroken package. He will be obliged to employ his own 
chemist to open it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. He will be obliged to make his own test of it 
before he can execute his guaranty and protect his consignees. 
Now, the bill in that respect needs amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That would cover perhaps not to exceed 
one thousandth of one per cent of the entire food products that 
are sold in the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Senate and the House, passing 
legislation involving prosecution, conviction, and penalties to 
the citizen, owe no higher duty as legislators than industriously 
to see to it that no innocent citizen shall be punished under 
Federal law. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just to close, I beg to state, however, that 
I know of no particular reason why the importer should be 
shielded to any greater extent than the wholesale or retail 
dealer in any State. » 

Mr. SPOONER. He is shielded by the importer's guaranty 
under your bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Under this law, if it should become a 
law. He is not at the present time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am talking about this bill, not about no 
bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator misunderstands the 
point I have been trying to make in the matter, that by reason 
of the State enacting the law in that form and not protecting 
them by the shield is the fact that it does operate and has oper- 
ated as a shield for the escape of the guilty. 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I present a reso- 
lution, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the message of the House of Representatives relat- 
ing to the impeachment of Charles Swayne be referred to a select com- 
mittee to consist of five Senators to be appointed by the President pro 
tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee 
Messrs. Pratt of Connecticut, CLARK of Wyoming, Fannaxks, 


Bacon, and PETTUS. 


PONCE RAILWAY AND LIGHT COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to 
be printed: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 30, 1904, 
5 o the Ponce Railway and 1 Company the right to con- 
struct branch tracks or extensions of its present line of railwa 
around the Playa of Ponce, which ordinance was approved by the Fresi- 
dent of the United States on October 8, 1904, subject to qualification. 
5 is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 

ate. 8 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite HoUsE, December 14, 1904. 1 


THE AMERICAN RAILROAD COMPANY OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to 
be printed : 2 
The Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 30, 1904, 

anting to the Compania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico and to 

ts assign, the American Railroad 1 of Porto Rico, the right 
to construct a spur or branch railway track connecting its warehouse 
at the Playa of Ponce with its main line, which ordinance was, a 
roved by the President of the United States on October 8, 1904, su 
Jeet to qualification. 2 
8 Attention is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary 
tate. = 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Wuitr House, December 14, 1904. 
VANDEGRIFT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: ` f 
The Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,“ I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on July 7, 1904, amend- 
ing “An ordinance granting to the Vandegrift Construction Compan 
the right to build and operate a line of railway between the munici- 
pality of San Juan and the Playa of Ponce, in the island of Porto Rico, 
and to develop electric energy by water or other power for distribution 
and sale for railway, lighting, and industrial purposes.” 

This ordinance was approved by the President of the United States 
on August 2, 1904, subject to qualification. 

80 A enhon is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
ate. 


Wurrn House, December 14, 190}. 
THE AMERICAN RAILROAD COMPANY OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompany papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on November 4, 1904, 
poen to the Campania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico and to 
ts assign, the American Railroad Com oy of Porto Rico, the right 
to construct a spur or branch railway track running from its station 
of Lajas in the southwest direction toward the district of Boqueron, 
for a distance of about 7 kilometers, which ordinance was approved by 
the President of the United States on December 8, 1904, subject to 


qualification. 
is Invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Attention 
State. 
WHITE Horse, December 14, 190}. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 16445) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill just received from the House 

be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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The bill (H. R. 16445) making appropriations to supply ur- 
gent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, was read twies 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act ap- 
proved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
. reyenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act 
to establish a standard-of value and to provide for a coinage 
system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the more 
efficient administration of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunois], I under- 
stand, desires to ask some questions in regard to the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] 
offered an amendment to the bill this morning. I understood it 
was to have been printed by this time and we are expecting it. 
The amendment provides for a reduction in the tariff duties on 
certain articles in the Philippines, if I understood it correctly. 

I wish to say to you, Mr. President, and to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, in charge of the bill, that there was no amend- 
ment of that character pending, and I was preparing to make 
some remarks on tariff reductions, but postponed it because I 
did not think the measure would be before the Senate so soon. 
J think at this session there is no bill for the reduction of the 
tariff in the Philippines pending in the Senate, but there is one 
pending in the House. 

I have serious objections to the bill pending in regard to the 
percentage granted for the building of railroads and also I de- 
‘sire to be certain as to the enforcement of the immigration 
laws, but my objections were not of so weighty a nature as to 
delay the passage of the bill. However, as a member of the 
Committee on the Philippines, I never would haye given my 
consent to the taking of a vote day after to-morrow had I 
known that the tariff-reduction proposition was to be voted 
upon in connection with this bill. It is not germane; it is a 
subject which affects my own State and our western country 
very much, and I am desirous when that question comes prop- 
erly before the Senate to submit some remarks upon it. I do 
not like to be bound by an agreement to yote on that proposi- 
tion day after to-morrow, and I hardly think it was contem- 
plated that such an amendment would be offered to be voted 
upon. I certainly as a member of that committee would not 
have given my consent to vote day after to-morrow had I 
known that I would have been called upon to vote on that 
proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho is of 
course aware that the amendment did not emanate from me or 
from the Committee on the Philippines, directly or indirectly. 
I knew nothing about it until the Senator from Ohio spoke yes- 
terday of offering it. f 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that thoroughly. I think there 
was a sort of tacit understanding among the members of the 
committee, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I had no under- 
standing in regard to it one way or the other. The subject was 
not mentioned to me, as I said, until yesterday. 

As the Senator is of course aware, this is the bill that passed 
the House in the last session, was reported from our committee, 
and went to the Calendar, where it failed at the close of the 
short session, with the single exception that the Senator from 
‘Ohio proposes to lower the rate which the committee proposed 
on sugar and tobacco from 50 per cent of the present duties to 
25 per cent. Otherwise it is precisely the same bill that our 
committee reported in the last Congress, and which was then so 
much debated. 

The question whether it is germane to the bill is something 
as to which a point of order may be raised when the amendment 
is offered. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Well, Mr. President, that is not exactly the 
point that I raised. I certainly, as a member of the Philippine 
Committee, would not have consented to have voted on the two 


bills at once. I supposed that we were to vote on the adminis- 


trative bill for the Philippine Islands. That is the bill which 
is now pending. There never was an intimation from any 
member of the committee on either side that we were to merge 
two bills into one. It was my understanding distinctly, and I 


think it was the understanding of my colleagues on this side 
thst we were to vote on the Philippine bill, and, of course, any 
##endments properly offered to that bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Idaho must be aware that 
no unanimous consents or agreements can be made here if we 
undertake to limit the amendments that may be offered. ‘The 
agreement in regard to this bill is in the usual form—that is, 
that the vote is to be on the bill and all amendments pending 
and to be offered. There is no possible method of which I 
know of preventing other Senators from offering any amend- 
ments they choose on this or any other bill. I never heard of 
such a thing being done. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I thoroughly agree with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in regard to that; but, on the other hand, whenever 
we make a unanimous-consent agreement there are implied ob- 
ligations on all sides. 

Mr. LODGE. I can not conceive what obligation there is 
that binds Senators not to offer any amendments they want to 
unless it isso expressed. You can not limit the right of amend- 
ment in any agreement ever made in the Senate. You can not 
limit the right of any Senator to offerany amendment he chooses. 
I myself when I asked for that unanimous consent and received 
it had no idea that this amendment was going to be offered; 
but I was perfectly aware that any amendment might be offered 
under that consent, and I have no doubt amendments will be 
offered to which I am entirely hostile. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, if it is in order, I should like 
to have the unanimous-consent agreement abrogated. 

Mr. LODGE. That is impossible, Mr. President. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Set aside—— 

Mr. LODGE. That is utterly impossible. 

Mr. DUBOIS. So that we can amicably arrange some way 
of settlement of the matter. I would not ask Senators to wait 
on my convenience, but I am exceedingly interested in this sub- 
ject, and I think it would be impossible to prepare properly for 
a vote on this question on the day agreed for a vote—the day 
after to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator not 
to make that request at this time 

Mr. DUBOIS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that he let this matter go over. I am 
myself disposed to think there is some justice in the attitude of 
the Senator, and I know the Senator from Ohio would be the 
last man in the Chamber to take any unfair advantage. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that, but I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin—and it is no reflection on him or on the 
committee—that I know we thought we were to consider the 
Philippine administrative bill, and I have no desire to offer any 
objections to its speedy passage. The other question is much 
more intricate and one requiring more debate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him, I was out of the Chamber when this colloquy 
commenced, and I am not yet advised as to what has been said, 
I only infer from the remarks now being made what is under 
consideration. 

I offered this amendment never dreaming that anybody 
would take any exception to it such as has been stated. We 
have repeatedly had this question presented in the Senate. 
Every time Philippine legislation has been under consideration, 
where it was at all germane I have offered practically the 
Same amendment, and I have in each instance given notice 
that I would continue to offer it from time to time as oppor- 
tunity was presented until we got favorable action, if that was 
possible. 

The agreement entered into with respect to voting on this bill 
is the usual one—that at a day and an hour on that day named 
we should vote on the bill and all amendments that might be 
offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All pending amendments. 

Mr. FORAKER. All pending amendments; all amendments 
that might be offered at the time before we vote. So that I 
have offered the amendment strictly within the agreement. It 
did not occur to me at the time that agreement was made that it 
was necessary for me to state that I intended to offer this 
amendment. I had a right to offer it, and if any Senator here 
had a thought on the subject he should have been of the opinion 
that I would offer it again, for I had given that kind of notice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to in- 
quire if the proposition he has made heretofore was not a gen- 
eral reduction on all articles as contrasted with the present 
one? I understand this only reduces the duty on two articles— 
sugar and tobacco. 

Mr. LODGE. It makes everything else free. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment which I proposed to offer, 
which has been introduced and is lying on the table, provides 
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that all goods and merchandise imported from the Philippine 
Archipelago shall come in free of duty except only sugar and 
tobacco, on which there shall be paid 25 per cent of the Dingley 
rates. So that this does vary somewhat from the amendments 
I have heretofore offered from time to time. 

Mr. LODGE. It is identical—— 

Mr. FORAKER. But it is in spirit precisely the same as 
that which was reported by the Philippine Committee two 
years ago. 

Mr. LODGE. It is identical with the bill, I will say to the 
Senator, which came over from the House during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and which was reported, except in the rate on 
sugar and tobacco, which the Senator’s amendment makes 25 
per cent lower. í 

Mr. FORAKER. The Philippine Committee of the Senate 
reported a proposed amendment to the House bill making the 
duty on sugar and tobacco imported 50 per cent. I put it at 25 
per cent. That is the rate I think we ought to adopt, and it did 
not occur to me when we were making that agreement the other 
day that any Senator needed notice, for I had given it, that this 
was a matter that I thought very important, and I intended to 
press it on every appropriate occasion; and I had a right to offer 
it without any notice, certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it is perfectly evident from the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio that there is opposition to 
his amendment of a very serious nature. 

There was not any intimation whatever from the Republican 
members of the Philippine Committee that we were to discuss 
anything except the Philippine administration bill. This oppo- 
sition exists to the reduction as proposed by the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio, and under those circumstances I hardly 
think it is entirely fair to hold us to an agreement to vote day 
after to-morrow on-a proposition which a great many of us 
want to discuss. I have no disposition to delay a yote on it. 
A bill is now pending in the House on this proposition, I think, 
and if the Philippine Committee will bring a bill in and give us 
any reasonable time to debate it, they will be able to secure a 
vote on it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him there, I do not know of any such bill now pend- 
ing in the House. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I may have been in error, 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. I do not know of any bill pending 
anywhere except only this one where this amendment may be 
properly offered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Ohio, then, permit me 
this inquiry? If the bill pending does not lay duties or taxes, 
exactly how, by amendment in the Senate, we can propose a 
5 measure is beyond my comprehension just at this 

me, 

Mr. FORAKER, This is not an amendment affecting the 
revenues of the United States. The Constitution provides that 
measures to raise reyenues must originate in the House, but 
they are revenues of the United States; they are not reyenues 
of the Philippine Islands. > 

Mr. BAILEY. The Constitution—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will pardon me just a 
moment until I get through—all the revenues, all the tariff 
duties collected on importations from the Philippine Archi- 
pelago are paid over to the Philippine government for its 
support; and this is simply a reduction in the amount of the 
revenues that we are to collect for the benefit of the Philippine 
government. So this is not an amendment to raise revenue for 
either our Government or the Philippine government. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is per- 
fectly well aware that the Senate by an overwhelming majority 
has itself decided that a bill to reduce duties was still a bill to 
raise revenue; and the fact that this amendment proposes to 
reduce the duties would not take it out of the constitutional 
prohibition against originating outside of the House of Repre- 
sentatives if—— 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 


Mr. BAILEY. Just a moment: I have not finished—if it, 
were clearly a bill to raise revenue for the United States. Now, 


the Senator interpolates those words into the Constitution, for 
he will not find the Constitution confining the power of origina- 
ting revenue bills for the United States to the House of Represent- 
atives, because I take it that the men who framed that Constitu- 
tion never dreamed that the Congress of the United States would 
undertake to raise revenue for anybody but the United States. 

This is not the time nor place, however, to go into the whole 
argument as to whether the Philippine Islands are a part of the 
United States, but I believe on a fair understanding of the 
clause the power to lay duties for any purpose or upon any 
article must rest with the House of Representatives in its 
origin. 


Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Supreme Court has al- 
ready decided that legislation affecting the revenues of our 
insular possessions is not subject to the constitutional provision 
referred to. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have decided that by 4 to 5. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, that was enough, as in many other 
cases, 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the usual division now. 

Mr. FORAKER. The point I was making was simply that 
this is a bill (speaking of the amendment) that affects the reye- 
nues of the Philippine Islands and does not affect in any sense 
whatever the revenues of the United States; and there is no 
constitutional objection that I know of to introducing such leg- 
islation here originally, as a separate bill, or by amendment, 
for, except only that provision of the Constitution to which the 
Senator from Texas alludes, it would not be necessary for us 
to wait on the House to originate a measure laying duties. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will excuse me just a mo- 
ment, I want to call attention to the fact that the amendment 
which I offered is to be added to section 5 of the bill. This sec- 
tion affects the revenues of the Philippine government, there- 
fore my amendment is perfectly pertinent. Section 5—this is 
the House bill and this amendment originated there and came 
into the Senate from the House—reads: 

Sec. 5. That material imported into the Philippine Islands for the 
construction and equipment of railroads therein may, in the discretion 
of the general government of said islands, under rules and regulations 
to be by it prescribed, be admitted free of duty. 

I add my amendment to that, and it is consistent with it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, there is a plain, manifest 
unfairness which is apparent—I do not think any intended un- 
fairness—but I say there is a manifest unfairness in presenting 
this amendment here at this stage of the bill. As the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] himself says and as the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusors] says, no member of the Philippine 


Committee, no Senator here, anticipated or expected or had any 


right to suppose that any such amendment as that presented by 
815 Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] would be offered to this 
III. 

This is a bill which deals with matters of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands. We have heretofore dealt with the 
question of tariff on Philippine products by separate bills. We 
had a bill pending here at a former session of Congress which 
was debated at length. I understand that the committee of the 
House of Representatives is now considering a measure of that 
sort, and nobody supposed that any amendment of this kind 
would be offered to this bill. 

I have always supported the idea of reducing or entirely abol- 
ishing all duties on Philippine products, but this amendment 
raises another question; it raises a very serious constitutional 
question, whether or not this Senate can proceed to originate a 
bill raising revenue simply because articles involved come from 
the Philippine Islands. It does not seem to me that the fact 
that the revenue. goes back to the Philippine Islands has any- 
thing to do with that question. 

What disposition this Government may choose to make of the 
revenue it raises does not affect the constitutional question in 
the least, as it seems to me. As at present advised, I could not 
afford to vote for this bill no matter how much I favored it, be- 
lieving, as I do, that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio abridges the right of the House of Representatives—its 
constitutional right. 

In addition to that, the plain fact that we were considering one 
measure, when Senators very much interested in the other mat- 
ter had no supposition that an entirely different question would 
be brought up for consideration, is something that ought to con- 
trol in this matter, it seems to me. There never would have 
been a consent to vote on this bill on the 16th instant if there 
had been an understanding that at the very last moment this 
amendment would be offered, at a time when there is no oppor- 
tunity to fairly consider or debate it either in its aspects as a 
revenue measure or the constitutional question involved in it. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that there will be a great deal of 
hesitation about making unanimous-consent agreements here- 
after, if a matter of this sort is to be brought in right at the tail 
end of the discussion and to be added to this bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not an unusual thing for something to 
be raised by a proposed amendment which Senators had not fore- 
seen when agreements to vote have been made; that repeat- 
edly happens. It has frequently happened during my experience 
here. I do not want to be put in the attitude of appearing even 
to take any advantage of anybody. That never occurred to me. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not believe the Senator intended any- 
thing of that kind. 

Mr. FORAKER. It never occurred to me that this was a 
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question that anybody could say anything new on, or that 
needed any special debate. We have debated it repeatedly in 
the Senate. I want to call attention to the fact that on the 
24th day of February, 1902, I offered and debated this same 
measure in general effect. Again on February 14, 1903, the 
same measure was offered—I mean in effect, not the same lan- 
guage. Again on March 3, 1903, when the Philippine Commit- 
tee had under consideration a bill affecting the government and 
revenues of the Philippine Islands, I offered that amendment, 
and in connection with those debates everybody in the Senate 
who wanted to speak on the subject was heard, so far as I 
could observe. We had an exchange of opinions in those de- 
bates. I from time to time gaye notice, in effect, that this 
was a matter I thought very important, that I wanted to see the 
Senate vote on it favorably, and that I would from time to 
time, as suitable opportunity offered, renew this amendment. 
At the last session we had under consideration a measure—I 
have forgotten now what it was—affecting the Philippines, and 
I intended then to offer this amendment, but we were hurry- 
ing along to an adjournment, and I concluded, after Senators 
had expressed a desire that I should not then offer it, to post- 
pone offering it until this session. 

I then gave notice to all who spoke to me on the subject that 
I should offer it at this session and that I would press the mat- 
ter upon the Senate. So it never occurred to me when I offered 
this amendment this morning that I was taking any advantage 
of my privilege under the agreement to vote, that I was offering 
an amendment that I did not have a perfect right to offer, or 
that any Senator would have any thought of taking exception 
to it. 

We have all of to-day, and we have all to-morrow, and we 
have until 3 o’clock on Friday to debate this proposition. There 
does not seem to be any disposition to debate anything else in 
this bill. Why not debate this? I want to debate it but very 
briefly. I can in twenty or thirty minutes say all I care to say 
about it, and I do not know of any Senator who will not have 
an opportunity to say all he has heretofore intimated that he 
was desirous to say on the subject. Certainly there will be 
plenty of time for that. I do not know of any Senator who will 
be cut off. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
has not heretofore offered this amendment, or substantially this 
amendment, to revenue bills affecting the Philippine Islands? 
It has not heretofore, I believe, been offered to a purely admin- 
istrative bill, or to any bill other than a revenue bill coming 
from the other House to the Senate. I ask that for information. 
I am inclined to think that is true. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am referring to the Recorp to see. I 
think the Senator from Texas is probably correct about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am very much inclined, under proper cir- 
cumstances, to yote with the Senator from Ohio for a reduction 
all along the line. Of course I dislike to vote to reduce the 
duties on sugar and tobacco, in view of the fact that those arti- 
cles are almost completely controlled by corporations. operating 
in those respective lines; but inasmuch as the reduction on 
everything else is the total abolition of duty, I would be in- 
clined ordinarily to follow him. 

Mr. FORAKER. By reference to the Recorp, I find the Sen- 
ator from Texas is correct in saying that amendments hereto- 
fore offered by me were to revenue bills, but for the reason I 
stated a moment ago I think it is perfectly competent to offer it 
to this bill. It is not an amendment that necessarily goes to a 
purely revenue bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not wish at 
the present time to discuss this amendment by inquiring 
whether the duties ought to be reduced on goods coming from 
the Philippine Islands, as proposed in the amendment. I 
should want to be heard upon that question. It is a very 
serious question and it may affect very seriously and injuriously 
many interests in the United States. I do not think, however, 
that we are sufficiently informed at the present day of the facts 
and of the possibilities and probabilities which would result 
economically from the adoption of such an act to consider it 
at this time. Of course, if we are forced to consider it, I shall 
desire to be heard; but the point I wish to make is this: First, 
there is reason—moral reason, to say the least—in the point 
made by our friends on the other side of the Chamber that 
when they agreed to vote on Friday upon this bill they had no 
reason to apprehend that such an amendment, not in any way 
germane to the bill then under consideration, would be pre- 
sented, and I think, indeed, that their claim that they under- 
stood, or had reason to suppose, that no such amendment would 
be presented or otherwise they would not have given their con- 
sent, is well founded. 

Now, Mr. President, these unanimous-consent agreements can 


not be broken, but, on the other hand, they ought to be ob- 
served with reference to the conditions under which they were 
made and what was fairly in the minds of Senators at the time 
they were made. It is just as bad to break them as it is to 
force something on the Senate that Senators had no reason to 
anticipate would come before them for action, and it is just as 
bad to force something on the Senate that was not anticipated, 
which relates to another subject that is not dealt with in the 
bill, as it is to break them. Therefore, Mr. President, I think 
that that consideration alone should induce the Senator from 
Ohio not to press his amendment at this time. 

I think, also, that there is great force in the suggestion which 
has been made here that this amendment is not in order upon 
the pending bill, and if technically it be in order the Senate 
ought to hesitate a long time before it takes action which the 
other House of Congress would naturally feel infringed upon its 
prerogatives. This bill is not a revenue measure. Section 5 is 
not a revenue bill. It is not a bill raising money for the United 
States. Under the Constitution such bills must originate in the 
House of Representatives. This measure comes from the House. 
It is not, in my judgment, a bill raising reyenue within the 
meaning of the Constitution, and, therefore, we can not by 
amendment infringe upon the prerogative of the House to origi- 
nate bills raising revenue. When we propose to reduce the 
revenue on imports into the United States, then we deal with 
the question of raising revenue, as has been decided by prece- 
dent and by the courts. I think strictly the amendment is not 
in order, and if technically it be in order, the Senate ought to 
hesitate about taking such action as will make the other branch 
of Congress feel that we have trenched upon their prerogatives. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in view of what I have con- 
cluded to do, I shall not undertake to answer at length what the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Prarr] has just said. I shall 
content myself, in so far as concerns his remarks about this not 
being a revenue measure within the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, by a citation of the title of this proposed act. It is a rev- 
enue measure, according to its title, for it is “An act to amend 
an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled ‘An act temporarily to pro- 
vide for the administration of the affairs of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,’ and to amend 
an act approved March 8, 1902, entitled ‘An act temporarily to 
provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other 
p 3 n 

And this bill, with that title, has a section in it to which I 
have already called the attention of the Senate, which provides 
that certain enumerated classes of articles shall be admitted 
into the Philippine Islands free of duty, and the amendment I 
have proposed is to be attached, if it be acted upon favorably, to 
that section. So it seems to me that would be enough under 
any circumstances. But however that may be, it is all I intend 
to say now, in view of what I have concluded to do, in answer 
to what the Senator from Connecticut has said upon that 
subject. A 

As to the other suggestions made by him, I recognized the fact 
when I offered the amendment that it did raise important ques- 
tions, and I expected we would debate them. I had no idea 
that any Senator who wanted to debate them would be deprived 
of the privilege of debating them. I had no thought of cutting 
off anybody. My thought in that regard, in so far as I may 
have had any thought at all on the subject, was that it was a 
question which has been repeatedly considered in the Senate. 
It has been debated here from time to time elaborately, and 
every question that has been suggested by the Senator from 
Connecticut has been dwelt upon by Senators in debate. They 
have dwelt particularly upon the effect of admitting into this 
country free of duty, or at lower rates than those now obtaining, 
the articles which are to be imported from the Philippine Archi- 
pelago hereafter, as heretofore, especially sugar and tobacco, 
Senators have been heard on both sides of that proposition. 

But I had no thought in introducing this amendment at a 
late hour in this discussion of cutting anybody off and do not 
wish to do so. It is because I sympathize fully with what the 
Senator from Connecticut has said as to the importance of 
not taking advantage of a consent agreement that I am willing 
not to press this amendment at the present time. I do not want 
any Senator to think for one moment that I would take advan- 
tage of any agreement to force upon the Senate the considera- 
tion of a question that I could not, under other circumstances, 
force to a consideration. 

But I desire to say that this is not a good precedent for us to 
establish. When we make a consent agreement that we will 
take a vote at a certain time named upon a bill, and all pending 
amendments and all amendments that may be then offered, with- 
out any limitation or qualification, we agree that every Senator 
shall have the right to offer any amendment he may feel it his 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


269 


duty and his privilege to offer, and it will not do for us to make a 
precedent that because some Senator, when a bill is about to be 
voted upon, offers an amendment which some other Senator did 
not foresee would be offered, it is taking an advantage of him, 
and that the amendment must be withheld or the unanimous- 
consent agreement be abrogated. When we make an agrement 
we expect to vote according to that agreement, and to vote on 
whatever any Senator may see fit to propose to be voted upon 
without regard to whether we have foreseen it or not. 

Nevertheless I am willing, in view of what Senators have said 
here, to withdraw or withhold the amendment and not press it 
to consideration at this time, for I can not afford to be classed 
as one who is willing to take advantage of anybody. Yet I want 
it distinctly understood that I do not regard that in doing so 
I am establishing any precedent that anybody is to be bound by 
in the future. 

One thing more. As I now give notice that I will not, under 
the circumstances, press the amendment, I wish to give notice 
that hereafter—and I give this notice to all Senators—when- 
ever there is pending a bill affecting the Philippine Islands to 
which I think this amendment or something like it can with 
propriety be proposed, I shall propose it if I am here and able 
to do so. And Senators, when a Philippine Islands bill comes 
up for consideration, can understand that the subject presented 
in this amendment, or what will be in general effect its equiva- 
Jent, will be up for consideration, and that, after having given 
this explicit notice, I am not going to feel called upon to give 
any special notice beforehand that I am going to offer it or to 
withdraw it when I do offer it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I only wish to 
say that the title of the bill does not determine the character of 
the measure necessarily, or indeed at fill. I suppose that some- 
times, in construing the provisions of a bill as to what they 
mean, the title of the bill is incidentally considered by courts; 
but the fact that a bill is called a bill to raise revenue for the 
United States, if the provisions of the bill do not raise it, would 
not make it a bill to raise reyenue for the United States. I 
think, as it is, it is an entirely different thing in the title. A 
bill affecting the revenues of the Philippine Islands is not neces- 
sarily a bill raising revenues for the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not know that I under- 
stand just what the Senator from Connecticut said, for my at- 
tention was diverted and I heard only the closing of his re- 
marks. The point I made awhile ago is that this does not affect 
the revenues of the United States. The duties that are now col- 
lected and paid on importations from the Philippine Islands all 
go to the treasury of the Philippine government, and under this 
proposed amendment that provision is continued. The point I 
make is that the constitutional provision relates to all revenues 
raised for the United States, and the Supreme Court has held 
that that provision does not apply when we raise revenues for 
the insular possessions, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Section 5 relates to imports into 
the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The amendment proposed re- 
lates to imports into the United States from the Philippine 
Islands. That is the difference. 

Mr. FORAKER. Whether they go the one way or the other, 
they are revenues which are raised for the benefit of the Phil- 
ippine government. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 
and ask that it may be read, printed, and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALDRICH in the chair). The 
Senator from Nebraska offers an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 5, after the word “ is- 
land,” in line 9, it is proposed to insert: 

That all officers of the United States Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
constabulary officers of the Philippine government shall have privilege 
of free entry of all articles, including used household goods, ge 
and articles for equipment and service, forming a part of the offic’ 
equipment of United States Army, Navy, Marine Co: and constabu- 
7 officers of the Philippine government, imported for their own use 


benefit and not for barter or sale, upon personal certificate of 
‘such an officer that they fulfill the above conditions. 


Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I wish to state that the 
amendment is indorsed both by the Army and Navy Depart- 
ments and is much desired. Our officers have often been obliged 
to purchase their uniforms and equipments in this country and 
to pay duty upon them. It is a hardship to which they ought 
not to be subjected. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My attention was diverted for the mo- 
ment, and I should like to have the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
read. 


The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe the amendment is to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is to be printed and to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not wish to discuss it now. I merely de- 
sire to say that as I understand the amendment it would prac- 
tically wipe out the revenues of the Philippine government, and 
I think it would be an extremely amendment to adopt. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I offer an amendment, which I ask may lie 
on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
offers an amendment, which will lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
for information. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 5 
and to insert the following: 

Src. 5. The Philippine Commission, and any succeeding legislature 
of the Philippine Islands, subject to subsequent repeal or m cation 
by Congress, shall have power from time to time to amend the act 
entitled “An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of the Philip 
Archipelago,” passed by the Philippine Commission September 17, 1 1, 
and ratified by an act of Congress approved March 8, 1902. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to say, in explanation of the 
amendment, that it is recommended by the Secretary of War. 
It is an administrative feature. The tariff was made in 1901, 
and there are defects in classification; some rates are excessive; 
there are some bad definitions and the like, and the merchants 
of Manila especially, and perhaps of other places, have been de- 
sirous of getting some modifications. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, 
I can not hear anything that he says, nor could I hear what the 
Secretary read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will speak londer. 

Mr. MONEY. If you please. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will repeat that this is simply a convenient 
administrative amendment, recommended by the Secretary of 
War. In his report for this year he states that in the Philip- 
pine tariff—the tariff upon goods entering the archipelago— 
there are incongruities and uncertainties of definition and of 
classification and the like. The merchants of Manila notably, 
and perhaps of other places, in 1903 urged speedy action, and of 
course they got no action. Congress can not act very quickly 
in the matter of changing the classification, not affecting the 
tariff upon articles coming into the United States, but simply 
the tariff, under the guidance of the Philippine Commission, 
upon articles entering the archipelago. 

Now, within two years probably the islands will have a legis- 
lative body with certain powers, and this amendment simply 
enables the Commission, an organized body, to make these ad- 
ministrative changes and corrections, subject to approval, cor- 
rection, or change by the Congress of the United States when it 
has time to approve, change, or correct what may be done by 
the Commission in respect to these features of their own tariff. 

The amendment is strongly recommended, and while I shall 
not read it to the Senate, I will refer Senators to the discussion, 
on pages 58, 59, and 60, by the Secretary of War, who has very 
strongly stated the urgent reasons why this administrative 
power in respect of their own tariff should be accorded tempo- 
rarily to the Philippine government, subject to change, repeal, 
or approval by Congress. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, at the proper time I shall 
offer several amendments, which now lie on the table, to the 
pending bill. Among them is an amendment to strike out section 
4 entirely. If that amendment should be defeated, I shall then 
offer one to reduce the maximum rate of interest or income, in 
section 4, to 3 per cent. If this is defeated, I shall offer an 
amendment reducing the maximum rate of interest to 4 per 


cent. 


It is not my purpose to discuss the entire bill, for with refer- 
ence to most of its provisions there is no controversy. Nor do 
I intend to enter upon the general subject of the future of the 
Philippine Islands. In two national campaigns in which the 
question was more or less involved the people of the United 
States, whether wisely or not, have determined that at least 
for the present there shall be no change in the political status 
of these islands. How long this purpose will be adhered to no 
one may safely say, but if conditions there improve, if trade 
between the two countries shall become profitable and exten- 
sive, and if American capital is widely invested in the Philip- 
pines, as now seems probable, thus suggesting an additional 
reason or pretext for the continued protection and sovereignty 
of the United States, the present colonial relation may subsist 
for years, if not indefinitely. 
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What, therefore, should most concern us now, it seems to me, 
is to provide the best ‘government for the Filipinos which is 
compatible with this view, and to adopt such economic and in- 
dustrial measures as will lead to the development of the islands 
for the benefit of the inhabitants, without oppressive taxation. 

In this spirit I have endeavored to consider the pending bill, 
and while I will offer no objection to many of its provisions I 
can not in any way support section 4. This section provides in 
effect and substance for the guaranty by the Philippine gov- 
ernment, which is practically that of the United States, of 5 
per cent interest or income per annum for thirty years on 
$30,000,000 of railway bonds or other securities. Section 4 of 
the House bill, which has been substituted for the Senate bill, 
is more objectionable than the Senate section, because the 
rights of the United States under the guaranty are not so well 
guarded, and, notwithstanding what was said the other day by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], it includes, in my 
judgment, the guaranty of income or interest on electric street- 
railway bonds or other securities. 

I do not doubt that railroads are essential to the proper and 
full development of the islands, and that their construction will 
greatly improve the military situation there as well as tend 
to the establishment of an orderly and stable government; but 
the rate of interest proposed will lay an unnecessary, if not op- 
pressive, burden upon a people already impoverished by war and 
pestilence, and the policy of guaranteeing interest or income 
particularly at a high rate and for a long period of years, is 
both contrary to experience and unwise in principle. 

The Philippine government, Mr. President, is not now self- 
supporting, as will appear from a brief statement of the re- 
ceipts and disbursements of that government: 


Philippine revenue and capenditures for 1003. 


% en Ue a ee a $15, 297, 969. 31 
Total ordinary expenditures #15, 2855 106. 50 
Expenditures, account 1903 265, 711. 38 
Expenditures, account 19022 73, 485. 12 
Ex aes from Congressional re- 
TTT 


2. 548, 035. 74 
— 19, 114, 338. 74 


Nee e nope PI a ec Nea 3, 816, 369. 43 


This statement does not include the cost of maintaining the 
Filipino scouts, nor does it include the share of the Filipinos in 
the maintenance of the Army and Navy of the United States 
there, though in fairness the Philippine government ought to be 
charged with some just proportion of this expense of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

Notwithstanding this large deficit, which is an increase of 
$2,720,000 over the deficit of the preceding year, this bill will 
increase annual expenses in interest alone $1,750,000. Section 
4, as it does not provide for a sinking fund, will in thirty years 
levy a tax in interest of $45,000,000 upon the people and leave 
the bonded debt of $30,000,000 principal intact and unpaid as a 
charge upon the railway property and the commerce of the 
country ; and unless the experience of all other countries is re- 
versed at the end of that time, unless the Government of the 
United States shall remit the $45,000,000 of interest, that sum 
will also stand as a charge against the railway property and the 
commerce of the islands. 

The bonded and other debt of the Philippines, present and 
proposed, is as follows: 


Present indebtedness. 


Certificates of indebtedness under coinage nt) (4 per cent) $3, 000, 000 
Second series of such certificates (4 per cent) 3, 000, 000 
Friars’ land bonds (4 per cent 222 7, 000, 000 


Proposed indebtedness. 


e e li ey bonds under this bill (a per cent) 5, 000, 000 
Railway bonds under this bill (5 per cent 2 30, 000, 000 
A Yb eg ES a ae tS a E a SEES 48, 000, 000 


In addition to this the act approved July 1, 1902, as proposed 


to be amended by section 3 of this bill, authorizes municipalities 
in the Philippines to incur indebtedness and to issue bonds bear- 
ing 5 per cent interest to the extent of 5 per cent of the assessed 
valuation of real estate in the municipalities, without the ap- 
proval of the Congress. 

‘The War Department, through the Bureau of Insular Affairs, 
seeks to reduce the interest charge upon this indebtedness by 
showing that the certificates and friars-land bonds were sold at 
a premium, but this explanation is subject to important qualifi- 
cations. In the case of both the certificates and the friars-land 
bonds the interest is payable quarterly, which will be a material 
addition to the nominal annual rate. The interest is payable in 
gold, while the income of the Philippine government, out of 
which it must be paid, is payable in the money of the Philip- 
pines, and consequently there will be a charge for exchange. 


In addition to this it is well known that the friars’ land sold 
for $7,239,000, but in anticipation of the sale of the bonds which 
were to be issued in payment for the land, at a premium, bonds 
were issued for only $7,000,000, and of the $530,370 premuim on 
me bondi nearly one-half of it, or $239,000, was paid in cash for 
the land. 

This indebtedness of $48,000,000 will amount to a per captia 
debt of about $7, and will impose an annual interest charge of 
$2,245,000. The principal source of revenue is customs duties, 
which in 1904 amounted in round numbers to only $8,745,000, and 
more than 25 per cent of this would be necessary to meet inter- 
est. It is obvious, therefore, that the danger limit is approached 
in this undue ratio which the interest burden bears to the reve- 
nue, 

Unquestionably, Mr. President, the guaranty of 5 per cent in- 
terest or income on the railway bonds by the Philippine govern- 
ment is substantially the guaranty of the United States. There 
is absolutely no risk or hazard in these securities, and conse- 
quently 5 per cent interest, payable quarterly, which is practi- 
cally 6 per cent, is high if not exorbitant. Two per cent bonds 
of the United States sell at a premium, and while there is some 
difference in the uses which may be made of them there is no 
material distinction between bonds issued directly by the United 
States and those guaranteed by them or by one of their govern- 
mental agencies. 

The experience of the Philippine government, as reported by 
the Bureau of Insular Affairs, as well as the experience of 
India, to which we have been pointed, demonstrate that 5 per 
cent is excessive. Section 2 of the very bill under considera- 
tion provides for the issue of public improvement bonds at 44 
per cent. Although they, nominally bear 4 per cent, yet in view 
of the premium at which they sold the last issue of certificates 
under the coinage act were floated at 21 per cent. The friar- 
land bonds, which bear 4 per cent, were negotiated at practically 
3 per cent. In India, from which this legislation was taken, 
the policy of guaranteeing interest or income on independent 
railway enterprises has been abandoned, and now, whether rail- 
ways are constructed and operated by the government or are 
financed or leased by corporations, the interest charge on bor- 
rowed capital does not exceed from 3 to 34 per cent, when for- 
merly it was 5 per cent. 

It is estimated, Mr. President, upon high authority, that from 
1859 to 1899, largely because of the excessive rate of interest, 
the Indian government lost on guaranteed railways more than 
$289,000,000 in the forty years. Sir James Strachey, in his ad- 
mirable work on India, written in the most friendly spirit, 
declares that this loss exceeded $250,000,000. In 1892 the 
director-general, in his report for that year, declared that the 
great loss to the government on guaranteed railways was at- 
tributable mainly to the high rate of interest. 

Not only is the rate of 5 per cent interest excessive, but the 
policy of guaranteeing interest or income upon capital invested 
in railway enterprises for a long period of years is unsound in 
principle, even though the rate of interest be reasonable. Such 
a policy, in my judgment, fosters a dependence upon govern- 
ment and encourages a spirit of paternalism in work which 
although indirectly of benefit to the public is undertaken chiefly 
for private gain and can not but be hurtful to individual activity 
and endeavor. 

As the guaranty extends over a period of thirty years the 
Philippine government can not avail itself of favorable condi- 
tions in the money market and the decreasing rate of interest. 
Investors ordinarily will look exclusively to the guaranty, and 
there will be no incentive to economy and business methods in 
the control and management of these great properties. If there 
should be exceptions now and then to this rule, it will, neverthe- 
less, be at the expense of the income, which, in any event, is safe 
under the guaranty, for, until the expiration of the thirty years, 
high salaries will be paid to railway officials and the earnings 
will be placed in betterments and extensions. 

The Secretary of War in the hearings before the committee re- 
ferred particularly to India as offering a successful example of 
the policy of guaranteeing interest or income, but the history of 
the period establishes the very opposite conclusion, In truth, 
the policy has long since been practically discontinued there as 
expensive and unwise. I have a short historical statement of 
the construction and operation of railways in India which will 
bear out my contention and which I will ask the Secretary to 
read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator state from what the paper 
is taken? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I prepared it myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And the authority for the statements is 
given in the paper. 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


271 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


RAILWAYS IN INDIA. 


The toal length of railways in India open on December 31, 1902, was 
as follows: 


Miles. 

State lines worked by companies ... Seekeeegh |) E 
State lines worked by states 5, 201 
Lines worked by guaranteed companies under contract 1, 440 
Lines worked by assisted companies 2, 235 
Lines owned by native states and worked by companies 1, 6893 
Lines owned by native states and worked by state railway 2353 

Oa A EERO TI , c 

1 e and worked by native states 1 ef] 
. ——... .. 71 
%%% ͤ FVT—F⁰N eed 2 E Lee et 


on 1903 the total eo of a raised the various guaranteed 

nies was £22,411, or the state lines leased to companies 

£33, 64,178, or a total Toone: of £55,975,232. This does not in- 

clude the direct expenditures made by the Indian government in the 

52 188. 187. ares operation of railways. (Statesman's Yearbook, 1904, 
pp. 


PLANS OF CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION. 


2 From 1849, when the aya cage was entered upon fully, until 
the construction an operatio: e fok plagha — eft wholly to 
ompanies un under some form of eearanty of interest by, 2 ee 
nen This is known as the “ guaranteed-interest plan,” ted 
by Lord Dalhousie as 5 Stated generally th plan 
e interest at 5 per cent per annum on tal invested 
or a pezioa of years, reserved to the government the right to deter- 
mine the route, to control expenditures, to fix Fog som ger and freight 
rates, and to su 8 and even veto the re on of railway agents 
and officials, e gross receipts were to be paid into the a 
treasury, mails and postal servants were to be carried troops 
and mi itary stores were to be carried at reduced rates. At the end 
of the guaranty period the land and works became the property of the 
8 the Trolling stock and other movable property to be 7 — 
or at + fair —— —5 e e had the een of e 
Iine within sta at the value of “all sh: ig ro 
stock” on the ead 5 value in London for l. ey 
2. From oo to 1880 lines were constructed 


the on 
years. (Reed's 8 Policy in 5 pp. 10, 20, 57, 0, 61, 
new 
pe eae by tn the — * of the government. 


tg ya . . — 
ae and pursued Lord Lawrence as 
pang og ami wan nye it was d because the gov- 
ernment could perform t =n 2 more satisfactorily and economically. 


ment of Indi 
additional ca: 
ernment should secure for itself the full benefit of the credit whic Tt 
lends and of the cheaper cles which ought to be at its command.” 
During this and subsequent periods the government, availing itself of 
the che tein eres in the contracts, purchased all except 1,440 miles 
of th aranteed roads, and this mileage will be purchased, 
it is yr pina 1 and 1 when the right accrues. The interest 
cost to the government, both constructing and 3 roads, has 
far less under this plan than wae the Seilet pe petear plan. 
(Reed’s res Policy in India, ee a0 „2. 38,57, 57, 04, 95, 96.) 
K Since 1880 railways have bee: constructed a nd’ operated sacar 
1 and also by what are termed i assisted companies. 
of guaranteeing interest on roads owned and controlled by 


1 has, however, been abandoned. The character of the assist - 
sanoe given companies during this period, as distinguished from the 
outset, in 1880, 


an 1 guaranteeing interest, has been various. At 
Ford n, secretary of state, 3 the hope that an effort 
would 7 made to attract capital “ e exclusive security of the 92 
cess of the undertaking,” and the financial member of the council, in 
ag Sir Evelyn — (now Lord Cromer) declared “ff ever the na- 
tives of this country are to be schooled in the first rudiments of self - 


themselves, it ae Gucrable that they should be encoura to act for 
mselyes in such matters, rather than that they sh rely always 
m that coercive philanthropy which insists upon doing every- 


thing for them.” Nevertheless companies were aided and assisted 
during this time, and chiefly because of necessities resulting from 
famines. In some cases the assistance was in the form of fayorable 
working arrangements for branch lines with main lines. In sae 
panies Eana mere agents of the government for raising loans 
for the construction of roads, upon which ay Bah in 8 guaranteed 
Interest at rates varying from 3 to 4 ut in these cases the 
excess of earnings over the guaran N — bd be government, i in 
certain bi tg acer between the companies and the 
the road when completed, with its movable pro 
to the government, which, of course, was 
of the borrowed money. In some instances deins th 
successfully undertook the construction of roads without guaranty 
$2 88. 84, 88. ee s Railway Policy in India, pp. 30, 31, 32, 57, 81. 
$ „ 89. 


LOSS TO THE GOVERNMENT UNDER THE GUARANTEED-INTEREST PLAN. 


Sir James Strachey, in his work on India, though written in a 
friendl yn i declares that the total amount paid by the goverament 
until the roads ceased to be a burden on the revenues exceeded £50,- 
000,000. They ceased to be ayron, 3 * they were pur- 
chased by the government and the interest as reduced. 

Reckoning rom 1858-59 to the end of 1805, eae total loss to the 
state on railroad account been 57,817,487, ee general 
terms, may be looked on as the price at Iich 1 its rai experience 
and the indirect advanta resulting from the Pen ion of rail- 
ways haye been 8 Py she government of India. (Encyclopedia 

ral: “The loss 


Britannica, vol. 29, pp. 44 
In 1892 it was said in A 8 of the director-gene’ 
on guaranteed railways is mainly ttn te 7 the comi A be high 
rate at which the teed interest has to nder its con- 
erg he with guaran railway companies the pod has to pay interest 
at the guaranteed rates until the contracts terminate, and mt 1 conse- 
8 unable to obtain any advantage from the increas: y con- 
tion of the money market; that is to say, where the state co now 


raise money at a little oyer 3 per cent to pay off loans raised at higher 


rates of interest it has still to continue to pay at or near the high 

average rate of 4.8 per cent on the capia raised by the guaranteed 
companies; and now, owing to the fall in exch the amount of 
rupees which have to be remitted to England to pay the sterling interest 
charges is oo valent to a payment of interest of oyer 6.4 per cent on 
the total capital raised converted at par.“ 


Mr. CULBERSON. Section 4 of this bill, to which I have de- 
voted my attention, should not appeal to those who would lift 
burdens from the Filipinos rather than impose them. All of 
these people are yet in poverty, and some of them are yet in 
ignorance and barbarism. At a time when they should be taught 
the elementary principles of self-government and infused with 
a spirit of self-confidence they are being educated to lean upon 
the government for support, and to rely, as Lord Cromer ex- 
pressed it, upon that “ coercive philanthropy which insists upon 
doing everything for them.” The guaranty, moreoyer, as I have 
endeavored to point out, is unduly onerous upon the Filipinos. 
It will create a per capita debt and an interest charge extending 
over thirty years, which, with other indebtedness and current 
expenses, their commerce and industries are in no condition to 
bea: 


wh 

Following Great Britain in India, it is proposed to adopt the 
policy of guaranteeing interest and income on capital invested 
in railways controlled and owned by corporations, although that 
Government, after trial, abandoned the policy thirty-five years 
ago. The same high rate of interest is insisted upon in this bill 
which Great Britain only accepted as far back as 1849, notwith- 
standing that Government is now obtaining all necessary railway, 
eapital at 3 per cent and notwithstanding the general trend of 
the interest rate is downward. 

Measured by the experience of India, which has been invoked 
by the Secretary of War in support of this bill, the construction 
and operation of the roads directly by the Government would 
probing be more economical and probably would be more effi- 

ent. 

There are in the Philippines, as I said the other day, 70,000,- 
000 acres of unappropriated public domain, and it is claimed 
that a thousand miles of railway should be constructed in the 
islands. If 20,000 acres of land to the mile of railway be 
granted, which is in excess of the grant made under the policy 
which was pursued in Texas, all the necessary road could 
probably be secured without further cost to the Government, 
and it would be relieved of the necessity for the increased tax- 
ation which would be created by the passage of the pending 
bill. It would, in my judgment, Mr. President, be preferable 
to the guaranteed-interest plan to adopt a land-grant policy in 
the Philippines or to remit the question of railway development 
there to private enterprise, encouraged, if need be, by grants 
of the right of way over the public domain of the islands 
and such lands as may be necessary for depots, shops, round- 
houses, and other like railway purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say a single word in 
regard to the amendment Which was offered by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr, McComas], embodying an amendment 
which is in the report of the Secretary of War. 

Under the present law the Philippine Commission can not re- 
vise the tariff of the Philippine Islands—that is, can not put a 
revision into effect—without the assent of Congress. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Secretary of War gives them the power to 
put a new tariff into effect, subject only to repeal and modifi- 
cation by Congress. It is a very important alteration. It was 
never suggested until the appearance of the report of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

I have more confidence in the opinion of the Secretary of War 
in regard to matters in the Philippine Islands than that of any 
other man. My disposition would be to follow him almost 
blindly on anything that he recommended. But this, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is a very important change. It is giving to that Commis- 
sion a very large power, one that not only affects the revenues 
and the condition of the Philippine Islands, of which they, no 
doubt, are the best judges, but it may affect our business and 
the relation of foreign nations to the business of the islands. 

This proposition has never been considered by any committee. 
It has never been before Congress. It is very far-reaching, and 
I think it would be most unfortunate on this bill at the last 
moment, without an opportunity to consider it more fully, to 
make such a radical change in our arrangements there. 

I have seen, as it happens, some of the changes now proposed 
by the Commission in the Philippine Islands in the revision of 
the tariff which they are undertaking. Of course, under the 
open-door policy, which it is most important to maintain there, 
all nations go in at the same rates; but rates can easily be ar- 
ranged so that in their incidents they are more favorable to one 
country than to another. In some of the duties which I have 
heard were proposed by the Philippine Commission the manner 
of the arrangement is very unfavorable to the United States. I 


272 


think all nations ought to go in as equally as possible, but I am 
very certain that duties ought not to be arranged so as to dis- 
criminate against us. 

The importing business in Manila is carried on almost exclu- 
sively, if not wholly, by foreign houses, who naturally make 
their importations from countries other than the United States. 
They are on the spot; they are the people whose voices are 
heard by the Philippine Commission. The Commission is far 
removed from the United States and from the.people here who 
are familiar with our industries and manufactures. 

It seems to me that we ought not to make such a radical 
change as this amendment proposes without more considera- 
tion than has been given to it. I do not mean to say that I 
myself could not be conyinced of the wisdom of the change pro- 
posed by the amendment, but I am not prepared to support it 
now, and I hope very much that it will not be adopted by the 
Senate. 

I desire, Mr. President, while I am on the floor, to make one 
or two verbal changes, which I think improve section 4 in con- 
struction. They do not go to the substance of it at all. In line 
2, after the word “of” and before the word “railroads,” I 
propose to insert the word “ such.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the 
Senator’s proposed amendment? The Chair supposes that under 
the unanimous-consent agreement ordinarily all amendments 
should lie until the hour of voting came. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. These are merely verbal amend- 
ments. I do not suppose that any Senator will object to making 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is why the Chair asked 
whether there was any objection. 

Mr. LODGE. If there is objection, of course I will let them 
go until the vote is taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to this one. 

Mr. LODGE. They were amendments, I am bound to say, 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to me, and 
they seem to me to improve the wording of the section very 
much. 

After the word “ railroads” insert: 
as the Philippine government may specifically authorize to be con- 
structed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this 
amendment? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. So it will read: 

That for the purpose of aiding in the construction, equipment, oper- 
ation, and maintenance of such railroads as the Philippine government 
may specifically authorize to be constructed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the amendment, and it is adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 17 strike cut the words “as well as.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word “as” is already 
stricken out. z 

Mr. LODGE. The words “as well” should also come out. 
So all three go out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the amendment, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 20 strike out the words “as also” and 
insert the word “ and.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 22, after the word“ Government,“ in- 
sert “or in any other method than.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this 
amendment? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. That is simply to enlarge in the fullest possible 
way the supervision of the Commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dill is still before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the amendments proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts and adopted, I suggest that the 
bill be reprinted to-morrow, so that we can have it in its present 
form. 

*Mr. LODGE. We can have a reprint of the bill embodying 
the amendments, showing just where they come in, because 
they are mere changes in the wording. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
asks that there may be a reprint of the bill as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that these amendments may be read 
in connection with the text, so as to see the full effect of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. Beginning at line 15—“ and shall provide.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


And shall provide for su on by 


8 said government of the conduct 
of the finances of the road and its 


ocation, construction, and main- 
tenance by the presence in the board of directors of two or more gov- 
ernment directors, the number and manner of their selection to be 
determined by law, and by such further supervision, through the audit- 
ing, engineering, and railroad bureaus of said government, or in any 
other method as the public interest shall require. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I suggest to the Senator in charge of 
the bill that the word “or” should be stricken out and “and * 
inserted in lieu? 

Mr. LODGE. So as to read, “and by any other method?“ 

Mr. ALLISON. “And by any other method.” The object of 
this amendment, as I understand it, is that the Philippine goy- 
ernment shall have full control of the location, construction, 
and maintenance of these railways, either by the presence of 
two directors or by engineers, etc., and by such other methods 
as they may provide for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Sec- 
retary to read a particular line in the section to see if it is as 
the Senator desires it. 

The SECRETARY. Beginning in line 19: 

The number and manner of their selection to be determined by law 
and by such further supervision, through the auditing, engineering, 


and railroad bureaus of said government and by any other method than 
as the public interest shall require. 


Mr. ALDRICH. No; not than.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It reads “ than.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ought not to be there. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The word “than” should not be there. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has no use there. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no word “than” there that I can see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the word “ govern- 
ment,” the amendment proposed was to make it read “and by 
any other method than.” 

Mr. LODGE. “Any other method that” is the way the 
amendment reads. > 

Mr. DIETRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts who has charge of the bill a question. I will first 
read the balance of section 4, commencing on line 22, after the 
word “ require.” 

The said guaranty may be made in the form of a guaranty of interest 
on bonds or of income on preferred or common stock. 

I should like ts ask the Senator if the bill passes and becomes 
a law, and the Commission should conclude to pay that guaranty 
upon preferred stock or common stock, would that prevent the 
railroad company from issuing bonds upon said road, and, if the 
company should do so would not that become a first lien upon 
said road and would not the interest upon those bonds have to 
be paid? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, that point has been raised be- 
fore. 1 think, under the large powers given to the Commission, 
of course they would protect the Government against that. To 
suppose that such a condition as that would arise would be to 
suppose a criminal negligence in the Commission, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have been unable to rid my 
mind of some doubt as to the wisdom of the following amend- 
ment proposed by section 3 of this bill to section 66 of the act of 
July 1, 1902: 

Sec. 66. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct 
sewers, to furnish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a 
sufficient supply of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal better- 
ments and improvements in 1 the government of the 
Philippine Islands, under such limitations, terms, and conditions as it 
may prescribe, with the consent and approval of the President of the 
United States, may authorize and enable, by appropriate legislation, 
any municipality of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, 
and to issue and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the 
United States) registered or coupon bonds, In such amount and bald 
able at such time as may be determined by the government of said 
islands, with interest thereon not to ex 5 per cent per annum: 
Provided, ‘That the entire indebtedness of = municipality shall not 
exceed 5 a] cent of the assessed valuation of the real estate in said 
3 „ and any obligation in excess of such limit shall be null 
an 3 

The language is, of course, very broad. There is no doubt 
but that all municipalities ought to be able to supply themselyes 
with adequate sewer and drainage facilities and to secure a 
sufficient supply of water. But there is no possible municipal 
betterment, whether needed or not needed, whether more a lux- 
ury than anything else or the result of competition in munici- 
pal improyement, that would not be covered by the language of 
the section: “All kinds of municipal betterments and improve- 
ments in municipalities.” 

Mr. LODGE. That is taken from the present law. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator, I knew, was about to say that 
it is taken from the present law. It makes practically but one 
change in the present law, and that is to eliminate Congress 
from it and to put the entire responsibility for what may turn 
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out to be preparation for a general bankruptcy over there upon 
the Philippine Commission and the President. It reads: 

Sec. 66. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, 
to furnish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient 
supply of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and 
improvements in municipalities, the government of the Philippine 
Islands, under such limitations, terms, and conditions as it may pre- 
scribe, with the consent and approval of the President of the United 
States, may authorize and enable, by appropriate legislation, any mu- 
nicipality of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow money, and to 
issue and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the United 
States) registered or coupon bonds. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senator will notice, as he did not finish 
reading the last part of the section, that we have in this bill 
restricted the amount which any municipality can borrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. To 5 per cent of the assessed valuation of 
the real estate. 

Mr. LODGE. The old law covers all property in the munici- 
pality. This bill proposes to limit it to the real estate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, that is an improvement. Out in the 
western section of the country the power in municipalities, coun- 
ties, and cities to issue bonds for the construction of railroads 
brought a great deal of trouble. It brought repudiation in my 
own State in a number of municipalities. There was a time 
when every community was ready to vote money to aid in the 
construction of railroads. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator seems to think that this language 
includes railroads. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it does not. I have had very grave 
doubt whether a power so general, so absolutely without limit 
as to the improvements for which bonds might be issued, with- 
out restriction as to the size of the municipality, its necessities, 
or its taxable property, should be granted. I have very grave 
doubt whether the Congress should divest itself of some super- 
vision over a subject of so great consequence in the islands. I 
agree that it would be embarrassing if no municipality there 
could be authorized to issue bonds for a municipal purpose with- 
out first awaiting the authority of Congress, but I think some 
general legislation might be enacted in the Philippines with gen- 
eral restrictions limiting somewhat the issue of bonds accord- 
ing to the size of the municipalities. They do not have munici- 
palities like ours; they are not a people like ours. In the com- 
petition among those villages and among that people for im- 
provements they will not realize, as our people realize, that it 
is easier to vote bonds than it is to pay them. We are their 
guardians, and we have got to look after their future so far as 
they are under our charge and supervision. 

I think the Philippine Commission might be authorized to 
frame some general legislation providing what might seem to 
the Commission adequate safeguards, and let that be submit- 
ted to Congress and to the President. It is a subject about 
which we can not be too careful. It is capable of all sorts of 
abuse. It is a great power to vest in a board of commission- 
ers representing the authority of the United States over there 
among 7,000,000 people—people who have lived under Spanish 
domination and have not been accustomed to much in the way 
of improvements, who might go wild with it and be captivated 
by it; and I am frank to say that I do not feel quite satisfied 
with the proposition that Congress should be—and that is pretty 
much the purpose of this bill, evidently—eliminated altogether 
from the situation in respect to the issuance of bonds by munic- 
ipalities. If legislative safeguards are adopted over there and 
submitted to Congress, then, of course, whether a given munici- 
pality shall be permitted to incur a bonded debt for municipal 
improvements I should be entirely willing to leave to the ap- 
proval of the President; but I doubt the wisdom of turning the 
whole subject over without Congressional supervision in some 
of its aspects. 

Mr. LODGE. I have given a good deal of consideration to 
this point in the bill. If I thought the supervision of Congress 
would really give any protection or be any restriction I should 
be very slow to assent to its removal. I think, as a matter of 
fact, the present arrangement requiring the action of Congress 
on the loans of every small municipality in the Philippine 
Islands produces great delay, and sometimes a delay that may 
be yery serious to the inhabitants of the municipality and with 
no corresponding benefit. It is impossible, as it seems to me, 
for Congress to judge of the necessities of those towns in the 
Philippine Islands. We are obliged to rely on the Philippine 
Commission. I recognize the very great power put into their 
hands, but we are obliged to rely upon the Commission’s judg- 
ment; and if they sent over a number of loans, asked for 
by a dozen or twenty small municipalities, Congress would 
accept the opinion of the Commission, if approved by the Secre- 
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tary of War and the President. It would be impossible for us 
to do otherwise. We have no knowledge of our own. 

We could not send committees out there to visit those vil- 
lages and towns. It does not seem to me that we really gain 
anything by Congressional supervision. Whether the Congres- 
sional supervision is there or not, I think the responsibility 
must rest primarily with the Philippine Commission and sec- 
ondarily with the President and the War Department. I 
think the addition of Congressional supervision is only pro- 
ductive of delay and adds yery little to the safety that is re- 
quired. 

We have improved the provisions of the present law, I 
think, by limiting the property on which a debt is to be based 
to the real estate. That is a very large restriction, and I 
really think that the law as a whole as proposed in the bill 
now pending is an improvement on the existing law. We 
limit the amount of money that they can borrow, and I do not 
think we reduce the safeguards at all by removing the super- 
vision of Con: 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to the present law on this subject, especially 
as respects the city of Manila. In the law passed two years 
ago we specifically authorized the city of Manila to borrow 
$4,000,000, under certain limitations, for the purpose of securing 
to that city an adequate sewage and drainage system, supply of 
water, government buildings, and so forth. I ask the Senator 
whether it is the intention by this general clause to supersede 
the legislation found in the law of 1902; and if it is, what effect 
the 5 per cent clause will have upon that city? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is a very important point, which I 
confess had not occurred to me. I think that after the word 
* municipalities,” in line 12, should be inserted the words other 
than the city of Manila.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not quite sure that such an amendment 
should be made, because the authorization of $4,000,000 is a 
limitation upon the city of Manila, and it might be inferred, if 
we leave out the city of Manila here, that in no case could the 
city of Manila borrow money for the purposes authorized in seg 
bill, but any other city might. 

Mr. LODGE. The point which I have suggested may not he 
the right place for the amendment; but it had not occurred to 
me that this might be taken to include the city of Manila. 

We made specific arrangements for Manila, apart from all 
the other municipalities, in the general bill. I do not under- 
stand that there is any desire to borrow more money for Manila, 
78 I think Manila stands on a different basis from all the 
others. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 
ne LODGE. I say I do not understand that there is such a 

esire. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is. 

Mr. LODGE. I think for that great city alone, for it is a 
great city, it is a question which might well remain as it is in 
the organic act. If Manila needs to borrow additional money, 
that is a matter which can be brought to Congress, and for 
which special arrangements may be made. I think Manila 
ought to be excluded from the operation of this section. The 
amendment I suggested may not properly come in at the par- 
ticular point at which I suggested it, so I will reserve it until 
to-morrow. But I think Manila ought to be excepted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lobak] has said once or twice, unless I misunderstood him, 
that section 3, to which the Senator from Wisconsin has alluded, 
was limited to 5 per cent of the total taxable real estate of the 
municipality. I do not understand that as does the Senator 
from Masachusetts. ‘The section provides: 

That the entire indebtedness of any 3 shall not exceed 5 
per cent of the assessed valuation of the property in said municipality, 

Mr. LODGE. The committee adopted that amendment. It 
was reported to the Senate, and has been adopted by the Senate. 
So the clause now reads: “ The assessed valuation of the real 
estate in said municipality.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. When was the amendment adopted? 

Mr. LODGE. It was adopted last April. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is not in the bill we have here. 

Mr. LODGE. Then the Senator is unfortunate in not having 
the latest print of the bill. I had the bill reprinted the first 
day of the session. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will get a copy of the reprint. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, there is one matter which 
I should like to call to the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and that is that there seems to be no provision regard- 
ing the taxes to be paid by these railroads or the regulation of 
their rates. Is there anything in the present organic law of 
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the Philippine Islands, of which this is amendatory, that pro- 
vides for anything of the kind? 

Mr. LODGE. The railroads there are taxed in common with 
all the other property of the islands. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. How about the regulation of rates? 

Mr. LODGE. There is nothing here about the regulation of 
rates. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts—— 

Mr. LODGE. I think we had better leave the matter of the 
regulation of rates until we get the railroads. Does not the 
Senator from Nevada think so? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should think it is a matter which should 
go in here. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see how you can tell what the rates 
ought to be until the roads are built. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not think this body can fix the rates, 
but it can provide for a body that can fix the rates and fix the 
principle upon which those rates shall be determined. 

Now, with reference to taxes, I think it is of the highest im- 
portance that we should provide a rational system of taxation 
of railroads in the Philippine Islands at this time, when a com- 


prehensive railroad system is about to be inaugurated. We 


trusted to accidental legislation.in this country upon this im- 
portant matter, and we all know that there is no subject con- 
cerning which there is so much confusion in this country to-day 
as that of railway taxation. 

- It seems to me we have an opportunity here to provide for a 
scientific adjustment of this question, and that in inaugurating 
all these various plans for the improvement of the Philippine 
Islands we should avail ourselves of the experience we have had 
in this country and should not wait until time develops the evils 
and abuses that are bound to creep in unless we guard against 
them. I believe in anticipatory and preventive legislation rather 
than corrective legislation. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says this property will be 
subject to taxation in the Philippine Islands as all other property 
is. I should regard that as a misfortune, for under the laws of 
most of the States, or a great many of them, railroad property 
is taxed as other properties are, and yet we find the greatest in- 
equalities existing. We find in one State an assessment of 
$10,000 a mile and we find in an adjoining State an assessment 
of $20,000 a mile upon a part of the same system of railroad. 
We find in one State an imposition of the usual tax upon the as- 
sessed value, while we find in another State a certain percentage 
of the gross receipts of those railroads or a certain percentage 
of the net receipts of those railroads paid to the State govern- 
ment as taxes. 

Now, the matter of taxation is important not only to the peo- 
ple of the Philippine Islands, but it is also of the highest im- 
portance to the projectors of this railroad. As a business 
proposition it is of the highest importance to the owners of this 
railway that the tax shall be mathematically adjusted at the 
very start, so that it will be a matter of certainty upon which 
they can count in financing the road. If you have a system of 
assessment there as you have in this country, I presume the 
assessments will vary with the judgment of the various assess- 
ing officials. One assessor in one province will put a low valua- 
tion. An assessor in an adjoining province will put a higher 
valuation. An assessor in the next province will put a still 
higher valuation. Then we will have the railroad interesting 
itself in all the problems of government in the various provinces 
and municipalities so far as they relate to taxation. They will 
be forced by their own interests into a partial or entire control 
of administration. 

Even if they are willing to submit to a fair tax, they will al- 
ways have in view the fact that the assessing officials have the 
absolute power of determining the amount of their assessment, 
and that the assessor who wants to blackmail or the assessor 
who wants to oppress has the power to raise their assessment 
and to raise their taxes; and they know that their taxes will be 
as variable as the number of assessors—that they will be as va- 
riable as the number of provinces and municipalities. 

Now, it seems to me we can easily put into this bill a provi- 
sion which will determine to a mathematical certainty the 
amount of the tax that is to be paid. It will be well to com- 
mence with a very small tax in the first place and gradually to 
increase it to such a percentage of the gross receipts of the rail- 
ways as experience in this country has shown they can fairly 


pay. 

If there is a system of reports of gross receipts of the rail- 
ways to the Philippine Commission, which I have no doubt will 
be provided for, the Philippine Commission will know exactly 
the amount of gross receipts annually, and if you impose a per- 
centage tax upon the gross receipts of the railways the Phil- 


ippine government will know exactly what it will receive; the 
railways will know exactly what they have to pay; and, above 
all, the projectors of the railways, whilst they are financing 
them, will know to a certainty their obligations for the future. 

So it seems to me we ought to provide in this bill for a cer- 
tain percentage tax upon the gross receipts of the railroads, 
commencing with a very small percentage, perhaps 1 per cent, 
running over a period of five years or more during the infancy 
of the railroads, and then gradually increasing it at the rate 
of a quarter of a cent per annum, running over a period of 
years, until it reaches 5 per cent upon the gross receipts; and 
I should say that in the ultimate 5 per cent upon the gross re- 
ceipts of the railroads would be a fair tax. 

The experience of all men engaged in railroad building in 
this country is that about 65 per cent of the gross receipts go 
toward operation and the other 35 per cent go to taxes and to 
profit upon capital. That is the experience of successful and 
well-conducted railroads in this country. An imposition of a 5 
per cent tax on gross receipts, then, means that of the total net 
receipts of the railroads over operating expenses they will 
contribute one-seventh toward the expenses of government. In 
our country to-day we have 200,000 miles of railroad, capital- 
ized in bonds and stocks at about $12,000,000,000, whose market 
value is about $10,000,000,000. The gross annual receipts of 
all those railroads aggregate about $1,700,000,000, and the 
total taxes paid by these railroads, under different methods of 
assessment and taxation, amount to about $51,000,000, or 3 per 
cent of the gross receipts on the average. 

Some of the railroads in this country pay too much. Most of 
them, however, pay too little, and there is a constant movement 
toward higher taxation, and, as the result of popular agitation, 
the pendulum is likely to swing too far the other way. It is 
claimed by many that railroads should pay taxes upon the same 
valuation as that upon which they receive rates. Such a rule 
of assessment, though apparently fair, would result in more than 
trebling the present total taxes paid by the railroads of this 
country and sadly impair present dividends, and yet under the 
present system it is within the discretion of the assessing offi- 
cials of the country, numerous as they are, to vary the assess- 
ment of railroads from $10,000 per mile to $50,000 or more per 
mile, according to the rule of valuation which they adopt. Is 
it any wonder that railroads feel the necessity of keeping in 
politics when these variable powers exist, and would it not be 
conducive to clean politics and to a more scientific regulation 
of railroads if the taxes of railroads could be mathematically 
ascertained by a percentage tax on gross receipts, so that they 
would know to a certainty what they would have to pay, and so 
that they would be free from the necessity of interfering in the 
election of every assessor and every board of equalization and 
every other body that has anything to do with taxation in this 
country? 

We would free them from the necessity of intervening in poli- 
tles, so far as taxation is concerned, and we would free the gov- 
ernment of every State, county, and municipality in this country 
from what now constitutes a corrupting influence. So it seems 
to me with reference to taxes we should provide for a percent- 
age tax upon the gross receipts of the Philippine railroads, 
gradually increasing it, so that when the railroads are prosper- 
ous they will fairly contribute to the support of the Philippine 
government. 

Now, then, as to the question of rates. The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez] suggested that we should wait until 
the railroads are built and in successful operation. It seems to 
me that it is fair to the railroads to tell them now what we 
propose to do in the way of the regulation of rates, and it is 
fair to the people of the Philippine Islands that we should tell 
them what we propose shall be done by the Philippine Commis- 
sion with reference to the regulation of rates. 

All this contributes to certainty in the financing of these cor- 
porations. And besides, if we allow $35,000,000 of private capi- 
tal to go into these railroads without any control either as to 
taxation or rates we will find that the men owning the 
$35,000,000 of investment will be the dominating infiuence in the 
Philippine Islands, just as similarly situated men have been in 
every State in this Union. We will find that unless they are 
properly controlled by law they will reach out for exaggerated 
profits, and we will find also that they will endeavor to control 
legislation and regulation in the interest of exaggerated profits; 
and so we will have another corrupting influence in the Philip- 
pine Islands in the conduct of government there. 

The question is, What is a fair regulation of rates? That is 
the question which is before us now in this country. The 
President has called the attention of the entire country to the 
necessity for regulation of rates by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission with reference to interstate commerce. I am not 
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prepared to say that I could suggest at this moment a just and 
fair and accurate method of determining the rates of railroads, 
but it does seem to me that it is a matter which should receive 
the study of this Congress. It is a matter upon which we ought 
to have expert opinion. Here we have the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; composed of men who for years have been devot- 
ing themselves to these problems, and who have been presenting 
year after year to Congress reports that are never read. It is 
a body of capable, trained, experienced, and efficient men, con- 
venient to us. 

Why should they not be called in by the Committee on the 
Philippines and consulted with reference to a method of regulat- 
ing the rates of the roads after they are built? Why should we 
not take their advice, or modify their advice or take our own 
action after their advice and incorporate in this bill a fair and 
just provision—fair to the people of the Philippine Islands and 
fair to the railroads themselves? It will reduce the railroad 
business, so far as legislation is concerned, to a mathematical 
certainty, so that these men will know what they are about to 
finance and so that the people of the Philippine Islands and the 

government of the Philippine Islands will know what are the 
obligations of the railroads so far as concerns their relation to 
the Government. 

There are various methods of determining the rates. We 
can not fix them in this bill, of course, but there is one method 
which works automatically, and that is to limit the dividends 
of the railroad upon its capital invested. That limitation may 
be a low one, it may be a high one, according to your judgment. 
The extraordinary condition of things in the Philippine Islands 
may warrant at the commencement a higher rate of interest 
upon the capital invested than obtains in this country. If you 
should conclude to allow that higher rate of interest, you can 
put in the act itself a provision that it shall be gradually low- 
ered. 

A limitation of dividends will operate automatically toward 
a reduction in rates, for the gross receipts of the railroads go 
first to operating expenses, second to taxes, and third to the 
profit on the stocks or bonds. If the income of a railroad in- 
creases, and you limit dividends to 5 per cent or 6 per cent or 
7 per cent, whatever you may determine shall be the limit under 
the act, an increase of business will accomplish automatically 
one of three things—either a diminution in rates, or a better- 
ment of the road, or an increase in the wages of the operatives. 
One of those three things is bound to be accomplished and possi- 
bly all, and all will operate to the benefit of the people served 
by the railroads. Thus you do not impair initiative or affect the 
energy or the enterprise or the powers of those who control the 
railroad. 

You give them entire freedom of action with the sole limit 
that there shall be equality of service and equality of rates. A 
limitation of the dividends will necessarily cause a reduction in 
rates, the betterment of the road, or an increase of the pay of 
the men employed on the road if there is any increase of busi- 
ness. I am sure that on this bill we ought to deal liberally 
and justly and fairly with the men who are going into this 
project, and we certainly do not want to put into this bill any- 
thing that would be prohibitory of enterprise. But it does 
seem to me it is essential that we determine with absolute cer- 
tainty the obligations of the railroads, not only in their own 
interest, but in the interest of the public. 

There is one thing further I wish to say in this line, and that 
is to urge again that we consider the question of authorizing 
the Philippine government to construct the 1,000 miles of rail- 
road which will constitute, according to the testimony of Sec- 
retary Taft, a comprehensive system of railways for the is- 
lands. Under this bill you authorize the Philippine government 
to guarantee an income of 5 per cent upon the capital invested, 
$35,000,000, or rather upon $30,000,000 of that $35,000,000, 
$35,000,000 being the estimate of the cost, $30,000,000 being 
the extent of the guaranty. That means a possible payment 
by the Philippine government of $1,500,000 a year for thirty 
years, making $45,000,000 in all, a very large sum. 

Judging from our experience with State-aided railroads, we 
must conclude that that guaranty will be paid, for never in the 
history of our country has such an obligation been assumed by 
the public, either national or State, that its execution has not 
been forced. So we can safely assume that these railroads will 
be so conducted that the Philippine government will have to 
pay that 5 per cent, amounting in all to $45,000,000. Under 
this bill has the Philippine government any lien upon the roads 
for the repayment of the $45,000,000, or are the railroads put 
under any obligation whatever to repay it? Oh, no. It is a 
guaranty of income, and if it is paid it is an entire loss to the 
Philippine government. 

The Philippine Commission is admirably constituted for ex- 


ecutive work. It is a legislative and an administrative and an 
executive body, composed of capable and well-trained men. To 
whom could you better intrust such a work as this? And if you 
authorize the Philippine government to issue bonds for $35,000,- 
000 and make those bonds a lien upon the road, it can certainly 
negotiate those bonds on a less interest basis than 5 per cent. 
The bonds already issued by the Philippine government have 
been issued at a less rate of interest. If you will add to the 
bonds the guaranty of the United States, they can be negotiated 
at 2 per cent, and I see no reason why we should not add the 
guaranty to those bonds. 

It is to be assumed—and must be admitted—that when the Goy- 
ernment of the United States, making use of the Philippine 
Commission as a Goyernment agency, authorizes it to issue 
bonds, those bonds ultimately will become the moral if not the 
legal obligation of the United States if they are not paid. And 
as in the eyes of Government, a moral obligation is equal to 
a legal obligation, I would make this a legal obligation now, 
so. as to reduce the rate of interest to 2 per cent. You could 
certainly reduce it to 23 per cent. Then, what would happen? 
If the business of this railroad yields 5 per cent upon its cost, as 
seems to be anticipated by this bill, 24 per cent will go to the 
payment of interest on the bonds and the other 24 per cent will 
go toward the liquidation of the bonds. 

You thus have over $800,000 a year applicable to the interest 
on the bonds, and in addition over $800,000 a year which can 
either go to the redemption of the bonds or into a sinking fund 
for the redemption of the bonds; and as the redemption of the 
bonds goes on the proportion of this total sum of over $1,600,000 
annually which can be applied to the redemption of the bonds 
will constantly increase, while the amount that is applicable to 
interest upon the remaining bonds will constantly diminish. So 
that year by year the interest on the bonds will constantly 
diminish as they are retired, while the sum applicable to the 
redemption of the bonds will constantly, year by year, increase. 

I have made no mathematical calculation regarding this mat- 
ter, but my impression is that-under this system, if the income 
of the railroad does not exceed 5 per cent per annum on cost, 
the entire bonds will be extinguished within twenty years, and 
the Filipino people will be subjected to no greater burden in the 
shape of rates than this bill seeks to impose, and they will at 
the end of twenty or twenty-five years be the owners of 
$35,000,000 worth of property, whereas if the plan of this bill 
is carried out the Philippine government may and probably 
will pay out $45,000,000 on this income guaranty, and at the 
end will have nothing to show for it. - 

It seems to me that business considerations ought to control 
us in this matter, whether it be a spontaneous or an enforced 
benevolence. We are endeavoring to legislate in the interest of 
these people, and their interest means that we should make the 
annual charge of these railroads upon their labor and industry 
as small as possible, and that we should give profit, if we give 
it at all, not to private individuals, but to the Philippine govern- 
ment and to the Philippine people. Thus, without incurring any 
further obligation than is incurred under the operation of this 
bill, without imposing any further burden upon the people of 
these islands than is provided for by this bill, a burden in the 
shape of rates for freight and fares, we will secure to them in 
the ultimate the absolute ownership of all the property into 
which this large sum goes. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. As I am perfectly certain that in the two days 
which remain we are not going to undertake to fix freight rates 
for unbuilt railroads, and I am equally certain that we shall not 
be guilty of the cruelty of imposing on the Philippine Islanders 
experiments in scientific taxation formulated by Congress, and 
I know we are not going to enter on Government ownership, I 
shall not undertake to answer the Senator from Nevada; but I 
will simply move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts withhold 
his motion for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. I will do so. 


LUCY WARDEN. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution, submitted this day by Mr. FORAKER, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Lucy Warden, widow of Clifford 
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Warden, late assistant librarian of the Senate of the United States, a 
sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law 
at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered as 2 
funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the motion for an executive session is 
put I desire to give notice that I shall call up the unfinished 
business to-morrow immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness, and I shall do the same on Friday, so that all the time 
possible may be given to the Senate for further debate. 

I now renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 53 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, December 15, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 14, 1904. 
MARSHAL. 

Clinton D. MacDougall, of New York, to be United States 
marshal for the northern district of New York. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring on January 8, 1905. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Sherman T. Newton, of New Hampshire, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New 
Hampshire, to succeed Rufus N. Elwell, resigned. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Charles F. Larrabee, of Portland, Me., to be Assistant Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, vice A. Clarke Tonner, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Josiah R. Baker to be postmaster at Antioch, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California, in place of Josiah R. 
Baker. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1904. 

George W. Stevens to be postmaster at Benicia, in the county 
of Solano and State of California, in place of Charles Durner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 


ILLINOIS, 


Henry C. Bogue to be postmaster at Vermont, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois, in place of Henry C. Bogue. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Swan J. Chilberg to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Henry and State of Illinois, in place of Swan J. Chilberg. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

Oscar H. Harpham to be postmaster at Havana, in the county 
of Mason and State of Illinois, in place of Oscar H. Harpham. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Charles G. Watrous to be postmaster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois, in place of Clarence A. 
Murray, deceased. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Stephen A. Douglas to be postmaster at Ardmore, in district 
21, Indian Territory, in place of David Redfield. Incumbent's 
commission expires December 20, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS, 

William F. Wiley to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of William F. 
Wiley. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1904 

MINNESOTA, 

Lewis O. Norheim to be postmaster at Montevideo, in the 
county of Chippewa and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank 
E. Bentley, resigned. 

MISSOURL 

Edward D. Lowe to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904 

Edgar W. Prentiss to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Missouri, in place of Edgar W. Pren- 
tiss. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

NEW JERSEY, 

Charlotte Ketcham to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey, in place of Josiah 
Ketcham, deceased. 


NEW YORK. 

F. A. Davis to be postmaster at Fort Edward, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York, in place of Alfred C. 
Hodgman. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1904. 

Herbert B. Eaton to be postmaster at Youngstown, in the 


county of Niagara and State of New York. Office became Fresi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 

Francis R. Cruden to be postmaster at McHenry, in the 
county of Foster and State of North Dakota. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Millard F. Kepner to be postmaster at New Rockford, in the 
county of Eddy and State of North Carolina, in place of Mil- 
oe F. Kepner. Incumbent's commission expired February 5, 


OHIO. 


Benjamin F. Jackson to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county 
of Sandusky and State of Ohio, in place of Benjamin F. Jack- 
son. Incumbent's commission expired March 3, 1903. 

John A. Koeper to be postmaster at New Bremen, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in place of Albert C. 
Buss, removed. 

Edmund L. McCalley to be postmaster at Middletown, in 
the county of Butler and State of Ohio, in place of William M. 
Sullivan. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

William B. Wallace to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Butler and State of Ohio, in place of William B. Wallace. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

OREGON. 

Frank G. Jewett to be postmaster at Sumpter, in the county 
of Baker and State of Oregon, in place of Frank G. Jewett, 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1904. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

William F. Bancroft to be postmaster at Wessington Springs, 
in the county of Jerauld and State of South Dakota. Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1904. 

VERMONT. 

Lewis A. Skiff to be postmaster at Middlebury, in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont, in place of Lewis A. Skiff. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1904. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Grace O. Montgomery to be postmaster at Tunnelton, in the 
county of Preston and State of West Virginia, in place of Sam- 
uel B. Montgomery, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations 9 by the Senate December 14, 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


Willet M. Hays, of the State of Minnesota, to be Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF ALASKA. 


William L. Distin, of Illinois, to be surveyor-general of 
Alaska. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Ira Harris, of New Jersey, who was appointed October 26, 
1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the second steamboat-inspection district, in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Mathias N. Koll, of Alexandria, Minn., who was appointed 
August 2, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Cass Lake, Minn. 

Julius H. Weiss, of Del Norte, Colo., who was appointed August 
26, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 

Sidney R. De Long, of Tucson, Ariz., who was appointed July 
30, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of pub- 
lie moneys at Tucson, Ariz. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Dick T. Morgan, of Elreno, Okla., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 23, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Woodward, Okla. 

John E. Watson, of Boonville, Mo., who was appointed No- 
vember 14, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Boonville, Mo. 

Egbert S. Oakley, of Buffalo, Minn., who was appointed 
August 2, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Cass Lake, Minn. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Sherman T. Newton, of New Hampshire, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New 
Hampshire. 
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POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Alfred R. Booth to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the 
county of San Luis Obispo and State of California. 
Vivian Tresslar to be postmaster at Fullerton, in the county 
of Orange and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Alexander B. Gardner to be postmaster at Milford, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
IDAHO, 
Alfred J. Dunn to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
Julia A. Garber to be postmaster at Grangeville, in the county 
of Idaho and State of Idaho. 
Edna P. Madden to be postmaster at Burke, in the county 
of Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
John F. Ashwill to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Illinois. 
Joseph G. Greeson to be postmaster at Greenup, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
Phineas O. Small to be postmaster at Laporte, in the county 
of Laporte and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Millard C. Faulkner to be postmaster at Caddo, in district 23, 
Indian Territory. 
Alice M. Robertson to be postmaster at Muskogee, in district 
10, Indian Territory. 
IOWA. 
William L. Comstock to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Iowa. 
George H. Otis to be postmaster at Monona, in the county of 
Clayton and State of Iowa. 
Charles Smith to be postmaster at Clarence, in the county of 
Cedar and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
Eva B. Milligan to be postmaster at White City, in the county 
of Morris and State of Kansas. 
Jared C. Richcreek to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county 
of Labette and State of Kansas. 


KENTUCKY. 
Clarence H. Wilson to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. 
MAINE. 
Edward B. Buck to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 
Elliott Wood to be postmaster at Winthrop, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
David G. Dunlap to be postmaster at Sardis, in the county of 
Panola and State of Mississippi. 
Laura M. Gowdy to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county 
of Panola and State of Mississippi. 
Fannie Hillerman to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the 
county of Attala and State of Mississippi. 
Samuel M. Howry to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Mississippi. 
Nannie B. Richardson to be postmaster at Woodyille, in the 
county of Wilkinson and State of Mississippi. 
Edward M. Scott to be postmaster at Rosedale, in the county 
of Bolivar and State of Mississippi. 
Augustus S. Weigert to be postmaster at Grenada, in the 
county of Grenada and State of Mississippi. 
MISSOURI. 
John W. Key to be postmaster at Mountain Grove, in the 
county of Wright and State of Missouri. 
Albert T. McAdow to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county 
of Barton and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA, 
Arthur G. Foster to be postmaster at Columbia Falls, in the 
county of Flathead and State of Montana. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Joseph H. Avery to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Albert M. Bradshaw to be postmaster at Lakewood, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
Jay Jackson to be postmaster at Pine Plains, in the 9 of 
Dutchess ang} State of New York. 


George A. McKinnon to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county 
of Delaware and State of New York. 

Albert P. Seaton to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York. 


OHIO. 

J. K. Allen to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Ford to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Lawrence R. Watts to be postmaster at London, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ohio. 

PORTO RICO. 

Jose Carrera to be postmaster at Humacao, in the province of 
Humacao, Porto Rico. 

Ramon A. Rivera to be postmaster at Arecibo, in the county 
of Arecibo and Territory of Porto Rico. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Edward W. Jones to be postmaster at River Point, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
J. R. McClue to be postmaster at Bishopyille, in the county of 
Lee and State of South Carolina. 
TENNESSEE. 
Jasper N. Fitzwater to be postmaster at Collierville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Tennessee. 
William H. Hollinger to be postmaster at Waverly, in the 
county of Humphreys and State of Tennessee. 
Thomas J. Lovell to be postmaster at Obion, in the county of 
Obion and State of Tennessee. 
John Redd to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
Hardeman and State of Tennessee. 
Rufus Rutherford to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Anderson and State of Tennessee. 
UTAH. 
James Clove to be postmaster at Provo (late Provo City), in 
the county of Utah and State of Utah. 
Jonathan S. Page, jr., to be postmaster at Payson, in the 
county of Utah and State of Utah. 
George H. Richards to be postmaster at Sunnyside, in the 
county of Carbon and State of Utah. 
WASHINGTON, 
William L. Shearer to be postmaster at Toppenish, in the 
county of Yakima and State of Washington. 
Harry C. Bilger to be postmaster at Cle Elum (late Clealum), 
in the county of Kittitas and State of Washington. 
WISCONSIN, 
Robert Johnson to be postmaster at Mellen, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, December 14, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SWAYNE IMPEACHMENT. 

The SPEAKER announced the following gentlemen as mem- 
bers of the committee for the preparation of articles of im- 
peachment against Judge Charles Swayne: Messrs. PALMER, 
GILLETT of California, Parker, LITTLEFIELD, Powrrs of Massa- 
chusetts, CLAYTON, and De Armonp. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF RIFLE PRACTICE. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (H. R. 15894) to encourage rifle practice and excellence in 
marksmanship among citizens of the United States, so as to 
render them quickly available for efficient service in time of 


war, may be withdrawn from the files and any order for print- 


ing the same vacated. I desire to say in explanation of this 
that it is a bill that came to me, as chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, from the War Department, officially trans- 
mitted, and was introduced by me, as a matter of course, with- 
out reading. That was a mistake on my part. I should have 
read the bill before introducing it. It is for the encouragement 
of rifle practice, but there are only two pages of the bill pro- 
posed to be enacted and about seven pages of argument why it 
should be enacted. The argument has no place in the bill, and 
should never have been introduced in the House. While I am 
probably to blame for taking it as a matter of course from the 
Department, I can not help believing that the head of the De- 
partment himself was imposed upon when he officially trans- 
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mitted it as part of the bill. 
done by the Department, and I have no doubt it will be the last. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave will be granted to 
withdraw the bill from the files, 
There was no objection. 


It is the first time this has been 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

S. 3133. An act to restore to the public domain a portion of 
the Gila River Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 655. An act for the relief of John F. Finney ; 

S. 3546. An act relating to proofs under the homestead laws 
and to confirm such proofs in certain cases when made outside 
of the land district within which the land is situated; 

S. R. 84, A joint resolution authorizing the granting of per- 
mits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion 
of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, 
etc. ; and 

S. 2021. An act for the relief of John Wesley Hoyt. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2021. An act for the relief of John Wesley Hoyt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 3133. An act to restore to the public domain a portion of 
the Gila River Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 655. An act for the relief of John F. Finney—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 3546. An act relating to proofs under the homestead and 
other land laws, and to confirm such proofs in certain cases 
when made outside of the land district within which the land 
is situated—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point, 
Frutos Tomas Plaza, of Ecuador—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. R. 79. Joint resolution granting the temporary occupancy of 
a part of the Government reservation in Washington, D. C., for 
the American Railway Applicance Exhibition—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. : 

S. R. 84. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of permits 
to the committee on inaugural cefemonies. on the occasion of 
the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, and 
so forth—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


LOCK AND DAM IN TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR CHATTANOOGA. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15590) to amend an 
act approved April 26, 1904, entitled “An act to enable the Secre- 
tary of War to permit the erection of a lock and dam in aid of 
navigation in the Tennessee River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
for other purposes,“ Which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of ee approved April 26, 1904 
entitled An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the erection of 
a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by inserting in section 1, line 7, after the words “ Scott 
Point,” near Chattanooga, Tenn.,“ and before the word “ under,” the 
following: “ or at such other point or place in the mountain section of 
said river below Scott Point as may be agreed upon by the Secretary 
of War and the parties contracting to build said lock and dam.” 

The Clerk read the following amendments: 


On page 2, line 2, strike out the words “ may be sgr upon b; 
Secretary of War and parties contracting to build said lock and 
and insert in lieu the words “ the Secretary of War may approve.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
_ The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Burton, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 


on the Judiciary to report back House resolution No. 383 with 
the recommendation that the same do lie upon the table. 


the 
am 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is generally known that a combination exists among the 
large steel manufacturing companies—the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion, the Lackawanna Steel Company; the Pennsylvania Steel Company, 
and others—the purpose of which is, by limiting production, to force 
buyers of steel to pay exorbitant prices; and 

ereas the “arbitrator” of this combination has recently decided 
the percentage that each member of the combine shall manufacture 
during the coming pa ; and 

Whereas it is publicly charged that by thus combining and restrictin 
the output these companies are able to exact an exorbitant price, whic 
yields them the enormous profit of $16 upon a ton of steel rails, equal 
to 133 per cent on the cost of production, as shown by Charles M. 
Schwab, a recent president of one of the companies forming the com- 
bine, the United States Steel Corporation; and 

Whereas the combination and the act of said “arbitrator” is in re- 
straint of trade, and is apparently a violation of the United States 
statutes: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, directed to communicate forthwith to this House his opinion 
as to what extent these acts constitute a violation of law, and what 
steps, if any, he has taken as Attorney-General to prosecute criminally 
those forming the combination. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution do 
lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, that the resolution do lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BAKER. For the purpose of asking the chairman of the 
hee et Committee whether he will yield me, say, five minutes’ 
time. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I can not, because this question 
is not debatable, and I have no time to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider, and lay 
that motion on the table. i 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to reconsider and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
proper to reconsider a motion to lay on the table? This mo- 
tion is already laid on the table. The proper motion would be 
a motion to take from the table, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that a motion to 
reconsider would apply to a motion to lay a resolution on the 
table, which is primary in its nature and is one way of dispos- 
ing of a bill or resolution. The Chair thinks that a motion 
to reconsider and lay that motion on the table is proper, be- 
cause the substance of the motion to lay on the table is to 
finally dispose of the proposition, and the substance should 
govern rather than the form of the motion. 

The question is on the motion to reconsider and lay that 
motion on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Baker) there were—ayes 141, noes 43. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

JULIUS A. KAISER. j 

The SPEAKER laid before the House H. J. Res. 158, entitled 
Joint resolution construing the act for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser as carrying an appropriation,” with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
curs in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a little ex- 
planation of this. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BUTLER] to explain this. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, three years 
ago, I think, a bill was passed in this House providing for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser. Although it was intended by the 
House that an appropriation be carried in the bill, it was held 
by the Comptroller that the necessary formal language not being 
used, Kaiser’s money could not be paid him. The Department 
then sent to the House the form of bill which the Auditor for 
the Navy Department determined would be the proper form to 
carry the appropriation. That form of bill sent by the Auditor 
for the Navy Department failed to have in it the formal words 
“money not otherwise appropriated.” 

The Comptroller of the Treasury held that the money could 
not be paid because those words were not formally inserted in 
the bill. Another measure was prepared and passed in the 
House at the last session, a joint resolution declaring it to be 
the intention of the House to make the appropriation, having 
made the attempt twice. The joint resolution was sent to the 
Senate and was amended. Gentlemen will understand from a 
reading of the joint resolution as amended by the Senate that 
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it carries the appropriation direct, and thereby changes the lan- 


age. 

Mr. PAYNE. It Joes not change the amount any? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

A = WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the appropriation 
‘or 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is for the relief of a man 
by the name of Kaiser, an officer in the Navy, who was not pro- 
moted, according to the judgment of the Navy Department and 
Congress, at the time he should have been. A very serious ac- 
cident occurred, wounding him frightfully while in the service 
of the Navy. He was in the Eastern service when the time for 
his promotion arrived, but was not ordered home for examination 
for nearly three years after this period. When he returned 
he was retired at the grade in which he served at the time, and 
not in the grade he would have been entitled to had he been or- 
dered home for his examination. He should have been ordered 
home, according to naval regulations, three years earlier. Ow- 
ing to circumstances over which the Department had no con- 
tro] they were unable to bring him. In the meantime he re- 
ceived the injury which forced his retirement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is to give him pay for the 
grade aboye that at which he was retired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. This, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, is to give him the difference in pay which 
he lost through no fault of his own. y 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was read the 
third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. BIN HAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
refs the resolution as amended was passed was laid on the 
table. 

j DAVID WOLFE BROWN. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged reso- 
lution and report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of David 
Wolfe Brown, late Official Reporter of Debates in the House of re- 
sentatives, a sum equal to one year’s borage | as such Reporter, and that 
the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund the ex- 

uses of the last illness and the funeral expenses of said David Wolfe 

rown, such expenses not to exceed the sum of $250. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “one year’s” and insert “ six 
months“; so as to read six months’ salary.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is 
the usual length of time? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. This is simply following out the cus- 
tom which has obtained in the House for many years. 

Mr. PAYNE. I had the idea it was the custom to only pay 
three months’ salary. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. It is always six months, I understand. 
That is what the record shows. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman is right about that, of course 
I make no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like for an explanation 
upon this subject as to the rule of employees of the House re- 
ceiving what is practically an insurance. Has that been the 
custom? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. ‘That has been the custom, as the Com- 
mittee on Accounts understands, for many years, and we are 
simply following the custom and precedent that has been 
established. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman quite sure 
that the period is six months? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. I am quite sure; I am quite positive 
of it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. To what employees in past 
years can the gentleman cite us? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. I can not state as to any particular 
employees, but I can get the record if the gentleman desires 
and point it out to him, as I have it right at my finger’s end. 
The Committee on Accounts has the record and can show, if the 
gentleman desires, any number of cases. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. To what class of House em- 
ployees has this rule applied heretofore? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. I think all. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has there been any reporter? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. All classes of employees, where there 
have been deaths, That, I understand, is the rule. i 
Mx. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is there a report here of the 
committee that considered the resolution? 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. There is a report, and I will ask the 
Clerk to read the report. 

The report (by Mr. HILDEBRANT) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion No. 388, authorizing a payment out of the contingent fund of the 
House to the widow of David Wolfe Brown, late Official Reporter in 
the House of Representatives, of a sum equal to one year's salary as such 
Reporter, and an additional sum of not exceeding $250 to defray ex- 
pesa of the last illness and the funeral expenses of said Brown, 

ve had same under consideration, and recommend its adoption with 
the following amendment : 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “one year’s” and insert in 
Heu thereof the words “six months’.” 

As thus amended this resolution will conform to the practice of the 
House with reference to payment to the legal representatives of de- 
. and your committee recommends the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. I yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is the usual resolution 
that has been passed by the House when an employee of the 
House died in all the years that I have been here, and for a 
great many years prior to the time I have been a Member of 
Congress. This resolution is simply to pay six months’ salary 
and $250 toward the funeral expenses of an employee of the 
House, one of the Official Reporters 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. Not to exceed $250. 

Mr. BARTLETT (continuing). Who had for long years 
served this body in that capacity very faithfully, as everybody 
knows. And this particular resolution is nothing except what 
has been done heretofore, and, I apprehend, will be done many 
years to come. > 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

WALTER H. FRENCH, DECEASED. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
; House resolution 393. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed 
to Ray out of the contingent fund of the House, to Walter French, son 
of alter H. French, deceased, late file clerk of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, a sum equal to one year’s salary as file clerk, and that the 
Clerk be further directed to , out of the contingent fund, the ex- 
penses of the last illness funeral of said Walter H. French, such 


expenses not to exceed $250. 

135 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “one year’s” and insert in lieu 
thereof six months’.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

HUGH WILLIAMS, JR., ADDITIONAL PAGE. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. I also submit the following privileged 


rt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 387. 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby authorized and 
directed to employ an 1 he Williams, jr., in the press 
gallery up to and including M 4,1 to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, at the rate of $75 per month. 

5 The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire as to 
the necessity of this additional page. It seems to me that we 
have more of them now than there is any use for on the face of 
the earth. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. This is simply a resolution in line 
with what was done at the last session of this House. The 
young man has been employed as a page in the press gallery 
for several sessions, as I have been informed, and this is the 
method of paying him. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then he is not an additional one? 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. He is not an additional one, This 
is merely fixing the method of his payment. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SESSION CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Also the following privileged resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 389. 

Resolved, That the chairmen of the following-named committees are 
hereby authorized to 8 N. session clerks to such committees, to serve 
for the remainder of this Congress, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives, at the rate of $6 per day each 
— the . of te present session, B —.— the Nor ta — 

an Affairs, Interstate and Fo ommer acific Railroads, a 
Private Land Claims. = * 
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Mr. HILDEBRANT. In explanation of that resolution I ask 
to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. HILDEBRANT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution 


No. 889, authorizing the appointment of clerks to the committees on 

Census, Indian Affairs, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Pacific Rall- 

roads, and Private Land Claims, to serve for the remainder of this Con- 

gress, have had the same under consideration, and recommend its adop- 
on 


This resolution is necessary to correct a typostaphical error, At 
the last session of Congress, on December 17, 1903, the House passed a 
resolution, which was recommended by the Committee on Accounts, 
authorizing the appointment of session clerks to the said committees, 
and the intent of the committee and of the House was that these clerks 
should serve during both sessions of the Fifty-eighth Congress. The 
resolution as pass however, was, by a typostap: cal error, made to 
read the session” instead of the“ sessions.” e resolution reported 
herewith is corrective of that error, and your committee therefore 
recommends its adoption. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS AT MUNCIE, IND. 


- Mr. CROMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 15285. 
„ The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 15285) establishing a regular term of the United States 
circuit and district courts at Muncie, Ind. 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter and until otherwise 
law there shall be held annually on the first Monday in September a 
term of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Indiana at the td of Muncie, in said district. 

Sec. 2. That the marshal and clerk of said district shall each, re- 
spectively, appoint at least one se to reside in said city of Muncie, 
unless he shall reside there himself, and also maintain an office at that 
place of holding court. 

. Sec. 3. That the judge of the United States circuit or district court 
for said district may, by order, from time to time appoint and hold 
additional special terms of said court in said district, for the disposal 
of the unfinished business thereof, whenever the interest of the public 
and the condition of the docket shall so require: Provided, er, 
That suitable rooms and accommodations are furnished for holding 
said courts free of expense to the Government of the United States 
until such time as a 
Muncie. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

On motion of Mr, Cromer, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Hemenway, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 16445, the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill, with Mr. Curtis in the chair. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? j 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I think copies of the re- 
port on this bill are on the desks of most Members. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you propose to take this bill up for 
action without any general debate? 

Mr. HEMPNWAY. I would like, Mr. Chairman, if possible. 
to pass the bill without general debate, for this reason: The 
Senate has but little time in which to act upon the bill. It 
carries only three or four items of original matter that ought 
to be passed before the holidays; and as we shall have ample 
time for debate on other matters I hope we can pass this bill 
without any general debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Very well. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The bill provides for just a few items. 
First, for wrapping paper, pasteboard, twine, etc., for the 
House. We were sbort on that item, and we appropriate $3,000 
to pay for certain items necessary for the House. Then the pay 
for the messengers who will bring to the Capitol the returns of 
the Presidential election must be provided .for, and we appro- 
priate for that. 

The new public building at Chicago will be completed by 
about next April or May. By oversight of the architect in 
charge proper provision was not made for getting the mail into 
and out of this building, and it is necessary that this shall be 
done before the building is completed. If not, it would be neces- 
sary to tear out work that they would do before then in order 
to install this work. So we provide here for certain work in 


rovided by 


ederal building shall be erected in said city of 


connection with the public building at Chicago, in order that 
they may get the mails out and in. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 25, on the second page of 
the bill, you use the words “and so forth,” making the line 
read this way: . 

Chicago, III., post-office, court-house, and so forth. 

Does that mean some other building? 

Mr. MANN. It is just a description of the building, which 
contains the subtreasury, etc. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It simply means the new public build- 
ing there, which includes the post-office, customs office, and all 
of the different offices of the Government. 

They are all in this same building, so that it can not be 
described simply as a post-office building, or a building for the 
collection. of customs. They are all in the one building. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then it is the one building? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is the one building. 

Mr. MADDOX. I trust the gentleman from Indiana is not 
serious about appropriating $12,000 for the purpose of bringing 
up those election returns? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. - I suppose it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. MADDOX. You do not think that $12,000 would pay for 
that job, do you? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Referring to the subject of the Department 
of the Interior and the Geological Survey, for the continuation 
of the analyzing and testing of the coals and lignites of the 
United States,” and that sort of thing, is this the same work 
that was authorized to be done at St. Louis under one of the 
appropriation bills? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the same work that was author- 
ized. But I will reach that item in just a moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to inquire of the gentleman if there 
has been any other authority for doing that work heretofore, 
except the provision made in the bill whereby we appropriated 
money to have it done in St. Louis? That is the only place 
heretofore—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the only place, and this appropri- 
ation is to continue that work until March 4 next. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman 
now if he is going to explain that later, but I want to ask one 
question. If he remembers that the parties who were to per- 
form this service at St. Louis were to furnish the material and 
machinery? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That has all been done. When we reach 
that item in the reading of the bill, I will take pleasure in ex- 
plaining it to the House if they desire to hear it. 

we BARTLETT. I desire to hear it, whether the House does 
or not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If there is no further explanation de- 
sired, I will ask the Clerk to read the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill and read as 
follows : i 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


For the continuation of the analyzing and testing of the coals and 
lignites of the United States, in order to determine their fuel values 
and most economic method for their utilization for different purposes, 
and for the purchase or rental of such additional equipment as is nec- 
essary for the proper conduct of the work, under the supervision of the 
Director of the United States Geological Survey, $25,000, to be avall- 
able until expended. t 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question 
of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Very well. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask what is the urgency of this 
appropriation? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will explain. At the last session of 
Congress we appropriated, I think, fifty or sixty thousand dol- 
lars for testing coal and lignites at the St. Louis Exposition. 
The manufacturers who owned the machinery donated the ma- 
chinery to the Government, and the gentlemen who own the 
coal and lignites delivered them at St. Louis free of cost to the 
Government. This work has developed so rapidly and it has 
been ascertained that it is of such great value to the Govern- 
ment that great pressure has been brought to bear to continue 
the work until March 4 next, and then, if Congress deems it 
wise, to continue it for another year. é 

The machinery has been donated to the Government, and it 
pays nothing for it except for wear and tear. All coal and lig- 
nites are delivered to this plant free of cost to the Government. 
The Government pays the running expenses of the plant. Our 
coal interests over the country did not wake up to the fact that 
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these tests were of such great importance until a short time 
ago, and now they are demanding more of this work than the 
gentlemen in charge have anticipated. 

It is claimed that discoveries as to lignites will save the 
country west of the Mississippi River large sums of money. I 
think on the whole it is one of the best pieces of work that the 
Government ever entered into. The gentlemen who own the 
ground are willing that the plant should stay there free of rent. 
It seems as if it would be very unfortunate if at this time, 
while the work is in progress, it should be discontinued. 

As to the urgency of the work, of course it will have to be dis- 
continued unless this appropriation is made; because the sums 
for the purpose are now exhausted, and there can be no addi- 
tional work done between now and March 4 unless this appro- 
priation is made at once. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask another question? Is the plant 
at St. Louis to remain there? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is to remain at the same place exactly, 
and the ground will be donated; the machinery has been 
donated, except that the Government pays for the wear and 
tear. In fact, it will continue right where it is now. The dif- 
ferent railroad companies are delivering to this plant, free of 
cost to the Government, the materials for the work. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
more question. Is the provision in the appropriation bill which 
has reference to having the work done at the Exposition at St. 
Louis, which the gentleman spoke of, the only law now in exist- 
ence with reference to this matter? 

Mr. HEMENWAY, It is the only law that authorizes this 
work. It is the first time the Government ever entered into 
a work of this kind, and that is the only law authorizing it. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to me that the com- 
mittee rise for the purpose of receiving a report. I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly the committee 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. CURTIS, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 16445, an urgent deficiency bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


The committee appointed to go to the Senate and at the bar 
thereof and, in the name of the House of Representatives and 
of all the people of the United States, to impeach Judge Charles 
Swayne, appeared at the bar of the House. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to the order of the 
House, we proceeded to the bar of the Senate, and, in the name 
of this body and of all the people of the United States, we 
impeached, as we were directed to do, Charles Swayne, judge 
of the district court of the United States for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in office, and 
we demanded that the Senate should take order to make him 
appear before that body to answer for the same; and announced 

. that the House would soon present articles of impeachment 
and make them good, to which the response was: “ Order shall 
be taken.” 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the urgent defi- 
ciency bill. i 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, with Mr. Curtis in the chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand, the plant is in 
operation at St. Louis, and they have purchased materials and 
supplies which are all on hand and they are now making the 
investigation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Government has not purchased the 
machinery; it has been donated. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it the request of the Geolog- 
ical Department that they be permitted to do this work? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; they have the machinery and the 
material on hand, and the ground has been donated. The Goy- 
ernment is paying no rent for the ground, nothing for machin- 
ery, except for the wear and tear, and they simply desire to 
continue the work where they now are and complete it under 
the same administration. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Under the same administration? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Under the same administration, certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the bill will pass, then. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hemenway], in addition to what he has already said, that the 
railroads have agreed to leave the side track and the Goyern- 
ment has agreed to give us the building that is there now, and 
the only expense outside of the labor done will be the wear and 
tear of the machinery. The railroads have agreed to haul the 
coal. That coal belongs to the Government when tested, and 
that coal keeps up the motive power. Therefore the only net 
29500 is the wear and tear of the machinery, which is about 

10,000. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BAKER. To offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what paragraph? 

Mr. BAKER. To the paragraph referring to the Geological 
Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will offer his amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
to strike out the word “ twenty-five,” on page 16, and substitute 
in lieu thereof the word “twenty-four.” I do so for this rea- 
son: This appropriation recites that it is for the purpose of an- 
alyzing and testing coal. Now, the people of the section of the 
country where I come from, the district that I represent, which 
will have to contribute a part of this $25,000 in indirect taxation, 
through tariff taxes, are far more interested in the way in which 
the combination called the “coal trust” is stealing $60,000,000 
in extortionate prices than they are in finding out the merits of 
a particular kind of coal in some State for fuel purposes. This 
House has voted $500,000 to the Attorney-General of the United 
States for the purpose of investigating and prosecuting combina- 
tions in restraint of trade, and so far as we know not a dollar of 
that money has been expended profitably. 

Money is taken out of the Treasury all of the time for all 
kinds of purposes, on all kinds of pleas. But in this case, while 
the $500,000 has been appropriated, it apparently has not been 
expended for that purpose but the Republican party here stands 
as a defender, has stood here this morning and defended the 
steel trust; absolutely refused, in spite of the agreement made 
with me—the introducer of the resolution reciting the extortion 
of the Steel Rail Association—to give me one moment in which 
to say a word in favor of that resolution requiring the Attorney- 
General to report what he has done to prosecute this combina- 
tion in restraint of trade. Now you are going to vote $25,000 
to investigate the value of fuels, but you care nothing about the 
$60,000,000 that the coal trust is taking from the American peo- 
ple in the extortionate prices they are able to secure because 
they have combined in restraint of trade, a fact known to all 
except, of course, to the Department of Commerce or to the 
Attorney-General, whose duty it is to discover it. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have made my protest on behalf of my district, and I 
withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York, without 
objection, will withdraw his amendment. . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would not occupy the 
time of the House in further discussion of this particular item, 
except that I think it is of vast importance to the people of a 
very large section of the country. The Government in the past 
has spent a great deal of money in experiment, but I do not 
know of any particular experiment that has had in it so much 
promise of benefit to the people and return for the money ex- 
pended as that for which we are expending money here. Of 
course, it goes without saying that coal is almost a necessity of 
life. In some of our western countries, where timber is scarce, 
it is practically the only fuel they have to sustain life, and one 
of the great points that has been demonstrated by this experi- 
ment so far is that in that particular country they have shown 
that the lignites which exists in Montana, Wyoming, Texas, and 
our northwestern country, which heretofore have been used only 
partially for fuel purposes, and then not very successfully, can 
be converted into gas and the gas used for all fuel purposes very 
successfully—conyerted into electricity and heat, thereby fur- 
nishing those people with power and heat. And at the same 
time it has been demonstrated that the same lignites in this 
way converted into gas and then into power or heat produce the 
same results per ton as will bituminous coal. Now, that ex- 
periment alone has been worth far more to the people of the 
country where these lignites are found than all the money the 
Government has expended. In the same way, in the Central 
States, a large number of coals are found and their slag can not 
be utilized. It has been of no benefit and is a waste. These 
experiments have demonstrated so far that by mixing that slag 
with other ingredients it can not be made into briquettes and 
utilized as a good fuel coal. 
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But more than all that—and this, I think, applies especially 
to the coals of the South, coals near the Gulf coast—these ex- 
periments are and will be of lasting importance to us. Our 
coal fields are new. They are not known in the commerce of 
the world. Even a coal as well known as the Pocahontas coal 
in Virginia can not to-day compete with English and Welsh 
coal in foreign markets, especially because the foreign ship- 
owner when he reaches a port knows the English and Welsh 
coals, and if he can buy them he buys that coal in preference 
to even the best American coals, because he does not know 
what he is buying in the American coal. Almost all European 
and English coals have a government test. There is no goy- 
ernment test in this country. When the shipowner goes into 
a foreign port to buy an English or European coal, he has got a 
government test and a government report there to show what 
he is buying and what he is putting in his ship. When the 
shipowner goes into a port and finds American exported coal 
there for sale, the shipowner has got nothing to rely on except 
the certificate of the company itself. 

Well, now, here is a great field for the development of our ex- 
port trade in coal, especially to Mexico and South America to 
the south of us, where there are practically no coals that they 
ean use. It is a field that ought to belong to a large extent to 
the southern coals that are in touch with the Gulf. It is a field 
we ought to go into and develop, but right at the doorway we 
meet the obstacle that when we want to sell to foreign ships 
we have no certificate to show what our coals are; how much 
fixed carbon they have in them; how much volatile matter they 
have in them; how much ash; what is their horsepower per ton; 
and the shipowner naturally buys something that he knows 
something about—that he has got a certificate for—in preference 
to something that is unknown and something that has got no 
certificate standing behind it except the certificate of the owner. 
Well, now, these gentlemen in testing these coals will be able 
to issue a certificate of this department as to what is in the 
coals, how much fixed carbon they have got, how much volatile 
matter, how much gas they will produce, and how much horse- 
power per ton they have; and when that certificate is issued 
and published in the Government report these coals in foreign 
markets have got something to stand on and something to sell 
on, and for that reason I think these experiments ought to be 
eontinued, and continued to the extent that all the coal fields 
in the United States that desire to have the benefit of the ex- 
periment may have it. [Applause.] 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise and report the bill to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to the note on page 3. Should 
not the bill be amended by striking out that note? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That always drops out. It is not part of 
the bill. j 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the note on the bottom 
of page 3 will be dropped from the bill. 

The motion to rise was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Curtis, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 16445) mak- 
ing appropriation to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appro- 
priations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hemenway, a motion to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Ruiner, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees, 


ADJUDICATION AND PAYMENT OF CLAIMS ARISING FROM INDIAN 
DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. BURKE (when the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House bill No. 54 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota calls up 
a bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I raise the pont of orđer against 
the consideration of that bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


À bill Ms R. 54) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the adjudication and K J 1801 of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions,” approved Marc 4 0 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas makes the 
point of order upon the bill. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill makes a charge against the Govern- 
ment and it increases the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims. 
If you take the bill and report together, you will see that it is 
admitted in the majority report that it involves an appropria- 
tion of perhaps $8,000,000. That being true, I think it is not 
properly upon the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not the gentleman mistaken 
about the amount? 

Mr. CURTIS. I think it is admitted in the report of the 
majority of the committee. I do not care if it only made a 
charge of a dollar it would be subject to the point of order 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My understanding is that this is 
an Indian claims bill, and it is about thirty years since the acts 
transpired on which the claims are based, so that it will be 
impossible for the bill to carry that amount. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would ask the gentleman if it is possible 
for the bill to carry a dollar of appropriation? Everything has 
to go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill does not make an appropriation, but 
it changes existing law so as to make a charge against the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. BURKE. Before the Chair rules I desire to say just a 
word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BURKE. I want to be perfectly fair with the Chair. I 
find this bill upon the House Calendar. I naturally assume 
that it belongs to that Calendar. It does not provide for any 
appropriation whatever, but it changes existing law so that it 
might make a charge upon the Treasury to the extent of four 
or five million dollars. On the other hand, it might not make 
any charge whatever; and from the little inquiry I could make 
I came to the conclusion it was properly on the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides: 

re of commi t vid 
sot as eee te ai e eee O e ei 
for printing aag reference to the Aid mig Calendar under the direction of 
the Spaken aa accordance with foregoing clause, and the titles or 


subjects thereof shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the 
RECORD. 


The inference is that the bill and report shall be taken to- 
gether. The report of the majority admits that there will be a 
charge against the Government of perhaps $13,000,000. That 
being true, it surely is a charge against the Government, and 
not properly upon the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. CURTIS. The report says of a total of $43,000,000 
na that it will not in judgments exceed twelve or thirteen 

ons. 

Mr. BURKE. That would include the judgments if the law is 
not amended; there will be an inerease from four to five mil- 
lions. I admit that. 

Mr. CURTIS. It is true that the amount mentioned, $13,000,- 
000 or $14,000,000, includes the judgments that would be rendered 
if the law is not amended, but the report admits that the amend- 
ment will increase the judgments about $8,000,000. I find in 
Parliamentary Precedent (p. 232): 

earn Ph oe 9, 1897 8 the mo hour for the call of com- 


rning 
‘Anderson, of Tennessee, called up the bill (H. R. 
75305 U to facilitate the payment of pensions, which was on the House 


Calendar. 

Mr. SERENO E. PAYNE, of New York, made the point of order that 
Da PWA 3 on the House Calendar. 

e Speaker 

»The Chair sustains the point of order. The bill has been placed on 
the House Calendar, but there is a rule of the House which 5 
that a point of order may be made as to the reference of a bil 
time ore consideration; and while the charge upon the 9 pairs e 
by the bill is a small one, nevertheless it is a charge, and the question 
is not one of amount, but of principle.” 


The SPHAKER. The Chair calls attention to Rule XXIII, 
and that portion of the rule that the Chair believes to be mate- 
rial and vital to this point of order is as follows: 

* aS caer ey 2 Mey Gommittes of the: Whole — 2 
potnt of der under this rale ABAIN be good at auy time before the con. 
sideration of a bill has commenced. 

Now, then, the question is whether this bill involyes a tax or 
charge upon the people. The Chair, in deciding this question, 
must necessarily take into view the law as it now is, together 
with the proposed legislation, and inquire whether the legisla- 
tion proposed in this bill, changing existing law, if enacted, in- 
volves a tax against the people, 

Now, the bill provides: 


All claims for 
ants thereof who 
or destroyed within the ui edlem of the United States 
eer ap | to any band, tribe, or nation subject to the jurisdiction of the 

tates, without just cause or provocation on the part ef the 
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owner or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for; and the alien- 
age of the claimant, provided he has since become a citizen of the United 
States, or the want of amity of such Indians shall not be a defense to 
said claims, 

Under the law as it now exists, if the depredation was made 
against an individual who was not a citizen of the United 
States at the time the depredation was committed, the United 
States is not responsible. This provision, if enacted into law, 
would make the United States responsible. Then, again, it 
changes the law as it now stands touching amity. The Chair 
must take notice of the law; has read the bill, and shown 
wherein it changes existing law. It changes it in other re- 
spects it is not necessary for the chair to refer to in deciding 
this point of order. In substance it certainly covers the propo- 
sition“ involving a tax or charge upon the people ;” and there- 
fore the Chair sustains the point of order, and the bill is re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state .of 
the Union. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned the 
other day the call rested on the Committee on the Public Lands, 
We were not quite through when the motion was made to in- 
terpose the currency bill. There are two or three more bills 
that the committee wanted to. call up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s committee was called this 
morning, and the Committtee on Indian Affairs was called; 
but if there is no objection, the House will return to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

TIMBER LANDS IN LIEU OF FOREST-RESERVE LANDS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, Calendar No. 30 (H. R. 4866), pro- 
hibiting the selection of timber lands in lieu of lands in forest 
reserves, ought to be laid on the table, as we have passed an- 
other bill on the same subject, and this one ought to be gotten 
rid of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that this bill be laid 
on the table for the reason assigned. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COAL-LAND LAWS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. LACEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 8869) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to extend the coal-land laws to the district 
of Alaska,” approved June 6, 1900. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person or association of persons, quali- 

fied to make entry under the coal-land laws of the United States, who 
shall have opened and improved a coal mine, or coal mines, on the 

unsurveyed public lands in the district of Alaska, and who mg? desire 
to enter and purchase the same, according to the provisions of the said 
coal-land laws, before the extension of the public-land surveys over the 
lands on which such mines are located, shall file in the proper land 
office an application to enter the lands held and claimed by them, to- 
gether with a plat and field notes of the survey of the same made 
under the direction of the surveyor-general of the district of Alaska, 
showing the boundaries of said tracts and their location as ards 
permanent natural landmarks or other 1 bg All tracts shall be 
rectangular in form, containing 40, 80, or 160 acres, and distinctly 
marked by monuments on the ground, and the boundaries of the same 
shall be true east and west and north and south lines as nearly as 
practicable. Upon presentation of said plat and field notes, the appli- 
cation, if otherwise regular, shall be accepted as though the tract 
sought to be entered were embraced within the regular public-land 
surveys. 

Sec. 2. That six months’ preference right shall be allowed to the ac- 
tual settler or claimant who has located or staked coal lands, either by 
himself or agent, at the date of the passage of this act, to file his 
declaratory statement and enter said lands. 

Sec. 3. That five years from and after the expiration of the period 
allowed for filing the declaratory statement and making entry is al- 
lowed claimant in which to make proof and payment for said lands, 
provided the claimant shall cause to be performed at least $100 worth 
of labor or improvements during each of said years upon such claim. 

Sec. 4. That upon filing of the declaratory statement and applica- 
tion to enter lands, together with the plat and field notes of the same, 
under the provisions of this act, the register and receiver of the land 
office shall issue to claimant a certificate setting forth the facts of 
said entry and of the right of claimant to perinne the same; and 
thereafter the claimant will be entitled to sell and transfer his right 
to purchase said land, and the purchaser be entitled to make due 
proof and payment therefor under the provisions of this act in the 
same manner as the original claimant; and nothing in this act shall 
prevent a bona fide purchaser for value from making proof and pay- 
ment for more than one claim so purchased, previa the original 
claimant was qualified under the law to enter and purchase coal lands. 

Sec. 5. That the price to be paid to the receiver for said coal lands 
taken under this act shall be not less than $5 per acre. 

SEC. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior shall make all necessary 
rules and regulations for the purpose of carrying into effect the pro- 
visions of this act. 


The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 


Strike out all of sections 2, 3, 4, and 5. 


Strike out the words “ Sec. 6,“ on page 3, in line 14, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Sec. 2.” 


On page 1, in line 12, strike out the word “the,” which immedi- 
ately precedes the word survey,“ and insert in lieu thereof “a.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the only effect of this bill is to 
make the same provision 


> 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to raise the question 
whether this bill is properly on this Calendar or not. I ac- 
knowledge that I can not understand from the reading anything 
about a land law. 

Mr. LACEY. I will explain the bill in a moment, and the 
gentleman can reserve the point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. Mr. Speaker, in the last session of 
this Congress we passed a bill authorizing special surveys in a 
rectangular form for homesteads in Alaska. The public-land 
surveys have been extended to that country, but owing to the 
expense of carrying them into effect, the settlement of that dis- 
trict has been greatly retarded and interfered with. This pro- 
vision simply applies the same method of survey to coal lands 
that we applied to the survey of homesteads in the former bill, 
permitting an individual to make the survey himself in a rec- 
tangular form, due north and south and east and south. It does 
not involye any expenditure on the part of the Goyernment, and 
consequently the bill was put on the House Calendar. It is 
merely a regulation in relation to making the survey of lands 
already taken under existing law, or that may be taken under 
existing law. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Exactly. It is an amendment to a law author- 
izing the taking of the land of the United States for the purpose 
of mining, as I understand it. 

Mr. LACEY. Not the taking of it, but it is merely the method 
of surveying, and relieving the Government of the expense of 
surveying. It relieves the Treasury of the expense, instead of 
making an expense on the Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is one of the preliminary steps in taking 
this land? 

Mr. LACEY. It is one of the steps in obtaining title, of 
course. 

Mr. PAYNE. The point of order is that this involves a 
charge upon the Treasury in connection with property of the 
United States. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman wherein it involves 
any charge? 

Mr. PAYNE. My suggestion was this, that it is an amend- 
ment to the general law providing for the taking of lands of the 
United States for the purpose of mining. This facilitates the 
procedure of getting this land from the United States. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask him if it is not a fact 
that the Government would receive more under this law, if it is 
passed, than it receives at present under the homestead law? I 
believe the Government gets $20 an acre under this law, if it is 
extended? 

Mr. LACEY. It would be $10 an acre, unless within a limited 
— of a railway. Most of this land would lie beyond that 

mit. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The price received for homestead 
land is $1.25, is it not; or if the homesteader lives on it for five 
years the Government gets nothing for it? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, this coal land can not be homesteaded, 
anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. May the Chair ask the gentleman from 
Iowa a question? $ 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Under the law now can a title be obtained 
to these lands? 

Mr. LACEY. A possessory title can be obtained under which 
the land can be worked, but a title to the land can only be ob- 
tained after survey, and the effect of this statute would be to 
facilitate the method of making the survey. The land may be 
taken now and occupied and mined, but title can not be ob- 
tained from the Government until the public surveys have first 
covered the land thus actually to be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Title to public lands belonging to the Goy- 
ernment that are unsurveyed can not be obtained until a sur- 
vey has been had, and it is in order under the existing law, 
and is constantly done every year, to make an appropriation 
for the survey of these public lands. I will ask the gentleman 
if it is in order to make an apppropriation for the survey of 
public lands in Alaska as it is in the States? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; and appropriations have been made. It 
is proper now to put in appropriation bills under existing law 
a sum for the survey of lands in Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. That is the impression the Chair had. If 
that be true under existing law, as the Chair glanced at the 
bill, this is a proposition to relieve the Government from the 
expense of making those surveys. 

Mr. LACEY. That is all; it is a relief from an appropria- 
tion instead of an actual appropriation. 
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The SPEAKER. Itseems to the Chair that instead of making 
a charge on the Treasury it is a proposition to relieve the Treas- 
ury from that charge. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that is the opinion of the Chair, I withdraw 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. . 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if it would not be well to extend this 
to oil and asphalt? 

Mr. LACEY. That might involve difficulties that the com- 
mittee has not considered. I do not think it ought to be in- 
cluded in this bill, because the oil can be taken under the placer 
mining law, and that would involve questions not germane to 
this bill and might needlessly complicate the situation up there. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. CUSHMAN said: Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact 
that the bill H. R. 8869, called up by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] and just passed by the House, to extend the coal- 
land laws to the district of Alaska, is identical with Senate bill 
2814, which passed the Senate eight days after the House com- 
mittee favorably reported the House bill. It is on the Speaker’s 
desk, as I understand it, and I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute it. 

The SPEAKER. No such bill is upon the Speaker’s table, the 
Chair is informed. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It may have been referred to the commit- 
tee. I do not know. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been referred this morning. 
Has the gentieman the printed bill, showing whether it has 
been referred? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I have not, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. We will have to have the Senate bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The Senate bill does not seem to be on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is my recollection that dur- 
ing the last session we passed this bill relating to coal lands in 
Alaska. I think we passed the Senate bill and that it is now 
a law, and that the House bill should therefore lie upon the 
table. I will look up the Recorp and call this matter up later. 

The SPEAKER. It may be taken up later. 

Mr. LACEY. I will have it examined, and it can be disposed 
of a little later, before the House leaves this order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be recognized for 
a moment. In the passage of the bill H. R. 8869 a while ago 
the fact was overlooked that a Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject was disposed of in the last sesson, which obviates the neces- 
sity for this bill. By some oversight this bill was not taken 
from the Calendar at the time. I ask unanimous consent to 
vacate the action of the House as to H. R. 8869. The disposi- 
tion of the Senate bill covers the question, rendering the present 
bill unnecessary. In the haste of the call of the committees the 
previous action on the Senate bill was overlooked. - 

The SPEAKER. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. It.is the bill referring to the coal lands in 
Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes a statement, and asks 
unanimous consent to vacate the action of the House in passing 
the bill referred to to-day, and that the bill do lie upon the table. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

PROTECTION OF WILD ANIMALS AND BIRDS IN THE WICHITA FOREST 
RESERVE. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
11584) for the protection of wild animals and birds in the Wich- 
ita Forest Reserve. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to designate such areas in the Wichita Forest Reserve as 
should, in his opinion, be set aside for the protection of game animals 
and birds and be recognized as a breeding place therefor. 

Sec. 2. That when such areas have been designated as provided for in 
section 1 of this act, hunting, trapping, killing, or capturing of game 
animals and birds upon the lands of the United States within the lim- 
its of said areas shall be unlawful, except under such lations as 
may be prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of Agriculture; 
and any person violating such regulations or the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction in 
any United States court of competent jurisdiction, be fined in a sum not 
exceeding $1,000 or be 8 for a period not exceeding one year, 
or shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. That it is the purpose of this act to protect from trespass the 
public lands of the United States and the game animals and birds which 
may be thereon, and not to interfere with the 1 of the local 
game laws as affecting private, State, or Terri lands. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
report on this bill may be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be 
granted. 
There was no objection. 
The report is as follows: 
Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was ref 


The erred z 
UTR 11584) for the protection of wild animals and birds 1 the 
would 


ta Forest 7 3 3 sald — 
y e following report and recommend 
9 8 on p paat ee: f ay = 
e ‘orest Reserve been set apart in the Wichita Moun- 
tains in Oklahoma. This mountainous tract of land is surrounded on 
all sides with farming lands and has been reserved as a permanent 
timber reserve. The bill proposes to permit the President of the 
United States to designate such part of the said reserve as in his 
opinion may be proper also as a game preserve for animals and birds. 
e President in one of his messages has asked that this authority 
be given as to all the forest reserves in the United States. He recom- 
mended that the Executive be permitted to designate portions thereof 
for the small remaining portion our game and 
birds. Congress thus far has not favorably acted upon any such a 
general law. 


This bill applies to one particular reserve, and man le in Okla- 
ie —.— their Gane that ENA be taken, 


as havens of 


homa Territory have 
ane = opposition thereto has been expresed from the country affected 
ereby. 

Oklahoma and Indian Territory are the favorite breeding grounds 
for quail and grouse, and there has been a great desire expressed from 
all parts of the country that some suitable portion of that on be 
protected from hunting so as to be used as a breeding ground. The 


ame and birds from reserve would migrate to other parts of Indian 
erritory and Oklahoma and thus provide a supply for all parts of the 
surrounding country. his land is all publie land, is now a state of 
reserve, and is protected by Federal cus To protect the ani- 
mals and birds this forest, as well as the forest itself, would there- 
fore not involve additional expense. 

It would be an advantage to all the people of that Territory and in 
no wise interfere with the use of the forest reserve. The Department 
of iculture could also obtain supplies there for purposes of propaga- 
tion in other parts of the country. 

The President in his message to Congress called attention to the 

8 of — 2 2 some havens of refuge for the surviving wild 
bi s, game, and fish within these reserves. He said: 


in deer, elk, and other animals in the Yellowstone Park shows what 
may be expected when other mountain forests are properly protected 
by law and properly guarded. Some of these areas have been so 
denuded of surface vegetation by overgrazing that the ground-breeding 
birds, including grouse and quail, and many mammals, including deer, 
have been exterminated or driven away. At the same time the water- 
storing capacity of the surface has been decreased or destroyed, thus 
romoting fl in times of rain and diminishing the flow of streams 

tween rains. 

“In cases where natural conditions have been restored for a few 
years, vegetation has again carpeted the ground, birds and deer are 


coming back, and hundreds of persons, especially from the immediate 


neighborhood, come each summer to enjoy the privilege of camping. 
Some at least of the forest reserves should afo; rpetual protection 
to the native fauna and flora, safe havens of refuge to our rapidly 
diminishing wild animals of the larger kinds, and free camp n 
for the ever-increasing numbers of men and women who have learned to 
find rest, health, and recreation in the splendid forests and flower-clad 
meadows of our mountains. The forest reserves should be set apart 
forever for the use and benefit of our people as a whole and not sacri- 
ficed to the shortsighted greed of a few. 

“The forests are natural reservoirs. By restraining the streams in 
flood and replenishing them in drought they make possible the use of 
waters otherwise wasted. ‘They prevent the soil from washing, and so 
protect the storage reservoirs from filling up with silt. Forest con- 
servation is therefore an essential condition of water conservation.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


EXPLORATION AND PURCHASE OF MINES WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES 
OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. RODEY (when.the Committee on Mines and Mining was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 1954) 
to authorize the exploration and purchase of mines within the 
boundaries of private land claims. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter all gold, silver, and quicksilver 
deposits, or mines, or minerals of the same, on lands embraced within 
any land claim confirmed by the decree of the Court of Private Land 
Claims, or as to which a suit for confirmation shall be pending in an 
court having jurisdiction thereof, are hereby declared to be free — 
open to exploration and purchase, under the mining laws of the United 
States, the local mining laws and regulations, and such lations in 
addition thereto and consistent therewith as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior from time to time, by citizens of the United 
States and those who have declared their intention to become so. 

Src. 2. That any person qualified to acquire title to such mineral 
deposit under the provisions of this act, who shall have first discoy- 
ered and Jocated any such mineral claim by posting thereon a notice 
of such discovery and location, and Aad marking the boundaries thereof 
by visible monuments upon the surface of the ground, at any time 
since the 3d day of March, 1891, and prior to the passage of this act, 
shall, within ninety days after the passage of this act, and any such 
discoverer and locator subsequent to the panere of this act shall, 
within ninety days after the posting of the notice of location and 


marking the boundaries of any such claim, record the location notice 
thereof in the office of the recorder of the county within which such 
claim is situated, and shall otherwise comply with the mining laws of 


1904. 


the = States and the local laws and regulations 8 
—.— in — thereto shall comply with such ns as — — 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 
e that ane person qualified to acquire title to such mineral 
deposits under the cre of this act shall haye = right to enter 
in and upon the lan 


— condemnation under judicial 


$2.50 an acre in full payment for 2 55 said surface 
ceipt of such sum by the owner of the land shall 
diate entry of the locator u such land. 

Src. 5. t the United States circuit court, or district ae of 
the district, and the Territorial courts of an — F 5 eet 
Jurisdiction within the district where said 1 ted shal have 

isdiction of such proceedings for such —— 

Sec. 6. That the practice, pleading, 

o provisions of 


in the courts of record in oe State or Territory within w such 


land is situated, any rule of the court or local 1 law to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Sec. 7. That This act shall take efect and be in force from and after 
its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
„ In, Section 1, line 5, after the word “ confirmed and before the word 
insert the words“ or hereafter confirm: 

n line 6, after the word“ claims,” strike out the remainder of the 
line and all of line 7 to and including the word “ thereof” and insert 
“and which did not convey the mineral rights to the grantee by the 
a of the grant, and to which such grantee has not become otherwise 
entitled in law or in equity.’ 


Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
this bill that it ought to be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. It not only provides the method for taking mineral 
claims belonging to the United States and compensation, but it 
provides for condemnation proceedings to be instituted under the 
authority of the United States, which, of course, would make a 
charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. LACBY. Mr. Speaker, I think the Chair ought to under- 
stand the legal situation of this land before ruling upon the 
point of order. In all of the Spanish grants the mineral was 
reserved to the Crown, but when private-land claims were recog- 
nized under the decrees of the Private Land Court these con- 
firmations authorized patents, and the patents gave the fee 
simple title to the owner of the land grant, reserving the mineral 
until Congress should provide the method of working the same. 

Now, the minerals all belong to the United States, and there 
is a law already authorizing the opening of these minerals to 
exploration and location to anybody who may discover them. 
So that any man that owns a private-land claim may discover 
mineral on that claim and may work it and may obtain title by 
having it patented under the mineral-land laws, thus getting 
under his surface title for the remainder of the property and a 
patent for the minerals. 

That is existing law, and the only effect of this law is to 
permit persons who do not own the surface to exercise the 
existing right of discovery and location, notwithstanding the 


fact that some one else owns the surface. It does not appropri- 


ate a surface that belongs to the United States. It does not 
appropriate mineral that belongs to the United States, because 
that is already appropriated under existing law, but it merely 
designates a method by which the explorer may pay compensa- 
tion to the owner of the surface in reaching the mineral that 
has already been opened to exploration and to acquisition under 
the mineral-land laws. Consequently this does not provide for 
taking anything that belongs to the Government of the United 
States which may not already be taken. It deals only with 
methods. Therefore the point does not lie. The question is 
only between these explorers and the owners of the surface 
under the private land claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. If a law already exists to sell some of the Goy- 
ernment property in the city of Washington to A and another 
act is passed here allowing B also to purchase the property, or 
some other party, then the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
holds, because the law already exists to sell the property to A, 
that the law authorizing the sale to B is not a disposition of 
that property. 

Mr. LACEY. No; if A already has a method of reaching the 
land which has been thrown open to both A and B, but if by 
reason of the title of somebody else there is an obstacle that 
can not be overcome and which stands in the way of B and 
belongs to an outsider, the Government can provide means of 
condemnation of this in order that the public property may be 
disposed of. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Of course it can; but it will have to appropri- 
ate the property. 

Mr. LACEY. That is all this bill proposes to do—to provide 
a method not of appropriating public property, but of getting 
over private property for the general public, just the same as if 
you are establishing a highway across private lands in order to 
reach a section of land that belongs to the public and that has 
been surrounded by private land and that no one could enter 
because he could not reach it; and if Congress should pass a 
law granting a highway to that land after compensation to the 
owner of the surrounding land, that would not be taking of 
public property, but the taking of private property for public 
use, with compensation, and enabling the Government to make 
use of its own property. There is no charge on the Treasury 
under this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if 
this is a new provision or does it exist to-day in the present law? 

Mr. RODEY. It is unique in itself. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill is a new provision, but the appropria- 
tion of minerals is not new. That exists under the old law. 

Mt. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the Chair 
that if there is time the Clerk read the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior on this bill, and I think that will throw a great 
deal of light on the subject. He reports diametrically opposed 
to this proposition. I think it is in the report. The Secretary 
of the Interior reports against it and supports the contention of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill refers almost entirely to 
the Territory of New Mexico, and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Mappox] was the gentleman who, at the last session of this 
present Congress, objected to the bill being taken up by unani- 
mous consent. I think I can explain to the House what it in- 
volves. It is sui generis—it is unique. There is no such con- 
dition of affairs existing anywhere else which would necessitate 
any such legislation. As was well explained by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], when the land grants in New Mexico 
were confirmed by the Court of Private Land Claims, created by 
this Congress, a provision was inserted in the bill creating the 
land courts that that court should not confirm to the grantee any 
minerals contained in the grants unless the title was unques- 
coy passed by the former government. 

In many instances the court found that the minerals did not 
pass with the title, and they held the minerals to belong to the 
United States; but it was also provided in that statute that 
citizens of the United States should not take up or mine those 
minerals save by leave granted by legislation to be hereafter 
passed by Congress. This legislation proposes to give that leave 
to go upon those grants, some of which are large tracts, and dis- 
cover minerals, condemn the surface ground, and then proceed 
as in ordinary cases to get title to the minerals. A grave dis- 
pute has arisen as to what the United States reserved to itself, 
whether it reserved minerals known at the time of the con- 
firmation and patenting of the grants or whether it reserved 
minerals to be discovered thereafter; and the Secretary of the 
Interior and the lawyers in his Department were of opinion 
that it only reserved minerals known to exist on the several 
grants at the time of their confirmation and patenting. The 
bar of the Territory disagrees largely with that view of the 
law, and the committee unanimously disagreed with that view 
of the law and reported that this bill is proper legislation to 
bring about the leave or license to mine these minerals on these 
grants which was contemplated by Congress when it enacted 
the Court of Private Land Claims law. : 

That is all that this bill does. Probably one of the first cases 
tried will go to the Supreme Court of the United States and 
settle this question forever. Nobody can lose anything by it; 
but the right to mine minerals belonging to people of the United 
States will be settled, and forever, with the first case that arises. 
The clause of the private-land-claim act to which I have re- 
ferred reads as follows: : 

No allowance or confirmation of any claim shall confer any right or 
title to any gold, silver, or quicksilver mines or minerals of the same, 
unless the grant claimed effected the donation or sale of such mines or 
minerals to the grantee, or unless such grantee has become otherwise 
entitled thereto in law or in equity; but all such mines and minerals 
rp remain the — of the United States, with the right of work- 

ao same, w fact shall be stated in all patents issued under 

8 a 

Now, here is the clause I referred to particularly: 

But no such mine shall be worked on any property confirmed under 
this act without the consent of the owner of such property until spe- 
cially authorized thereto by an act of Congress hereafter passed. 

This is the legislation contemplated by that phrase just 
quoted. This is the legislation that was then required to be 
hereafter passed to give people leave to go on these grants, and, 
if they discover minerals, to locate them in the ordinary way— 
tender the surface owner a proper price for it and, if he refuses 
to take it, to condemn it. If the Department of the Interior is 


right, that it meant only minerals known to exist at the time of 
the issuance of the patent, the first case that goes to the courts 
will settle the question. The committee in the report on this 
subject states this: 

Notwithstanding those two adverse A ig upon the bill by the De- 
partment of the Interlor, the committee is of the opinion that it should 
pass with the amendments above suggested. 

The committee is unable to agree with the construction put upon the 
third subdivision of section 13 of the act of Congress of March 3, 1891, 
creating the Court of Private Land Caims, as such construction is above 
set out in the communication from the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior. The committee belleves that the said subdivision of said act of 
8 was intended to mean and does mean that all the minerals 
of the character described in the act, in every private land claim where 
such reservation of minerals was made in the Government, is still the 
property of the Government; and it is of opinion that whenever any 
claimant fer a land grant submitted himself to the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Vrivate Land Claims he was bound by its decree which re- 
served the minerals to the Government, with the right to work the same 
by legislation subsequently to be passed. 

Congress promised the people living in the vicinity of these land 
grants that it would permit them, by legislation at some future day, to 
avail themselves of these mineral lands. It is the opinion of the com- 
mittee that if such prohibition had not been made citizens might have 
proceeded to avail themselves of such mineral ground in the usual way 
without interruption, 

The committee can not agree with the Department of the Interior 
that the effect of this bill would be to permit the taking of private 
property for private use, but, on the contrary, it is of opinion that the 
taking of these mineral lands is the taking of public property for the 
widest kind of a public use—that is, the benefit of the entire citizen- 
ship of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
New Mexico that it is not the province of the Chair to consider 
the merits of this legislation. The point of order is made to 
the legislation here and the bill, under Rule XXIII, which is as 
follows: 


3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
poopie; all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills mak- 
ng appropriations of money or property, or requiring such appropria- 
tion to be made, or authorizing payments out of R already 
made, cr releasing any liability to the United States for money or 
property, or referring any claim to the Court of Claims, shall be first 
considered in a Committee of the Whole. 


The Chair has read hurriedly this bill and takes the staté- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa, which confirms the general 
recollection of the Chair, that the grant made by the Spanish or 
Mexican Government prior to the treaty of peace with Mexico 
reserved minerals. The gentleman from Iowa so states and 
that confirms the impression which the Chair has. Now, this 
bill upon its face proposes, on the initiative of a locator of min- 
eral rights, condemnation proceedings. As to the power of Con- 
gress to confer on an individual such rights to initiate condem- 
nation proceedings for his benefit, the Chair states no opinion; 
in fact, he will say he has no opinion. 

Mr. RODEY. Congress has that power in a Territory. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary for the Chair to decide 
whether Congress has or has not. As the Chair understands 
the law to be, the mineral rights in these claims referred to in 
the bill are in the Government and subject to location under the 
law as it now is. The Chair so understood the gentleman from 
Iowa, and the Chair is under the impression the statement is 
correct and it has not been controverted by any gentleman. 

Upon the face of this bill there does not seem to be any charge 
upon the Treasury in the language of the rule “involving a tax 
or charge upon the people.” In other words, it takes a round- 
about argument to show the Government is to be charged, or 
that the people are to be charged, by virtue of this legislation. 
And after the argument is made, the Chair apprehends that it 
would still be in the air as to whether a charge is made against 
the people by the proposed legislation. So that under prior de- 
cisions that the Chair will not now take time to read, made by 
Mr. Speaker Carlisle and by Mr. Speaker Reed, it seems to the 
Chair that the point of order is not well taken. The Clerk will 
now report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 5, after the word “ confirmed“ and before the word 
“ by,” insert the words “or hereafter confirmed.” 

In line 6, after the word “claims,” strike out the remainder of the 
line and all of line 7 to and including the word “ thereof” and insert 
“and which did not convey the mineral rights to the grantee by the 
terms of the grant, and to which such grantee has not become otherwise 
entitled in law or in equity.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of- Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAWS. 

Mr. CURRIER (when the Committee on Patents was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 6487. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6487) to amend chapter 4952 of the Revised Statutes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4952 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
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“Sec. 4952. The author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of mie 
book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, 
print, or photograph, or negative thereof, or of a painting, drawing, 
chromo, statue, statuary, and of models or designs intended to be 
perfected as works of the fine arts, and the executors, administrators, 
or assigns of any such person shall, upon complying with the provi- 
sions of this chapter, have the sole noi of printing, reprinting, 
publishing, completing, copying, executing, finishing, and vending the 
same; and, in the case of a dramatic composition, of publicly per- 
forming or representing it, or causing it to be performed or represented 
by others. And authors or their assigns shall have exclusive right to 
dramatize or translate any of their works for which copyright shall 
have been obtained under the laws of the United States. 

“Whenever the author or proprietor of a book in a foreign lan- 
guage, which shall be published in a foreign country before the day of 
publication in this country, or his executors, administrators, or as- 
signs, shall, within twelve months after the first publication of such 
book in a foreign country, obtain a copyright for a translation of such 
book in the English language, which shall be the first copyright in 
this country for a translation of such book, he and they shall have, 
during the term of such copyright, the sole liberty of printing, re- 

rinting, publishing, vending, translating, and dramatizing the said 

k, and, in the case of a dramatic composition, of publicly performing 
the same, or of causing it to be performed or represented by others. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 22, page 2, after the word “ others,” insert “Provided, That 
this act shall only apply to a citizen or subject of a foreign state or na- 
tion, when such foreign state or nation permits to citizens of the United 
States of America the benefit of copyright on the same basis as Is given 


to its citizens by this act.” 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee. It has the approval of the registrar 
of copyrights, the publishers, and the Typographical Union. It 
gives to a foreign author of a book the same measure of pro- 
tection when written in a foreign language as is now afforded 
to American or British authors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Currier, a motion to reconsider the vote by. 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section 
4952 of the Revised Statutes.” 


PATENTS ON DRUGS. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up the bill H. R. 
13679, and ask unanimous consent that the substitute bill may, 
be read instead of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
read the substitute and to omit the reading of the original bill. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13679) amending the statutes relating to patents. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4886 of the Revised Statutes as 
amended by act of Congress approved March 3, 1897, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 4886. Any person who has invented or discovered any new 
and useful art, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any 
new and useful improvements thereof, not known or used by others in 
this country before his invention or discovery thereof, and not pat- 
ented or described in any printed publication in this or any foreign 
country before his invention or discovery thereof, or more than two 
years prior to his application, and not in public use or on sale in this 
country for more than two years prior to his application, unless the 
same is proved to have been abandoned, may, upon payment of the fees 
required by law and other due proceedings had, obtain a patent there- 
for: Provided, That no patent shall be granted, on any application 
filed subsequent to the passage of this act, upon any drug, medicine, 
or medicinal chemical, except in so far as the same relates to a definite 
a for the preparation of said drug, medicine, or medicinal chem- 
ca ” 


Sec. 2. That sectlon 4887 of the Revised Statutes as amended by act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1897, and as further amended by act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1903, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so us to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4887. No person otherwise entitled thereto shall be debarred 
from receivin, a pateni for his invention or discovery, nor shall any 
patent be decla invalid, by reason of its ERTE been first patented 
or caused to be patented by the inventor or his legal representatives 
or assigns in a foreign country, unless the application for said foreign 
patent was filed more than twelve months, in cases within the pro- 
visions of section 4886 of the Revised Statutes, and four months in 
cases of designs, prior to the filing of the application in this country, 
in which case no patent shall be granted in this country. 

“An application for patent for an invention or discovery, or for a 
design, filed in this country by any person who has previously regu- 
larly filed an application for a patent for the same invention, discoy- 
ery, or design in a forei country which, by treaty, convention, or 
law, affords similar priv to citizens of the United States shall 
have the same force and effect as the same applicaton would have if 
filed in this country on the date on which the application for patent 
for the same invention, discovery, or design was first filed in such 
foreign country, provided the application in this country is filed within 
twelve months in cases within the provisions of section 4886 of the 
Revised Statutes, and within four months in cases of designs, from 
the earliest date on which any such forei application was filed. 
But no patent shall be granted on an application for patent for an in- 
vention or discovery or a desi which had been patented or described 
in a printed publication in this or any foreign country more than two 
years before the date of the actual filing of the application in this 
country, or which had been in public use or on sale in this country for 
more than two years prior to such filing: Provided, however, That in 


case any drug, medicine, or medicinal chemical, on which a patent for 
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application filed subsequent to the passage of this act, not manufac- 
tured in the United States by or er authority of the patentee, within 
two years of the granting of said patent and after the commencement 
of said manufacture the same is not continuously carried on in the 
United States in such a manner that any persons desiring to use the 
article may obtain it from a manufacturing establishment in the United 
States, then said patentee shall have no rights under the patent laws 
of the United States as against any citizen of the United States who 
may import such drug, medicine, or medicinal chemical into the United 
States, or who may produce or manufacture the same in the United 
States, or who may handie for sale or use such article so imported 
or manufactured.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend sections 4886 and 
4887 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments to the 
bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want some ex- 
planation of the objects of the bill. f 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Alabama rise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of making a motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to take up a certain bill 
authorized by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee 
te be called up, the morning hour having expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
his motion is in order, the hour haying expired, but the gentle- 
man will be recognized immediately after this bill is disposed of. 
The gentleman can make his own terms if he yields for the dis- 
position of this bill. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I understand the Speaker 
that he will recognize me as soon as this bill is disposed of, I 
having made this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to recognition 
now unless he voluntarily yields for the disposition of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Being in order, as I under- 
stand the Speaker to say that I am, I insist on this motion now. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, it will take but a moment to 
dispose of this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEX. Will not the gentleman from Alabama yield 
until the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HrnsHaw] has dis- 
posed of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If that be the understand- 
ing. of course I will yield. 

Mr. HINSHAW. It is all right as far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields for the present. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HrnsHaw] yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] ? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire some explanation of the 
bill. I see it is a change of the law in respect to patents. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I will explain it. This bill is a reenact- 
ment of the existing law, except as to one provision. On the 
top of page 6 of this bill it reads as follows: 

That no patent shall be 
to the 3 of this act, 6 ee —. 
ical, except in so far as the same relates to a definite process for the 
preparation of said drug, medicine, or medicinal chemical. 

That is the only change. It relates simply to a patent upon a 
process instead of upon the finished product, and is in accordance 
with the laws of other nations with which we have reciproca! 
treaties on patents, and it is to conform to the laws of other 
nations, so that we will be put in no worse position under their 
patent laws than they are under ours. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is saisfactory, but I would 
like to ask this further question: What change does it make with 
reference to foreigners coming to our country and obtaining pat- 
ents? I see there is a change in the other part of the bill. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The only other change in this bill is that 
these people shall work their patents in this country within two 
years after the commencement of the manufacture of the prod- 
uct. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They must show an actual work- 
ing of the patent? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Within two years of the manufacture. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Or else it becomes public prop- 
erty? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Else it becomes public property. 

, The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossing and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HinsHaw, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


STEAM REVENUE CUTTER FOR ALBEMARLE AND PAMLICO SOUNDS, 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move 
to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 2510) 
reported by that committee for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle 
and Pamlico. sounds, North Carolina. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of 
order against the form of the motion. The proper motion 
would be to go into the Committee of the Whole, without desig- 
nating the bill. : I 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from Alabama in- 
structed by the committee reporting the bill to make the 
motion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I was, as I understood it. 

Mr. BURKE. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I desire to say that I would 
not have made the motion unless I had been so instructed by 
the chairman of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 8 

Accordingly the House resolyed itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. TAWNEY 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to construct a steam revenue cutter of 
the first class adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds and Neuse River, North Carolina, at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $175,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask that 
the report also be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
eutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pamlico 


sounds, North Carolina, having considered the same, report thereon 
with a recommendation that it 


The bill has the approval of the Treasu ry Department, as will a) r 
by the letter attached and which is made a part of this report. aiie 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 11, 1903. 


Str: I have to acknowledge the receipt of letter of the 7th instant 
inclosing House bill 2510, “ to provide ‘or the eonstruction of a steam 
revenue cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
proper touching the merits Sf the bill aud tie perpristy ot ite pose 
roper e a rie 
p . reply I have to say that a new vessel is — ed = take the place 
of the steamer Boutwell, now on duty in the waters of North Carolina. 
This vessel is over 30 years of age, is virtually worn out, and ill 
adapted for the duty required. 

e original cost of the Boutwell was $70,000. Since her purchase 
repairs amounting to nearly $60,000 have been made to the vessel. She 
now requires very extensive repairs, including new decks, new boiler, 
and general overhauling, and it is not considered for the interests of 
the Service to pat other than minor repairs upon the vessel. 

I recommend the passage of the bill, which is herewith returned. 

: e L. M. SHAW, Secreta 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON : 9 

INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
state to the committee that this bill was unanimously reported 
by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, and, as has 
just been read by the Clerk, the Secretary of the Treasury 
states very clearly why the bill should become a law. Such 
other time as I have at my command I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is not 
necessary to make any extended remarks about this bill. As 
has been stated by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. RICHARD- 
son], it is indorsed not only by the committee, but by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and is regarded by the Treasury Depart- 
ment as a governmental necessity. The old cutter is worn out 
and it is absolutely necessary to have a new cutter to protect 
e auen of the Government and at the place mentioned in 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Tawney, Chairman of the Committee of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 2510, and 
had instructed him to report the same back without amendment, 
and with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 

Mr. PAYNE. I rose, Mr. Speaker, to say that yesterday, 
when the Committee on Ways and Means was called, my col- 
league from New York on the committee was out of the House. 
I had a bill which I desired to call up under the call of com- 
mittees and to which he objected. I notified him that the bill 
would probably be reached to-day. He said he did not care to 
be present or to make any opposition to it. Now, I would like 
to return to the call of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the brokers’ bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have an amendment which I want to 
offer to that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move, Mr. Speaker, that we return to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE CONSULAR SERVICF. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Have I not the privilege under 
Rule 24, section 5, to call up a bill at the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell the gentleman unless 
he states what the bill is and upon what Calendar it is. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. It is on the Union Calendar 
and it is the bill H. R. 11677. I was unanimously instructed 
by the committee to call it up on the first parliamentary oppor- 
tunity, and I move that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 11677. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states 
that the committee has instructed him to make this motion. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to inquire what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by its aes 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill es R. 11677) to provide for the reorganization of the consular 
service of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what it 
is that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApaMs] is trying 
to do with that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, by direction of the committee, moves that the 
House do resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
the title of which has just been reported. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire how much 
time we are going to have in which to discuss the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That will be for the committee to decide. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That will be decided when 
the bill comes up. 

Mr. CLARK. I will state this to the House, that it is one of 
the most important bills which has been brought here in some 
time and deserves to be thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLank] that debate can not be limited if we go into the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CLARK. That is what I want to find out. 

Mr. PAYNE. It can not be done under the rules. 

Mr. CLARK. I am very much obliged to the gentleman for 
the information. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams], that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Hepsurn) there were—ayes 34, noes 52. 

So the motion was rejected. 

) ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to demand the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Chair if the regular 
order is not the bill reported by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hirt]—the currency bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that that is the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, in the absence of the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL], I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 19 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a petition from the Brotherhood of Leather Workers on Horse 
Goods, a recommendation for an amendment regulating per 
diem pay as to the holiday known as Labor Day for employees 
in the Ordnance Department—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting a 
copy of a note from the British ambassador requesting the atten- 
tion of Congress to the claim of Messrs. Sivewright, Bacon & 
Co. for damages to the steamer Hastry—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14351) for the relief 
of the Gull River Lumber Company, its assigns or successors 
in interest, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3128); which said bill and report were re- 
55 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15415) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas H. Upton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3024); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15660) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob R. Sharretts, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3025); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10181) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3026); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15617) granting 
an increase of pension to A. S. Gatliff, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3027); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15558) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin R. Manson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3028); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15633) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry King, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3029) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15719) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Jones, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3030); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15782) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to Edward O. Pierce, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3031); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal - 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15893) granting an increase of pension to James A. McClung, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3032); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15886) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William S. Radcliffe, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 8033); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15911) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin Ellis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3034) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12795) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John L. Lee, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3035); 
Bie, said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13105) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Gant, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3036); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13419) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Weeks, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3037); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14635) granting an increase òf pensioñ 
to Alexander Moore, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3038); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15019) granting an increase of pension 
to John H. Elston, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3039); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14908) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Lieb, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3040); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15782) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Warner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3041) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15722) granting 
an increase of pension to David Guthrie, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3042); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14680) granting 
an increase of pension to Monroe Chapin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3043); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. y 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15776) granting 
an increase of pension to Harrison Ball, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3044); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9774) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Prince, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3045) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15835) granting 
a pension to James M. Walker, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3046) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15855) granting 
an increase of pension to Loren T. Austin, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3047) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15431) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Pinney, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3048); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16123) granting 
an increase of pension to William Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3049) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11018) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Bruner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3050); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9550) granting 
a pension to William Butler, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3051) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15903) granting an increase of pension 
to George T. Barker, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3052); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15784) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Wingate, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3053) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9769) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Pershing, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3054); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10948) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Matthews, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3055); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12255) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Gudgell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3056) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11055) granting 
an increase of pension to Winfield S. Russell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3057) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2046) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter W. Krieger, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3058); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2469) granting 
an increase of pension to William Stone, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3059); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3373) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Cochran, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3060); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4900), granting a pension to Sarah Hodgson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3061); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5243) granting an increase of pension 
to Hiram Qualk, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3062); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 5286) graming 
an increase of pension to Obadiah J. Merrill, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3063); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6957) granting an increase of pension to 
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A. ©. Bowen, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3064) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7097) granting 
an increase of pension to John White, reported the same with 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3065); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15768) 
granting an increase of pension to R. Howard Wallace, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3066) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7252) granting 
a pension to James M. Garrett, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3067); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9065) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert Z. Norton, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3068); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7074) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse Sims, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3069); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12155) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Hill, reported the same with amend. 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3070); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8049) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Parker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3071); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the House (H. R. 8477) granting a pension to John W. 
Guest, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3072); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8839) 
granting an inerease of pension to Thomas N. Hicks, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3073) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4322) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Hay, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3074); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15631) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Brooks, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3075) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4873) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McKenzie, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3076) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4942) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Hand, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8077); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5154) granting an increase of pension 
to Barnett Smith, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 8078); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5821) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Johns, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3079); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R: 5884) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to S. K. White, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3080); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6507) to increase 
the pension of James J. Champlin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3081); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 132) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Griffith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3082); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 963) granting 
an increase of pension to Ara D. Benjamin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3083); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1573) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus Hurd, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3084); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3002) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Tillinghast, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3085); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3286) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob F. French, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3086); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15685) granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth A. Krehbeil, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3087) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8859) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles J. Esty, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3088); 
=e said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15504) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ellen Tuite, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3089); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11847) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James B. Croly, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3090); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15710) granting 
an increase of pension to Luther W. Cannon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3091); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15730) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Shireman, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8092).; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15746) granting 
an increase of pension to Israel Roll, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3093); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15872) granting 
an increase of pension to Marvin Welton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3094); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15869) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin H. Scrivens, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3095) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15924) granting 
an increase of pension to William Shadrick, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3096); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12820) granting 
an increase of pension to Isabella Bryson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3097); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13170) granting 
an increase of pension to Ruth M. Haskell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3098); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 723) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Smart, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3099); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of pension 
to William Starks, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3100); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14028) granting 
an increase of pension to Carrie E. Risley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3101); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14219) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Earl J. Lamson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3102); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15239) 
granting a pension to Isabella Burk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3103); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 15240) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James C. Baker, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3104); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15344) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William B. Atwater, sr., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3105) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15466) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac B. Snively, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3106); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15489) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver H. Martin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3107); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 

endar. 
le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6702) granting an increase of pension 
to James Slater, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3108) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12252) granting an increase of pension to James Baremore, 
alias James Baker, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3109) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15864) granting 
a pension to Margaret Laparle, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3110); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15632) granting 
an inerease of pension to Barney Carroll, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3111); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15863) granting 
an increase of pension to Mark Wilde, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3112); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16121) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Root, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3113); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14785) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren C. Gilbreath, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3114); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 968) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Warren Young, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3115); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9062) granting 
a pension to John Goodspeed, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3116); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Rolan J. 
Southerland, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3117); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1491) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin L. Pembleton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3118) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15871) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Leonard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3119); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15922) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William J. Cheney, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3120) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13756) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Shaw, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3121) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13877) granting 
an inerease of pension to Fredrick Lilje, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3122); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14798) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucern Allen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3123); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5159) granting a pension to Julia A. Marlow 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to Ruel Sherman— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R 15669) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew C. Danforth—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 16554) to establish a com- 
missioner's court at Stigler, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 16555) to define the bound- 
aries of the Bitter Root Valley, in the State of Montana—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 16556) to increase the 
efficiency of United States shipping commissioners and to pro- 
vide for the organization of a free shipping bureau—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16557) author- 
izing the closing of part of an alley in square No. 733, in the city 
of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 16558) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 16559) to amend the laws 
governing the Steamboat-Inspection Service—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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By Mr. BONYNGE. A bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize the reg- 
istration of trade-marks used in commerce with foreign nations 
or among the several States or with Indian tribes, and to pro- 
tect the same—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 16561) to encourage rifle prac- 
tice and excellence in marksmanship among citizens of the 
United States, so as to render them quickly available for efficient 
service in time of war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 16562) for the survey of an 
inland waterway along the Gulf of Mexico from the Rio Grande 
River, in Texas, to Donaldsonville, La.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16563) for the construc- 
tion, equipment, and operation of a dredge with necessary ap- 
pliances and scows—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 16564) authoriz- 
ing a public building at Kinston, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 16565) extending privileges of 
immediate transportation to Burlington, Iowa—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 16566) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine the evidence relating to pay- 
ments made by the State of Missouri to the military forces of 
said State in suppression of the rebellion, and of the debts due 
the officers and men for service rendered and to individuals for 
supplies furnished, and to report thereon to Congress—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16567) to 
authorize the Decatur Transportation and Manufacturing Com- 
pany, a corporation, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at or near the city of Decatur, 
‘Ala.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 16568) increasing the limit of 
cost of public building at Charlottesville, Va.—to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 16569) extending general 
pension laws to include Kansas City Station Guards—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16570) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.,” approved 
May 20, 1902—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BREAZHALE: A bill (H. R. 16571) to provide for 
building an annex to the court-house and post-office at Shreve- 
port, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 16572) for the improve- 
ment and enlargement of public building at Petersburg, Va.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16573) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jonathan Wiggins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16574) granting an increase of pension 
to Leonard C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 16575) granting an increase of 
pension to John E. Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 16576) for the relief of 
Charles John Houser—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 16577) for the relief of 
Cora B. Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16578) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Vifquain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 16579) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Vanatta—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 16580) granting a pension to 
Katie Cushman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16581) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Dabler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 16582) to authorize the 
Union Trust and Storage Company to change its corporate 
name—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 16583) for the relief of the 
heirs of Richard Reynolds, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 16584) for the relief of the 
Monongahela Iron and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 16585) granting a pension } 


to George H. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 16586) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis Weiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16587) for the relief of Couer De Leon W. 
Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 16588) granting an honor- 
able discharge to William Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 16589) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16590) to correct the military record of 
Louis Ploof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 16591) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Sperry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 16592) far the re- 
lief of James H. Andrews—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16593) for the re- 
lief of David R. Mister—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 16594) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob A. Kryer—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16595) granting a pension to Charles 
Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 16596) granting a pension 
to Caleb Shreve—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 16597) granting a pension to 
Joseph Malone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16598) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 16599) granting an 
increase of pension to Amos McAllister—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 16600) granting an increase of 
pension to John Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 16601) grauting a pension 
to Cecilia H. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16602) for the 
relief of owners of rents in Louisiana—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 16603) granting an increase 
of pension to George S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY:.A bill (H. R. 16604) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. McClary—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16605) for the relief of Horace J. Rowell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 16606) granting a pen- 
sion to Morgan Gulick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 16607) granting an increase 
= re to Margaret Drum—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 16608) granting an increase 


o —* to Freeling H. Amick—to the Committee on Inyalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 16609) granting a pension to 
Frederick Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 16610) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Rice—to the Committee on Inyalid. 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16611) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (II. R. 16612) granting a pension 
to Josephine Worth James—to-the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 16613) granting a pension to 
Cornelia J. Schoonover—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16614) granting a pension to Jacob Rep- 
sher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 16615) granting a pension to 
Christian Flanigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16616) granting an increase of pension to 
F. M. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16617) granting 
a pension to Jacob Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16618) granting a pension to Alfred N. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16619) granting an increase of 
pension to George Meisner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16620) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Ackerman— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 16621) granting a pension 
to William Merideth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16622) granting a pension to William II. 
Bogle—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 16623) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Hitchcock—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 16624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Good—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16625) granting a pension to Laura A. 
Baughey and her minor children—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16626) granting a pension to Morris Os- 
borne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 16627) granting an 
increase of pension to John Morrison—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 16628) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles E. Eberhart—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 16629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan C. D. Bond—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Grange of Cambridge Springs, 
Pa., against changing the provisions of the Grout bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Richmond Grange, Crawford County, Pa., 
against changing the so-called Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of McLane, Erie County, Pa., against 
changing the present oleomargarine law—to the Committee on 
‘Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16378, 
for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Cato—to the Committee ou 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Good Will Grange, No. 376, 
Hancock County, Me., favoring the establishment of a Bureau 
of Public Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16377, 
for relief of heirs of Dr. Thomas J. Babb—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany bill regulating the 
trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany pension bill of Wil- 
liam Larken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FIELD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16375, for 
the relief of heirs of J. H. Peeples, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha Peck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill correcting the military record 
of Louis Ploof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of citizens of Murfreesboro, N. C., 
favoring enactment into law of bill H. R. 13778, known as the 
“Hearst bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany 
bill (H. R. 16382) for relief of heirs of U. H. Buck—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Capt. David R. Mister—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of John Ward and 36 other citizens 
of Knox County, Mo., for special pension act for relief of John 
jWard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Jesse M. Sanders, of Company G, Twenty-seventh Illinois In- 
fantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16383, for 
relief of heirs of Benjamin Whitehead—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for relief of heirs of 
Samuel P. Harvey (H. R. 16380)—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 1606, for relief of Sallie C. Smith—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: Petition of Interstate Commerce Law Con- 
vention held at St. Louis, Mo., October 28 and 29, 1904, favoring 
enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Camp of the Arctic Brother- 
hood of Alaska asking that Alaska have Delegate in Congress by 
election—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. RIXHY: Affidavits to accompany bill H. R. 8816, 
for relief of St. James Episcopal Church, Culpeper County Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Resolutions of the Ministerial 
Association of Kendallville, Ind., Rey. R. J. Wade, president, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Milton O. Hoffman and others, to 
accompany bill H. R. 16416, granting an increase of pension to 
John Lehn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: Petition and affidavits accompanying bill 
granting a pension to Cornelia Schoonover, widow of William 
Schoonover, late second lieutenant, Eleventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavit and petition accompanying bill granting pension 
to Jacob Repscher, late of Company I, One hundred and forty- 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and affidavit for relief of James Heiney, to cor- 
rect his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Papers to accompany bill for relief of George 
Meisner, granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Alonzo 
Ackerman, of Glen Ellyn, Ill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 7 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 15953, 
for the relief of William T. Gibbs to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Interstate 
Commerce Law Convention, in favor of enlarging the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, in favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Camp of the Arctic Brotherhood 
of Alaska, in favor of elective representation for Alaska in Con- 
gress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of the Congregational Christian 
Endeavor Society of Fayette, Iowa, for establishment of inter- 
national congress—to Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 16381, for the relief of Rev. James K. Hamblen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16379, for the relief of 
J. B. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: Papers to accompany bill to correct the mili- 
tary record of Henry Luther, Company A, Fifth New Jersey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2447, for the 
ee of Hiram G. McLemore—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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THURSDAY, December 15, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Cunperson, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Director of the Mint submitting, for conclusion 
in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, estimates of deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the mint of the United States at Den- 
ver, Colo., for the current fiscal year; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

SIVEWRIGHT, BACON & CO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter 
from the British ambassador, relative to the claim of Sive 
wright, Bacon & Co., of Manchester, England, British steam- 
ship Eastry, in consequence of collisions in June, 1901, at Ma- 
nila, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
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transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of the wardens and vestry of St. James 
Parish, Wilmington, N. C., v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the Aflantic Works v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Millcreek, W. Va., 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Elizabeth Thomas v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
trustees of the Baptist Church of Guyandotte, W. Va., v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
trustees of the Baptist Church of Charlestown, W. Va., v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Winfield, 
W. Va., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 158) construing the act for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser as carrying an appropriation. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ö 

A bill (H. R. 1954) to authorize the exploration and purchase 
of mines within the boundaries of private land claims; 

A bill (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albermarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina ; 

A bill (II. R. 6487) to amend section 4952 of the Revised Stat- 


utes ; 

A bill (H. R. 11584) for the protection of wild animals and 
birds in the. Wichita Forest Reserve; 

A bill (H. R. 13679) amending the statutes relating to pat- 


ents ; 

A bill (H. R. 15285) establishing a regular term of the United 
States circuit and district courts at Muncie, Ind.; and 

A bill (H. R. 15590) to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented the petition of E. D. Van 
Dyck, of Greenville, N. X., and a petition of the congregation of 
the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Syracuse, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the protection 
of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be formed; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Club of New York 
City; the Woman’s Association of Saratoga Springs; the Wo- 
man’s Municipal League of Brooklyn; the Society of Political 
Study of New York City; of F. Norris, of New York City; of 
Dorotha C. Norris, of New York City; of the Congress of the 
Knights of Labor, American Federation of Labor, of Watervliet ; 
of Madeline C. Curtis, of New York City; of the Woman's Mu- 
nicipal League of New York City, and of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Virgil, all in the State of New York, 
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praying for the passage of the so-called “pure-food bill?“ 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Potsdam, 
Ogdensburg, Malone, North Bangor, Norwood, and New York 
City, all in the State of New York, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Kitching Woman's Relief 
Corps, Department of New York, of Yonkers; of the Mount 
Pleasant Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Schenec- 
tady; of Greece Grange, No. 311, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Bernard, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sodus, all in the State of New York, praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the installation of pneumatic tubes in the postal service 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the ratification of international arbi- 
tration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the ratification of international arbitration trea- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the Ladies’ Literary 
Club of Salt Lake City, Utah, and a petition of the Woman's 
National Relief Society of Mount Sterling, Utah, praying for 
the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in 
the statehood bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories. ` 

Mr. DRYDEN presented the memorial of George Merck, of 
Llewellyn Park, West Orange, N. J., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called“ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Moorestown, N. J., and a petition of Local 
Grange No. 8, Patrons of Husbandry, of Moorestown, N. J., 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause on the statehood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a petition from the Cherokee council, 
signed by the president of the Cherokee senate, the speaker of 
the Cherokee council, and the chief of the nation, praying that 
the nation may be allowed a Delegate in Congress. I will not 
ask to have the petition read, but I ask that it be printed in the 
Recorp. It comes from the council of the nation and is differ- 
ent from ordinary petitions or memorials. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Senate resolution No, 2. 


A resolution asking Congress of the United States to make provision 
for the seating of a Delegate from the Cherokee Nation. 


Whereas the treaty of March 1, 1836, in its seventh article provided: 
“The Cherokee Nation having already made great progress in civiliza- 
tion, and deeming it important that every proper and laudable induce- 
ment should be offered to their people to improve their condition, as 
well as to guard and secure in the most effectual manner the rights 

uaranteed to them in this treaty, and with a view to illustrate the 
iberal policy of the Government of the United States toward the In- 
dians in their removal keron the territorial limits of the States, it is 
stipulated that they shall be entitled to a Delegate in the House of 
Representatives of the United States whenever Congress shall make 
provision for the same;“ and 

Whereas by the treaty of 1866 between the United States and the 
Cherokee Nation the following appears in section 31 of said treaty: 
“All tveaties heretofore ratified and in force and not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this treaty are hereby reaffirmed and declared to be 
in full force, and nothing herein shall construed as an acknowledg- 
ment by the United States or as a relinquishment by the Cherokee 
Nation of any claim or demand under the guaranty of former treaties, 
. as herein expressly e ;” and 

Whereas by agreement the tribal relations of the Cherokee Nation 
will cease on March 4, 1906; and 

Whereas all of the affairs of the Cherokee Nation, both as to lands 
and money, are subject to and are ruled and governed by Congressional 
enactments; and 

Whereas the interests of the Cherokee Nation amount to several mil- 
lions of dollars, and believing that a poopie with such vast interests 
should be personally represented before the great Government of the 
United States in whose hands their entire interests rest; and 

Whereas we believe the Government of the United States was sincere 
in entering this obligation, and all the unsettled business of the Chero- 
kee Nation will be a matter for future Congressional legislation, and 
believing that a people so vitally interested should be heard on legis- 
lation pertaining to them; and 

Whereas the Cherokee Nation, by constitutional provision, has made 
proyisions whereby a representative of their government to represent 
them before Congress or any of the Departments thereof may be 
elected: Therefore, be it 
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Resolved the national council of the Cherokee Nation, That it 18 
the sense and desire of the Cherokee people that the Congress of the 
United States cert out the provisions of the treaty herein referred to, 
so that the Cherokee Nation may be represented on the floor of the 
House of Representatives of the United States, the same as other Terri- 
tories, in accordance with the meaning and intention of the treaty 
out the obligation expressed in said treaty 
and have the Cherokee Nation hs ghrp before Congress and Er 
them an opportunity to be hea in the final settlement of their 
affairs; and we most earnestly petition the Congress of the United 
States that such steps be taken to enable the seating of such a delegate 
that may bear the proper credentials from the Cherokee Nation. 

Passed the senate December 2, 1904. 

ROBERT WEST, 
President Senate pro tempore. 
J. AUGH, 
Clerk of Senate. 
Concurred in by council December 5, 1904. 
z Ross DANIELS, 


Speaker of Council pro tempore, 
. T. CUNNINGHAM, 
Assistant Clerk of Council. 


mentioned and thus car 


Approved December 10, 1904. 
(SEAL. D. M. FAULKNER, 
Assistant and Acting Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Board 
of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church of New York 
City, N. X., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new 
States to be formed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Religious Liberty Bureau, 
of Washington, D. C., praying that they be granted a hearing 
before the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia rela- 
tive to House bill 11819, requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of sundry Protestant churches 
of East Boston; of sundry citizens of Roxbury, Reading, Mon- 
tague, Dorchester, Everett, Wakefield, Brockton, Manchester, 
Brookline, and Mattapan; of the congregation of the Bethany 
Baptist Church, of Dorchester; of the Woman’s Home Mission- 
ary Society of Hanson; of the congregation of the First Baptist 
Church, of Somerville; of the congregation of the Berean 
Temple Baptist Church, of Boston; of the Boston East Baptist 
Association, of Malden; of the congregation of the Blaney Me- 
morial Baptist Church, of Boston; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Rockland; of the Woman's Missionary So- 
ciety of Malden; of the Woman's Home Missionary Society’ of 
West Bridgewater, and of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Hyde Park, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
Association of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Coos Bay, Oreg., praying that an apropriation be made 
for the survey and improvement of the harbor of Coos Bay, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, III., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food 
bill; ”’ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Fort Dearborn Division, No. 
294, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago, III., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to 
locomotive engineers who served in the war of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeayor So- 
ciety of Hilisboro III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Hills- 
boro, III., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States 
to be formed; which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 

- tories. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 
10, Patrons of Husbandry, of Warren, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill;” which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Ellwood City, Pa., remonstrating against the repeal of the oleo- 
margarine law; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented the petition of G. W. Dodge and sun- 
dry other citizens of Menasha, Wis., and the petition of E. J. 
O’Rourke and sundry other citizens of Virginia, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the reversion to Cuba 
of the Isle of Pines; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Charles T. Burnley and 10 


other citizens of Hudson, Wis., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reen Soot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Board of Home 
Missions of the Presbyterian Church of New York City, N. T., 
praying for the enactment of legislation, providing for the pro- 
tection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be 
formed; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Brooklyn, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Omro, and of the Federated Trades Council of Madi- 
son, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of the Memphis Bar and 
Library Association, of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the ratifi- 
cation of international arbitration treaties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Union Methodist Episcopal Church, of Warren; of the 
Christian Church of Quaker City; of the Church of God, the Re- 
formed Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Church of 
Christ, the United Presbyterian Church, the First Presbyterian 
Church, the Lutheran Church, and the Baptist Church, of Woos- 
ter; of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Salem; of the 
Sixth Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Springfield; of 
the Grace Reformed Church, the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and the United Evangelical Church, of Lancaster; of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lewis Center; of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Ravenna; of the Gilman Avenue Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Marietta; of the English Presbyterian 
Church of Gomer; of the Church of Christ of Alliance; of the 
Presbyterian Church of Marysville; of the Presbyterian Church 
of Keene; of the Church of the Epiphany of Cleveland; of the 
Drummond Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cadiz; of the First 
Baptist Church of Prospect; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Unions at Marietta, Cleveland, Norwalk, and Columbus; of the 
pastor and session of the Westminster Church of Wooster; of 
the Woman’s Auxiliary of Christ Church of Cincinnati; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Dayton; of the Woman's Home 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cincin- 
nati; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Quaker City; of the Evangelical Alliance of Cincinnati; of the 
First Christian Church of Akron; of the Ministerial Association 
of Piqua; of the Home Mission Societies of Fremont and San- 
dusky ; of the Home and Foreign Mission Societies of Chicago, 
Republic, MeCutcheonville, Fostoria, Clyde, Norwalk, Olena, and 
Huron; of the Foreign Societies of Fremont and Sandusky, and 
of sundry citizens of Columbus, Groverhill, Tiffin, Wooster, 
Mansfield, Kingsville, Salem, Archbold, Lima, Dennison, Patask- 
ala, Bethany, Ironton, Delaware, West Lafayette, Sugartree 
Ridge, Cincinnati, and Adams Township, Darke County, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Soor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5822) for the relief of certain pur- 
chasers of lands in the Umatilla Indian Reservation, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5888) to allow the Minneapolis, Red Lake and Manitoba 
Railway Company to acquire certain lands in the Red Lake 
Indian Reservation, Minn., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 15606) to authorize the county of 
Itawamba, in the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge 
across the Tombigbee River near the town of Fulton, in the 
said county and State, reported it without amendment. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The special committee appointed 
to consider the message of the House relating to the impeach- 
ment of Charles Swayne submit the following report, and ask 
that the resolution or order may be adopted. 
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- The order was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Whereas the House of Representatives, on the 14th day of December, 
1904, by five of its Members (Mr. PALMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. JEN- 
KINS of Wisconsin, Mr. GILLETT of California, Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 
and Mr. SMITH of Kentucky), at the bar of the Senate impeached 
Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in 
office, and informed the Senate that the House of Representatives will 
in due time exhibit particular articles of impeachment against him and 
make 2 the same; and likewise demanded that the Senate take 
order for the appearance of the said Charles Swayne to answer the said 
impeachment : erefore, 

dered, That the Senate will, according to its standing rule and 
orders in such cases pora, take proper order thereon (upon the pres- 
entation of the articles of impeachment), of which due notice shall be 
given to the House of Representatives. 
* ee That the Secretary acquaint the House of Representatives 
erew: ` 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16445) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments; and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 3, after line 7, to insert: 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
completing the acquisition of a site for and toward the con- 
struction of a fireproof building for committee rooms, folding rooms, 
and other offices for the United States Senate, and for n office 
rooms for Senators, to be erected on square No. 686, in Washington, 
jie by the sundry civil act approved April 28, 1904, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 17, to insert: 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
cee of the purchasing agent: For salary of the purchasing agent, 
y % f purchas! at the rate of 
ssn pened 9 . — . 30.4 5, 855 $1,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6498) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize Washington and Westmoreland 
counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania,” approved February 21, 1903, to report it favorably, with- 
out amendment. It is very important that the bill shouid be 
passed at once, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. ‘ 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6133) to author- 
ize the location of a Branch Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers, Sailors, and Marines in the State of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 6134) granting a pension to 
Mary Elizabeth McClaren; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6135) for the relief of the 
estate of S. F. Poole, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6136) for the relief of the estate 
of John W. Gregory, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6137) for the relief of 
St. John's Lodge, of Newbern, N. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6138) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Mary E. Dobyns; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6139) to authorize the 
Union Trust and Storage Company of the District of Columbia 
to change its corporate name; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6140) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth H. Du Hamel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 6141) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6142) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Oleson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6143) for the relief of 
the owners of the steamship Newchwang; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6144) authorizing the loan of 
arms and accouterments to American veterans of foreign serv- 
ice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: i 
5 (S. 6145) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

ertz; 

A bill (S. 6146) granting a pension to Samuel B. Gray; 

A bill (S. 6147) granting a pension to James H. Kirkpatrick ; 
an 

A bill (S. 6148) granting a pension to T. J. Brooks. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6149) to re- 
move the record of dishonorable discharge from the military 
records of John Shamburger, Louis Smith, George Heppel, and 
Henry Metzger; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 6150) for the relief 
of Maj. E. W. Halford, paymaster, United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 6151) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Halley ; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. A 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 6152) 
granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Wilson; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 6153) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Bullard ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6154) granting an increase 
of pension to W. S. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6155) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew F. Locke; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6156) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, 
or for the purchase of a suitable building with site, at Honolulu, 
Island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 6157) for the relief of 
Maj. Seymour Howell, paymaster, United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6158) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6159) granting to Farwell, 
Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license to make excavations and place foot- 
ings in the soil of certain land belonging to the United States 
at St. Paul, Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6160) granting a pension to 
Baron Proctor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 6161) to allow appeals 
in forma pauperis from an inferior to a superior court of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6162) granting an increase 
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of pension to Benjamin F. Foss; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act 
approved July 1, 1902, entitled An act temporarily to provide 
for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an 
act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled 
“An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for 
the more efficient administration of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of one assistant in the Nautical Almanac Office 
from $1,600 to $1,800, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies, reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the “Bowman Act;” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


VENEZUELAN ARBITRATIONS OF 1903. 


On motion of Mr. Stewart it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate Document 
Room 500 copies of Senate Document No. 316, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
second session, and 200 additional copies for the use of the compiler 
of said document. 


RECORD OF IMPEACHMENT TRIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask for the adoption of the 
following order. When it is read I will explain it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 5 

Resolved, That extracts from the Journals of the Senate containing 
the record of impeachment trials in the cases of William Blount, John 
Pickering, Samuel Hares Pde ers H. Peck, West H. Humphreys, Andrew 
Johnson, and William W. Belknap be printed as a document for the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The record of the impeachment 
trials is now to be found only by consulting the Journals of the 
Senate, and that is difficult and laborious. I think, in view of 
the probable impeachment trial which we are to have in the Sen- 
ate, there should be printed in one document extracts from the 
Journals of the Senate containing the record of all the impeach- 
ment trials up to the present time. It will form a volume of 
about this size [indicating], this volume being made up by 
taking extracts from the Journals and binding them together. I 
think every Senator will see the propriety and necessity of hay- 
ing such a decument at hand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator will find that as to the 
trial of Andrew Johnson the proceedings in that trial were 
printed in book form. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; the testimony and every- 
thing. What I want is to have extracts from the Journals of 
the Senate printed containing simply the procedure. 

Mr. CULLOM. But not the testimony? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; simply the procedure 
in each case. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say that if the testimony 
taken in one of these trials were printed it would make four or 
five books. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ob, no; this will be the size of 
it [exhibiting a volume]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What will be the expense? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I imagine that it is not impor- 
tant to be able to state it. It will be less than $500, but I do 
net understand that there is any limitation on the Senate in 
printing a document for its own use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; I do not think there is 
any limitation on that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What I have asked is that it 
may be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposed that it 
was a request for both printing and binding, in cloth. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut 
what he thinks of the advisability of printing the opinions of 
Senators? Would it make the volume too large to put in it the 
opinions of Senators? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think so. I think what Sena- 
tors will desire is to be able to refer in one volume to the Jour- 
nal record of all the trials. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The Senator thinks it would make it too 
voluminous? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would make it too voluminous 
to put in the testimony of witnesses, the opinions of Senators, 
the arguments, or anything of that sort. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator does not think of including 
the testimony? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought perhaps the opinions of Senators 
might give some information. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Having this book will give a ref- 
erence to the Senate Journals, where everything of that sort 
may be found. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BAY OF MONTEREY (CALIFORNIA) IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. BARD submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concer eng) 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc ed 
to cause an examination and survey to be made and an estimate sub- 
mitted of the cost of improving the Bay of Monterey, California, to 
meet the demands of commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PORTLAND HARBOR, MAINE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a sur- 
yey to be made of Portland Harbor, Maine, to include Fore River above 
Portland bridge and the entrance to Back Cove, with a view to widen- 
ing and deepening the channels at those localities, and to submit esti- 
mates for such improvements. 


PONCE AND GUAYAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on April 2, 1904, 
authorizing the transfer to the Ponce and Guayama Railroad Com- 
pany of the franchise, rights, and exemptions granted to the Com- 
pania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico” for the construction and 
maintenance of a railway between Ponce and Guayama, and also the 
transfer and assignment of such franchise, rights, and exemptions from 
the American Railroad Compar of Porto Rico Central Aguirre Opera- 
tor to the said Ponce and boot fwa Railroad Company. 

This ordinance was approved by the President of the Unfted States 
on May 2, 1904, subject to qualification. 

5 Attention is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
tate. 


Wuurte House, December 14, 150}. 
BRITISH STEAMSHIP LINDISFARNE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a report by 
the Secretary of State resubmitting a claim of the owners of the 
British steamship Lindisfarne, amounting to $158.11, for demurrage 
to that vessel while undergoing repairs necessitated through a col- 
lision with the United States army transport Crook in New York Har- 
bor on May 23, 1900. 


Wits Howse, December 15, 190}. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 15590) to amend an act approved April 26, 
1904, entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to perinit 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Ten- 
nessee River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes.” 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents: 

A bill (H. R. 6487) to amend section 4952 of the Revised 
Statutes; and 

A bill (H. R. 13679) amending the statutes relating to 
patents. 

The bill (H. R. 1954) to authorize the exploration and pur- 
chase of mines within the boundaries of private land claims 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 11584) for the protection of wild animals and 
birds in the Wichita Forest Reserve was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

The bill (H. R. 15285) establishing a regular term of the 
United States circuit and district courts at Muncie, Ind., was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

NEW DUNGENESS LIGHT-HOUSE IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I notice that during the ses- 
sion yesterday the bill (S. 3981) for the erection of an addi- 
tional suitable building, cistern, oil house, and other necessary 
improvements at the New Dungeness light-house, in the State 
of Washington, was passed. That improvement having been 
already included in the last sundry civil appropriation bill, I 
ask that the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third 
reading and passed be reconsidered, and that it be indefinitely 
postponed. I make that motion. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill is 
indefinitely postponed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SPOONER. It is my understanding that it is competent 
to amend the rules by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so believes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Subdivision 4 of Rule I of the Senate pro- 
vides that 

In event of the death of the Vice-President the President pro tempore 
shall have the right to name, in writing, a Senator to perform the 
duties of the Chair during his absence, etc. 

That limits the power given to the President pro tempore of 
the Senate to a vacancy caused by the death of the Vice- 
President. He should have that power however the vacancy is 
occasioned; and there is a vacancy now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not by the death of the Vice- 
President, but by the death of the President. 

Mr. SPOONER. By the death of the President. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to amend this subdivision of 
Rule I by striking out in the first line the words “the death 
of” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “a vacancy in the 
office of; so that it will read: 

In the event of a vacancy in the office of the Vice-President the 
President pro tempore shall have the right to name, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, 
and the amendment is made. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded, I call 
up, pursuant to the notice which I gave yesterday, House bill 
14623. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of clyil government in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act 
approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and 
to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act to 
establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage sys- 
tem in the Philippine Islands,“ and to provide for the more effi- 
cient administration of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I call the bill up simply to give all the time 
possible in case Senators desire to discuss the bill to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss 
the provisions of the bill. There is one matter contained in it, 
however, of the utmost importance to the preparation of the 
people of those islands for self-government or any government 
in which they are to participate, and that is the building of 
railroads. 

The building of railroads is the cheapest way to extend ciy- 
ijlization into any savage or semicivilized country. The rail- 
roads built by the United States have done more to settle the 
Indian territory than everything else combined. I recollect 


very well when it used to cost $15,000,000 a year to take care 
of the Indians in Arizona alone; the War Department, the 
Interior Department, and all of them were operating there, 
and the freight charges were enormous. As soon as railroads 
were extended through the territory the matter was disposed 
of without much further expense. So all through our country 
wherever the railroads go they are civilizers. They give em- 
ployment to the people and give them an opportunity to sell 
their products, if they produce anything. Aboye all, it is an 
object lesson to a savage to see a railroad in operation. Noth- 
ing changes his view so quickly as to the power of civilization 
as a railroad. I am glad the committee have made provision 
for railroads in the Philippines. 

As to the mode of reaching that end, it is not so material. 
The policy heretofore has been to subsidize railroads and to 
secure their completion in that way. The United States has 
done considerable in that business, and where it has granted 
subsidies in money it has got the money back. It has never 
lost anything. Although there has been a great deal of talk 
about it, the money has been paid batk, and undoubtedly it 
will be paid back in this case. 

As to whether it is better to subsidize companies or to trust 
the building to the engineers of the Army and let the Govern- 
ment do it directly, I do not propose to discuss which is the best 
method of the two, because I think those are minor questions 
compared with the main question of civilizing the islands by, 
means of railroads. If we build railroads and give them rail- 
road facilities, it will be but a few years before they will be in 
a condition of self-government far beyond what generations 
will do without the railroads. 

When the war commenced if we had begun building railroads 
instead of going with teams over those almost impassable 
swamps, rivers, mountains, and all that, I believe it would haye 
been good policy. I believe about as cheap a way to prosecute 
a war with savages as can be found is to build railroads. 

I simply want to congratulate the committee on having incor- 
porated a provision for building railroads in the bill. I shall 
not discuss any of the details as to which is the best way to do 
it. That it should be done and done quickly there can be no 
doubt. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have just sent to the 
table an amendment to this bill, striking out entirely section 4, 
which relates to the building of railroads. I cover the entire 
section simply because of my opposition to a Government sub- 
sidy for railroads or any other instruments of internal com- 
merce. : . 

I believe the time has passed for a Government guaranty of 
the prosperity of private enterprise which is purely of an 
internal nature. I believe it is the duty of the Government to 
so legislate as to secure the greatest amount of prosperity to 
its people; and when it has done that it opens avenues of pri- 
vate enterprise, and to a certain extent it thereby assures 
the success of the private enterprises. I do not believe, how- 
ever, that the Government should enter into any industrial 
competition with its own people, and it does enter into this 
industrial competition when it guarantees the prosperity or 
the success of any private enterprise that is purely internal 
in its affairs and in its effect. 

There is in this country, Mr. President, held by the people, 
830,000,000 for investment. The holders of $30,000,000 would 
like to invest it for anything that would bring 2 per cent. 
Government bonds readily sell at a premium which draw inter- 
est at the rate of only 2 per cent. These Government bonds 
are pretty scarce in the markets to-day. So here the people 
who own the $30,000,000 can find an immediate field of invest- 
ment for an assurance of 5 per cent upon their investment. 

Now, what will the owners of the $30,000,000 do under this 
bill? They will form a corporation for the construction of 
$30,000,000 worth of railroad in the Philippine Islands. After 
it is organized, and after they have constructed their road, or 
during the time of construction, they will vote the necessary, 
salaries to the promoters of this enterprise. The amount of the 
salaries will take up the entire amount of the income from the 
investment. So, in addition to receiving salaries as promoters, 
they will also receive 5 per cent upon the stock which they have 
taken, and that 5 per cent will be absolutely guaranteed. We 
may say that it is not guaranteed by this Government, but as 
long as the Philippine Islands are under the control and suze- 
rainty of this country we are responsible for the bona fides of 
their contracts and that their contracts will be faithfully car- 
ried out. Therefore, if the Philippine government should fail 
in any way to answer this requirement of payment of 5 per 
cent upon those bonds or upon the stock, if we issue stock in- 
stead of the bonds, the Government of the United States as the 
guardian and controller of that country is morally bound to see 
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that the amount shall be paid; .and thus we have secured a very 
pleasant and remunerative field for the employment of $30,000,- 
000 without sufficiently guarding the interests of either the 
United States or the Philippine Islands. 

Now, it seems to me that that of itself is sufficient to strike 
out this section 4. It will be sufficient at least to justify me in 
voting against that provision. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the discussion of the pend- 
ing bill has been confined so largely to the provisions in regard 
to railroads that there is some danger the more important pro- 
visions of the bill as affecting the material interests of the Phil- 
ippines may be overlooked. I desire to propose an amendment, 
which I will in due time send to the desk, affecting the provi- 
sions in regard to mining rights in the Philippines. 

When the bill to which this is an amendment was enacted 
Congress saw fit to inaugurate a complete change in regard to 
the location of mining claims that was so utterly inconsistent 
with the policy which has been in force in regard to the mining 
Jands of our own country that it seems to me the question must 
have passed without consideration. 

Since the inauguration of the mining laws of this country it 
has been the policy of the Government, based upon the experience 
of American mining, to allow the locator and the owner of a 
mining claim to locate those things of value—that is, the ledge, 
the extent of surface ground has been considered merely an 
incident for the convenient use of the thing of value; but in the 
original bill, to which this amendment applies, Congress under- 
took to carve out a different estate and to provide that a claim 
shall consist of so many square feet, without regard to the thing 
to which the law is directed, and has abandoned the American 
policy for one that has obtained in Spanish countries, and for 
a time over the Canadian line. 

Minerals are found in ledges cropping out on the surface of 
the earth, and, as a rule, do not develop practical or substantial 
value within the lines of the location. 

This law as it stands and as it is proposed by this bill gives 
to the locator only the mineral that is found within the limits 
of the claim. The ledges, as a rule, dip into the earth; they 
crop out upon the sides of the mountain, as a rule; they are 
seldom found upon level ground. As they dip into the earth 
they naturally pass outside of the line of location at a very early 
stage. 

In most mining countries, before even the preliminary ex- 
penses of development have been realized by the owners of the 
claim, where they pass outside of the line of the claim upon the 
surface, as a rule, they are beneath the surface of the earth at a 
point that it is utterly impracticable to reach without the surface 
lines, except through the claim having the outcrop. Now, you 
propose to adopt that system by this legislation. It was adopted 
by the bill to which this is an amendment. This is the time to 
correct it. 

The law regulating the location and ownership of mining 
claims in this country has stood the test of more than forty 
years. It is the result of the experience and wisdom of those 
conversant with it for a lifetime. It has been interpreted by 
the courts, investments have been made under its provisions, 
and the great mineral wealth of the country has been devel- 
oped under the American system of mining law. Why should 
we change it? Why should we adopt the Spanish system, a 
system that was perhaps adapted to a country where the fee 
of the mine was in the Crown, where the right to mine was a 
mere license, to be taken or given or modified at the will of the 
Crown? The American law was directed to the question of 
substantial title that would warrant the investment of money 
in the purchase and development of mines, that would insure 
to the discoverer the substantial value of the thing located and 
discovered. : 

This subject may or may not be familiar to Senators, and I 
will ask indulgence while I illustrate it a little. Taking a 
ledge that has a dip at an angle of 45°, which is not un- 
usual—in fact, I might say it is the average condition—it 
crops upon the surface. In going down into the earth at an 
angle of 45°, if the claim was 300 feet on each side of the 
ledge, at 300 feet from the surface that ledge would be lost to 
the locator. Who takes it from that point down? Some 
stranger. How is he going to make another discovery upon 
that ledge, which, if it were upon level ground at that depth, 
would be at least 300 feet below the surface, but, as a matter 
of fact, where the ledges dip into the mountain it would be 
all the way from 600 to 1,000 feet below the surface. This 
is a practical question and affects the mineral wealth of the 
Philippine Islands so far as legislation can affect it. 

The purpose of this bill, so far as this provision is concerned, 
is to give the opportunity to the prospector, the investor, and 
the mine developer to avail themselves of the mineral deposits 


in the Philippine Islands. That is the object and purpose of 
this bill; in other words, to open up the mineral resources of 
that country. You can not do it under such a law as that we 
have now upon the statute books; and you can not do it under 
such a law as is proposed by the provisions of this bill. It will 
result either in the original locator violating the law and fol- 
lowing the ledge on its dip after it has passed out of his side 
lines’ marked upon the ground without any lawful right, or it 
will result in locations being made upon the surface ahead of the 
dip of the vein as originally located without any discovery, which 
can be developed only by the aid of large capital through the 
means of digging shafts to tap the ledge on its dip. That is 
all. You render the mineral resources of the Philippine Islands 
unavailable to the very people Congress intends they shall be 
held for the benefit of—that is, the prospectors—you give an 
opportunity for some one with money enough to sink deep shafts 
to tap the ledge beyond the line of the original location, and you 
give the oportunity to such people to deprive the original locator 
of the benefit of his discovery. 

Oftentimes when the surface of these ledges are merely slag, 
the great values are obtained from the depths of the mine. I 
speak from a somewhat extended experience in these matters. 
For more than twenty-five years I have lived among the mines, 
and I have seen every phase of the controversy presented. I 
have had an opportunity also to observe the working of statutes, 
such as have been enacted in this case, both in British Columbia 
and Mexico. I have seen men, through hardship and toil, prospect- 
ing in the mountains, find a valuable ledge, and after they had 
located it, find that they had a mere slag mine near the surface. 
The statute which governs in the United States instead of giv- 
ing a tract of ground gives the locator so many feet along a 
ledge. That is the thing of yalue, and the only thing of value. 
The surface is a mere incident to it. It is the mineral-bearing 
ledge of rock, in place, which the prospector and miner is seek- 
ing for; it is that and that alone, which, being developed, pro- 
duces the mineral wealth of the country. 

Under the existing law in this country the prospector may lo- 
cate not to exceed 1,500 feet along the course of the ledge. He 
locates his end lines parallel, and thus carves out a plane upon 
which he may follow that ledge indefinitely. More often than 
not he finds nothing to repay him for his labor until after he has 
passed out from under the surface ground of his location. 

It was demonstrated between 1866, the time of the passage of 
the first mineral law by Congress, and 1872, when Congress 
again resumed the consideration of it, that the estate should 
consist of a given number of feet along the ledge, and allow the 
prospector or the owner of that estate the right to follow down 
beween the planes drawn on his end lines, and the law requires 
that the end lines shall be parallel. Thus his estate is never 
diminished nor extended beyond 1,500 feet. What can be more 
reasonable than that? 

Mr. President, it seems to me that at this time we have the op- 
portunity to correct the mistake that was made in the enactment 
of the original law for the Philippines. I know it is claimed 
for I have heard it said frequently—that if you will confine a 
man to his end lines you will avoid litigation. Some of the most 
extensive litigation has arisen over conflicting rights on ques- 
tions that arose where claims conflict in following them in 
depth. That is true. Controversies will arise between men 
over things of value. We can only reduce them to the mini- 
mum. That is all. 

I shall propose by an amendment to this bill to define what 
shall be the proper angle of intersection between the end lines 
of a claim and the strike of the ledge. If all the end lines in- 
tersecting the ledge are parallel, one with another, there can be 
no conflict, because they can not come together. 

The eyil of the existing law has arisen out of the fact that 
veins are somewhat tortuous in their course, although there is 
always a general strike uniform in course. One man will lo- 
cate his end lines at one angle across the ledge and another at 
a different angle, and when the planes drawn upon those lines 
proceed down on the dip of the ledge some of them would 
come together, and the question would be, first, who was prior 
in point of right. If they were both substantially at right an- 
gles to the general course of the ledge the court would give the 
property to the party having the prior location. 

But a more serious question has arisen as to what angle a lo- 
cator might intersect the course of the vein with his end lines. 
It has been contended in some cases that if his end lines inter- 
sected the vein more along than across the course, then he 
mipit not follow them as the bounding plane of his extralateral 
rights. . 

On the other side it has been contended—and the question 
has not yet been determined by the court of last resort—that 
if the line intersected the ledge in its course at all it became 
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an end line and constituted a plane upon which the ledge might 
be followed downward. These are serious questions. They 
involve property rights amounting to hundreds of millions of 
dollars in the United States, and Congress should afford some 
remedy ; but it should not afford a remedy at the expense of the 
prospector and the locator of the claim to the extent of depriv- 
ing him of the benefit of the thing that he has been supposed 
to acquire by reason of his location. ` 

Let me illustrate. Taking this for the declination of the 
mountain [indicating], the ledge crops upon the mountain side. 
There the prospector makes his discovery and initiates his loca- 
tion by marking out the surface boundaries fifteen hundred feet 
in length running along the course of the ledge and 300 feet on 
either side of it—a convenient surface for working the ledge, 
which is the real object of his search. That ledge, dipping down 
into the earth, necessarily will depart from his surface lines, as 
I have said. 

I doubt if there are three mines in the United States that have 
paid the expenses of location and development before the ledge 
dips outside of the surface lines of the claim. It has been only 
by reason of our existing law, which gave to the prospector or 
the miner the right to follow the ledge a given number of feet 
upon a segment of the vein 1,500 feet in length, and to follow it 
without regard to its passing outside of his side lines. 

The law has worked most satisfactorily in this country. It is 
true that controversies have arisen; but, as I have said, they 
will arise over any question of property rights. They arise over 
the boundaries between city lots and between farms. We can 
not undertake to destroy or render valueless the mining inter- 
ests of the Philippine Islands by adopting this new system be- 
cause our existing law has in some instances resulted in contro- 
yersy and expensive litigation. 

You will not avoid expensive litigation, you will not avoid con- 
troversy, by confining the locator to the boundary lines of his 
claim, because a more important question, one that will involve 
more serious controversy, will arise, as it has arisen continually 
in British Columbia, and that will be as to who shall own the 
ledge after it dips out from the original location. Can it be lo- 
cated without first making the discovery of the ledge? The ledge 
does not crop there; it has already passed hundreds of feet, and 
it may be thousands of feet, into the earth. How are you going 
to have a location under a law that says no location shall be 
made until a discovery has been made of the mineral? How are 
you going to make another discovery of that ledge that has 
dipped down into the earth, where it can be reached only through 
the means of shafts hundreds or thousands of feet in depth? 
That is a question which arises and will arise every day under 
a law that confines the locator to the mineral that lies beneath 
the surface of the location. Why should you confine him to that? 
The surface of the ground, as I have said, is a matter of small 
importance. Unless you are to give a vast area of land, more 
than would be reasonable, you can not possibly give him enough 
of the ledge to warrant him in developing it, to warrant him in 
equipping the mine with the machinery incident and necessary 
to its development. 

Under the existing laws in this country you give him so many 
feet upon the ledge, and he recoups himself for his labor and 
expense, if not within the boundaries of his claim, somewhere 
beyond. I know of great mines in this country that are min- 
ing from half a mile to a mile outside of their lines, and yet 
within the well-defined lines of the vein which they found upon 
the surface thousands of feet above in some instances. I know 
of mines in this country to-day that never paid a dollar of profit 
until they were from a quarter to half a mile outside of their 
line. 

Who is entitled to the benefit resulting from the discovery of 
the mine? The prospector is entitled to it. If he is to be 
confined to his surface lines or what lies beneath them, he will 
reap no benefit from his discovery. If a man has a segment of 
so many feet along a vein, he can follow it so long as his in- 
dustry will permit, until he is repaid for his labor. 

Then, again, his mine will not command the price in the mar- 
ket to which he is entitled unless he has something more to 
offer than the portion of the vein that lies beneath the surface 
of the ground. He is entitled to the highest price represented 
by the value of the ledge which he discovers. 

If our law, the law in force in this country that has been 
upon the statute book for more than a quarter of a century, 
is not a wise one, why not repeal it? If it is a wise law, 
and has been proven such by the experience of these years, 
why should we change it when we come to make laws for a 
newly acquired province of the United States? The mining 
in the Philippine Islands will not be done by natives; the 
ledges there will not be found by the Filipinos to any great ex- 
tent. They will be prospected for and located by American 


prospectors and miners—men familiar with the laws of this 
country, men who for a lifetime have been prospecting for and 
developing mines under our laws. Why should we present them 
with a problem different from that with which they have be- 
come acquainted? They know how to locate a mining claim 
2 our laws; they will know little about it under Spanish 
aws. 
ú ers LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. HET BURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no idea of discussing the merits of the 
mining laws. I am not an expert on those questions. I simply 
wish to say to the Senator, in order that he may know the posi- 
tion of the committee, that the committee were guided by but 
one idea, and that was not to disturb the system to which the 
people of those islands had always been accustomed. I do not 
think we ought to undertake to impose new mining laws on 
those people, thereby opening the door to endless litigation, any 
more than I think we ought to change their weights and meas- 
ures or attempt to force on them a new religion. We are deal- 
ing for them, not for ourselves. I am not questioning the wis- 
dom of our own mining laws; but I do not want to destroy what 
has been, with some modifications, the universal system there 
ever since they have had any mining laws. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, this proposed law bears no 
closer resemblance to that system than it does to our own. It 
is not the Spanish system, nor the system of mining laws in the 
Philippines at all, but is the adoption practically of the laws of 
British Columbia, which were taken from the laws of Mexico. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will ask the Senator from Idaho if he has 
heard any complaint from any person in the Philippines in re- 
spect of the mining laws; and if so, what was the complaint? 
Will he state that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have heard universal com- 
plaint from American citizens who contemplate going to the 
Philippine Islands for the purpose of prospecting and developing 
that country. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I understand the Senator to say that 
the complaint he has heard is from people who have never lived 
under the law, and that he has heard no complaint from those 
who have been subject to it for two years. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have heard complaint from every Ameri- 
ean who understood mining who ever undertook to live under 
mining laws in Mexico or British Columbia. We have hun- 
dreds and thousands of miners and people interested in mining 
in our country who are as familiar with the mining laws of 
Mexico and British Columbia as men might be, and without 
exception, so far as I know, among those people who have 
thought and are capable of judging in this matter they prefer 
the American mining laws, and they are not without experi- 
ence. We are not obliged to go to the Philippine Islands for 
advice and counsel upon this question, because we have the 
sane system as is proposed here in vogue on either side of us. 
That system may be adapted to those countries. I do not know 
that it is, and it is immaterial to inquire; but I do know that 
it is not American. I know that it does not meet and will not 
meet with the approval of the only people who will ever de- 
velop the mines of the Philippine Islands—that is, the Ameri- 
ean prospectors. 

We are not opening up the Philippines alone for the natives. 
We propose to inject into those islands the spirit and enter- 
prise of Americanism. We have a vast number of citizens in 
this country who will participate in the development of the 
resources of that country if they are given an opportunity to 
do so. 

We do not know as yet the extent of the mineral wealth of 
the islands, and we never will know if we rely only upon the 
natives. They have been there for four centuries and have not 
developed the country. You can put a little band of American 
prospectors in there, and in twelve months they will know 
more about it than the Filipinos do at the end of four hundred 
years. 
~ The mines of British Columbia have been developed by 
American prospectors, as have the mines of Alaska and the 
mines everywhere within the United States. The act is for 
the benefit of American citizens. It says that citizens of the 
United States or of these islands may locate mineral ledges 
and mining claims. The act is as much for the benefit of 
American citizens as it is for the natives of that country. 

There is nothing that will tend more to civilize them than to 
inject this element of Americanism in there. I am not in favor 


of changing the language as it applies to the measure of yalues 
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or of distance in that country until our language, which is now 
being taught in their public schools, becomes more familiar to 
them. I would raise no particular objection to that feature of 
the bill, but I would insist that the value of those mining 
claims should be upheld to the standard of value that applies 
to our own. Give a man so many feet on a ledge, bound him by 
planes that are not flexible or movable, and allow him to follow 
that segment of the vein down as far as it goes. That is what 
I appeal for. I say you are making a mistake; you are de- 
tracting from the value of the mines of that country. Men in 
this country who know about mining will not invest in a mining 
claim that is bounded as to its right by the surface lines, be- 
cause it does not carry with it title and value sufficient to attract 
their attention or command their capital; but give those mines 
the limit of value that we give to our own and American capital 
will go there and develop them. Miners will know that they 
are not to be limited to a little area of ground less than 20 
acres. It cramps the possibility of enterprise; it limits it 
down too close to say that they shall have nothing more than 
that. I say again, Why should we abandon a tried and satis- 
factory system to adopt a foreign one, except, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lovee] has said, that it may be more 
convenient to those people that their laws should not be varied? 

But we are in the field to bring those people to our way of 
thinking. When the mining laws were first adopted California 
was as Spanish as some of the Philippine provinces. When our 
mining laws were first adopted all the Pacific coast had been ac- 
customed to laws such as we are proposing to force upon the 
Philippine people. They are, not the laws of the Philippine 
Islands, except as we have by the act of 1902 made them their 
laws. They were no more familiar with them before that time 
than we were. Our mistake has existed for two years. Let us 
stop it now and go no further. I shall propose to incorporate 
into this bill the provision of our own statute on this subject, 
throwing around it such safeguards, without involving the statute 
in obscurity or uncertainty, as will prevent these objectionable 
conflicts by reason of diverging or converging lines. 

I think there is no provision in this bill which it is more im- 
portant to stop right now and consider and correct, because upon 
our action will depend the value of those mines, and they will 
have no considerable value if you enact this statute, because no 
man who knows anything about mining will invest or will furnish 
the capital to develop them. But place them upon the American 
plane, enact laws such as we are accustomed to and have been 
proven to be wise and sufficient, and there is no end to the 
‘American enterprise and American capital that will go into the 
Philippines and teach those people something they do not know, 
rather than to go into the Philippines and sink ourselves to the 
level of their darkness. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho 
insists that we should legislate from our point of view for the 
9,000,000 people in the Philippine Archipelago, who from the 
time of the aborigines, and historically for four hundred years 
of Spanish control, have lived according to their point of view. 
If we make laws according to our environment, our prejudices, 
customs, methods, aspirations, and beliefs, and not according to 
theirs, we will wipe out the splendid record thus far made in 
the American occupation of the archipelago. 

In respect of the mining laws, the subject was in committee 
submitted to a subcommittee composed of Senator Rawlins, of 
Utah, who had great experience in mining laws and legislation, 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DIETRICH], and myself. The 
Senator from Nebraska had been in the islands and the Senator 
from Utah had given this subject attention all the time. With 
such other information as could be had from those who knew 
the customs and the mining system that existed in that country, 
we united the best features of the Mexican and British Co- 
lumbia mining laws, which many experts said was the modern 
and best system. This act was passed on the ist of July, 1902. 

I have heard complaint of legislation affecting the Philippines, 
and have used such opportunity as I have had, because I of 
course distrusted any knowledge I had on this subject, to learn 
what impression the mining law had made in that country, and 
I have been surprised to find from the only persons who did 
bring reports from the archipelago that the only complaint was 
as to terms, That was a simple oversight in legislation. They 
said that in the mining act the committee had been doing just 
what the Senator from Idaho now insists we shall do. We had 
used “dollars” instead of “pesos,” and “acres” instead of 
“ hectares,” and “ feet” instead of “ meters.” 

We had inadvertently legislated from the American point of 
view. This bill corrects that defect, and the mining law is here 
to be reenacted with that change of terms only and with no 
other change. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I should not like to go on record as having 
insisted upon retaining the dollar and cent enumeration. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, I should think not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I say I am perfectly willing to yield that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should think so; and so are we. 

Mr. President, this law has been found to suit those people. 
The Commission in the Philippines have accepted the law and 
only ask that these minor changes be made, using meters and 
kilometers and pesos and hectares instead of our own measures. 
They ask no other change. I am sure the Senator from Idaho 
is very familiar and expert in the mining laws of this country, 
but I think, and I submit it to his maturer judgment, that 
when the Commission asks no change except this, when the 
Secretary of War asks no change but this, when the Insular 
Bureau asks no change but this, that the law which has now 
been in force for about two years and a half, has been made 
of use, and to which the people have been accustomed, we 
ought . to make a great change now when they have not 
asked it. 

I understand the Senator to admit that not a single com- 
plaint has been made, so far as he knows, about this law in the 
Philippines. He says that people as far off from the archi- 
pelago as we are here and perhaps people some of whom are 
as unskilled as I am in mining, say there should be a change. 
They have not been there to study and measure the effect and 
operation of this law. They have no information in respect of 
its defects. The only defects are those of nomenclature, and 
this bill makes a change of terms to suit that people. When 
that is done, I submit that all is done that should now be done 
at this short session of Congress. 

The subcommittee and the full committee, the Insular Bureau, 
and the Commission and the Secretary of War have said that 
this Mexican law is satisfactory, modified in some respects by 
that of British Columbia, which is asserted by expert men to be 
a very essential and important modification. 

I assert from full information that the main plan of this min- 
ing law, to grant by patent a rectangular surface of mineral 
land about 800 feet each way, with a right to go down vertically 
in the earth and claim only minerals within these surface lines, 
is the best advance of modern mining laws. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on 
this subject. As an American prospector and on behalf of the 
American prospector, I take issue with my friend the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] in regard to this matter. I trust 
that the provision will remain in this bill as it is. Not only 
that, but I sincerely wish that the American law was framed 
upon similar lines, that mineral rights were governed by the 
vertical surface, drawn on a plane down through the earth. 
Then every prospector would know what he had. To-day, if a 
prospector goes out on the mountain and there discovers pre- 
cious metals and develops a mine and starts to shipping to the 
market, he does not know whether it is his or not. Extra 
lateral rights drawn through the earth on the wide-vein theory 
give our American laws too much elasticity. 

The amendment in the pending Philippine bill measures the 
surface and gives to every locator all the mineral that is within 
that surface by metes and bounds on that surface. If his yein 
should dip in through and outside of that—if he is a miner he 
knows when he makes the discovery which way the vein is dip- 
ping—and he is at liberty to locate the ground around the outside. 
To-day, with our locations governed by extra lateral rights, the 
erosions of the canyon make it almost impossible to lay a location 
over it covering the outcrop of that vein by both of the end 
lines. You have all been in the mountains. You know how the 
canyons run down through them, how the rocks are eroded 
away, how the outcrop of the yein makes a circle. 

As I understand the mining law at the present time, if you 
make a discovery on the surface, you stake your claim, and if 
the outcrop should cross the side lines at less: than an angle of 
45° your side lines become your end lines and you have 600 feet 
on the dip. If it passes through in one end here [indicating] 
and out the side line, the other side line is drawn in to where 
the outcrop intersects the end line, and you get that on the dip. 
But if two claims are placed on the ground to cover the outcrop, 
not on the same course, but at an angle as it passes down into 
the earth, one may pass the other. What has been the result? 
Untold litigation. 

There has been, I venture to say, one-third as much spent in 
litigating and perfecting the titles to mines as there has been 
in discovering and developing them. Under the law as it will 
be established by this bill there will be given to every indi- 
vidual just what is on the surface. The simplest prospector 
will know what he has. Our coal law is on the same principle. 
It is easy to interpret; it is simple. 
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There is a growing sentiment among the mining men in this | 26. Making a discovery of a vein, they located all the law 


country to establish vertical surface. I venture to say that the 
great majority of practical men want it, and it will afford to 
the prospector the protection he should have. 

As a miner and as a practical man, I only wish that we 
could amend the American law and adopt the system which is 
now carried on in both Mexico and Canada and is embodied 
in the Philippine bill. It has worked satisfactorily. Go into 
Mexico or into Canada to-day and secure a location, and you 
have no trouble. It is just the same as with town lots. You 
own everything that is on the surface and under the surface 
within the lines drawn vertically. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. HETnURN] made the remark 
that the rock is often discovered on the surface, and in many 
instances you follow it into the earth before you get values. 
But there are many cases where it never comes to the surface, 
where the underlying formation that carries the metal does not 
break up through the overlying formation and crop out on the 
surface, In that case this extra lateral right or apex law does 
not apply. 

He says again that where this vein is claimed by two individ- 
uals, the prior location holds. If we maintain this law, the 
location itself will hold. Every man knows his own location 
and what he has. In some cases mineral occurs in contacts 
underlying a limestone, a quartzite, or whatever the formation 
muy be, and never does outcrop. In that case the apex law is 
unable to reach it. 

Then, again, take a yein that may be found in dolomite lime- 
stone. It may be 5,000 feet wide. The party who held the 
location that controlled the foot wall would claim it. Five 
thousand feet above a pocket of ore may be discovered, and it 
would be claimed by the man who owns the hanging wall. 
That is the wide-vein theory. 

I have fought some of these mining suits. I started as a 
prospector. I know something about it from the practical end. 
In a heavy mining suit it is a matter of financial endurance, 
and the man who stays the longest generally gets the vein. 
I have long wished that the American Congress would establish 
vertical surface, and give us the same rights in precious-metal 
mining that exist in coal mining. It would stop a great deal 
of litigation and much fraud in that industry. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
How would he get title under existing law after it passed under 
the side lines? 

Mr. KEARNS. By locating the surface on that side that it 
passed out through. - 

Mr. HEYBURN. Without a discovery of mineral—guess that 
the mineral was under there? 

Mr. KEARNS. If you see your vein passing out, you know 
which way it is going if you have ever located a claim. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the situation is obvious and 
is one of serious importance. Of course a mining company or 
an individual sufficiently strong financially could locate a lot 
of fraudulent claims out in front of the dip of the ledge, locate 
claims upon the guess that the vein extended under them, and 
protect itself or himself; and I know a number of cases where 
they have done so. 

I know where a big mining company has, without the making 
of any discovery of mineral, located sixty-five claims without a 
surface indication of mineral, in order to keep other pros- 
pectors off. The theory suggested by the Senator from Utah is 
equivalent to saying that you give the man one end of the rope 
and he may take all of it. You give him one location legally, 
and he may steal twenty pieces of land from the Government. 
That is what it amounts to. The law as it is now gives him a 
segment of the vein, and that is his. It does not matter 
whether it dips at an angle of 10° or at an angle of 89°. 
It is his. It is the vein they are after, not the surface 
ground. But if these aggregations of wealth are not con- 
tent with that which they have bought, and seek to add to 
it, then fraudulent locations can be resorted to. Of course they 
do not want anybody to have extra lateral rights as against 
them. Extra lateral rights really mean that the locator of the 
segment of the vein may follow it on its dip between the planes 
of its end lines. They give him so many feet of a vein of min- 
eral-bearing rock in place, not so many acres of surface ground, 
except as an incident for the convenience of working his claim. 

I know where the infiuence comes from that is seeking to 
adopt the Mexican system or the system contained in this bill. 
It comes from those who want to acquire vast areas of surface 
ground and deprive the prospector of the right to prospect upon 
it, to shut him out, to patent him out. If I could present to you 
some of the maps of the mining camps of the United States you 
would understand the proposition. For instance, in one case 
that I have in mind, they numbered the claims from 1 up to 


allowed them on each side of that vein and then commenced 
on locations without any discovery—1l, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and so 
on—and patented them, because at that time there was no 
one alert on the ground to see to it that the law was not 
violated in this way. But preserve to the locator the right 
which the law gives him to his vein, and he will take care of 
the question of the surface rights of those under whom he may 
pass. 

It does not detract from the rights of the surface owner that 
a man is following a vein upon a dip under him, because he is 
confined to the walls of his vein, and the man on the surface 
may have another parallel vein that he is following on a higher 
plane, and somebody else may be following under him on the 
dip. It can injure no one. Avoid this complication of conflict- 
ing planes and you have solved the question and removed every 
possible objection from it. ` 

Geology does not differ in the Philippines from the known 
rules under which it exists elsewhere. Veins in these moun- 
tains will be found to dip as they do in Nevada or Utah or 
Idaho, and we may safely adopt the same rules that have been 
found sufficient in those States. 

I can not agree with the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land that we should disregard the American feature of this 
question. I can not agree that we should look only to the wel- 
fare of the Filipinos in this matter. We should teach them 
something from our ‘experience. Our laws have been inter- 
preted by the courts; they are clearly defined, well understood, 
and well applied. Now why commence at this age to learn 
something new in mining law? 

Mr. DIETRICH. Is it not true to-day that a large number 
of the largest mineral producing properties, especially gold 
bearing, are not veins at all, but are simply large bodies of ore 
that are not confined by any walls, and that you can not possi- 
bly follow the dip at all that extends beyond the side lines? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suppose, Mr. President, that the Senator 
refers to the Homestake mine in Dakota and to the Treadwell 
mine in Alaska. 

Mr. DIETRICH. No; the mines in Colorado. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The mines in Colorado were supposed at 
first to be mere deposits, but upon development they proved to 
be well-defined veins; and a glance at the geology at Leadville 
and other Colorado districts, as published by the Government as 
the result of the geological surveys, will show that the first im- 
pression as to the character of those veins was entirely wrong. 
They proved to be well-defined veins, with hanging and foot 
walls, which passed into the earth at an angle which the courts 
bave said under our statutes might be followed upon their down- 
ward course. 

In the Black Hills, in the Homestake mine, they found where 
these bodies of ore had been thrown out into a great mass, but 
when they get beyond that abnormal condition the vein takes 
up its course and goes down to the source from which it came, 
between walls. The same is true of the Treadwell mine in 
Alaska. 

While they were vast aggregations of ore that looked merely 
like a mass of quartz that had been thrown out of the earth by 
some process, yet by development that ledge has picked up its 
character, and its boundaries are as well known to-day as are 
those of any other ledge which has been developed in the coun- 
try. Abnormal conditions may exist anywhere. I speak for 
the general system of mining as it has been developed in all 
countries. 

This bill applies to ledges. It does not apply to quarries. If 
there are deposits, they do not come within the provisions of 
this bill, you will have to have some other law for them. This 
law does not pretend to be applicable to anything but ledges of 
mineral-bearing rock in place. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KEARNS. In regard to the purpose of this law, to give 
great corporations the control of vertical surface, I take issue 
with my friend the Senator from Idaho. We have empires in 
the Rocky Mountains that are producing nothing, and a man 
who would patent the land and pay taxes on it would be a bene- 
fit to the State and a public benefactor. If those corporations 
locate the surroundings of the outcrop to take it away from the 
prospector, it is one of those cases where the prospector could 
never reach it. I call the Senator’s attention. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I presume the question which the Senator 
had in his mind to ask me when he rose—— 

Mr. KEARNS. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. The Senator confesses the evil ta 
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which I directed the attention of the Senate. It is because of 
this change or proposed change in the law that the prospector 
can not reach it. He ought to be able to reach it. The pros- 
pector should under the law be able to reach that vein wherever 
it is not owned or has not been appropriated by some other 
prospector, and to say that the man who discovers the outcrop 
can stand there between the surface to the extent of his bound- 
aries and the vein on its dip beyond forever or be permitted 
alone to avail himself of the ledge on its dip is the evil of 
which I complain. 

Mr. KEARNS. It is to protect the prospector from a legal 
steal and to give him what is within his own vertical surface. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, upon some other occasion 
it may be necessary for us to take up with more detail and 
more extended consideration this question as applicable to our 
own laws. But I merely desire at this time to point out to the 
Senate the evil that will flow from this legislation. I know 
there are a number of men in this country who are in favor of 
what we call the “square claims” and in favor of limiting the 
rights of the miner to the surface boundaries of his claims and 
that which lies beneath it. But in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred they are men who are able to head off the prospector 
and shut him out by getting one valid location and locating 
aray fraudulent claims in front of it. It is being done every 

y. 

I think now that I bave presented this question as fully as I 
desire to do at the present time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator from Utah has so clearly and 
admirably stated the plan of this proposed law that I am con- 
tent to leave that matter just where his statement left it. 
But the Senator from Idaho, I am sure, is mistaken in some 
respects when he says that under this law it will be easy 
for large corporations or holders to get a great quantity of land 
upon claims, real and fraudulent. 

; at HEYBURN. May I interrupt the Senator from Mary- 
and? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is just what the Senator from Utah 
said. He said they could “locate,” that they could get one 
good claim and locate these other claims for “ protection,” as 
he called it, without regard to the discovery of minerals. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But if the Senator will read sections 29, 31, 
86, 37, and 39 (and I can not take the time of the Senate to 
read them), it will be shown that after the discovery the loca- 
tion must be made; that the location must be 300 meters each 
way, measuring the discovered land perhaps 100 on one side 
or 200 on the other, or 150 on each side. The location must al- 
ways be rectangular, and then the holding under the location 
goes vertically down through the earth, and it must be mineral 
land. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me finish my statement and then I will 
yield. Having done that, he must within a number of days set 
the posts. He must within a certain number of days apply to 
the secretary of mining registers. He must then take certain 
other procedure which gives him a preliminary claim which he 
has thus staked and marked by his poles. He must give publi- 
cation of this fact, and then he must within each year work 
really for a certain time upon the claim. If he fails to do these 
things, he then fails to obtain the claim he endeavored to estab- 
lish, and it becomes open to new location. 

I am making a general statement. I know it is possible 
under any system of laws to preempt public lands in our country 
and to obtain mining locations. The Senator will see it throws 
around every safeguard that men of considerable wisdom in this 
committee could give, after having been put into system here. 

Mr. HEYBURN rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire of the Senator how 
under this law you can obtain title to a ledge after it has passed 
the side line on its dip. The Senator says he must make dis- 
covery. How can you discover that ledge? At what point? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think the Senator from Utah, who has 
risen, can give a more expert answer. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; the Senator from Utah claims that he 
does not have to discover it; that he can make a location on the 
apex of the ledge. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KEARNS. It is done by acquiring the surface vertically 
down into the earth. d . 

Mr. HEYBURN. But how acquire it without making a dis- 
covery? 


Mr. KEARNS. I will ask the Senator from Idaho if there 
are not many mines in his State to-day which are producers 
where they never discovered the mineral on the surface? 

Mr. HEYBURN. They discovered it by sinking for it. After 
the ledge has dipped out from under a claim at an angle of, say, 
50 or 60 degrees, how deep below the surface would that ledge 
be and how practicable would it be for any prospector to find it? 

Mr. KEARNS. It might be from 1 to 1,000 feet. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In that case would it be available to the 
prospector? 

Mr. KEARNS. Then it should be developed by capital that 
could develop it, if the prospector who had no means was unable 
to reach it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yet this is the result: If the man with 
capital came along and saw a prospector in possession of that 
rich surface outcrop that indicated a good mine, he would go 
over and get in front of the prospector’s line and expend money 
enough to sink down and take away from the prospector the 
ledge which he had found. 

Mr. KEARNS. If the Senator will permit me, he would own 
the vertical surface that he had located down through the earth, 
and the capitalist would come along and acquire title because 
his right to the vein was established. He would go across the 
mountain a mile away and get the outcrop, wherever it might 
be, and call in the aid of the court to establish that fact. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator: Suppose 
the prospector who had the surface did not want to sell and a 
capitalist went there in front of his line and sunk down and 
mok the ledge away from him just where he began to get pay 
ore ; 

Mr. KEARNS. When he went down where the pay ore 
ended he would have to stop at the prospector’s end of the line, 
because that had established the title to the vertical surface 
drawn through the earth, and the prospector knew when he got 
that title just what he owned. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then this act is a bid for men to go 
through mining countries and discover prospectors who have 
fair outcrops and good promises and to go over beyond their 
lines and sink down and head them off. It is a bid for that 
kind of a thing. 

Mr. KEARNS. The prospector is a man who has knowledge 
of the value of the country, and he should, before capital comes 
along, acquire title at Government price and have his location 
made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, I understand the Senator from Utah 
believes that under this law a man may locate the outcrop 
and the same man may locate as many claims in front of it as 
he may see fit. Why, then, limit him to fifteen hundred feet? 
Why not give him 40 acres or 100 acres? 

Mr. McCOMAS, I think the Senator from Utah has very 
well answered the matter in the mind of the Senator from 
Idaho. The location of a mining claim upon land can not 
be upon any kind of land, but it must be upon land containing 
specified minerals, and when it is made it is limited to the 
one location a thousand feet practically each way, in a rec- 
tangle, and that to one person alone. If he has it there, it 
is in his holding; he does not have it a thousand feet or a mile 
away; and the interlacing and entanglement of western lawsuits 
in of mining claims, which the Senator from Idaho knows 
much better than I do, can not occur. The very motive of this 
whole law was to prevent that sort of thing. 

I can not conceive for the life of me—I mean as a lawyer and 
not as a mineral lawyer—how there is a chance here for large 
holdings of this land. We limit to one man what he can hold. 
If it is not mineral land he can not hold it. 

There is another virtue in this matter. If a man locates 
upon mineral land there is a prior right of the Philippine gov- 
ernment to take that land and reserve it from mineral holding. 
When the man loses at any time his claim he can not go and 
jump somebody else’s. There can be a relocation under the 
method pointed out in the sections I have named, and he in- 
dustriously follows it to a conclusion. He has no title that 
loses his claim. 

I can say that we should not change a law that has had two 
years and a half satisfactory endurance by the people. I wish 
to remind the Senator from Idaho that while it is what is known 
as “the American system” here, Spain and Great Britain have 
been the countries dealing most with mines for centuries. The 
development of mining laws began with those two mations long 
before we accepted what seemed in the minds of many to be an 
unhappy mining system here in this country. This law em- 
bodies the ultimate of the British experience of centuries and 
the ultimate in Mexico of the Spanish experience of centuries, 
and makes as definite as can be the holdings of men claiming 
minerals in the body of the earth. I am quite convinced if it 
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had been a great mistake there would have been some complaint 
about it. The only complaint is made by the able Senator from 
Idaho, who, like myself, has not been there; who, like myself, has 
heard no complaint of this law, and I think perhaps he had bet- 
ter not now experimentally change, especially as the Senator is 
not prepared with a system, and the Senator from Utah I think 
quite convinced those who listened to his experience in mining 
that this is a system we have wisely followed and the best sys- 
tem applicable in any country. There is no better system to 
substitute for it, and we have done the best possible for the peo- 
ple of the archipelago and their mining interests. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator overlooks the fact that the 
adoption of this system by the Canadian-British Government is 
only three or four years old; that up to a few years ago the 
same system prevailed in British Columbia that we have, and 
they have adopted this as an experiment; and if you will take 
the sentiment of the people in British Columbia you would find 
that they are ready to go back to the other system. This is a 
system that will promote litigation and controversy. This is 
a system that will make lawyers rich if they can collect their 
fees. The other is a system that gives a man a definite estate, 
which no man can take away from him. Under this system 
every claim located in front of the location having the apex will 
be the subject of litigation, and every other one in front of that, 
and the only way a man can get the ledge after it passes outside 
of his line is to steal it. That is the right of it. That is the 
experience in British Columbia, where the square claim of law 
has been recently adopted. That is the experience in Mexico, 
where they have a different system of government to deal with 
the question. 

The only way to get the value of the ledge is to steal it under 
the square-claim theory. It does not belong to anybody under 
this law. There is no limitation in this law as to the number of 
claims a man may locate. He may locate one because he has 
a ledge within it. He may locate twenty on the guess that there 
may or may not be a ledge there. He may do his work all in 
one tunnel or in one place and claim credit of application to all 
those claims. I think if the Senator could be upon the ground 
among the mining men he would soon see or learn that the sen- 
timent in favor of the American system is so overwhelming 
they have never yet been able to change it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If they have had it as a new system four 
years in one place, longer in Mexico, and we have had it as a 
new system for two and a half years, let us not be premature 
after two and a half years, and let us see if they change it. 
The informaton the committee had was quite different from the 
impression of the Senator now. It was that they are pretty 
well pleased in the two countries with the system we have here 
applied. 

Pir. HEYBURN. If I may make a suggestion, I think we 
have hardly had time to deal with the working of a system so 
far away in so short a time. In Mexico titles are mere con- 
cessions. With us a title is something recognized by law, main- 
tainable under the law. That is the difference. They are 
mere concessions in Mexico and based upon the law adopted 
there, which is a mere rule adopted there before the formation 
of the Republic. No harm will be done the Philippines by any 
change we may make now. Does the Senator know whether any 
mining locations or titles have been obtained under existing law 
in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not know anything about it. I have 
inquired and I have been told that the law operates very sat- 
isfactorily. My inference, of course, is that it operates in 
respect to men who have located the claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Does the Senator know of any American 
capital or enterprise haying gone in there under this law—this 
departure from the other system? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of course I have had no opportunity for 
specific information. We have the recommendation coming here 
from the Insular Bureau of the War Department, from the Sec- 
retary of War, approving what has been done, and simply 
changing terms. That is more important than a single instance 
or a dozen instances. The best impression, from what I have 
heard, is that, so far as the law has had time to operate, it has 
operated very satisfactorily. I do not pretend to tell the Senator 
that I have personal knowledge of any letter or communication 
from anybody except the official indorsement of those I have 
named, who are in special charge of the Archipelago. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The question arises, What opportunity have 
they of knowing about it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not tell as to what they know or the 
grounds for their information. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have no disposition to favor a change 
without some well-defined reason, and where we have a system 
that has been long in use, it should not be changed without a 
full knowledge of all the facts and circumstances. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to offer two amendments to the bill 
now under discussion. I ask to have them printed and lie on 
the table. . 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let them be read. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; they can be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read 
at the request of the Senator from Maryland. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Strike out section 4 and substitute the following: 

“That for the purpose of constructing, equipping, operating, and 
maintaining railroads using steam, electr. atl or other power in the 
Philippine Islands the poe government thereof is authorized from 
time to time to incur indebtedness, borrow money, and to issue and sell 
therefor (at not less than par value in gold coin of the United States) 
registered or coupon bonds of such denomination and payable at such 
time or times not later than forty years after the date of the approval 
of this act as may be determined by such government, with iiterest 
thereon nut to exceed 23 Boss cent per annum. The United States shall 
guarantee the payment o cee. prune! and interest of such bonds, and 
such guaranty shall be attested by the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
general pee of the Philippine Islands may either operate such 
roads when constructed or may lease the same upon such terms as it 
may deem advisable. Such 8 government shall set aside annually, 
eitner from the profits resulting from the operation of such roads or 
from the moneys paid for the lease of such roads, or from the general 
fund if necessary, $1,500,000 per annum, from which shall be paid an- 
nually the Interest upon such bonds, and the balance shall be annually 
applied to the redemption thereof until snch bonds are entirely re- 
deemed and 1757 Provided, That the entire indebtedness of said govern- 
ment created by the authority conferred by this section shall not exceed 
at one time the sum of $35,000,000: And provided further, That the 
law of said government creating the indebtedness and authorizing the 
issue of the bonds under this section shall be approved by the President 
of the United States.” 


Mr. NEWLANDS. There is another amendment which I pro- 
pose to offer in case that amendment fails. I offer the amend- 
ment that is now to be read to come in at the end of section 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Add to section 4 the 5 

“Provided further, That after the construction of any railroad 
under this section such railroad shall pay to the general government 
an annual tax of 1 per cent upon the gross receipts of such railroads 
for freights and fares for the period of five years, and thereafter such 
tax shall be increased at the rate of one-quarter of 1 per cent per 
annum until it reaches a total of 5 per cent; that such tax shall be 
in lien of all taxes, general, provincial, or municipal, and shall be in 
lieu of all taxes upon either the railroad itself and the property con- 
nected therewith, or on the stock and bonds issued by the corporation 
owning such road. And the bonds and shares of stock issued for the 
constrution of such railroad shall be exempt from taxation by the 
Government of the United States or by the government of the Philip- 

ine Islands, or of any political or municipal subdivision thereof, or 
. any State, or by any county, municipality, or other municipal sub- 
division of any State or Territory of the United States, or by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: And provided further, That in the law permitting 
the construction of such railroads the power shall be reserved to alter, 
amend, or repeal the same, and that no distribution of profits or divi- 
dends upon such railroad shall be paid to the stockholders in excess of 
7 per cent per annum, and the said Philippine government shall have 
the power, in case the gross receipts exceed an amount sufficient to 
pay operating expenses, taxes, reasonable salaries, and dividends at 
the rate of 7 per cent per annum, to apply such excess to a reduction 
of rates of freight and fare.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. The first amendment, I understand, pro- 
poses the Government ownership of railroads. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. A form of experiment which, it seems, is 
adding a very extensive and bold experiment to the experiment 
we already are making in the archipelago. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will simply state to the Senator that 
the proposition made by the committee involves one form of 
paternalism, and that is the aid of the government of the Phil- 
ippine Islands to these roads in private ownership. The con- 
struction of the roads by the Philippine government simply 
involves another form of paternalism, and if one is objection-: 
able the other is also; but if either is necessary, I prefer the 
construction and ownership by the Philippine government sim- 
ply because I feel assured that it will save more to the Philip- 
pine people and will tend to the better government of the Phil- 
ippine Islands. ; 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, I think that section 4, as 
proposed by the committee, is much wiser than either amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada. If the experiment of state 
socialism is to be tried the American people had better meet it 
wholly on their own soil under their own Constitution, ; 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator, if he will per- 
mit me, that the United States Government has already started 
in this line. We have concluded to construct the Panama 
Canal We could have, by a guaranty of income, secured the 
construction of that canal by. private capital, as is contemplated 
here. We took the other step because, from a business stand-. 
point, we thought it more advisable. In addition to that, we 


have secured on the Isthmus of Panama a railroad, and we 
are now engaged in its operation. £ 

r. McCOMAS. The railroad is only the length of the width 
of the Isthmus, and that is the one canal of the whole round 
globe. There is not another isthmian interoceanic canal. But 
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if you have one railroad built by the state, you will have them 
all controlled by the state. It seems to me the Filipinos, for 
whose liberties and personal comfort the Senator from Nevada, 
I remember, talked a while ago so eloquently, ought not to 
have imposed upon them these advanced experiments. 

In respect to the taxation, it seems to me there is something 
of a delusion about issuing a bond and making it liable to a 
heavy taxation, when, in fact, from human experience we know 
that as soon as these bonds are isued they are hidden away, 
bought from brokers and bankers, no longer traced, and nobody 
pays any taxes on them. It seems—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Wait a moment. It seems that a modern 
and cheaper method is that the Government should be the tax 
collector upon every bond by issuing a bond at such a low rate 
of interest without tax that the Government becomes, from the 
issuing of the bonds, the collector of the tax that ought to be 
on it. It takes the tax out of the annual interest; there is no 
expense of collection; there are no books or returns. I think 
it is far better to let the Government now issue 2 per cent Gov- 
ernment bonds, for instance, which are desirable for bank cir- 
culation, than it was in times of extremity to have issued a 6 per 
cent bond with a 2 or even a 4 per cent tax. In the Philippines, 
in respect to the six millions of money to pay for the friar lands, 
the Commission have been able to have those certificates, the 
equivalent of a bond, taken at an average of 1.7 per cent in- 
terest for the one half of that fund and 1.4 per cent interest 
for the other half of the fund. As these bonds are exempt, and 
at the lower rate of interest at which they will negotiate and to 
the limit of only a million and a half, they have this privilege, 
to extend it thirty years. Instead of paternalism by owning 
railroads by the Philippine government, a government now 
formative and developing, it is simply a subvention to that 
extent, limited in time, limited carefully to a small amount. If 
the railroads are built—and without the railroads there is no 
development there—it is an encouragement to that limited ex- 
tent, year after year, for thirty years, to build partially the 
railroads. If the money is paid, it will be paid back to the Gov- 
ernment. If the railroad fails, the Government misses each 
year that small amount of money. What was the question of 
the Senator? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish, before the Senator proceeds fur- 
ther in his argument, to correct the misapprehension which he 
has indulged regarding this amendment. He seems to assume 
that the amendment provides for the taxation of the bonds to be 
issued by the Philippine government. On the contrary, it ex- 
pressly exempts them from taxation, not only in the Philippine 
Islands, but throughout the United States. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Maryland that the true 
theory of taxation should involve simply one tax upon the rail- 
road itself, whether it be in the shape of a property tax upon 
the railroad or in the shape of a tax upon the gross receipts, and 
that that tax upon the property of the railroad or its gross 
receipts should be in lieu of all taxes upon the bonds or stocks, 
so that the bonds and stocks could be issued without permitting 
any tax whatever to be imposed upon them either in the Philip- 
pine Islands or in this country. ‘That very fact, it seems, would 
facilitate the financing of this railroad enterprise. 

Mr. McCOMAS. To what tax does the Senator refer? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The tax provided for in my amendment 
is simply a tax upon the gross receipts of the railroad. I add 
there two amendments. The amendment which the Senator is 
considering is one which is to be added to the text of section 4, 
in case section 4 remains in the bill. It is intended simply to 
provide for a system of taxation of the railroad company itself 
by a tax of 1 per cent during the first five years on its gross 
receipts, and thereafter a gradual increase until the maximum 
of 5 per cent upon the gross receipts shall be attained, declaring 
that that tax shall be in lieu of all other taxes, and shall be the 
only tax imposed upon the railroad or its stockholders or its 
bondholders. 

I quite agree with the Senator that it is a great mistake to tax 
the railroads and then tax their bonds and stocks. If you tax 
the railroads and then tax the bonds and stocks it is double 
taxation; it is taxing the whole in the hands of the corpora- 
tion and the parts in the hands of the bondholders and stock- 
holders who have simply interests in the property of the rail- 
road corporations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator speaking to his amendment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the first amendment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No, the second amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear that. Let the second amend- 
ment be read. 


XXXIX——20 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the amendment referred to has been sent to the Printer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have a copy of the amendment which 
can be read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will send 
his copy to the desk it will be read by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 4 the fol- 
lowing: 


Provided further, That after the construction of any railroad under 
this section such railroad shall pay to the General Government an 
annual tax of 1 per cent upon the gross receipts of such railroads for 
freights and fares for the e of five years, and thereafter such 
tax shall be increased at the rate of one-quarter of 1 per cent per 
annum until it reaches a total of 5 per cent. That such tax shall 
be in lieu of all taxes—general, provincial, or municipal—and shall 
be in lieu of all taxes upon either the railroad itself and the property 
connected therewith, or on the stock and bonds issued by the corpora- 
tion owning such road. And the bonds and shares of stock issued 
for the construction of such railroad shall be exempt from taxation 
by the Government of the United States, or by the government of the 
Philippine Islands, or of any political or municipal subdivision 
thereof, or by any State, or by any county, municipality, or other 
municipal subdivision of any State or Territory of the United States, 
or by the District of Columbia: And provided further, That in the 
law permitting the construction of such railroads the power shall be 
reserved to alter, amend, or repeal the same, and that no distribution 
of profits or dividends upon such railroads shall be paid to the stock- 
holders in excess of 7 per cent per annum, and the said Philippine 
government shall have the power, in case the gross receipts exceed 
an amount sufficient to pay 2 taxes, reasonable sal- 
aries, and dividends at the rate of 7 per cent 1 annum, to apply 
such excess to a reduction of rates of freight and fare. 


Mr. McCOMAS. The senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Loben], the chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, 
in charge of this bill, has by a proviso greatly improved the 
amendment which I presented yesterday and had printed. As 
it is in much better and more satisfactory form as now modified, 
I desire to withdraw the amendment I then presented, and to 
offer this in lieu of it, as it has been changed and improved by 
the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to 
withdraw the amendment. The amendment is withdrawn by 
the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In lieu of that I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that 
the amendment shall be read? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think it had better be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment 
will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 5, and in 
lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Sec. 5. That the Philippine Commission, and any succeeding legisla- 
ture of the Philippine Islands, subject to subsequent repeal or modifi- 
cation by Congress, shall have power, from time to time, to amend the. 
act entitled “An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of the See 3 
pine Archipelago :” Provided, however, That any amendment or modifi- 
cation of the existing tariff made hereunder shall not take effect until 
it shall be transmitted by the Commission, or any subsequent Philippine 
legislature, to the Secretary of War, who shall, after due advertisement, 
grant hearings to any person interested in respect to the proposed 
amendment or modification, and until it shall have been thereafter ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War by authority of the President. 


Mr. LODGE. To that amendment as amended I have no ob- 
jection, Mr. President. I think it carries out the purposes of 
the War Department. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes the 
Senator from Massachusetts does not wish the amendment to be 
acted upon now. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I do not expect any amendment to be acted 
upon until 3 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask a question 
for information. Can the Philippine legislature, even with the 
approval of the Secretary of War, be clothed with authority to 
make a tariff for a portion of the United States which shall not 
apply to other portions of the United States? 

Mr. LODGE. This is a tariff which applies now only to the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Congress did that, did it 
not? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Congress approved it. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; Congress approved it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then it became the act of Con- 
gress. Now, is it proposed to clothe the legislature of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, or the Commission until that legislature exists, 
with the power, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, to make a tariff fer one portion of the United States 
which shall be different from the tariff prescribed by Congress 
for the whole United States? 
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Mr. LODGE. Subject to repeal or modification by Congress. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not say so. It says 
“when approved by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon. It says, “subject to repeal or 
modification.” 

Mr. PLATT oi Connecticut. Well, the question still remains 
unanswered. 

Mr. LODGE. But this tariff has no relation whatever to the 
tariff of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a tariff for a portion of the 
United States. What becomes of the provision of the Constitu- 
tion that taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States? 

Mr. LODGE. If that argument were carried out, would it 
not apply to the Dingley tariff? , 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a tariff relating to property belonging 
to the United States but not yet incorporated into the United 
States, according to the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely asked for information. 
I thought perhaps that was a question that ought to be consid- 
ered if we were to make a tariff applicable to imports into the 
Philippine Islands without the action of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will allow me, as the Senator from Connecticut will find, 
the amendment reads: 


That the Philippine Commission and any succeeding legislature of the 
Philippine Islands, subject to subsequent repeal or modification b 
Congress, shall have power from time to time to amend the act enti- 
co es act to revise and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine 
Archipelago.” 


That act was a tariff enacted by the Commission in the Philip- 
pine Islands, recommended by the Secretary of War and ap- 
proved by the President, and the act of Congress says thereafter 
that it approves the act. This simply follows the same method. 
The chairman of the committee, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, has made it even more careful by adding a proviso as to 
what method the Secretary of War shall take before the Presi- 
dent approves. It is the administrative features and not 
largely the rates which are needed to be changed in the Philip- 
pine tariff. This enables the Secretary of War and the Presi- 
dent to approve such changes when made by the Commission or 
by the legislative assembly if it ever comes hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Still, Mr. President, I think that 
the language of the amendment provides for the taking effect 
of such a tariff without the approval of Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Without the direct approval. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Without the direct approval of 
Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the change that is made. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It puts it in the power of Con- 
gress, of course, to repeal or modify the act; but the act takes 
effect without the approval of Congress. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Until Congress shall change it. It is de- 
sired now to change something about the length of threads and 
the making of measurements they have on certain things, and 
they do not want to wait five years. They have waited three 
years already. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Prarr]. I suppose the question 
raised by the Senator from Connecticut is whether Congress can 
delegate the power to this Commission to make a tariff at all? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Precisely. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, it is certain that Congress can 
not disable itself from changing any tariff it has authorized. So 
the reservation amounts to nothing, as the Supreme Court has 
held. It is not necessary for Congress to reserve the right to 
abrogate an act of a Territorial legislature. That right could 
not be parted with. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] does not meet the question suggested by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me put it in another form. 
Suppose the Congress says that the Secretary of War shall 
make a tariff for the Philippine Islands, which will be good 
until repealed or modified by Congress. That will present the 
question in concrete form. It does not necessarily go through 
the Philippine Commission; it goes to the finding made by the 
Secretary of War. Now, suppose that we leave out the Philip- 
pine Commission, and say “the Secretary of War is hereby au- 
thorized to make a tariff for the Philippine Islands, which shall 
be enforced unless modified or repealed by Congress.” Would 
we have the right to do it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then what becomes of all the volume of law 
passed in accordance with the act of Congress under which the 
Philippine government is constituted and has been exercising 
power and dominion for all these years? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not kept very close track 
of it, but I supposed that those laws had been approved by 
Congress. ; 

Mr. McCOMAS. They were approved by Congress and went 
into effect under the war power. When the President and Sec- 
retary of War were enabled to constitute the Commission those 
laws were in practical operation; but the time came when Con- 
gress approved those laws. I understand the Supreme Court 
has in effect in the Porto Rico case upheld the right of prelimi- 
nary legislation in those possessions and as to other property 
of the United States. If the Senator from Connecticut be right, 
then every statute or ordinance that was passed either last year 
or the year before is not a law until Congress approves it. Ifa 
law or ordinance is made in respect of the public health in Ma- 
nila, it is not in effect, if I correctly understand the Senator 
from Connecticut. I think the Supreme Court has held what I 
have stated in the insular cases. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not at all certain how. 
much there is in the proposition made, or rather in the doubt 
suggested, by the Senator from Connecticut. : 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I did not express any opinion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I changed that and said “the doubt sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut.” But there is a clear 
line of demarcation between the great body of legislation as to 
the Philippines and the question raised by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PTarrl. The Constitution provides: 

ag PE gga eee have bain 23 3 of = make ‘all ee 
rules a re! ons 
ing to the United Sta zaou e territory or other property ong- 

The general rule is that Congress may not delegate to subordi- 
nate tribunals—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Legislative power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Legislative power. But one exception to 
that rule, and one that has existed from the foundation of the 
Government and has been maintained up to to-day, and of 
necessity so, is the delegation of administrative or ordinary 
governmental power in the Territories. 

This clause of the Constitution confers upon Congress the 
power to make rules and regulations for the government of the 
Territories; but to say that Congress may not delegate local 
powers would practically render it impossible for Congress to 
govern the Territories. If every rule, every regulation, for the 
government of the Territories must be made by Congress itself, 
and evey modification of such rules and regulations likewise 
made by Congress, it would be simply destructive of the power. 
So, from the beginning of the Government Congress has dele-. 
gated power. It may govern, as it did Louisiana, by a council. 
It conferred all legislative power upon that council—which was 
very queerly constituted, too.. It may govern a Territory by a 
Commission and may give ordinary legislative power of local 
government to commissioners. In the Territorial legislatures 
Congress authorizes them to exercise, delegates to them, the 
local legislative power. The same rule as to the delegation of 
power holds good as to the State legislatures. The State legis- 
latures delegate powers, governmental and local, to municipali- 
ties—the power to make ordinances, and all that. From the 
beginning it has been confessed that an exception to this general 
rule that delegated power can not be delegated is found in the 
case of local government. 

But when you come to the question of taxation there is 
another clause in the Constitution which confers upon Congress 
the power to levy imposts, taxes, duties, etc., and provides that 
they shall be uniform throughout the United States. The Sen- 
ator will recollect that in Loughborough v. Blake that provision 
of the Constitution was held to extend to the Territories; it 
was held to extend to the District of Columbia; and the court 
did not in the island cases abandon the doctrine of Lough- 
borough v. Blake. So the two questions are here now. 

Not long ago the question was raised as to the constitution- 
ality of certain taxation in Alaska. The point was based upon 
the fact that the moneys collected were drawn into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. In delivering its opinion the court 
said that if the money was collected solely for the government 
of Alaska Congress was acting within its power; but very 
clearly the court seemed to be of the opinion that it was not in 
the power of Congress to levy, for the benefit of the United 
States, taxes that are not uniform in Alaska in common with 
other Territories and with the States. 

I am not able to say how much point there is—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Putting aside for the moment the 
question of uniformity—I do not want to dwell on that particu- 
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larly—if we can authorize a commission in the Philippine 
Islands to make a special tariff for the goods imported into the 
Philippine Islands, differing from the present tariff law of the 
United States, and put it in force, if approved by the Secretary 
of War, why can not we do it for Alaska? Why can not we do 
it for the Hawaiian Islands? Why can not we.do it for Porto 
Rico? Is there any distinction with regard to our right to the 
possession of those different territorial acquisitions of ours? 
They are not States, and in that sense haye not become a part 
of the United States. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin, Is 
there any difference as respects the situation of Porto Rico and 
the Philippine Islands? We have organized a quasi-legislature 
in Porto Rico. We have no legislature in Alaska, and the people 
of Alaska can not make a law; but if we can authorize the 
Commission in the Philippine Islands to make a tariff law ap- 
plicable to the Philippine Islands, why can not we authorize the 
judges in Alaska to make a tariff law applicable to Alaska? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the court has held that Alaska has 
been incorporated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not know that it had. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it has. The Senator may be able to 
tell me, and probably he will—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am asking a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is necessary to distinguish between 
territory belonging to the United States and territory incorpo- 
rated? In other words, what constitutes an incorporation of 
territory as contradistinguished from ownership of a territory? 
I will not ask the Senator to answer that now, but next winter, 
after he shall have had time to reflect upon it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am unable, Mr. President, to 
answer it now. I believe—I think I may say “I believe — that 
the Philippines are in no wise different from Porto Rico so far 
as their relation to the United States is concerned. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there are two propositions, it 
seems to me, involved in this matter. One is the delegation of 
power; the other is the application of the clause of the Consti- 
tution in regard to uniformity of the tariff. The clause of the 
Constitution in regard to uniformity is not at all involved in this 
amendment. It is involved in the original legislation. There 
was a tariff made for the Philippine Islands by the Philippine 
Commission submitted to Congress, and by Congress approved. 
We did the same thing in Porto Rico, where, I think, there were 
three tariffs—first the war tariff, then a modification after the 
mar had concluded, and finally the application of the Dingley 

ct. 

In the Philippine Islands we have existing simply the tariff 
which we delegated power to the Commission to make. All this 
amendment proposes is that any modification or amendment of 
the Philippine tariff shall not require the direct action of Con- 


It is, of course, practically impossible under present conditions 
to regard the Philippine tariff as a part of the tariff laws of the 
United States. It is a totally different tariff. It falls equally 
upon the goods of the United States as upon the goods of other 
countries. If the tariff laws of the United States and the 
Philippines have got to be uniform, we have nothing to do 
except to extend the Dingley tariff to the islands. We have 
delegated such lawmaking power to the Commission, and, 
among other things, we have, as a matter of fact, delegated the 
right to make a tariff. They made a tariff and we approved it. 
By this amendment it is proposed to permit them to modify or 
amend the Philippine tariff, subject to revision by the War De- 
partment, and, of course, subject to modification or repeal by 
Congress. 

I had supposed that under the decisions and the action al- 
ready taken we had the right to delegate that power, but if the 
clause of the Constitution in regard to uniformity is applicable, 
of course no Philippine tariff can stand. We could have nothing 
there then except the tariff law of the United States. 

The present tariff was framed, not for those islands alone, but 
it was framed with a view to what is known as the “ open-door 
policy,” and with a view to maintaining our particular obliga- 
tions to Spain in the Philippine Islands. I think this amend- 
ment would endanger practically nothing. It would, I believe, 
facilitate some changes which must be made. I do not think it 
involves the question of uniformity any more than does the ex- 
isting tariff. I see there are doubts that may be raised as to 
that question, but I do not think they apply to this amendment 
any more than to the Philippine tariff law which already exists. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not insist 
very much upon the suggestion that it interferes with the uni- 
formity clause, but I do think the other doubt which lies in my 
question is a pretty serious one. I know that the distinction 
between a delegation of power and the appointment of an agent 


or agencies to exercise the power of Congress is a pretty narrow 
one. It is possible that this would not be a delegation of power. 
It is possible that if the bill provides that what the Commission 
does is to be approved by Congress it would be merely an au- 
thorization of a certain agency to execute the power of Congress, 
but I do not think we can delegate the legislative power of Con- 
gress. If we do not incorporate the provision that their action 
is to be approved by Congress I should have some trouble about 
it. I do not think there is any practical difficulty in incorpo- 
rating such a provision in this amendment. They have a tariff 
there. They want to change it. It is in operation, and there 
can not be any such immediate necessity for changing it as that 
they can not wait to get the approval of Congress, as it seems 
tome. But at any rate if any approval is necessary I think Con- 
gress had better retain that power of approyal itself rather than 
to delegate the power of approval to the Secretary of War. If 
we delegate first the power to change the tariff—and if it is a 
delegation of power—and then we delegate our power of approv- 
ing it to the Secretary of War, I do not think we had better have 
a double delegation of power, if it is a delegation of power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I agree entirely with the 
Senator from Connecticut as to the last proposition, but I have 
not the slightest doubt of the power of Congress, under the 
Territorial clause of the Constiution, to delegate to local legis- 
latures the legislative power of local government; and not 
simply local legislatures, but local tribunals authorized to 
enact legislation. There are thousands of laws in force enacted 
by Territorial legislatures under a provision that they shall con- 
tinue in force until overruled by Congress. The approval of 
Congress is not a condition precedent to their going into effect 
at all. If Congress can not delegate such power, that would be 
the end of it. We would have no authority in the first place to 
delegate such power to local assemblages to make the law, sub- 
ject to our approval. The fact that we reserve the right to 
approve it would not make it any less a delegation of power. 

I have not any doubt about the last proposition—that Con- 
gress can not delegate to the Secretary of War or the President 
or anyone else this power which it possesses under the Consti- 
tution to ultimately pass upon the question whether a law en- 
acted under the delegated power shall be approved or not. I 
will not support any such provision. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have read, printed, and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the bill by striking 
out section 4 and inserting the following: 

That for the purpose of aiding in the construction, equipment, opera- 
tion and maintenance of railroads in the Philippine Islands, the general 

overnment thereof is authorized to grant to any railroad company 
ereafter created and organized in said islands, under the laws thereof, 
not yg eg ool hectares of land out of the unappropriated public 
land in the Philippine Islands for each mile of raiiroad constructed, 
completed, and put in running order. The general government of the 
Philippine Islands shall provide by general faw for carrying this sec- 
tion into effect, but no land shall be granted to = company until it 
shall have constructed, completed, and put in runnin, 

of 25 miles or more of its road. 
inspected by some skillful e 
the Philippine government, an 
running order. 

The general government of the Philippine Islands shall also provide 
by general law for the selection, survey, and location of land granted 
under this section, but the lands granted shall be selected, surveyed, 
and located substantially in the following manner: Certificates shall 
be issued entitling the railroad company to 1,600 hectares of land each, 
equal to 8,000 hectares per mile of road completed and put in running 
order, whereupon said company may apply to the proper authority to 
survey any quantity of vacant land subject to location under such cer- 
tificate not to exceed twice the quantity of certificates so issued, which 
surveys when made shall be numbered consecutively, and patents to said 
company shall be issued for the odd sections of such surveys of 1,600 
hectares, and the even sections shall be set apart as a permanent school 
fund for the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands. And one-half of the 
entire unappropriated public domain in the Philippine Islands is hereb: 
set apart as a permanent school fund for the inhabitants of sai 
islands, and no part of said land shall at any time be granted, sold, 
or in any other manner dis; of unless at the same time an equal 
quantity shall be set a and segregated in a manner to be pre- 


scribed by general law the Philippine government as a permanent 
school fund for the inhabitants of a islands. =~ i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to offer an amendment, which I ask 
to have printed and lie on the table. I will say that I think 
this is the law without the amendment, but in order to make it 
doubly sure I offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martin in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas desire that the amendment be 
read? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let it be read. 


g order a section 
and not until the same shall have been 
neer, appointed under the authority of 
reported by him to be completed and in 
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The Secretary. It is proposed to add, after the word 
“years,” in line 10, page 5, the following: 

Provided further, That before any guaranty of interest or income 
as herein authorized shall be made the railroad company desiring to 
avail itself of such guaranty shall include in its charter or articles of 
incorporation an express agreement that the general government of the 
Philippine Islands shall always possess and exercise the right of regu- 
lating charges for freight and passenger service. 

will be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 
I am not certain that I will offer this 


printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
amendment, but in order to be on the safe side, I ask that it be 
read and printed, so that I can offer it if I see proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, after the word “years,” in line 
10, it is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, That on railroads in the Philippines upon 
which an income is guaranteed under the provisions of this section 
mails of the United States and the Philippines, and the postal servants 
thereof, shall be carried free, and troops and military stores of the 

* United States and the Philippines shall carried at rates 15 per cent 
less than the usual rates in force on such roads, for the full term of the 
guaranty period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I hardly think, if the goy- 
ernment is to guarantee the interest on the bonds or the divi- 
dends on the stock not earned by a railroad company that it 
ought to diminish the earnings of the company by gross-earning 
taxes, or by requiring the company to charge less to the govern- 
ment for services than it would to citizens there for similar 
service. 

Mr. CULBERSON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I did not rise to discuss that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I stated to the Senate that I was not 
certain that I would offer the amendment, but in view of the 
unanimous-consent agreement I thought it best to present it 
now, so that I could offer it if at the time I thought proper. 

I call attention to the fact, however, that in India, under 
the policy of guaranteeing 5 per cent income, the railroads are 
required to carry the mails and the postal servants of the gov- 
ernment free, and the troops and military stores at a reduced 
rate. I offer the amendment for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, with a view, if I see proper at the time, to present it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had more in mind the gross-earnings tax. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that the gross-earnings tax covered by the amendment 
which I offered, instead of imposing a burden upon the railroad 
companies will relieve them, I believe, of what may be a very 
oppressive burden, and that is a tax upon the yalue of their 
property, to be ascertained in the method now provided in the 
Philippine Islands. The percentage tax which my amendment 
proposes is in lieu of all other taxes, not only upon the property 
of the road, but upon its stock and bonds. It is made very low 
at first, 1 per cent of the gross receipts for five years, then 
gradually increasing at the rate of one-quarter of 1 per cent per 
annum until it reaches a total of 5 per cent. I assume when 
that total is reached the tax on the property will not be any 
larger than that which would be laid by the corporation if it 
submitted to a tax upon valuation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Whether the property shall be taxed or not 
is a matter yet to be determined. This guaranty is to run for 
thirty-five years, and it has occurred to me that if the railroad 
company is unable to earn income sufficient to pay operating ex- 
penses and interest on its bonds and other fixed charges while 
the guaranty is outstanding the Philippine government would 
not probably diminish the earnings by levying a gross-earnings 
tax or any other tax. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
sachusetts [Mr. Loner] that as soon as this railroad is con- 
structed it will come under the operation of the existing law 
there regarding taxation. There is no power in the Philippine 
government to relieve it from general taxation. That is the rea- 
son why Congress should provide some tax in lieu of the general 
property tax. 

Mr. SPOONER. We will have to deal ourselyes with that 
matter. 

Mr. CLAY. Under the provisions of this bill, suppose the 


I understood from the Senator from Mas-. 


roads should earn more than enough to pay fixed charges, and 
there should be a surplus that could be applied to interest. Is 
there any provision in this bill which would compel the di- 
rectors to apply it to the interest, so as to save the Philippine 
government part of the interest? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not at all satisfied with the manner in 
which the section is guarded, but the liability is contingent; 
it is treated as a contingent liability. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that under the bill as 
it stands the company could use the earnings, if they amount 
to more than enough to pay the fixed charges, for other pur- 
poses than to pay the interest, and leave the Philippine goy- 
ernment to pay the interest, regardless of the fact that the 
road earned more than enough to pay the fixed charges? 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt it, but an amendment has been pre- 
pared or will be prepared which will make that perfectly clear. 

I wish to recur for one moment to section 3, to which I called 
attention yesterday afternoon. I do not like the section. I 
called the attention of the Senate yesterday afternoon to the 
fact that really the principal change from the existing law is the 
elimination of Congress. Under the law as it stands the mu- 
nicipalities are authorized to issue bonds under such limitations, 
terms, and conditions as the Philippine government may pre- 
scribe, with the consent and approval of the President and the 
Congress of the United States. This bill is almost in the same 
language, but it strikes out the words “and the Congress.” If 
the law is to be enlarged in that respect, I think its provisions 
ought to be diminished in some other respects. 

We are trustees for that people, and if there is any one thing 
of which we ought to be solicitous and careful above another in 
dealing with people so constituted and in such an environment 
it is the debt-making power—the power to mortgage the future. 
They have had no experience there in municipal indebtedness. 
They have not learned the lesson, as some communities in our 
country had not learned the lesson, that it is much easier to 
incur an indebtedness than it is to pay it. I think there are a 
class of improvements in some of the municipalities, perhaps 
many of them, which they might provide for by current taxa- 
tion. It might take a year or two years or three years to raise 
the money. I think it is important to that people that they 
should, so far as it can be done in harmony with the promotion 
of public health and reasonable development there, learn what 
it means to pay taxes before they go at large into this rather 
alluring and easy municipal function, if the authority be broad 
enough, of incurring bonded indebtedness spread through many 
years. 

I can see, as the Senator from Massachusetts said yesterday, 
and it is obvious, that it would not do to permit no reasonable 
improvement to be made or indebtedness for that purpose to 
be incurred by municipalities in the Philippines without first 
securing the sanction of Congress in each case. We are not 
accessible part of the time. It takes time to secure the passage 
of measures, and it would be putting a restriction upon devel- 
opment there which I think would be an unreasonable one. 

At the same time, I dislike, for one, to turn the whole power 
over to the Commission in the Philippines, to authorize, in the 
broad language of this section, the bonding of all municipali- 
ties, of which there are about 900, with no limit except the 5 
per cent limit upon the taxable values. In our own country, 
with such a limit, assessments have been increased by assessors 
and municipal officers in order thereby to raise the limit of 
municipal bonded debt. How it would be over there, with a 
competition in large expenditures, I do not know. But I think 
it does not require overcaution to lead one to fear that pretty 
careful supervision is required here of this subject in the inter- 
est of the inhabitants of the islands. 

I want to cut down by an amendment of this section the lan- 
guage as to improvements and make it specific. It now reads: 

That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sewers, to fur- 
nish adequate sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply 
of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments and 
improvements. 

People who never have had much, situated as they are, can 
wisely move slowly to luxury as contradistinguished from the 
necessity. And so I shall move to insert after the word 
“ construct,” in the ninth line, the word “ necessary ;” to strike 
out the final “s” in the word “sewers ;” to strike out the words 
“to furnish adequate sewer” in line 9; to strike out the words, 
beginning in line 10, “to provide all kinds of municipal better- 
ments and improvements,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“necessary buildings for primary public schools;” after the 
word “islands,” in line 12, insert the words “may where cur- 
rent taxation is inadequate for the purpose;” strike out the 
word “ may ” before the word “ authorize,” in line 15, and insert 
at the end of the section the words “and that no such munici- 


1904. 


pality shall exercise the 
sions hereof without the approval of the President.” 
tion would then read thus: 


power to issue bonds under the provi- 
The sec- 


That for the of iding funds to construct 2 
sewer and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply of water an 
necessary buildings for primary public schools munic: ties, the 


lands > 
mitations, terms, and condi- 
proval of the Presi- 


than par val 
n bonds, in such amount and 
ed the government of said 


We have adopted in some of the State constitutions, among 
them my own, a requirement that before incurring any such 
indebtedness provision shall be made for raising by taxation 
the money necessary to pay the interest from time to time 
which will accrue upon the bonds, and to pay into a sinking 
fund a sum sufficient to discharge the indebtnedness when it 
matures. Whether that is practicable over there or not I do not 
know, but it would bring to the municipalities, if it be practi- 
cable, very distinctly the notion in limine that they are incur- 
ring an obligation which in the end must be paid, principal and 
interest, and that they are providing for its payment by the 
levy of a continuing, an annual tax, for interest and sinking 
fund. I do not move to insert such provision, for I am not 
sufficiently familiar with the situation over there to know 
whether it would be practicable, but I think the amendment 
which I have proposed will minimize at least what may turn out 
to be, without some restrictions and safeguards of the kind, the 
granting of a power which never ought to have been granted in 
terms so broad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposes that the 
Senator from Wisconsin desires to have the amendment printed 
and lie on the table. a 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. It is not in order to offer it. I 
only called attention to it that it might be taken down. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it seems that there are 
about 120 miles of railroad now in the Philippines in operation. 
In the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs to 
the 3 of War for this year I find the following at 
page 8: 


It has been authoritatively rted that a New York financial con- 
cern has acguired in the last few months the control from sh 
owners of the Manila-Dagupan Railroad, which should form part of the 
proposed railway system in the islands. s 


I have examined section 4 hastily to see if under its pro- 
yisions an income can be guaranteed under the present railroad 
mileage in the Philippines, and it seems to me that it may be. 

Mr. LODGE. Does not the Senator think that the amend- 
ment, which was adopted yesterday by unanimous consent, in 
line 3 prevents that? 

Mr. CULRERSON. I had not noticed the amendment in 
line 3. 

Mr. LODGE. It reads now: 

That for the. purpose of aiding in the . opera- 


tion, and maintenance of such railroads as the Philippine government 
may y authorize to be constructed. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I am inclined to think that that provi- 
sion would cover it, though I had not noticed it at the time I 
rose to call attention to the section. I will, however, offer this 
amendment, which I am sure will reach the point. I move to 
amend by inserting after the word “ railroads,” in line 2, page 
4, the words “ hereafter constructed.” 

I offer this amendment and ask that it be printed and lie on 
the table to meet this phase of the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I think if the Senator were to insert after the 
word “may,” in line 3, if he has the reprint of to-day before 
him 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; I have it. 

Mr. LODGE. If he were to insert “such railroads as the 
Philippine government may hereafter specifically authorize to 
be constructed” it would answer the same purpose as his own 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Senator, for the committee, ac- 
cept the amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I can not accept it now, but I will accept it 
when we come to take up the amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment for consideration at 
some time when in order. At the end of section 4, on page 5, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


309 


ate line 10, I propose to insert the fellowing additional pro- 
80: 

Provided further, That section 74 of an act entitled An act tempo- 
zany e be Potter ae writer yee a9 of — affairs of ae —— 
e e ands, and for other purposes,” 
made applicable to the provisions of this section. as i 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have section 74 of that act 
printed with the amendment. I am inclined to think that sec- 
tion 74 will reach the very point which I sought to reach by an 
amendment a few moments ago, and I should like to have that 
section of the act before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer this amendment because it is possible 
that there may be doubt about the section applying to this bill, 
al I think the proyisions of the organic act now apply 
to the bill. I ask that the Secretary may read it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will reach my object by just asking 
that section 74 be printed right along with it. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no need of reading it. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. LODGE. Then let section 74 be printed in the RECORD 
with the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, section 74 
of the act will be ordered printed in the RECORD. 

The section referred to is as follows: 

Sec. 74. That the government of the Philippine Islands may grant 
franchises, privileges; and concessions, including the authority to exer- 
cise the right of eminent domain, for the construction and 1 of 
works of public utility and service, and may authorize said works to 
be constructed and maintained over and across the public property of 
the United States, including streets, highways, squares, and reserva- 
tions, and over similar property of the government of said islands, and 
may adopt rules and regulations under which the provincial and munic- 
$ governments of the islands may grant the right to use and occupy 
such public property belonging to said pores or municipalities: 
Provided, That no private property shall be taken for uoy ee 
under this section without just compensation paid or tende erefor, 
and that such authority to take and occupy land shall not authorize 
the taking, use, or occupation of any land except such as is required for 
the actual necessary Bo gy for which the chise is granted, and 
that no franchise, P vilege, or concession shall be granted to any cor- 
poration except under the conditions that it shall be subject to amend- 
ment, alteration, or 1 by the Congress of the United States, and 
that lands or rights of use and occupa on of lands thus granted shall 
revert to the governments by which they were — granted 
upon the termination of the franchises and concessions under which 
they were granted or upon their revocation or re . That all fran- 
chises, privileges, or concessions granted under act shall forbid 
the issue of stock or bonds except in exchange for actual cash, or for 
property at a fair valuation, equal to the par value of the stock or 
bonds so issued; shall forbid the declaring of stock or bond dividends, 
effective regulath ot the charges thereof, for the official inspection 

e on e ereof, for the cia! on 
va regulation of the books and accounts of such corporations, and for 
the payment of a reasonable percentage of gross earnings into the 
treasury of the 3 Islands or of the province or municipality 
within which such franchises are granted and exercised: Provided 
further, That it shall be unlawful for any corporation organized under 
this act, or for any person, company, or corporation receiving any 
grant, franchise, or concession from the government of said islands, to 
use, employ, or contract for the labor of persons claimed or alleged to 
be held in involuntary servitude; and any person, company, or corpo- 
ration so yiolating the provisions of this act shall forfeit all charters, 
grants, franchises, and concessions for doing business in said islands, 
and in addition shall be deemed oE an —— and shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than $10,000. (Approved July 1, 1902. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment, and ask that it be 


printed. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let it be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Yes; let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 4, on page 5, at the end 

of line 10, add the following additional proviso: 
Aud ed further, That in each and every case where any rail- 
road company shall issue either preferred or common stock, the same 
shall be sold for not less than the par value In gold coin of the United 
States or its equivalent. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘That, I will say to the Senator from Maryland, 
is covered by section 74 of the act of 1902, which the Senator 
from Iowa proposes to specifically put in. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is a part of section 74 of the act. 

Mr. LODGE. If there are no further amendments to be of- 
fered or no further debate to-day, I will move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. I make that 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
December 16, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 15, 190}. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Claude C. Bloch to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 8th day of November, 1904, vice Lieut. George 
R. Evans, promoted. 


Goran 
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Capt. Royal B. Bradford to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 23d day of November, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Theo- 
dore F. Jewell, retired. 

Commander William H. Beehler to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 23d day of November, 1904, vice Capt. Royal B. Brad- 
ford, promoted. 

Gunner Charles E. Jaffee to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 11th day of July, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
soba andl accordance with an act of Congress approved April 

5 | 

Gunner Herbert Campbell to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, after haying completed six 
years’ service in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Patrick Hill to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 28th day of October, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
service in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Paul E. McDonnold to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 2d day of July, 1904, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. Paul St. C. Murphy to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 9th day of December, 1904, vice Col. Francis H. 
Harrington, retired. 

POSTMASTER. 
NEW YORK. 

John Smythe to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York, in place of Ellis H. Timm. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 15, 1904. 
CONSULS. 

John B. Terres, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Port au Prince, Haiti. 

Jerome B. Peterson, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cabello, Venezuela. 

Paul Nash, of New York, lately secretary of the legation and 
consul-general at Bangkok, Siam, to be consul of the United 
States at Venice, Italy. 

George H. Moulton, of Colorado, lately consul at Demerara, 
Guiana, to be consul of the United States at Georgetown, Demer- 
ara, Guiana. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION AT SAN JUAN, P. R. 

Graham L. Rice, of Wisconsin, who was appointed November 
28, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of San Juan, P. R., in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Robert N. Dunn, of Wallace, Idaho, who was appointed May 
20, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the 
land office at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 

Capt. Thomas F. Dwyer, Twenty-first Infantry, from the In- 
fantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from October 29, 
1901. 

Infantry Arm. 


Capt. Carroll F. Armistead, Artillery Corps, from the Artillery 
Corps to the Infantry Arm, with rank from October 29, 1901. 
Second Lieut. Samuel S. Bryant, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, to bé first lieutenant, November 30, 1904, 
vice Moreno, appointed second lieutenant of infantry, United 
States Army. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Medical Department. 


Capt. George D. Deshon, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major, December 5, 1904. 


Cavalry Arm. 
Second Lieut. Jamas P. Barney, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 22, 1904. 
APPOINTMENT IN PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeon with re ee of captain, from July 1, 


Jose Lugo-Viiia, of Porto Rico, late captain and assistant sur- 
geon, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry. 


POSTMASTERS. 


ALABAMA, 
James A. Chambliss to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the 
county of Coffee and State of Alabama. A 
Hugh R. Duggan to be postmaster at Florala, in the county 
of Covington and State of Alabama. 3 
May T. Fowler to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Perry and State of Alabama. 
George W. Russell to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county 
of Barbour and State of Alabama. 
Sylvanus L. Sherrill to be postmaster at Hartsells, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Alabama. 
Thomas H. Stephens to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the 
county of Etowah and State of Alabama. 
John Sutterer to be postmaster at Cullman, in the county of 
Cullman and State of Alabama. 
John X, Thomas to be postmaster at Pratt City, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 
Byron Trammell to be postmaster at Dothan, in the county of 
Houston and State of Alabama. 
COLORADO, 
Henry W. Lance to be postmaster at Rocky Ford, in the 
county of Otero and State of Colorado. 
. Robert S. Lewis to be postmaster at Canon City, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Colorado. 
Eva T. Wheeler to be postmaster at Crested Butte, in the 
county of Gunnison and State of Colorado. 
FLORIDA, 
Enoch E. Skipper to be postmaster at Bartow, in the county of 
Polk and State of Florida. 
George A. W. Wendell to be postmaster at Quincy, in the 
county of Gadsden and State of Florida. 
Louis Wiselogel to be postmaster at Marianna, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Florida. 
NEW YORK. 
John Smythe to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the State of 
New York. 
Nathan P. Wild to be postmaster at Valatie, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Thomas D. Alexander to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Andrew C. Allison to be postmaster at Mifflintown, in the 
county of Juniata and State of Pennsylvania. 

Abraham F. Berkey to be postmaster at Windber, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles Clawson to be postmaster at Mercer, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. $ 

William A. Feist to be postmaster at White Haven, in the 
county ef Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Henry O. Garber to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Hugh W. Gilbert to be postmaster at Quarryville, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

William S. Gleason to be postmaster at Johnsonburg, in tue 
county of Elk and State of Pennsylvania. 

William Krause to be postmaster at Richland Center, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

James C. McGregor to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county 
of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at South Sharon, in the 


county of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

Lyman L. Shattuck to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the 
county of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 

Albert H. Swing to be postmaster at Coatsville, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 


EXTRADITION WITH HAITI. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed December 15, 1904, 
from a treaty between the United States and the Republic of 
Haiti for the mutual extradition of criminals, signed at Wash- 
ington on August 9, 1904. 


CUBAN EXTRADITION TREATY. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed December 15, 1904, 
from a protocol signed at Washington on December 6, 1904, by 
the representatives of the United States and Cuba, by which 
the United States accepts certain amendments made by the 
Cuban Senate in the Spanish text of the extradition treaty be- 
tween the two countries, signed on April 6, 1904, and approved 
by the Senate of the United States on April 26, 1904. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tnonspar, December 15, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 5512. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Carleton; 

S. 1996. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Williams; 

S. 2212. An act granting a pension to Charles N. Wood; 

S. 5514. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Lamson; 

S. 3742. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliet C. 
Bainbridge-Hoff ; 

S. 1539. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Shiflett ; 

S. 4767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Snidemiller ; 

S. 3906. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
V. Voldo, alias James H. Venier ; 

S. 424. An act granting a pension to George W. Lehman; 

S. 5859. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin ; 

S. 5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Lenhart; 

S. 5744. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Rhodes; 

S. 5743. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan; 

S. 5742. An act granting an increase of pension to Nickles 
Dockendorf; 

S. 5738. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Russell ; 

S. 5737. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


See; 

S. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to Monroe 
Wright; 

S. 5858. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hub- 
bard; 

S. 5857. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bryson ; 

S. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodbury ; 

S. 5745. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell; 

S. 5736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Gilbert ; 

S. 5746. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne 
Jones ; 

S. 5450. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Lingenfelter ; 

S. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to S. J. 
Brainard ; ` 

S. 5531. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Jones ; 

S. 5501. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Rowe; 

S. 4002. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
‘Armitage; 

S. 3390. An act granting a pension to Emily E. Cram; 

S. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Bird Solo- 
mon; 

S. 5378. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Ash; 

S. 4070. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Fellen- 
treter ; 

S. 2238. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Strawn ; 

S. 5572. An act granting an increase of pension to Alafire 
Chastain ; 

S. 1208. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Magruder; 

S. 5574. An act granting an increase of pension to Colon 
Thomas ; 

S. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart; : 
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S. 3076. An act granting a pension to Arthur W. Post; 
S. 5496. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Sanders; 
S. 5472. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Weems; 
S. 5589. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Burrell; 
S. 5508. An act granting a pension to Abraham B. Miller; 
S. 5558. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan C. 
Schreeder ; 
S. 316. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmore T. 
Chase ; $ 
—— 2972. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
yle; 
S. 5346. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon A. 
Webster; 
S. 2117. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip L. 
Hiteshew ; a 
es — An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
ercell ; 
Ta 5 An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
elch; 
8 3356. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
er; 
S. 3286. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
x 8. 554. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
arley ; 
a 2096. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
ett; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
arvey; 
x se 5214. An act granting an increase of pension to William P. 
enfro ; 
a rece An act granting an increase of pensioh to Robert N. 
utton ; 
oo An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
uld: 
S. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Thomas; 
Fs 2 An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
vert; 
S. 5427. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruhema C. 
Horsman ; 
S. 4221. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Stroman ; 
S. 552. An act granting a pension to Ira K. Eaton; 
S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Forsythe Bache; 
S. 3357. An act granting an increase of pension to Welcome 
B. French; i 
as 8100. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
ey: 
S. 377. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright; 
S. 4383. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Penn; 
S. 3522. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Dennison; 
S. 4273. An act granting an increase of pension to Frazee A. 
Campbell ; 
S. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson ; 
<n — An act granting an increase of pension to David 
ey; 
S. 5782. An act granting a pension to Philip Lawotte; 
are a An act granting an increase of pension to Clemon 
ooten ; = 
= 8. ore. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 
essie ; > 
S. 5129. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp- 
son Martin; 
S. 5428. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Hedrick ; 
S. 3482. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Le Fevre; . 
S. 5271. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diebitsch; 
S. 2493. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Tichurst ; 
5 5 1 0 An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
e; 
Be ree ED a ee ee ee a 
er; $ 
on 2274. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
rson ; 
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S. 5339. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney B. 
Hamilton ; 

S. 4808. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wor- 
ley; 

S. 2339. An act granting an increase of pension to Carolina 
Apfel ; i 

S. 4199. An act granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly; 

S. 2890. An act granting a pension to Andrew ©. Kemper; 

S. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Duff ; 

S. 2333. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall; 

S. 4986. An act granting an increase of pension to Philo 8. 
Bartow ; 

S. 5358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Talor ; 

S. 3001. An act granting an increase of pension to Adrianna 
Lowell ; À 

S. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Berry; 

S. 567. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


dy ’ 

S. 2518. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
A. Spear; 

S. 566. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hart; 

S. 5445. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
L. Guild; 

S. 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane 
Ball; 

S. 5444. An act granting a pension to Julia E. Neale; 

S. 801. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
D. Goodale; 

S. 2581. An act granting an increase of pension to Myron D. 
Hill; 

S. 5345. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Coughlin ; 

S. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry V. 
Sims; 

S. 5120. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Chamberlain ; 

S. 2231. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie M. 
Dickinson ; 


S. 5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie B. 
18 4550 An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
48 4306 An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
W An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
43.5257 An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry L. 
a 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Pan 1151 An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Spencer ; 

0 . An act granting an increase of pension to John Me- 


S. 5713. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther ; 

S. 5715. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Bickford ; 

S. 5781. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Steele ; 

S. 5530. An act granting a pension to William R. Cahoon; 

S. 5810. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber; 

S. 5716. An act granting an increase of pension to Dotha J. 
Whipple; 

S. 5811. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Waller; 

S. 5807. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. F. 
Robinson; 

S. 5476. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel F. 
Howe; . 

S. 5661. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bush ; 

S. 2850. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
Calkins ; 3 

S. 2848. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Lewis; 

S. 2009. An act granting a pension to Richard Dunn; 

S. 5535. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McConneha ; 

S. 776. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin H. 
Morris; 


S. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth V. 
Reynolds ; 

S. 3239. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
D. Buchanan ; 

S. 1413. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa D. 
Miller; 

S. 266. An act granting a pension to Emma S. Harney: 

S. 4477. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Craven; 

S. 4038. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Yingling; 

S. 2310. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dar; 

S. 784. An act granting an increase of pension to Beverly 
Waugh; 

S. 2945. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie M. 
Nuzum; 

5 er An act granting an increase of pension to Commodore 
P. Hall; 

S. 4103. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rulette; 

S. 3624. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
Moore; 

S. 2915. An act granting a pension to Mary Williamson; 

S. 3982. An act making an additional appropriation for the 
Battery Point post light, in the State of Washington; 

S. 4007. An act to authorize an increase in the appropriation 
for a dwelling for assistant keepers at Point Bonita, California ; 

S. 4005. An act to establish a fog signal on one of the jetties 
at the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California; 

S. 4004. An act to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper; 

S. 342. An act for the improvement of the Mount Rainier Na- 
tional Park, in the State of Washington; 

S. 701. An act to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ ad- 
ditional homestead rights; and 
3 S. 5704. An act to incorporate the American National Red 

ross. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th day 
of said month. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested : 

OREA TAA Senate concurrent resolution 86. 

esotve: y K 
That there be tinted from ations, eee * 
Cty 000, conte ene dannen el en of the United Biatos 
and 1,000 copies for the use of the House of . r 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3982. An act making an additional appropriation for the 
Battery Point post light, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, . 

S. 701. An act to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ addi- 
tional homestead right—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

S. 4007. An act to authorize an increase in the appropriation 
for a dwelling for assistant keepers at Point Bonita, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

S. 4005. An act to establish a fog signal on one of the jetties 
at the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 5704. An act to incorporate the American National Red 
Cross—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 4004. An act to establish, at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 86. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That there be printed from existing plates and bound in cloth 1, 
copies of the Executive Register of the United States, 1789 to 1902, of 


which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives 


to the Committee on Printing. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the folowing titles: 

S. 708. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
authorize the building of a bridge across Thief River in the 
State of Minnesota ; 
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S. 3791. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Tenney ; 

S. 4417. An act granting an increase of pension to Chad- 
bourne H. Warren; 
s 5 An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew W. 

witzer ; 

S. 5184. An act granting a pension to Ethel Talley; 

S. 5263. An act granting a pension to Annie M. Eapolucel; 

S. 5416. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hopson ; 

S. 5423. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Morton; ; 

S. 5484. An act granting an increase of pension to Burnetta 
B. Lehmann; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Holden ; 

S. 5556. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Hoback; and : 

S. 2114. An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States, were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Foster, one of his secretaries. 


PONCE AND GUAYAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on April 2, 1904, author- 
izing the transfer to the Ponce and Guayama Railroad Company of the 
franchise, rights, and exemptions granted to the Compania de los Fer- 
rocarriles de Puerto Rico for the construction and maintenance of a 
railway between Ponce and Guayama ; and also the transfer and assign- 
ment of such franchise, rights, and exemptions from the American Rail- 
road Company of Porto Rico Central Aguirre Operator to the said 
Ponce and Guayama Railroad Company. 

This ordinance was approved by the President of the United States 
on May 2, 1904, subject to qualification. 

8 5 is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
e. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Wurm House, December 14, 1904. 


AMERICAN RAILROAD COMPANY OF PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12. 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil poranne for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 30, 1904, 
granting to the Compania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico and to its 
assign, the American Railroad Company of Porto Rico, the right to con- 
struct a spur or branch railway track connecting Its warehouse at the 
Playa of Ponce with its main line, which ordinance was approved b 
the President of the United States on October 8, 1904, subject to quali- 


fication. 
Attention is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 


State. 
Warre HousE, December 14, 1904. 
VANDEGRIFT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil 1 for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,“ I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on July 7, 1904, amend- 
ing an ordinance granting to the Vandegrift Construction Compan 
the right to build and operate a line of railway between the mente 

ality of San Juan and the Playa of Ponce in the island of Porto 
Rico, and to develop electric energy by water or other power for dis- 

tribution and sale for railway, lighting, and industrial pu onta, ANE 
nit es 


This ordinance was approved the President of the 
on August 2, 1904, subject to qualification. 

3 Attention is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
tate. 


Wuite House, December 14, 1904. 
AMERICAN RAILROAD COMPANY OF PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 82 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil . re for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on November 4, 1904, 
3 to the Compania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico and to 
ts assign, the American Railroad Company of Porto Rico, the right to 
construct a spur or branch railway track running from its station of 

as in the southwest direction toward the district of Boqueron for 
a distance of about 7 kilometers, which ordinance was approved by the 
President of the United States on December 8, 1904, subject to quali- 


cation. 
ana is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
ate. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Warre House, December 14, 1904. 


PONCE RAILWAY AND LIGHT COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which, with the 
accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 30, 1904, 
granting to the Ponce Railway and Light Company the right to con- 
struct branch tracks, or extensions of its present line of railway, 
around the Playa of Ponce, which ordinance was api royed by the 
png st of the United States on October 8, 1904, su ject to qualifi- 
cation. 

een is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 

ate. 0 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurtz Housu, December 14, 1904. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent the following changes of reference 
were made: 

House Document 49, estimates of appropriations for the In- 
dian service, from the Committee on Appropriations, to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

House Document 89, estimates of emergency appropriations 
for combating the boll weevil, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to the Committee on Agriculture. 

House Document 94, estimates of appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

House Document 104, additional papers in the claim of Naomi 
E. Daly, from the Committee on Appropriations, to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ADSENCE. s 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Oris indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF REYNOLDS V. BUTLER. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Elections No. 2, I present a resolution from that committee, 
with an accompanying report, in the contested-election case of 
George D. Reynolds v. James J. Butler, from the Twelfth dis- 
trict of Missouri, for present consideration. In view of previ- 
ous contests in the last Congress, in which one of the parties 
to this contest was involved, and from the district partly but 
not entirely the same, it is proper that a brief statement should 
be made at this time with relation to the action which the com- 
mittee now asks the House to take. At the regular election 
for the choice of a Representative in the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress——. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania sus- 
pend a moment until the Clerk reports the resolution? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Committee on Elections No. 2 shall be, and is hereby, 
discharged from further consideration of the contested-election case 
of George D. Reynolds v. James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Congres- 
sional district of Missouri. 

Mr. OLMSTED. At the regular Congressional election in 
1900 James J. Butler was returned as elected a Representative 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress from the Twelfth district of 
Missouri. His seat was contested by William M. Horton. The 
Committee on Elections No. 1, to which that case was referred, 
reported that the election was so permeated with fraud that 
there had not been a fair expression of the choice of the voters, 
and the House, acting upon that report, voted to declare the seat 
vacant. Thereupon the governor of Missouri ordered a special 
election to fill the vacancy. At that election Mr. Butler was again 
a candidate to fill the yancancy caused by his own unseating. Mr. 
Wagoner was a candidate against him. Mr. Butler was again 
returned as elected, and at the second session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress Mr. Wagoner contested his election. In that 
case the Committee on Elections No. 2, to which it was referred, 
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reported that in certain districts named the frauds were so 
glaring and so gross and so clearly proved that, following. the 
numerous precedents of this House and repeated decisions of the 
courts, it became necessary to exclude those precincts entirely, 
because it was impossible to tell what honest votes, if any, had 
been cast by duly authorized persons, and on the 26th day of 
February, 1903, the House declared that contest in favor of Mr. 
Wagoner, giving him the seat in place of Mr. Butler. Now, it 
happened that the day fixed by the governor of Missouri for the 
holding of the special election to fill that vacancy was also the 
day fixed by law for the holding of the regular election of a 
Member of Congress to a seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress—this 
present Congress. Mr. Butler was a third time a candidate, and 
against him in that election was Mr. Reynolds, the present con- 
testant. Mr. Butler was returned as elected by a majority of 
6,618. At the beginning of this Congress his seat was contested 
by Mr. Reynolds. It now appears that between the regular 
election for the Fifty-seventh Congress and the date of the reg- 
ular election for the Fifty-eighth Congress the legislature of 
Missouri had redistricted the State, so that the district in which 
Mr. Reynolds, the present contestant, ran against Butler was not 
identical with the district in which Wagoner ran against him 
for the Fifty-seventh Congress. Twenty precincts in the origi- 
nal Twelfth Missouri district, constituting territorially more 
than one-half of the district and being that part of the district 
in which Mr. Wagoner received a Republican majority, were, in 
the redistricting, eliminated from the district and ten precincts 
were added. So you see, Mr. Speaker, that the districts were 
not identical. Certain precincts, however, were common to both 
districts. Now, in the first place it is contended that the con- 
testant in this case did not take his testimony within the time 
provided by the act of Congress, which declares that the con- 
testant may take testimony within forty days, the contestee 
then for forty days, and the contestant, after that, ten days in 
rebuttal only. In this case no testimony was taken until the 
forty-third calendar day, and the testimony taken then was of 
comparatively no importance. Some testimony upon which the 
contestant relied was taken as late as the one hundred and 
tenth day. 

Now, the contestant argues that the statute should be so con- 
strued as to exclude both Sundays and holidays, and that that 
being done the greater part of his testimony was taken within 
forty days.. The committee has found itself unable to take that 
view. We find the true rule of construction to hold that neither 
Sundays nor holidays are to be excluded from the count unless the 
last day falls on Sunday, in which case the act may be performed 
on Monday. In another section of this particular statute re- 
garding notice Sundays are specifically excluded, and generally 
where Congress has intended that Sundays be excluded it has so 
declared. In the section allowing forty days for contestants’ 
testimony in chief there is no such provision, and Sundays are 
therefore not excluded. It is true that the act of Congress is 
not binding upon this House, which under the Constitution is 
the sole and absolute judge of the qualifications of its own Mem- 
bers. Nevertheless is has frequently been held that the act of 

upon this subject constitutes a wise and wholesome 
rule, which ought not to be departed from without good canse 
shown or the interest of justice requires. There has been no 
sufficient cause shown for delay in this case. Counsel in this 
ease were also counsel in the Wagoner contest, which was run- 
ning at the same time, and were doubtless engaged in taking 
testimony in that case most of the time. But we think there 
were other counsel in St. Louis of a sufficient capacity to take 
such testimony as was taken in this case. This leads to a con- 
sideration of the character of the testimony. It is not pre- 
tended that the testimony taken directly in this case would of 
itself establish the contestant’s right to a seat. The contestant 
relies almost entirely upon the depositions of witnesses taken in 
the Wagoner case, in another contest, for a different Congress 
and from a different district. These witnesses were not exam- 
med in this case. The contestant merely called the notary 
public before the witnesses in the Wagoner case had testified 
and proved by him carbon copies of their testimony, which car- 
bon copies he asks us to accept with like effect as if those wit- 
nesses had been called and testified in this case. We do not 
think that such testimony so taken, in the absence of evidence 
that the witnesses were dead or for any other reason were not 
compellable to attend and testify, would be accepted in a court 
of justice. But even if we were to consider all that testimony, 
we find it seriously defective. In the Wagoner case one great 
fraud found was that and therefore unau- 


persons unregistered, 
thorized to vote, did vote, or at least that votes in their names 
were counted. In this case the contestant has failed to put in 
evidence the registration lists, and they have not been before 
your committee. We are therefore utterly unable to determine 


what unregistered voters, if any, voted, and whether, if such 
persons yoted, they voted for Reynolds or for Butler. 

We find also that Mr. Butler was not given notice that the dep- 
ositions of the witnesses in the Wagoner case were to be intro- 
duced here. In some instances there was not given him, as the 
statute requires, the names of the notaries public who were to 
be called as witnesess to testify to the taking of testimony in 
the Wagoner case. It was by means of these witnesses, whose 
names were not given to Butler in advance, as the statute re- 
quires, that carbon copies of the testimony in the Wagoner case 
was introduced. 

It may be urged, therefore, that Mr. Butler has not had the 
opportunity which law and justice require to cross-examine the 
witnesses upon whose testimony the contestant relies in this 
case. To make my statement as brief as possible, I will, as 
the committee has done, summarize the whole matter briefly 
thus: No part of contestant’s testimony was taken within the 
forty days allowed by statute for that purpose, and some of it 
was taken as late as the one hundred and tenth day after an- 
ua filed. No good and sufficient reason was shown for the 

ay. 

The witnesses upon whose testimony contestant relies were 
not called and examined in this case, but he has introduced 
carbon copies of their depositions, taken by a different contest- 
ant in a former case, concerning a seat in a different Congress 
and from a different district. The present contestee was con- 
testee also in the earlier case, but did not then have full power 
of cross-examination of said witnesses touching the present 
contest. 

The contestee was not given the names of the witnesses in 
the former case whose depositions contestant proposed to in- 
troduce in this case, nor of his intention to introduce such testi- 
mony, and in some instances was not given in advance, as the 
statute requires, the names of the witnesses who were called in 
this case and by whom the depositions of the witnesses in the 
former case were proved or attempted to be proved. 

There is no evidence that all or any of the witnesses carbon 
copies of whose depositions in the Wagoner case have been in- 
troduced in this case are dead or were for any other reason 
not compellable to attend and testify in this contest. 

Neither the original nor any copies of the official registry 
lists having been furnished, it is impossible to determine what 
votes were illegal by reason of haying been cast by unregistered 
persons as charged. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, while those members of the commit- 
tee who were Members of the last House feel more than ever 
convinced of the correctness of the judgment and action of the 
House in the Wagoner case and also in the Horton case, we do 
not feel that the fact that Mr. Butler was twice justly un- 
seated in the Fifty-seventh Congress affords to this House a 
sufficient reason for unseating him in the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress.unless a case was made out against him. 

When a certificate, regular upon its face, shows a man to 
have been elected, and he has been sworn in and occupies a seat 
here, it is incumbent upon the person claiming the seat against 
him to make out a case. That burden can not be shifted upon 
either the Elections Committee or the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The customary form of resolution in 
contested-election cases is to declare that either the contestant 
or contestee is entitled to a seat. The resolution read by the 
Clerk.in this case seems simply to discharge the committee from 
further consideration of it. Is the effect of that simply a dis- 
missal of the committee for want of prosecution? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The effect of it would be, of course, to sim- 
ply dismiss the committee from further consideration of the 
case, and would practically be a dismissal of the contest. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If there was no evidence in this case 
showing that the contestant was entitled to a seat, the presump- 
tion would be that the contestee’s right to the seat was valid, 
and in view of that why did not the committee report a resolu- 
tion declaring that the contestee and not the contestant is en- 
titled to a seat? 

Mr, OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana 
will understand that we were not able, upon the record before 
us, to determine fully the merits of this case. We have had 
some past experience with occurrences in some parts of that 
election district, and could not close our eyes entirely to the 
practices which were shown in the Wagoner case to have ob- 
tained there. Upon the whole case the entire committee prac- 
tically concluded that their duties were performed when they 
recommended a resolution in the form which has been read. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. The resolution means, then, that the 
committee did not go into the merits of the contest? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is substantially what it means. There 
was lacking the necessary data to enable us to do so—for in- 
stance, the official registry sheets. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. Is the report of the committee unanimous 
in this case? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The report, I think I may say, is practically 
unanimous. If I am not violating the secrets of the committee, 
I think I may say that there was not more than one voice the 
other way. Certainly no contrary report has been or will be 
filed. If there is no one desiring to be heard on the resolution, 
I ask for its adoption, first asking unanimous consent to insert 
the full report of the committee in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

{House Report No. , Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
GEORGE D. REYNOLDS v. JAMES J. BUTLER. 


December —, 1904.—Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on Elections 
No. 2, submitted the following Said to accompany H. Res. $ 

The Committee on Elections No. 2, to which was referred the con- 
tested-election case of George D. Reynolds v. James J. Butler, from the 
Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri, respectfully submits the 
following report: 

A brief historical statement is essential to a proper understanding of 
this case. At the regular Congressional election in 1900, James J. 
Butler was returned as elected to a seat in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 
His election was contested by Wiliam M. Horton. The Committee on 
Elections No. 1, to which the contest was referred, reported that 
fraud so eated the conduct of the election in a large part of the 
district as to prevent a full, free, and fair expression of the publie de- 
sire in respect to the election of a Representative in Co „ and the 
Sone on Hie 28th of June, 1902, adopted a resolution declaring the 
seat vacant. 

The governor of Missouri thereupon ordered a special election. Mr. 
Butler was again a candidate and returned as elected to fill the va. 
cancy caused by his own unseating. His opponent in that election was 
Mr. George C. R. Wagoner, who contested his seat in the second session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, which assembled on the first Monday of 
December, 1902. 

As the time fixed by statute for the taking of testimony would have 
carried the case beyond the expiration of the term for which Wagoner 
claimed to have been elected, he presented a memcvial to the House, 
which, on the 11th ay of December, 1902, adopted a resolution speci- 
fying a certain time within which the contestant might take testimony, 
a certain time for the contestee, and again a certain time for the con- 
testant in rebuttal, and required the Committee on Elections No. 2 to 
consider and report upon the case so that it might be disposed of dur- 
ing the life of that Congress. That committee reported that by reason 
of gross frauds, clearly shown, making it impossible to ascertain the 
legal votes cast, the returns from certai recincts must, in accordance 

th the well-established precedent of the House and the rule laid down 
by courts and learned authors, be entirely rejected, and that Wagoner 
had been duly elected and was entitled to his seat. Resolutions to that 
effect were adopted by the House and Wagoner seated February 26, 1903. 

November 4, 1902, the day fixed by the governor for holding the 
special election for filling the vacancy in the Fifty-seyenth Con: 
was also the day fixed by law for the general election, at which there 
was to be chosen a Representative in this the Fifty-eighth Congress. 
Mr. Butler was a candidate for that seat also, and was opposed by Mr. 
George D. Reynolds, the present contestant. 

The Missouri legislature had by act of March 16, 1901, redistrieted 
the State, so that the district in which Reynolds competed with Butler 
for a seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress was not identical with the dis- 
trict in which Wagoner, upon the same day, competed with Butler for a 
seat in the Fifty-seventh Congress. Although the district, which is 
within the city of St. Louis, is still known as the Twelfth, at least one- 
half of it, territoriall e (and being the one-half in which Wag- 
oner received his Maler ty), had been cut off from the district, while 
some new territory had been added. To be explicit, precincts 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 of the Twenty-fourth Ward; precincts 
1 and 2 of the Twenty-eighth Ward; precinct 11 of the Twelfth Ward; 
precinct 12 of the Seventh Ward; precinct 1 of the Twentieth Ward. 
and precincts 1 and 2 of the Twenty-first Ward, which formed part of 
the district in which Wagonet ran against Butler for a seat in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, were not in the district in which Reynolds ran against 
Butler for a seat in the Fifty-eighth Con „while precincts 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, and 13 of the Twenty-fifth Ward, and precincts 2, 3, and 4 of 
the Fifteenth Ward, which never had been in the district in which Wag- 
oner ran against Butler, are in the district in which Reynolds ran 
against Butler. All of the Fourth. Fifth, Sixth, Thirteenth, Fonr- 
teenth, and Twenty-third wards and parts of the Fifteenth, Twenty- 
second, and Twenty-fifth wards were in both districts. 

Differently stated, the old district in which Wagoner ran against But- 
ler for the Fifty-seventh Congress contained twenty election precincts 
which are not in the present district in which Reynolds ran against 
Butler for a seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and ten precincts in the 

resent district in which Reynolds ran were not in the district in which 
Mie ee urns of the election for the Fifty-eigh gress 

The returns of the election for the ty-eighth Con showed But- 
ler to have received 15.316 votes and Reynolds 8,698, an apparent ma- 
jority of 6,618 for Butler, who was sworn in at the beginning of the 
present Congress and now occupies the seat which Reynolds contests. 

In his notice of contest, in more or less general terms, he charges 
frands of various kinds, and in the ninth paragraph thereof specifically 
charges that in ere precincts, therein set forth, there were frauds so 

‘oss and extensive that it was impossible to ascertain the actual and 
egal votes, and that the returns should therefore be rejected altogether, 

The contestant was not diligent in prosecuting his contest. Provi- 
sion for the taking of testimony in such cases is found in section 107, 


United States Revised Statutes, which reads thus: 

“Time for taking testimony: In all contested-election cases the time 
allowed for taking testimony shall be ninety days, and the testimon 
shall be taken in the following order: The contestant shall take testi- 


mony during the first forty days, the returned Member during the suc- 
cong forty days, and the contestant may take testimony in rebuttal 
ony during the remaining ten days of said period.” 

he act of March 2, 1875, chapter 119, section 2, declares: 

“That section 107 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall 
be construed as requiring all testimony in cases of contested election 
to be taken within ninety days from the day on which the answer of 
the returned Member is served upon the contestant.” 

In this case the notice of contest was dated December 20, 1902. Mr. 
Butler's answer was served December 22, 1902. Contestant thereupon 
served an additional or supplemental notice of contest, to which the 
contestee made aay m 24. The statute makes no provision for 
the service of additional grounds of contest, and these amended - 
cations must be considered, if recelved at all, as served in the original 
notice of contest. (McDuffy v. Torpin, Stofer, 355; McCrary on Elee- 
tions, 448.) Certainly after answer filed a supplemental notice of con- 
test can not be held to extend the time for the taking of testimony. 
Contestee’s answer having been served December 22, 1902, the forty cal- 
endar days expired with the 3ist day of January, 1903. Within those 
forty days contestant called no witnesses and took no testimony what- 
ever. On the forty-second day (February 2) contestant proposing to take 
testimony, and having himself been sworn, counsel for contestee objected 
to the taking of any testimony whatever, and in his statement of ob- 
jections said, inter alia: 

George D. Reynolds has slept on his rights, and the forty days dur- 
ing which Congress says testimony for contestee shall be taken have ex- 
pren without his having taken any testimony whatsoever, and George 

. Reynolds has, to all intents and purposes, abandoned his contest, and 
can not now revive the same in the time allotted to contestee in which 
to take testimony had he obeyed the mandatory provision of the law.” 

This and other objections were spread at length upon the record. 
Contestant was then himself examined, but testified simply to the 
service of notice of contest and of the additional grounds of contest. 
Two other witnesses testified also as to the service of these papers, 
and the papers themselves were put in evidence as exhibits, whereupon 
the further taking of testimony was adjourned until February 3. his 
was the 41st calendar day after the service of the answer to the addi- 
tional notice of contest and the 43d after the service of the answer to 
the original notice. One witness was examined and an adjournment 
had to February 4 (the 44th day). Two witnesses were then exam- 
ined and an adjournment had to February 5 (the 45th day). Depo- 
sitions were also taken on the 6th, 7th, 9th, 10th, and 11th of February 
(the 46th, 47th, 49th, 50th, and 51st days). No testimony was at 
any time taken by contestee and none by contestant between Februa 
11 and March 31. Upon the latter date (the 100th day) certain testi- 
mony was taken by contestant. Also upon the Ist, 2d, 3d, 6th, 7th, 
and 10th of April (the 101st, 102d, 103d, 106th, 107th, and 110th 


days). 

Contestant insists that in computing the time under the statute Sun- 
days and legal holidays must be excluded so as to leave 40 working 
days. It has never been so considered and we can not take that view. 
Section 108 of the Revised Statutes, oog part of the same act, refer- 
ring to notice of intention to take depositions, requires that it “shall 
be served so as to allow the opposite 3 sufficient time by the usual 
route of travel to attend and one day for preparation, exclusive of 
Sundays and the day of service.“ The exclusion of Sundays in one 
section and not in the other is very significant. In section 1007 it is 

rovided that in order to make a writ of error a supercedeas it must 

served upon the adverse party “within sixty days, Sundays exclu- 
sive,” and generally where Congress has intended to exclude Sundays 
it has so stated. 

Sundays are included in computations of time, except when the time 
is limited to twenty-four hours, in which case the following day is al- 
lowed.” (Endich on Statutes, sec. 393.) 

“In the computation of statute time an intervening Sunday is to be 
oe unless realy excluded by the statute. (King v. Dowdall, 

Mr. Justice Brown, in Monroe Cattle Co. v. Becker (147 U. S., 55), 
states the general rule to be “that when an act is to be performed 
within a certain number of days and the last day falls on Sunday the 
person charged with the performance of the act has the following day 
to comply with his obligation.” 

Subject to that rule we hold that the statute means calendar days. 
The contestant took no testimony whatever within the time prescribed 

the statute, and some upon which he relies was taken many days 
after the statutory period, even if construed as he desires. 

It is quite true that the statute gonane and limiting the time for 
the taking of testimony is not binding upon this House, which under 
the Constitution is the only and absolute judge of the qualifications 
and elections of its Members. But, as has fr penty been held,. it 
furnishes a wise and wholesome rule of action and ought not to be de- 
parted from except for sufficient cause shown, or where the interests 
of justice clearly uire. It would seem that contestant might have 
commenced and concluded his testimony in this case within forty days. 
Certainly he might have commenced. No reason whatever appears 
upon the record why he could not, or did not, but upon the argument 
before your committee it was stated that counsel for the present con- 
testant were also counsel for Wagoner in his contest, and that some 
or all of them were engaged upon that case most of the time. There 
must, however, have been other counsel in St. Louis quite capable of 
taking such testimony as was taken in this case. 


THE CHARACTER OF THE TESTIMONY. 


The first witness called who testified to anything more than the 
service of papers was William D. Moore, called February 3, 1903 (the 
forty-third calendar day after filing of answer). We quote from his 
testimony as follows: 

“Q. What is your name?—A. William D. Moore. 

. You are a notary public, Mr. Moore?—A. Yes, sir. 

“Did you, as notary public, take any testimony in the contested 
election case of George C. R. Wagoner against James J. Butler for the 
office of Representative in Congress for the short term of the Twelfth 
Congressional district of Missouri ?—A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. Where was that testimony taken?—A. At the city hall in the 
city of St. Louis, Mo. 

“Q. And in what office?—A. Office of the election commissioners. 

“Q. Between about what dates did you take this testimony, Mr. 
Moore?—A. Between December 29, 1902, and January 3, 1903. 

+ * * * * * * 

“Q. Have you now in your possession the original deposition taken 
at the time referred to and which you intend to certify to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives ?—A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Have you also in your possession a carbon copy of all the depo- 
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sitions which you took at the time and place referred to?—A. Yes, sir. 
ic Re I sun ask you if you have examined this carbon copy to-day ?— 
. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Are the pages of the carbon copy, which you say you have ex- 
e 


amined, in the same order in which pages of the deposition are 
arranged ?—A. The pages are Reape the same. All the first pages of 
each precinct are arranged in the same order as the original num- 


bered the same. 


Can 
took at 417 Pine street ?—. es; these are the witnesses: Martin De- 
laney, 3009 Pine street; aange P. Kolb, 317 South Twenty-third 
street; ue 5 L. Shuler, 1030 Clark avenue; Geo: Dabney, 1337 Gay 
street; C. E. Udell, 4009 Westminister place; ter Repscher, 2147 
Adams street; John Stack, 2110 Adams street; I. H. Bradbury, 2124 
ams street; Yeager, 2751 Manchester avenue; William Tay- 


North Beaumont 


Market street; Mrs. Margaret 
Hahn, jr., 114 South Third 
street; M. L. Turner, 2806 Locust street: Gu „Williams, 2149 Eu- 
— street ; 1 street’: Daniel D. Carrol, 
326 Mor; street; E. S. Evertson, 2846 Lawton avenue; 

muth, 202 South Second street; P. M. Cunningham, Tenth aud Locast 
streets; Arthur Kiburz, 611 South Second street; Fritz Schreier, 509 
South Second street; Alex. Wells, 309 Spruce street; Santo Dani, 320 
Walnut street; Otto Weisse, 824 Walnut street; Moses Sa: t, 706 
North Fourteenth street; B. Heyd, 411 North Fourteenth street ; 
Thomas, 1317 Morgan street; Tony Barnes, 1324 Gay street; 
Farrel, Ben McMillan 

street; John H. Bell, 15 


pet E Gall, 102) Maegan crete rien ae 
S Louis J. S 

1320 Spruce street; William’ Heit j 
Faulkner, mounted police station. 


Herman De- 


man, 110 Spruce street; William R. 


Q. Did you have a carbon copy of all the testimony of all of th 
witnesses whose names and addrenses you have given us oy aay 


Yes. 
i e Hisa you that 1 5 5 copy gy ponchos in Bp aE 
Have you carefully compared the carbon copy o e testimon 
of these witnesses with the original?—A. Yes, sir. j 

“Q. Did you find on your examination that the carbon copies were 
true copies of the original in every particular ?—A. Yes, sir. 

"Q: Wave you the carbon copy about which you have just testified in 
your ession?—A. Yes, sir; here it is. 

= (ere witness produces a copy of the testimony of the witnesses 
who testified before him in the case of George C. R. Wagoner against 
James J. Butler, pending before the Fifty-seventh Congress, and whose 
names and addresses are heretofore set out in this FR eo 

“Mr. RICHEY. On behalf of the contestant I now offer this true copy, 
as produced by this witness on behalf of Mr. George D. 3 the 
contestant, and ask that the same be marked Contestant's ibit No. 
8, of February 4, 1903.’ 

“No cross-examination.” 

Mr. Butler was not present, either in Peerage or by counsel, at this 
hearing, having previously given notice t he would not attend any 
hearing, as he protested against the right of contestant to take any 
testimony at all after the iration of forty calendar days. Neither of 
the witnesses Moore and ter were examined at all touching the 
case of Reynolds against Butler. They were called for the single pur- 

of introducing, in that way, the testimony of witnesses examined 
Before them, as notaries public, in the Wagoner case. No notice was 
given Butler that the testimony of the witnesses in the Wagoner case 
was thus to be introduced, and the notice served upon him of contest- 
ant's intention to take testimony did not include even the names of 
Moore and Halter. Several other notaries before whom depositions 
were taken in the Wagoner case were also called, and in like manner 
there were introduced carbon copies of the depositions taken before 
them in the Wagoner case. The testimony of twenty-one witnesses in 
the Wagoner case was thus introduced April 10, 1903 (the one hundred 
and tenth day). These witnesses were examined in the Wagoner case 
between December 19 and December 27, 1902, and the only reason given 
for delay in introducing copies of their d itions in the Reynolds 
case was that the notary would not ler carbon copies until his 
fees were paid. 

It is not pretended that the testimony taken directly in this contest 


dence his counsel gon Wig oe Greenleaf on 
553, which they cite in their br š 


res 
ciple, yet it 
mutu 


That Is not a fair citation, as it omits more than half of the section, 
particularly the following : 

“If the power of cross-examination was more limited in the former 
suit in regard to the matters in controversy in the latter, it would seem 
that the testimony t to be excluded.” 

Furthermore, it omits the fact, manifest from a reading of the entire 
section, and particularly in connection with section yp age the learned 
author referred, in any event, only to cases in which witnesses were 
dead or for some other reason not compellable to testify in person. 

The matter in issue in the Wagon case was the right to a seat in 
e old district. The matter in issue 

th Co 8 
ore not Iden- 
tical. The parties are not the same, 2 that Mr. Butler, the con- 
testee here, was also the contestee in the Wagoner case. He certainly 
did not, in the Wagoner case, have“ Sat pom to cross-examine” the 
witnesses touching the Reynolds case. “power of cross-examina- 
tion was more limited in the former suit, in regard to the matters in 
controversy in the latter.” Indeed, in the Wagoner case, which related 
solely to a seat in the Fifty-seventh Congress, he had no opportunity 
to cross-examine witnesses at all concerning his controve with Rey- 
nolds for a seat in the Fifty-eighth. No questions concern the Rey- 
nolds contest were asked in direct examination of the witnesses, and 
cross-examination concerning it would not have been in order. As a 
matter of fact, he did not cr e them at all in the Wagoner case. 
Doubtless he had his own reasons for not doing so. He may have 
thought it useless to make much of a fight in that district, and yet he 
pone ie have been very anxious to cross-examine them touching the pres- 
ent contest, pains dec election from a changed district more favor- 


able to his use of the elimination of sundry Republican 
precincts wh had been in the old district. He was certainly under 
no obligation to cross-examine them in the Wagoner case, and the fact 


that he did not is no bar to his right to cross-examine them in this 
entirely different controversy. 

It is asserted in contestant’s brief that the elections were held by 
the same officers and by the use of the same official ballots, but he has 
failed to show even that fact by any evidence offered in the case. It 
is not claimed that the witnesses whose testimony in the Wagoner 
ease contestant seeks to introduce are dead or were for any other 
reason beyond the reach of service of subpena. far as we are 
advised their presence could readily have been secured, and failure to 
call them was based purely on-reasons of convenience and expense. 
Under such circumstances, copies of their depositions would not be 
admissible in a court of justice. 

But there is a further objection. Section 108 of the Revised Statutes 


tnesses to be e: 
was not given the names of the witnesses whose testimony in the Wag- 
oner case it was proposed to introduce in this contest, and in at least 
one important instance the notice to him did not even eve the names 
of the notaries public who were called as witnesses in contest for 
5 purpose of proving the depositions of numerous witnesses in the 

agoner case. 
if all the testimony offered by contestant were to be 

ven its full effect it is deficient in at least one very 
cular. In the notice of contest it is alleged that over 
1 ballots were received and counted by the judges of elec- 
tion, and t “the es so voting. were not legally — igang voters 
and were not entitled to vote at said election.” We exami- 


Sy, 
ing at 666, a paper entitled Contestant's Exhibit No. 14 of Feb- 
ruary sg 10 Mo.” 
This exhibit purports to contain the d 


the Wagoner case, produced a book, ere, e he said: 

the qualified voters of the 
district for the election of November 4 and 
thereafter, 1902—that is, the official list.” 


It a rs from the testimony that that book was marked “ Exhibit 
cC” in Wagoner case. It was not printed with the testimony in 
that case. But it was undoubtedly submitted to and used by the com- 


mittee in preparing its re contestant 
Reynolds to the Clerk of the House with the testimony in this case, nor 
roduced before your committee, and therefore, although we find in the 
estimony what N ary to be lists of the names of the persons who 
voted, showing also whether they voted for Butler or for Reynolds, we 
are utterly unable to tell who of said voters were registered and who 
were not, or to what extent such persons as were unregistered yoted, 
either for Butler or for Reynolds. 

Our conclusions are more succinctly stated in the following: 


SUMMARY, 


1. No part of contestant’s testimony as taken within the for 
allowed by statute for that yg te and some of it was taken as 
the 110th day after answer 8 
been shown for the delay. 

2. The witnesses . whose testimony contestant relies were not 
called and examined in this case, but he introduced carbon coples 
of their depositions, taken by a different contestant in a former case, 
conce: a seat in a diferent Congress, and from a diferent district. 
The present contestee was contestce also in the earlier case, but did not 
then have full power of cross-examination of said witnesses touching 
the present contest. 

3. The contestee was not given the names of the witnesses in the 


days 
te as 
No good and sufficient reason bas 
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former case whose d tions contestant proposed to introduce in this 

ease, nor of his intention to introduce ach testimony, and in some in- 

stances was not given in advance, as the statue requires, the names of 

the witnesses who. were called in this ease and by whom the deposi- 

Nons wea the witnesses in the former case were proved or attempted to 
roved. 

. There is no evidence that all or any of the witnesses, carbon copies 
of whose depositions in the Wagoner case haye been introduced in this 
— 9 ba omg RA were for any other reason not compellable to attend 

t contest. 

5. Neither the original, nor any copies of the official registry lists 
having been furnished, it is impossible to determine what votes were 
ill by reason of having been cast by un op ier as charged. 
pon the whole case your committee recommends the adoption of the 
9 resolution, viz: 

“Resolved, That Committee on Elections No. 2 shall be, and is hereby, 
. an from further consideration of the contested-election case of 
S ae oas v. James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Congressional 

et o url.“ 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] yield me two or three minutes of time? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Nomxsox] for five minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, my service of six 
years till this Congress on Elections Committee No. 2, in charge 
of these cases against James J. Butler, of the Twelfth district 
of Missouri, gave me an intimate knowledge of the former 
cases and considerable knowledge of the one now reported to 
the House. 

I take pleasure in congratulating that committee, acting under 
its able chairman, in the unanimity in this decision and in its 
former record of judicial and unanimous judgment that charac- 
terized its action during my term of membership thereon. 

With the possible exception of one decision against this con- 
testee in the former Congress, its action has met the unanimous 
indorsement of this House. A record of years of fairness and 
impartiality such as this should no be passed over at this time 
without a deserved compliment. : 

Mr. Butler, it so happens, was three times elected within two 
years, and by a new apportionment in two different districts. 
He was twice unseated, the last time in the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress in the most bitter contest on the floor of the House for 
weeks, and until this action by the committee has had a third 
contest pending. ‘These circumstances justly entitle these pro- 
ceedings to be among the causes célébres, no more by reason 
of the troubles and annoyances that the Representative of the 
Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri has incurred, but 
as the only case in eight years of active work that Election 
Committee No 2 has divided in opinion. 

I congratulate the chairman, Mr. OLMSTED of Pennsylvania, 
and the membership of that committee on these many years of 
good work. : 

Mr. OLMSTED. While the committee is willing to accept 
congratulations as far as they are entitled to the same, partic- 
ularly when coming from one, himself so fair as, during six 
years of service, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON] 
proved himself, we by no means concede the correctness of the 
statement of the gentleman that Mr. Butler was three times 
elected. It is true that he has been three times returned as 
elected, but we are well satisfied that he was not elected to the 
Fifty-seventh Congress at all, and there may be some reasonable 
doubt as to his haying been elected to this Congress. But the 
contrary has not been proved. He holds the certificate, and 
the case against him has not been clearly proved. Therefore he 
will retain his seat if this resolution is adopted. 

I believe the contestant, Mr. Reynolds, to be a very estimable 
gentleman. He formerly resided in Pennsylvania, where he 
still has many friends who are also friends of mine. He has 
important friends in many parts of the country, as well as in St. 
Louis, who will regret that he is not to be seated. Personally, 
I should like him for a colleague and should be glad to vote to 
that end could I conscientiously say that his right to the seat 
has been established—— 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask what may be considered 
an informal question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I 
have sat here, Mr. Speaker, for several sessions and have seen 
many parties contesting the seats of those who were returned 
as Members of this House; and I have noticed, or have believed 
at least, that in many instances those contests were made chiefly 
for the purpose of annoying those who were returned as Mem- 
bers, and for the money that the contestant got out of the Treas- 
ury to support his contention. I believe that it would be well if 
we should make a rule here and now that no man who contests 
the election of a man who is properly and legally returned as 
a Member of this House, and who is unable to substantiate his 
contest, should be paid his or any part of his expenses. It seems 
to me, Mr. Speaker, that this matter of contesting a Member's 
seat is very like a contest in court. If a plaintiff there thinks 


he has an action against a defendant, he brings a suit, summons 
his witnesses, employs his attorney, incurs his expenses, and if 
he is not successful he must defray those expenses. If he is suc- 
cessful the defendant defrays them in part. I see no reason 
why we here should favor and give encouragement to people 
who were not returned by the proper officers as Members of 
this House, to contest seats of those who are returned as Mem- 
bers on the ground that we will defray the expenses of the con- 
test. These tables will turn sooner or later. It looks now as 
though it would be somewhat later. [Laughter.] But the tide 
will turn, and then the shoe will be on the other foot. I do not 
believe in encouraging any man to come here and contest the 
seat of a man who is lawfully and properly returned by the 
people and the officers who have that matter in charge. As I 
say, I believe it is done in many instances chiefly for the money 
that they can get out of it and the little notoriety that at- 
taches. And while I do not know that this is the proper time 
or occasion to bring up this matter, if it can be brought up I 
want to record my vote as against allowing any contestant one 
cent for any contest of the seat of a Member who is properly 
returned if the contestant fails in his contest. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Unless he makes his contest good. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter which does not 
arise here. It may be considered by the House at the proper 
time, but it is not within the jurisdiction of the committee which 
made this report. I will state, however, that there is no law nor 
practice now of allowing all expenses. Neither party can, un- 
der existing law, receive more than $2,000, and there is hardly 
an important contested-election case in which a large amount of 
testimony is taken in which the expenses of the parties do not 
largely exceed that sum. 

Mr. THAYER. I should like to ask the gentleman what rea- 
son or sense is there in allowing a man who comes here with no 
case to get even the $2,000? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that there was in this case a prima facie ground of con- 
test. It is within the power of the House, and perhaps of the 
Committee on Appropriations or the Elections Committee, in any 
case where a contest is clearly a wanton and frivolous one, to 
deny all expenses whatever. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] suggests that, and he is entirely correct. There 
have been cases in which nothing whatever has been allowed for 
expenses. I do not, however, desire to be understood as sug- 
gesting that this is that kind of a case. 

Mr. THAYER. How can you get at the matter, I should like 
to know? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Whenever an appropriation bill comes up 
carrying an item of this character it is quite within the power 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, or any other Member, to 
fully question the Appropriations Committee or the Elections 
Committee before which the case was heard as to the charac- 
ter of the contest, and to determine whether or not in that par- 
ticular case any expenses at all should be allowed, or if any, 
then what amount. 

Mr. BOWIE. I want to state, for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that Elections Committee No. 1 has 
in at least one case within my knowledge held that a contest 
was simulated, and therefore refused to recommend the allow- 
ance of expenses to the contestant, and they were not allowed; 
and I think that any elections committee would refuse to rec- 
ommend the allowance of expenses where the contest was 
clearly simulated or fraudulent. It is within the power of the 
Elections Committee to recommend to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee the allowance of these fees up to $2,000, or to recommend 
their disallowance. That is all I wanted to say. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think that is the fact. The gentleman is 
entirely correct. 

Mr. BOWIE. I know it has been done in one case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I so understand it. I will call for a vote, 
Mr. Speaker, if there are no further remarks. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Otmstep, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OUACHITA RIVER, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15317) to build a 
bridge across the Ouachita River, Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is upon the House Calendar. The 
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gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is amended by substitute. 
be no objection, the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk reported the substitute. It proposes that the Inter- 
urban Transit Company, a corporation organized and existing 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Arkansas, be, 
and it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a draw- 
bridge across the Ouachita River, in the State of Arkansas, at 
or near Camden, Ark., at a point which may hereafter be se- 
lected by said Interurban Transit Company for crossing said 
river with its line of railway and agreed upon by the Secretary 
of War. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the 
passage of electric railway cars; and all street railroad com- 
panies desiring the use of the bridge shall have equal privileges 
in the passage of trains or cars over the same and over the 
approaches thereto, upon payment of a reasonable compensation 
for such use; and in case of disagreement in regard to the 
terms of such use, or the rates to be paid, the matter at issue 
shall be decided by the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to the fact that in line 17, page 5, there 
seems to be a misprint. The word “constructed” should be 
stricken out and the word “ construed ” inserted. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the bill be 
amended in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the bill will be so 
amended. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion now is on agreeing to the substitute as amended. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WALLACE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


If there 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be 
recognized a moment in order to make a statement to the 
House. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who is 
the author of the minority bill in this case, and who has charge 
of the time in opposition to the bill, is, as I am informed, sick 
and almost unable to attend. He might be forced to attend by 
the debate, but the debate went over yesterday, as I am in- 
formed, at the request of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL], who had a business engagement. I think that the debate 
ought to go over to-day because of the gentleman from Georgia’s 
illness and indisposition. 

We have telephoned to him that it looked as if the debate 
would not go over and that he must come up if he can. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] just now informs me 
that he has received a reply to the message and that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] says that he is too sick to 
come up under any circumstances. I do not know who wants to 
talk on the bill one way or the other. I can not take his place, 
and besides, if I could, it is as much a part of a man’s duty in 
contro! of one side or the other of a debate on a bill to hear 
what takes place on the other side, to listen to the arguments, in 
order that he may reply to them, as it is to make his own argu- 
ment. 

I ask unanimous consent that the question may go over. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, one more word. It will involve no peculiar dif- 
ficulty, because the order of the House is already such that the 
measure is tailed onto the regular and privileged business of 
the House. I ask unanimous consent that the matter may go 
over until the gentleman from Georgia can be in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous consent that the 
consideration of this bill may go over until another day. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly 
that 1 shall have to object to unanimous consent. I do not 
think there is any trouble about making the arrangement satis- 
factory to both sides. The appropriation bills are likely to 
come on pretty rapidly after this week. This matter ought to 
be disposed of, and general debate will take no more time to-day 
than it will to-morrow. I understand that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is now on his way here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; the gentleman from 
Georgia is not on his way here. We have just received a mes- 
sage that he is too ill to come to the House. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I had a full and complete under- 


standing with the gentleman from Georgia that the bill should 
come up to-day, and I traveled all last night myself in order 
to be here. Now, the suggestion I have to offer to the gentle- 
man is that we go on with the general debate to-day. To- 
morrow is claims day, and if it goes over to-day, it will go over 
to-morrow, and kind Providence only knows what will come 
up next Monday. ‘This bill may lose its absolute right of way 
by being prevented from consideration by appropriation bills 
and numerous other questions of a privileged character. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the wisest thing to do is to go 
on with the general debate now, with the understanding that if 
the time is not fully occupied the rest of the afternoon in gen- 
eral debate we will then adjourn and let the general debate go 
over until to-morrow, so that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT] will not have his time taken away from him at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is true there was an un- 
derstanding between the gentleman from Georgia and the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. It is also true, as I understand. that 
there was an understanding prior to that that the matter should 
come up yesterday. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That was my understanding, 
in order to convenience the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Nothing of the kind, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
will remember that it went over and was subject to come up 
yesterday. That is what I mean. Subsequently was there not 
an agreement between the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] that it 
should not come up yesterday, because the gentleman from Con- 
necticut had a business trip that he wished to make? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to add this remark only, that it is just as important for the man 
in charge of the opposition of a bill or in charge of the bill itself 
to be able to hear, in order to reply to what is said upon the 
other side, as it is to be able to be present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
move a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, as the Chair understands it, the practice is, under 
the rules, if the gentleman desires to raise the question of con- 
sideration, or its equivalent, to antagonize the motion that the 
House do resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. And if the House refuse to so do, then the 
gentleman gains his point. 

i ans WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
nquiry. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Unless I am forced to do so 
I do not desire to be put in that attitude. Would it be in order 
to make a motion, as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, that the bill do go over? And if so, I 
would rather make that than to raise the question of considera- 
tion. I have no objection to.its consideration except to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
that in the opinion of the Chair the gentleman’s motion would 
not be in order, because it can not be debated until it is before 
the House and until consideration of the bill begins. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Speaker, at this 
point I shall raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman raises that question by an- 
tagonizing the motion. 

Mr. PADGETT rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire, as a member of the 
committee, to join in the request of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think we better have the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, ob- 
jection being made to further debate while the gentleman from 
Mississippi had the floor. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Connecticut that the House do resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Hit of Connecticut) there were—ayes 111, noes 115. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 319 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 131, 


answered present” 8, not voting 115, as follows: 


YEAS—132, 
Acheson. Davis, Minn. Kinkaid Payne 
S a EIo ES 
vener, op 
Bartholat Driscoll 5 Reeder 
yle 
well Lacey Roberts 
Bede Dwight Lafı Scott 
Beidler Landis, Frederick Smith, III. 
Bingham E. Smith, Iowa 
Bisho Foster, Vt. Liiley Smith, Pa. 
Bou Fuller Littauer Smith, Samuel W. 
Bowersock Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bradley Gardner, Mich. Longworth athard 
ick Gardner, N. J. Southwick 
Brown, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. Loudenslager Spalding 
Brown, Wis. Gillett, Cal. Lovering 7 — 
Brownlow Gillett, Mass. Staford 
Burke Graf McCleary, Minn. Steenerson 
Burkett Greene „PA. Ster! 
Butler, Pa, Hamilton MeLachlan Stevens, Minn. 
pbell Hedge Mahon Sulloway 
Capron Henry, Conn. Marshall Tawney 
Conner He Miller Thomas, Ohio 
Cooper, Pa. Hildebrant Minor 2 1 
Cooper, Wis. Hill, Conn. Mondell Townsend 
Cousins Hinshaw Moon, Pa. Volstead 
Crumpacker. Holliday Morrell Vreeland 
rrier Howell, N. J. Murdock Wanger 
Curtis unter N Wiley, N. J. 
Cushman Jackson, Md. Olmsted Wilson, III. 
Dalzell Jones, Wash. Otjen W. ard 
Daniels Kennedy Overstreet Wright 
Ketcham almer The Speaker 
NATS—131. 
Adamson Gillespie Lever 
Baker Glass Lewis Ryan 
Bankhead Goebel Scarborough 
Bassett Gooch Lindsay Shackleford 
Beall, Tex. Goulden Little g 
Bell, Cal. G Sher 
Eara gu 2 . 
nynge zudger fucking 
Rowers Hamlin McDermott — 
Bowie Hardwiek MeLain th, Ky. 
Breazeale Harrison Macon Smith, 
Brundidge Hay Maddox Sna 
Bu Heflin Mann 8 
Rurleson Hepburn Maynard 5 
Burnett Hitchcock Miers, Ind. Spight 
yrd Hog oon, 8 ns, Tex. 
Caldwell Hopkins Norris Sullivan, Mass. 
Candler Houston Padgett Talbott 
Cassingham Hughes, N. J. P: Thomas, Iowa 
Clayton Humphreys, Miss. Patterson, N. C. Thomas, 
Cowherd Hunt Pierce Trimble 
Croft James Pinckney Underwood 
Davey, La. Johnson Pou Van Duzer 
y Jones, Va. Wade 
Dinsmore _ Kehoe Raine Wallace 
a aid 92 ‘Keliher Randell, Tex. Webb 
Fiel Kitchin, Claude La. Webber 
Finley Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea eisse 
Fitzgerald Kline Richardson, Ala. Williams, Ill. 
Fitzpatrick Lamar, Fla. Rixey Williams, Miss. 
French Lamb Robb Wynn 
Garber Legare Robinson, Ark. Zenor 
Garner Lester Robinson, Ind. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—8. 
Clark Cromer Goldt. Patterson, Pa. 
Cockran, N. T. Deemer Meyer, Sherman 
$ NOT VOTING—115. 
Aiken Draper Jenkins Scudder 
Alexander Emerich ~ Kluttz Shiras 
mes Evans Lamar, Mo. Shull 
Babcock Flack Landis, Chas. B. Sibley 
Badger. Flood Livernash Slem 
Bartlett Fordney Lorimer Smal 
Renny Foster, III. MeAndrews Smith, N. T. 
Birdsall Fowler McCarthy Southall ~- 
Brandegee Gaines, Tenn. MeMorran Stanley 
Brantley Gardner, Mass. MeNary Sullivan, N. T. 
Brooks Gi Mahoney 
Broussard Gilbert Marsh Swanson 
Buckman Granger Martin Tate 
Burleigh Griffith Morgan Taylor 
Burton Grosvenor. M hayer 
Izutler, Mo. Haskins Nevin Vandiver 
Calderhead Haugen Otis Van Voorhis, 
Hearst Parker Wachter 
Castor Hemenway Patterson, Tenn. Wadsworth 
Cochran, Mo. Henry, Tex. Pearre Warner 
Connell Hill, Miss. Powers, Me. Warnock 
Cooper, Tex. Hitt ctr Mass. aoe 
Crowley Howard 
Davidson Howell, Utah Hichardeen, Tenn. Wiley. 
Davis, Fla. Huff Rider bat dian 
Dayton Hughes, W. Va. Ronerteen, La. wien N. T. 
De Armond Rodenberg Wood 
Dickerman Humphrey, Wash. Rucker, Young 
Dixon Jackson, Ohio Ruppert 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs; 

For the vote: 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. McCartuy with Mr. LIVERNASH. 

Mr. McMorgan with Mr. McNary. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Ropenrere with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. Warnock with Mr. THAYER. 

For the day: 

Mr. Burton with Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. BENNY. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Castor with Mr. Cocuran of Missouri. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. Drxon with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. EMERICH. 

Mr. Forpney with Mr. Froop. 

Mr. Fowter with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. DE ARMOND, 

Mr. Haskins with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. Haucen with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Hewenway with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. Hrrr with Mr. HOWARD. 

Mr. Hugues of West Virginia with Mr. KTLurrz. 

Mr. Hut with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SCUDDER. 

Mr. Marsu with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Martın with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. Oris with Mr. RIDER. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Cockran of New York, 

Mr. SELEY with Mr, STANLEY. 

Mr. SITH of New York with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Witson of New York. 

Mr. Wapsworts with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

Mr. Warner with Mr. WIr of Alabama. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON with Mr. SOUTHALL. 

After the holidays: 

Mr. BurtercH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BmosaLL with Mr. HLL of Mississippi. 

Mr. Brooks with Mr. Coorkn of Texas. 

Mr. Buckman with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 

Mr. Casset with Mr. Goocx. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 

Mr. Cromer with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Dearer with Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. Frack with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. McANpDREWS. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. VAN VoorHis with Mr. CASSINGHAM. 

For the session: 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

Mr. Deemer with Mr. SHULL. 

Mr. CHARLES B. Lanois with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. Parrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will order a recapitulation of the 

vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The name of the Speaker was called and he yoted “ aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CURRENCY CONDITIONS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DALZELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 4831. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to 
be placed in any false light in regard to this vote. My only 
purpose in making this motion to-day to go into Committee 
of the Whole to consider this bill was that the general debate 
might be advanced. I had no thought of closing debate to-day. 
A number of gentlemen on this side desire to speak to-morrow. 
I understand that some gentlemen on that side desire to 
speak ; and the only purpose was, not to procure a vote to-day— 
and it would be impossible in the Committee of the Whole 
House, as the committee would be forced to go back into the 


320 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 15, 


House—but simply to advance debate as much as possible. 
Now, having consumed two hours on this side, I will ask if any 
one on that side—or rather opposed to the bill, for I will not 
say that side is opposed to the bill, but members on that side 
who are opposed to the bill—desires to take any time? I would 
ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus] if he de- 
sires to-assign any time in opposition to the bill? 

Mr. MADDOX. Why do you not go ahead on that side 
instead of waiting until to-morrow? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In view of the fact that we have 
consumed two hours on this side and desire to close the debate 
to-morrow, I think it would hardly be fair for those in favor 
of the bill to take all the time now and for those opposed to 
the bill to have the time to-morrow. I trust that the time 
will be taken alternately, so that we should have the oppor- 
tunity to close debate on this side to-morrow. 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not know of anybody that wants to 
speak on it; I do not know anything about it. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who has charge of this bill, is 
sick in bed at the hotel and not able to be here. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That does not prevent gentlemen 
from speaking who desire to speak. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that the gentleman from Connecticut is asking about the time 
on this side. The gentleman is aware of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who has the time list, is 
in bed sick. I know nothing about who wants to speak in 
opposition to the bill. That was part of the statement made 
before. I believe the last speech was made in opposition to the 
bill, and the next one ‘ought to be made upon that side. The 
gentleman from Connecticut can go on, and perhaps I can find 
out something about it. I do not know. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman from Mississippi 
was out of the Hall a moment ago. I have stated that there 
was no desire at any time to force the bill to a vote, but there 
are certain gentlemen on this side who desire to discuss the 
bill to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is not to force the bill to 
a vote, but there is evidently a desire to run the bill along in 
the absence of the gentleman in charge of the opposition. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I yield ten minutes or as much 
additional time as he may desire to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylyania. Mr. Chairman, we seem to 
have as much difficulty in getting on with the discussion of this 
measure as the Committee of Banking and Currency seem to 
have had in reporting the measure. It is natural that such 
should be the case in view of the importance of this question 
and the great divergence of views which exist among those who 
have carefully studied it, and therefore I can clearly see how 
these difficulties arise. I congratulate the committee on the 
bill that they have submitted for the consideration of the House, 
and I think the whole tenure of its nature is one that will be apt 

_to meet with approval. When we think that this deals with the 
question upon which the successful running of our Government 
and business matters depends, then we know that such a measure 
should be carefully considered. The currency of the country is 
the means by which all exchanges in trade and commerce are 
made, and when the measure of value and the means of exchange 
are not sound and reliable, and founded on a basis which insures 
not only its perpetuity but its equilibrium, we can readily see 
the difficulty the committee had before it in framing the bill 
which they have submitted for our approval. 

Mr. Chairman, the currency of our country as existing in bank 
notes is composed of the following sums: Of the greenbacks 
there are $346,000,000; of national-bank notes, $460,000,000; of 
silyer certificates, $447,000,000; of gold certificates, $531,000,000 ; 
of Treasury notes, $11,000,000. These, with the gold coin in 
circulation, forms the means of exchange and méasure of value 
for all of our commercial transactions. There have been certain 
provisions which have been passed by Congress from time to 
time for the regulation of the issuance of this currency, for the 
amount of its redemption at the time, together with other mat- 
ters, trying to preserve the equilibrium to which I have referred. 

This bill is entitled “A bill to improve currency conditions,” 
and, in my judgment, I think the whole tenor of the bill is, in 
that direction, on conservative lines and practical in each detail. 
The first section changes the act of Congress which limited the 
receipts from internal revenue to be deposited by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the designated depositories. In the stirring 
financial times we have seen within the past few years, when 
the money market became so stringent that a panic occurred 
and even worse evils threatened the prosperity of the country, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury was appealed to to release 
some of the funds in his keeping, and which belonged to the 
Government of the United States, he said it was not in his 


power so to do, although there were vast sums of ready money 
locked up in the Treasury vaults, because, owing to the act 
which stated that the receipts from customs could not be loaned 
out, he had released all of the money that was in his power to 
release under the law. i : 

The object of the first clause of this bill is to cure that evil. 
The necessity for the restriction which was enacted years ago 
has passed. It was enacted in order that the gold receipts taken 
under the law from customs should be retained in the Treasury 
for the preservation of the gold standard and for the safety of 
the currency that was circulating throughout the land. As I 
say, this necessity having passed away, it is not considered ad- 
visable to have two kinds of currency, so to speak, or, rather, 
two lots of currency, with restrictions on one and not on the 
other, when their nature is identical in kind. So this removes 
that restriction and will give power to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deposit, when in his judgment the necessity occurs, 
the customs receipts as well as the internal-revenue receipts in 
the designated depositories of the United States, and thus be 
able to relieve the stringency of the money market and ayoid 
some of the terrible collapses of the near past. 

In order to prevent the banks from drawing the circulation 
too fast, it was limited by law to the amount of $3,000,000 per 
month. Experience has shown that this was not a wise provi- 
sion, because often the banks desire to reduce their circulation 
at a more rapid rate. This prohibition of the law stood in the 
way, and accordingly it was limited tothat amount. This made 
the currency larger than there was any necessity for—a condi- 
tion which always leads to speculation and inflation. It 
stopped the elasticity of the currency, which is deemed by all 
the writers on that subject its most important characteristic, 
in order that the currency can expand and contract according to 
the business needs of the country. ; 

The second section of this act proposes to remove that restric- 
tion of $3,000,000 a month, and, as this section of the act reads, 
it would leave the amount unlimited. 

That would certainly be a very dangerous thing to do, for it 
would enable large banking institutions, if they chose, to con- 
tract the currency by rapidly reducing their circulation to such 
an extent that they might affect the money markets, and thereby 
injure the business prosperity of the country, The gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] informed us that an amendment 
was to be made to this section, and that it was to be left in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the amount 
that should be allowed to be withdrawn. I think with that 
amendment that this section will be sound and desirable to be 
n into the law relating to our currency. Section 3 
provides: > 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, without re-. 
gard to any heretofore prescribed limit of amount of subsidiary silver 
coinage, and as public necessities may demand from time to time, to re- 
coin standard silver dollars from cash in the general fund in the Treas- 
ury into such authorized denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he 
may deem necessary to meet public requirements. 


Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to go into any argument re- 
lating to the silyer question or the ratio between gold and silver, 
or any other such question as might be brought into this dis- 
cussion, for I consider it to be a simple proposition that has 
nothing to do with the larger and greater question, but that it is 
a pratical suggestion as to how we might use and put into circu- 
lation the silver dollars now lying dormant, you might say, in 
the United States Treasury. 

The people as a rule do not like the silver dollar. I know 
most people feel as I do. If I receive a silver dollar in change 
I pass it along and let the next man carry it, as quickly as possi- 
ble, because a paper note is much lighter and more convenient. 
The silver dollars will be utilized in supplying a demand of the 
people for smaller subsidiary coinage. 

In every part of the country the cry goes up for change. It 
is a well-known fact that over 95 per cent of the exchanges in 
the commercial world are made by checks, drafts, and bills. It 
is only the smaller transactions that are now paid for in coin 
and in small amounts, and hence the great demand throughout 
the country for small bills and small change, and when this 
smaller currency is issued it is absorbed so quickly that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has exhausted all the amount he is 
now allowed to coin into subsidiary coin from the silver. This 
will enable him to supply the demand of the country and at the 
same time use up these silver dollars. I would say here, Mr. 
Chairman, that there is one point not touched on in this bill 
which I fegret very much. It is the general opinion of sound 
financiers that the greenbacks of our country should be retired. 
I know it is a most difficult problem, I know it is against the 
popular cry, Why should you pay interest on bonds to retire the 
greenbacks when we are getting a currency circulation for 
nothing? 
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In my judgment the best time to reform all the faults in the 
currency or in the laws that run contrary to the received opin- 
ions of those who have made the best study of this question is 
in the day of our prosperity. You can not do it in times of de- 
pression. Then the people are restless and suffering and they 
will not listen to any doctrines, as they describe such things to 
be. I have made some study of the questions of finance and 
taken a special course thereon, but the more I read and the 
more I study the more I become convinced that the finances of 
a nation are very similar to the finances of an individual, and 
that a nation, like an individual, is never so well off as when out 
of debt and when there are outstanding few promises to pay and 
few obligations to meet. The greenback is nothing in the world 
but a promissory note issued on the credit of the Government 
of the United States. It is true that the credit of our Govern- 
ment is such that that greenback will be taken by anybody any- 
where, who is glad to get it. But times are not always so pros- 
perous. Revenues may not always be so great. We may have 
conditions similar to those that we had during the civil war, 
when these notes were issued. All governments, in times of 
great distress, resort to the issuing of bonds and of fiat money, 
but it is not considered sound finance, and is never done except 
under great stress of adverse circumstances.’ I am sorry that 
the committee did not see a way to bring in a measure devising 
some gradual retirement of these promises to pay which are 
outstanding against the United States Government. In accord- 
ance with the greater demand for the issuance of smaller notes 
the fourth section of this act provides: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to receive deposits of gold coin with the urer or any assistant 
treasurer of the United States, in sums of not less than $10, and lo is- 
sue gold certificates therefor in denominations of not less than $10, and 


the coin so deposited shall be retained in the Treasury and held for the 
payment of such certificates on demand, and used for no other purpose. 


This provides for the issue of gold certificates in denominations 
of not less than $10 instead of not less than $20 as formerly: 
I regret to find that there is no restriction placed on the amount 
of the issuance of these notes. The Secretary of the Treasury 
in his report, unless I am mistaken, suggested that they be 
only reissued to one-eighth of the amount of the whole sum. 
There is a danger in the unlimited issuance of $10 notes, and 
while it may be considered remote, nobody can foretell what 
may take place in the way of political changes, and if these 
notes are issued in unlimited quantities in sums of $10 the 
larger notes might be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
if he was opposed to the present system of finance in larger 
sums than twenty and fifty dollar bills in greenbacks, and then 
the following result might happen: All the banking institutions 
hold the larger notes for their reserves and for transmission, 
owing to the fact that they are more easily handled and less 
costly to remit by express. If the larger denominations of 
greenbacks were issued they might be held as a reserve by the 
institutions, and then suddenly brought to the Treasury and 
their redemption in gold demanded. : 

And so the gold reserves of this country might be depleted 
and drawn out, not by redemption of the gold notes, but by re- 
demption of greenbacks, which would be a very serious thing 
and might lead ultimately to serious consequences. I would like 
to see an amendment offered to this, putting some restriction 
of one hundred millions or something that would reduce this 
amount and not leave it open, as it woud be under this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania has expired. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
‘sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKIN- 
SON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate lad passed 
without amendment bill of the following title: 

II. R. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania,“ approved 
February 1, 1903. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 342. An act for the improvement of the Mount Rainier 
National Park, in the State of Washington. f ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: - t 

Senate concurrent resolution 88. : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause y 
survey to be made of Portland Harbor, Maine, to include Fore River 
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above Portland bridge, and the entrance to Back Cove, with a view to 

widening and deepening the channels at those localities, and to submit 

estimates for such improvements. : 
Senate concurrent resolution. 87. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause an examination and survey to be made and an estimate 
submitted of the cost of Improving the Bay of Monterey, California, to 
meet the demands of commerce. i 

The message also announced that the Senate had made the 
following order: X : 

Whereas the House of Representatives, on the 14th day of Decem- 
ber, 1904, by five of its members, Mr. PALMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
JENKINS of Wisconsin, Mr. GILLETT of California, Mr. CLAYTON of 
Alabama, and Mr. SMITH of agg wef at the bar of the Senate im- 
rt ee Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United 

tates for the northern district of Florida, of high crimes and mis- 
demeanors in office, and informed the Senate that the House of Repre- 
sentatives will in due time exhibit particular articles of im hment 
against him and make good the same, and likewise demanded that the 
Senate take order for the appearance of the said Charles Swayne to 
answer the said impeachment: Therefore . 

Ordered, That the Senate will, according to its standing rules and 

orders in such cases provided, take proper order thereon (upon the 
resentation of the actities of impeachment), of which due notice shall 
given to the House of Representatives. 
* 8 That the Secretary acquaint the House of Representatives 
erewith. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CURRENCY CONDITIONS, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentlemen on the other side to now use some of their time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not find 
anybody in opposition to the bill who desires to address the 
House at this time. The advocates of the bill have consumed 
something over one hour. This side has occupied twenty min- 
utes. The debate might as well close now. ‘ 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will yield fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman from 
Connecticut can not yield to anybody now. The agreement in 
the House was that the time should be divided equally between 
those in advocacy of the bill and those in opposition to the bill. 
Gentlemen on his side have already consumed more than an 
hour of time, while on this side we have consumed about twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is a new 
point of order to me, on which I would like a decision. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under an agree- 


ment, such as was had in this case, it is not in the power of one 
side to close debate by refusing to go on. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The agreement was that this 
bill should continue as unfinished business, and that the time, 
for general debate should be divided equally between the adyo-. 
cates of the bill and those opposed to it, and that the gentleman 
from Connecticut should control one half of the time and the 
gentleman from Georgia should control the other half. The 
gentleman from Georgia is not here. I do not know to whom he 
has promised time. He was expected to speak himself. No-, 
body. else that I know of is ready on this side. The other side 
has occupied more than one-half of the time. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The time on that side of the House, repre- 

sented by the gentleman from Mississippi, could be made equal, 
of course, in general debate; but general debate can not be. 
closed by a refusal of one side of the House to go on and debate 
the question. - 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think it has been the uni- 
form practice of the House, when debate has been equally di- 
vided, and we ran out of debating material, to close the debate. 
But if that is the ruling of the Chair, I move that general 
debate be closed, and in making that motion I will say that the 
other side has already had two or three times as much time as 
those in opposition to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi appre- 
ciates the fact that general debate can not be closed by order 
of the Committee of the Whole; it can only be closed in the 
House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I can make a motion that, 
after five minutes the debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in Committee of the Whole in general 
debate. i 

` Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee rise, in order to report to the House. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I had not yielded the floor, Mr. 


Chairman, to the gentleman from Mississippi for any such pur- 


pose. I had yielded fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Powers]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion is in order, but is not debat- 
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able. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hitt of Connecticut) there were 50 ayes and 33 noes. 

So the committee determined to rise. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4831, 
and had comé to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, under the agree- 
ment made in the House the other day the gentleman from 


Georgia and the gentleman from Connecticut were to control the 


time, the former in opposition and the latter in advotacy of 
the pending bill. The time for general debate was to be equally 
divided between the two sides in advocacy of and in opposition to 
the bill. The advocates of the bill have consumed something 
over an hour's time. The opponents of the bill have consumed 
something like half an hour. The gentleman from Georgia 
being absent and in bed sick, I, being unadvised of his list of 
debaters, have not been able to find anyone to speak this morn- 
ing. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] was to have 
spoken himself, and perhaps somebody was to have followed 
him to-morrow, but I do not know. At any rate I do not know 
of anyone who wishes to occupy further time. I therefore 
move, for it is patent to the House that there is no use for one 
side doing all the debating on a particular bill—I move that gen- 
eral debate be closed, and on that I move the previous question. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
close general debate upon the bill H. R. 4831 in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and upon that hé 
asks the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the 

motion is on the previous question? 

The SPHAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 
The question now is on closing general debate. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hux of Connecticut) there were—ayes 93, noes 66. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, general debate hay- 
ing been closed, in violation of the agreement made by the minor- 
. ity, I now move that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency 
conditions. 

The question was taken; and on-a division (demanded by 
Mr. Hutt of Connecticut) there were—ayes 87, noes 81. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I demand tell- 
ers. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I will 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 107, 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 151, as follows: 


YEAS—122, 
‘Adams, Pa. Dwight Knowland Scott 
A Wis. isch Kyle Shiras 
t Evans Lacey Smith, III. 
Bates . — Lafean Smith, Iowa 
Bede Foster, Vt. Landis, Chas. B. Smith, Samuel W. 
Beidler r Lawrence Smith, Pa. 
Boutell Gaines, W. Va. Lilley Sou 
Bowersock Gardner, Mich, Littauer Southwick 
Bradley Gillet, N. X. Longworth Spalding 
Brick Gillett, u rry A 
Brown, Pa. Gillett, Mass. Lovering Steenerson 
Burke raf McCall Sterling 
Burkett Greene McCarthy Stevens, Minn, 
Butler, Pa. Hamilton McCleary, Minn. Sulloway 
Calderhi Hemenway McLachlan ‘Tawney 
Campbell iradi Conn. MeMorran Thomas, Ohio 
Capron Hermann Mahon rell 
Cooper, Pa. Hildebrant Marshall ‘Townsend 
Cousins Hill, Conn. Miller Volstead 
Crumpacker. Hinshaw Morgan reeland 
Currier Holliday Morrell Wanger 
Curtis Howell, N. J. Mudd Webber 
Cushman Huff Needham Weems 
Dalzell Hull Olmsted Wiley, N. J. 
Daniels 8 Wash. Otjen Williamson 
- Darragh Jenkins mer Wilson, III. 
Davis, Jones, Wash. Parker Wood 
Dovener, Kenned: ayne Woodyard 
Kin Porter Young 
Driscoll, — Powers, Me. 
Dunwell, Knop er 


NAYS—107. 
Acheson Gillespie Lamb ‘eve 
n Glass Legare Shackleford 
Aiken Goulden. Lever ep 
Baker. Granger Lindsay Sherley 
ead Gregg Little ho 
Gri Lloyd Sims 
Beall, Tex, Gudger Lucking Smith, Ky. 
Bell, wick McNary Smith, Tex. 
Bonynge Harrison Macon nook 
Bowers Ha Maddox Stephens, Tex. 
Bowie Hetlin Maynard Sullivan, 
Breazeale Hepb Meyer, La. Talbott 
Brundidge Hitchcock Miers, Ind. te 
Bu Ho Moon, Tenn. Thomas, Iowa 
Burleson Hopkins adge Thomas, N. C. 
Burnett Hughes, N. J. Pierce Trimble 
Byrd 3 Miss. er Underwood 
Growl Je Pujo yon — 
wiley. Ries ‘an 
per La. Johnson Randell, Tex. Wade 
Dougherty, Jones, Va. ell, La. Wallace 
Fiel Kehoe Webb 
Finley Keliher Rixey Williams, III. 
Fitzgerald Kitchin, Claude Robb Williams, Miss. 
Fitzpatrick Kitchin, Wm. W. Robinson, Ark. Wynn 
Garber Kline Robinson, Ind, Zenor 
Garner Lamar, Fla. Russell 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—5. 
Cassingham, Deemer, Patterson, Pa. Richardson, Ala. 
Cromer 
NOT VOTING—151. 
Alexander Denny Ketcham Rider 
Allen Dickerman Kluttz peas a 
Ames Dinsmore Lamar, Mo. Robe n, La. 
Babcock Dixon — Frederick Hodenberg 
Badger Douglas 
Bartlett er. —.— Ituppect 
y Emerich, ro 
Benton ack, Littlefield Scudder 
Bingham Flood Livernash Sherman 
Birdsall Foss Livingston Shull 
Bisho Foster, IIL Lorimer Sible: 
Brandegee Fowler Loudenslager Slayden 
Brantley ch McAn lem: 
rooks Gaines, Tenn. McCreary, Pa. 8 
Broussard Gardner, Mass. McDermott Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brown, Wis. Gardner, N. J. McLain Smith, N. X. 
Brownlow Gibson Mahoney Snapp 
Buckman Gilbert. Mann Southall 
Burleigh oebel Marsh par! 
Burton Goldfogle Martin cpt 
Butler, Mo. Gooch Minor ord 
Caldwi Griffith Mondell Stanley 
Candler Grosyenor Moon, Pa. Sullivan, N. Y. 
Cc Murdock ulzer 
Castor, Haskins Nevin Swanson 
Clark Haugen Norris Taylor 
Clayton Hearst Otis Thayer 
Cochran, Mo. Hedge Overstreet Van Voorhis 
Cc n, Henry, Tex. Page achter 
Connell ill, Patterson, N.C. Wadsworth 
Conner tt Patterson, Tenn. Warner 
Cooper, Tex. Houston earre Warnock 
Cooper, Wis. 0 Perkins Watson 
Cowherd Howell, Utah Powers, Mass. Weisse 
Davidson Hughes, W. Va. Prince Wiley, Ala. 
Davis, Fla. Hunter Rainey Wilson, N. Y. 
Dayton Jackson. Md. Reid Wright 
De Armond Jackson, Ohio Richardaon, Tenn. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the day: PAN, 


Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. LESTER. 

For the vote: 

Mr. Mann with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LIND. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. Lrrrrrmim with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. HEDGE with Mr. McLarn. 

Mr. Roserts with Mr. Houston. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
“Mr. MONDELL with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. SPIGHT. 

Mr. Ward Hr with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Gmso with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. EMERICH. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. Overstreet with Mr. COW HERD. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions, with 
Mr. DALZELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate has been closed by order 
of the House. The Clerk will report the bill by paragraph. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5153 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
Is hereby, amended by striking out from the first clause of said section 
the words “except receipts from customs;" so that said clause shall 


read as follows: 
associations designated for that porpose by 
blie mone: 


„ hall be depositories of yS, 
e re of the Treasury s e ri pu 
A a bel by the Secre d 


under such hy ee as ar e prac >; an 

they may also employed as financial agents of the Government; and 
they shall perform all such reasonable duties as depositories’ of public 
pce h financial agents of the Government as may be required of 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has been 
recognized. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi later. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman to offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers 
the following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “regulations,” in line 9, page 1, insert the words 
“requiring payment of interest on amounts posited and limiting 
amount to be deposited in any one bank bidding in competition for the 
same.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, the gentleman from 
Maine has yielded to me to offer the amendment. Will he yield 
me just two minutes for an explanation in brief of what it is? 
I just want the House to understand what it is, and then I will 
yield back to the gentleman. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Providing it does not come out of 
my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered for the purpose of 
accomplishing the object that I called attention to the other day 
in the general debate. It is for the purpose of requiring banks 
which receive deposits to pay interest upon them, to compete in 
order to determine which bank shall obtain the deposits, to per- 
mit the Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe in what manner 
that shall be done, and also to prescribe a limitation of the amount 
which any one bank shall receive on deposit. I do not wish to 
debate the matter, but for fear the House did not understand it 
from the reading of the Clerk I wanted to make an explanation, 
as a great many of you were not listening and there was a great 
deal of confusion at the time the Clerk read the amendment. I 
want you to know that this is to stop the abuse of lending 
money to the banks without interest, and to make those banks 
that receive money pay for it. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, it has been my mis- 
fortune not to be present during the debate upon this bill, and 
judging from what I have read and heard about it I think very 
few of the Committee on Banking and Currency, if any, have 
taken much part in that discussion. Now, whatever affects 
the regulations of the Treasury Department as to the course to 
be pursued with the surplus therein and whatever affects the 
currency of our country is of vital interest to us all. I am 
a believer in sound currency, in a dollar that is worth its full 
face value everywhere. This first section in the bill repeals a 
prohibition that has been placed upon the power of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deposit in national banks money col- 
lected on imports. When that inhibition was placed there it 
was wise. Conditions were different then from what they are 
now. It was absolutely necessary that there should be gold 
paid into the Treasury to meet certain obligations which were 
payable in gold. All customs duties were payable in gold, 
while other indebtedness to the Government could be settled 
with currency. The reasons which led to the placing of that 
inhibition, or the adoption of it, preventing the deposit of 
money collected for customs, have ceased to exist since all our 
currency is on a gold basis, and what was wise in its time and 
indispensable has become irksome and useless. Now, I am not 
intending to discuss the proposition of whether or not national 
banks should pay interest upon deposits or under what condi- 
tions they should pay. It seems to me that there are some rea- 
sons why they should, but yet that is a question that requires 
eareful consideration, and in my judgment should be considered 
in committee carefully and reported to this House in a separate 
bill by itself covering all the conditions in reference thereto 
which must necessarily be provided for in case we are to require 
anything of that kind of them. Nothing of the kind was con- 
templated in this section. To-day a collector of customs col- 
lecting money at some port distant from a subtreasury can not 
deposit with a national bank as can a collector of internal reve- 
nue, but he must send by express, at the expense of the Govern- 
ment, all moneys collected to some subtreasury. That is true, 


I believe, of every customs district or customs collector in my 
own State. If, on the contrary, he could deposit that money 
in an authorized depository and send a check from that author- 
ized depository on its correspondent bank in the city where the 
subtreasury is as often as regulations may require, the Govern- 
ment would save a large amount of money that is now paid for 
expressage, and the money would not be withdrawn from the 
circulation or business of the country. The object aimed at by 
this section is not in the interest of the banks, but of the 
Government and commercial prosperity. 

I am not frightened with the bugbear of national banks. I 
believe they have had much to do with our wonderful pros- 
perity, that our banking system is one of the best ever devised, 
and I am also confident that to no one is a panic more injurious 
than to them. Still I have no fears but they can care for their 
interests. 

By permitting this legislation we do not in the least increase 
the amount that the Secretary of the Treasury can deposit in 
national banks, because the amount of deposits has never yet 
reached, by a large sum, the amount collected from other 
sources. The adoption of this section and the repeal of a re- 
striction which has become irksome and useless simply permits 
the deposits of all moneys alike, saves expense to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and has a tendency to keep it in 
circulation. I can not see why any person should object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
has expired. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, I do not know that I desire 
to discuss this section any further. It seems to me that I have 
made my position upon it fairly plain. I have something I may 
desire to say on some other sections of the bill, as I had not the 
privilege of being heard in general debate and am a member of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, from which it was 
reported. 3 

Mr. MACON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. MACON. It is an amendment to the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the gentleman will withhold his 
amendment until the other is disposed of. The Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman later. . 

Mr. MACON. The amendment can be held there; I would 
like to be recognized on it as soon as the other is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut and Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi 


rose. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman desires to dis- 
cuss his amendment—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not wish to be heard 
on the amendment unless somebody desires to debate it. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the princi- 
ple embodied in the gentleman's amendment, but I think it 
would be better that the per cent should be fixed rather than 
to leave it for competition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You mean the interest? 

Mr. THAYER. I mean the minimum interest; and I would 
not make it very large—not 2 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We can not fix that fully 
from year to year or month to month, because that would de- 
pend upon the state of the money market. Better to have the 
rate of interest on the deposits fixed by the rate of the bids of 
the banks. That would be a better way to have it than to 
leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury mak- 
ing regulations changing it. 

Mr. THAYER. I do not like the auction feature of the mo- 
tion. I always have believed that banks should pay some 
interest on national deposits, which they are not doing now. I 
know that they are secured by the bonds that are deposited; 
but I think that in addition to that the banks should pay some 
small rate of interest on all deposits, and if all the customs— 
those which by this bill would be and the others which are de- 
posited—are to be given over to national banks it seems to me 
that the banks should pay some interest. 

It seems to me there might be some inconsistency; but I 
would like to ask whether the gentleman’s motion is intended 
to include only these new customs that they are going to be per- 
mitted to deposit, or does it refer not only to these customs but 
to all other money? I did not note carefully the reading of the 
gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It applies to all classes of 
money. 

Mr. THAYER. Then I am more heartily in favor of it than 
ever. But I think it would be better to fix a minimum limit 
rather than to let it out to the highest bidder. I don't like this 
auction feature of the gentleman’s motion. I think the general 
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principle of his motion is right. I do not see why these banks 
should not pay interest, and there is no logic in their having the 
use of the money without paying anything for it. I understand 
that the gentleman who prepared the minority report on this 
bill is in favor of the proposition that is contained in this first 
section. 

While I am on my feet I want to say something relative to a 
section coming further along down, so that the Members can be 
thinking about it. It is contained in section 3. I am opposed 
to Congress shirking, if I may use that word, their responsibili- 
ties and duties and throwing them on the heads of Departments, 
whether it be the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of 
the Navy, or the Secretary of any of the other great Depart- 
ments. I think if we have a duty to perform here we ought to 
take the responsibility; and it occurs to me that it would be 
wise legislation, in view of the fact that we are to permit the 
recoining of the silver dollars into subsidiary coin, that we 
should place a limit as to the amount that shall be recoined 
each year. We should not leave it to the discretion of anyone, 
the Secretary of the Treasury or anyone else. I have noticed 
in other forms of legislation that we have adopted the plan of 
leaving many things to the Secretary of this and the Secretary 
of that. I think it is better that we should place the limit here, 
and we should not place this responsibility on the Secretary of 
the Treasury as to how much of the silver currency shall be 
recoined into subsidiary coin each year. 

As I understand it, there are 528,000,000 of silver dollars 
now—500 carloads of silver dollars in the Treasury. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, what I claim is, if any amount of this is to be 
recoined into subsidiary coin where it is needed and taken 
from the place where it is not needed, namely, in silver dollars, 
then I should place a limit on the amount that should be re- 
coined each year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. THAYER. Well, I can discuss this matter further when 
the section is reached in regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Aside from the fact that the Govern- 
ment of the United States derives no return whatever from 
something like $150,000,000 now on deposit in the national 
banks of the country year in and year out, aside from the fact 
that those banks pay nothing to the Government for the valu- 
able use of that great sum of money, it seems to me there is 
another important reason why this amendment, offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wruams], should carry. 
That is, that the present practice permits the Administration, 
for the time being, to locate these great sums of money in banks 
that may be, for the time being, political favorites. And we 
know by the past that this has been done. It has been put 
into the record of the proceedings of this House that great 
bankers in the city of New York have demanded of the Admin- 
istration the deposit of Government funds in their particular 
banks in reward for political services rendered by the officers 
of those banks. If the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus!] shall prevail, that evil in 
politics in part will be removed, and deposits of the Govern- 
ment, if they must be placed in banks, will be placed not as a 
reward for political services, but strictly upon business prin- 
ciples. 

Personally, Mr. Chairman, I do not favor the idea embodied 
in this section. I believe that, instead of removing the limita- 
tions for the deposit of public money in the banks of the coun- 
try, so as to increase the opportunity for the deposit of public 
funds, the legislature of this country should go in the opposite 
direction. It seems to me that this removal at this time is 
designed chiefly not to promote the public service by permitting 
customs officers at remote regions to deposit in bank, but is 
designed chiefiy to swell the great deposits of the Government 
in the banks in New York City, where most of the customs are 
to be paid. It will have no effect at all upon the interior banks 
of the country, and will chiefly serve, and is designed chiefly 
to swell the deposits of, the great banks in New York City, 
where the money can be used to loan to stock gamblers and 
other borrowers, who may borrow it there. But, certainly, if 
we must have this provision, we should incorporate the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi- 
Ausl. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, the section of the 
bill under consideration has absolutely nothing to do with the 
question presented by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMs] or with the point discussed by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Hrreucock]. It is simply a straightforward busi- 
ness proposition. For instance, it is a question, practically, 
whether the treasurer of the city of New York in collecting the 
taxes of the city of New York should take those taxes and lock 


them up in the vaults of the city or deposit them in the banks 
and have them go back into circulation, where they may be 
drawn upon by the treasurer. 

It is a question whether the custom-house collector in Tampa, 
Fla., or on the coast of Canada, or on Puget Sound, or on any 
of the outlying portions of the United States, should take the 
identical money, the coin, the bills, out of circulation in the 
community where the customs are paid and ship them by ex- 
press to Washington, or whether he should keep them in circula- 
tion by depositing them in the banks in the community where 
they are collected and permit the Government to draw on them 
by check or draft just as any individual would in his business, 
or as any corporation would do, with these funds. Forty years 
ago the Government could not do that, because the interest on 
the bonds being payable in gold, and gold being at a large pre- 
mium, it was necessary to take the identical funds and have 
them sent to Washington and locked up in the Treasury and 
use them for this specific purpose. That course is no longer 
necessary. The question which the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. WIIIIAus! raises is an entirely different one, and a dis- 
cussion of the policy of paying interest on deposits will be 
found in the Treasurer’s report at length last year. The policy 
which is now being pursued continued for sixty years under 
Democratic Administrations and for forty years under Repub- 
lican Administrations. 

This is purely an administrative measure. If the House 
wants the Government to withdraw these funds from circulation 
which are paid in for customs and to lock them up in the Treas- 
ury, taking them out of daily use by the people, they will strike 
out this section; but the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus!] involves large questions of a 
hundred years’ duration that have not been considered at all by 
the committee and onght not to be put as an amendment onto 
this proposition. For this is a straightforward business proposi- 
tion and nothing else, purely administrative, and the other is 
theoretical. I hope the amendment will be voted down and the 
section adopted as it is. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, what is the 
objection to applying business principles to this money? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not any. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. To the money collected under 
the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is no objection. That is 
the purpose of the bill, to apply ordinary business methods. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Surely the gentleman does not 
contend that where there are large deposits placed in a bank 
by any institution, public or private, it is unusual to exact in- 
terest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, not at all, Mr. Chairman, 
and I honestly wish as a Republican that there were no surplus 
to deposit in the national banks of the country outside of the 
ordinary business requirements of the Government; but this 
relates to the ordinary business requirements of the Govern- 
ment, the money that is coming in from day to day and going 
out from day to day. The question which the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] relates to is 
the question whether, after the money had been received in the 
Treasury Department and it is taken out and placed as a loan, 
it should receive interest. That is the proposition which he is 
endeavoring to inject into this bill. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, why does the 
gentleman object to making the same rule for the deposit of 
funds received by the Government that would be made by any 
other business institution likely to make deposits of equal 
amount? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time be extended to allow the gentleman to answer this 

uestion. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time of the 
gentleman from ‘Connecticut will be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would state that the question 
involves very different principles from that involved in this bill. 
I will call the gentleman’s attention to the Treasury report for 
last year, page 25, in which the Treasurer discusses this whole 
question. And I would also call his attention to an act of Con- 
gress of June 23, 1836, where the whole question of interest on 
deposits was treated. And even there, under Democratic ad- 
ministration—and wise administration, in my judgment—no 
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interest was charged on deposits within a limit of 25 per cent of 
the bank’s capital, it being considered that that was what would 
be called an “active deposit,” being deposited and drawn on 
every day. 

I will state to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] 
that the whole purpose of this section was to treat the Govern- 
ment funds precisely as the gentleman would treat his own, pre- 
cisely as the New York Central Railroad or the Pennsylvania 
Railroad would treat their active working balances. It did not 
propose and does not propose to dispose of the question of the 
loaning of surplus money in any way, shape, or manner, and it 
hardly seems to me fair to inject that proposition into this ad- 
ministrative measure. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman 

ee CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield? d 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the gentleman from New 
York has the floor. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I desire to take the floor in 
my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I support the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
largely on account of the answer just made by the gentleman 
from Connecticut. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I want 
exactly the same rules applied to the management of its 
finances by the Government that I would apply in my own 
affairs, or that the New York Central Railroad would apply to 
any funds that came into its possession. If I had a large 
amount of money to deposit, I would place it either in a trust 
company or with a bank under an arrangement to pay interest 
upon my dally average balance, and that is what it seems to me 
the Government should do. If it be a balance so active that it 
will not allow the payment of interest at a profit to the bank, 
why, no bank will offer me any inerest, and in that case I will 
be compelled to make a deposit unconditionally. 

Now, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] suggests 
that he abhors the idea of a competition or auction between 
banks to fix the rate of interest. I do not quite know how a 
rate of interest can be fixed or determined except through com- 
petition or through an auction, as he calls it. Every penny that 
is borrowed anywhere is borrowed as the result of an auction 
or competition in which the borrowers contend against each 
other for the best conditions on which they can secure a loan, 
and the lenders contend against each other for the best condi- 
tions under which they can make the loan. The result of these 
competitions fixes the rate of interest. You can not have a 
market rate of interest fixed in any other way. 

Mr. THAYER. Our savings banks paid a rate of 5 per cent 
for a good many years. : 
` Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Established by whom? 

Mr. THAYER. Loans on mortgages to savings banks. Now 
I think this rate ought to be low—I think it ought to be less 
than 2 per cent. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Whatever rate the Govern- 
ment would fix might prove too high. Assuming it to be as 
low as 2 per cent a year, the rate in the market may fall so 
much lower that the banks would not pay even that moderate 
rate; for if a bank could not loan money at more than 14 per 
cent manifestly it could not pay 2 per cent to the Treasury for 
the use of it. 

Mr. THAYER. But, Mr. Chairman, the Government would 
be no worse off than it is now, for it gets nothing now. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I do not want the Government, 
after we have dealt with any of its functions, to be in a condi- 
tion where the best that can be said of it is that it is no worse 
off for our meddling. I want this legislation or any other legis- 
lation that finds its way into our statute books to result in 
some positive advantage to the Government. Unless yeu leave 
the rate of interest to be fixed by the operations of trade, you 
are liable to nullify your bill and make it wholly inoperative 
with regard to this matter of seeking interest on deposits of 
public moneys. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CockraN] or myself were fortunate enough to have a large 
sum of money which we wished to deposit we might receive 
bids from banks, but is it not also true that in many such cases 
it might be found that the bank offering the largest rate of 
interest was the least stable and solvent? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Undoubtedly, sir. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] makes a suggestion that 
is pregnant with interest. I heard myself with great interest a 
passage at arms between the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILL] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] two 


days ago, in which that question was broached, and treated with 
great felicity. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
seemed to believe that wherever rates of interest were high 
money would naturally gravitate for employment; but that is a 
mistake. There is something more important to owners of 
money than the rate of interest, and that is the security. I re- 
member a social organization some years ago in New York that 
was known as the Hyena Club,” whose members were possessed 
of everything but money. [Laughter.] One of the humorous 
features of its sessions was to post on the walls the market rate 
for call money from the Evening Post, which seldom exceeded 
3 per cent, and alongside of it an offer of the Hyena Club of 30 
per cent for any amount. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended. We have taken up his time 
mostly among ourselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from New 
York may be extended. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. In those days there was also 
an occasional flurry about time loans, coming from a disposi- 
tion on the part of borrowers to demand that they should be 
for four months or three months instead of sixty days. The 
Hyena Club always coupled with its liberal offer of a 30 per 
cent rate of interest a statement that it was indifferent as to 
time, that all it asked was thirty seconds; the balance it would 
take for itself. [Laughter.] Now, that occurred in Park Row, 
which is only a stone’s throw from Wall street, where men 
were competing eagerly with each other for a chance to loan at 
23 per cent or 3 per cent. Yet the Hyena Club’s offer of 30 per 
cent never induced one owner of money to make it a loan or 
even received the slightest notice. So it is that you find money 
will not flow always or indeed usually in the direction where 
the highest rates of interest are offered. Where rates of 
money are highest there security is generally believed to be 
lowest. Where the rates of money are lowest there lenders 
believe the security to be best, and as owners of money value 
the safety of their funds above the profits to be made by lend- 
ing them, it follows that the lower you find interest rates in 
any place the stronger the tendency of money to gravitate in 
that direction. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, is not the question of se- 
curity absolutely eliminated by the fact that no deposits of 
Government money can be made in any bank except upon se- 
curity given by the bank in the way of a deposit of United 
States bonds? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is quite true as to these 
particular deposits, but the rate of money will not be controlled 
by these particular deposits. The whole supply of money avail- 
able for all the purposes of trade will fix the rates of interest 
at every point. Now, I do not fear at all the operations of 
trade in fixing the rate of interest. It is quite true that under 
the operation of this system money would very probably flow 
in the first instance to New York. But it must be employed by 
New York bankers. They can not make profits out of it by 
locking it up in a vault and contemplating it or counting it. 
They must employ it by sending it out into the channels of 
trade in order to receive any return for it. Now, if the Gov- 
ernment select one particular bank and place money on deposit 
with it without interest, it is practically making a present to 
that particular institution of an amount equal to the interest 
that deposit will earn; and that is not only unjust to the en- 
tire body politic, but it is a source of demoralization quite as 
corrupting as the gentleman from Mississippi declared it to 
be the day before yesterday. You must allow the Government, 
on the other hand, to deposit its funds in the banks or else 
those funds must remain locked up in some vault of a sub- 
treasury. Money locked up in the vault of a subtreasury is 
withdrawn from circulation. The channels of trade are de- 
prived of its vivifying influence. There are no means of getting 
those funds out into the various avenues where they can be 
employed to the profit of everyone except to deposit them in the 
banks. 


Section 1 of this bill aims at that end. It is a most salutary 
measure. The reason why funds proceeding from customs 
taxation have not been hitherto deposited in banks according to 
the usual custom of civilized nations has been explained by the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Him], and it has passed 
away. You can not allow large sums of money to be gathered 
and held idle in a vault without seriously restricting the ac- 
tivities of commerce and endangering its prosperity. But the 
rules of sound commerce should be made to govern all the oper- 
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ations of government, not merely to prescribe the deposit of pub- 
lic funds in the banks for the purpose of liberating them, but also 
to prescribe wholesome conditions under which the deposit 
must be made. I would not, even if this amendment fail, vote 
against this bill, because I consider there is a capital necessity 
to keep the public moneys in circulation through the medium 
of the banks, even if the conditions of deposit be unjust to the 
Government; but I do not think opposition to this should be 
justified, even colorably, by any hesitation on the part of its 
sponsors to adopt a suggestion which is not only conceived in 
morality and justice but which is backed by the experience of 
every community; and I appeal to the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. Hii], when an amendment comes from this side of 
the House which does not impair but strengthens his measure, 
to adopt it gladly and allow those of us on this side who sym- 
pathize with the body of his bill to feel that we are not helping 
a party measure of the other side, but that we are joining in a 
«nonpartisan attempt to make the conditions of our trade more 
prosperous by broadening and strengthening its foundations. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am very much disposed to 
sympathize with that amendment, and if I fail to support it it 
will be because of a fear that it might operate to keep the 
money, these surplus funds of the Government, out of circula- 
tion in this way, and I desire to ask the gentleman’s opinion 
upon that. I notice that call money in New York yesterday 
was at 24 per cent, notwithstanding the recent very great flur- 
ries in Wall street. Is it the opinion of the gentleman from 
New Tork [Mr. Cockran] that New York bankers would be 
willing to pay even so much as 1 per cent interest regularly on 
Government balances, which are likely to be called for at any 
time, when, even with the conditions that prevail such as have 
for the past two days in New York, they can get only 23 or 3 
per cent for their call loans? 

In other words, would not the insistence on the part of the 
Government for some measure of interest on its deposits cut out 
a very large sum of money from circulation and compel it to be 
locked up in the vaults where the people would have no oppor- 
tunity to use it? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, no. If a bank could not 
afford to pay 1 per cent, it would bid only one-half of 1 per cent, 
and if it could not afford to pay one-half of 1 per cent, it would 
simply bid one-quarter of 1 per cent. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrttams] leaves the 
value of money to be fixed absolutely by conditions of trade and 
the rate of interest to be determined by the banks themselves. 
The bank which thinks it-can afford to pay 2 per cent will be 
successful in obtaining a deposit against a bank which offers 
only 1} per cent, the action of each bank being controlled by the 
judgment of its officers; and that forms the competition which 
is the very life of prosperous commerce, for it makes success a 
prize to be won by superior service to the community. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in reference 
to the matter last mentioned by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Scorr], this is to be remembered—that probably the banks 
will give more for money deposited by the Government “on 
call“ than for any other sort of call money, because the Gov- 
ernment makes the least sudden of all calls for money on call, 
the Government always giving from thirty to sixty days’ notice. 
That is the invariable custom. 

Now, another thought, Mr. Chairman. Ordinarily when one 
has money to lend one considers both the security and the inter- 
est to be offered by the borrower, but in this case the Govern- 
ment would consider the interest alone, for the simple reason 
that the security is the same for all banks, it being already pre- 
scribed by law and every mooted point in connection with the 
legal prescriptions and security being settled by precedents in 
the Department, so that the question asked by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] is absolutely wide of the 
mark in this case. If I wanted to lend money and he and three 
other gentlemen bid for it, I would inquire very solicitously 
not only as to their rates of interest, but I would inquire very 
solicitously as to the solvency of each and as to the security 
which each were going to give. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am afraid I would not get your deposits. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I expect maybe you would 


to the limited amount I have been hitherto able to lend. I be- 
lieve I would take your personal note to go on. 

Now, in this case, Mr. Chairman, the Government requires the 
same security of all bidders. 

Now, I want the House to understand just exactly what this 


amendment does. This without the amendment reads as fol- 
lows. Follow me, please: 

All national banking associations desi, 
Secretary of the Treas shall be de 
such regulations as may rescri 
also be gegen as financial agents of 

rform all such reasonable duties as depositories of public moneys and 

nancial agents of the Government as may be required of them. 


Now, as it stands to-day without the proposed amendment, 
these depositories are designated for that purpose by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury “under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe ” from time to time, and there is danger of favoritism, if 
he wishes to show any. I knew once in my life of a most fla- 
grant case of favoritism of my own knowledge. A Member of 
this House forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury—under 
an Administration which I shall not mention for obvious rea- 
sons, because I do not want any personalities brought into the 
debate and do not want my argument to be an attack upon 
anybody—an application from a national bank in a little town 
in his State asking that that bank be made a Government de- 
pository. There came back an answer in writing from the proper 
authority saying that the Government did not have any more 
money to deposit in banks for that fiscal year. This Member of 
Congress was yery much astonished about a week after that to 
pick up a newspaper and see a piece of news to the effect that 
the Republican referee for his State had been to Washington 
and had secured the designation of another bank in the same 
town as the Government depository. He therefore sat down and 
wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury calling his attention to 
the Department’s letter, inclosing a copy of it, and at the same 
time caling attention to his own letter to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and calling attention to this newspaper publication and 
asking if it were true. The official wrote that it was true; that 
there had been some mistake, oversight, or something of the 
kind, whereby a bank in that town 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask for five minutes more, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Whereby a bank in the town 
that was designated by the Republican referee had obtained the 
designation, and the official then very kidly made them both 
national depositories, so as to have no question about it, not- 
withstanding the previous communication that there would be 
no other deposits made. 

I have read you the clause of the present law and of the bill. 

Now, then, this clause as amended will read as follows, and I 
ask you to follow it: 

All national banking associations designa 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be 8 oy Lara 3 
under such regulations, requiring payment of interest on amounts de- 
2 — and limiting amount in any one bank bidding in competition 

or the same, as may be prescribed by the Secretary. 

In other words, such regulations, subject to those stated limi- 
tations, as may be prescribed by the Secretary. 

And now the gentleman from Connecticut says that this has 
nothing to do with this particular bill and this particular 
clause. It has everything to do with it. The section of the 
bill without amendment gives full power and discretion to the 
Secretary of the > ; the amendment prescribes the di- 
rection and limit within which that power shall be exercised. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask if the Secretary is not now 
given the power to limit the amount which may be deposited in 
any one bank? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know whether he 
is or not. I have never looked into it far enough to know. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that to be the case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But if he is, he has never 
exercised it, and he never will. 

Mr. SCOTT. He certainly always has exercised it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He never has exercised it in 
the direction of demanding interest. 

Mr. SCOTT. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And it is perfectly evident 
to me and to you that unless we adopt some such provision as 
contained in this amendment there will necessarily be no inter- 
est payment required. 

Mr. SCOTT. He is exercising that now every time he makes 
a deposit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand he does as to 
amount, but this amendment merely limits the amount which 


ated for that purpose by the 
tories of public poy fe under 

prone Secretary; and they ma 
e Government; and they shall 
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bank in bids, without saying which. he 

to one bank. I do not suppose he 
would, of course, but there are some of the banks of this coun- 
try that are big enough to take all of it, so far as that is con- 
cerned, and give good security for it, too, 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask him if under the terms of his 
amendment the Secretary, in his judgment, would be prohibited 
from depositing any money in any of these depositories without 
having competitive bids for the same? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Absolutely. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not understand the amendment that way, 
I will say to the gentleman. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. Because it says that he 
shall do it under such rules and regulations regarding the pay- 
ment of interest on the amount limited to be deposited in any 
one bank as may be prescribed. 

Now, the gentleman from Connecticut says this is “ a straight- 
forward business. proposition,” just as it stands, without the 
amendment; but all the business, it seems to me, is on the side 
of the bank, and I want the Government itself to do a little bit 
of straightforward business, 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. - 

Mr. NORRIS. The amount under your amendment is not 
limited, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is to be limited by the 
regulation of the Secretary of the Treasury. We leave it to 
him to designate the amount that may be deposited in any one 
bank. Now, I want to do that, because if we go into that we 
will get into a row as to what the amount shall be; so we leave 
it to the Secretary. : ‘ 

Now,, the gentleman from Connecticut says this system of 
loaning money to the banks without interest has been carried 
on for sixty years, under Democratic as well as Republican Ad- 
ministrations, If that proves anything at all, it proves that itis 
time to stop it; and the fact that this thing went on under a 
Democratic Administration does not prove anything except that 
a Democratic Administration did a wrong which, gentlemen will 
argue, a Republican Administration shall perpetuate. 

There is this difference in matters of administration. Down 
to a comparatively recent date the Government never had any, 
or at least any big surplus in the Treasury, and it was good gov- 
ernment. No government should have any great surplus in the 
Treasury. It ought to be just like in any business, with as little 
idle capital as possible, especially when the people must be bur- 
dened by taxation in order to supply the surplus. 

One of the many things which I think proves the existence of 
chronic bad government is the fact that the Government has 
gotten into the habit of having a great and immense surplus in 
the Treasury. This shows that legislation is more required now 
than at any other time. 

Now, the gentleman urges as an objection to it that he thinks 
it has not been sufficiently considered. There are men in this 
world who, whenever you say “bank,” or whenever you say 
“ finance,” whenever you say money,“ whenever you say any- 
thing of that sort, think that you have unfolded a great mysiery. 
And yet we find in practical life the men of real good common 
sense are the men who make money—are the best financiers, 
There is plenty of common sense in this House to consider this 
bare and bald proposition that it is better for the Government to 
lend money at interest than without interest. There is no mys- 
tery about this matter at all. It does not require any full- 
fiedged economist or financier to understand it. 

.. Now, as the gentleman from New York suggests, if there were 
any questions as to a rate of interest here, that is fixed in the 
amendment by the automatic processes of business. No bank 
is going to offer a greater rate than that rate at which it can 
profitably use the money; and if it finds it can not make 
money at that rate it will soon return to the Treasury the 
amount deposited. 

One object of my amendment is this: The money is. now go- 
ing to the great centers to be used for speculative purposes, to 
corner markets, and everything else. On October 31, 1903, 
$39,000,000 went to New York City and $42,000,000 to New 
York State to constitute a fund for speculation in “ industrials,” 
ete; in short, for plain gambling, It ought to be the object of 
the National Legislature to have the money go to the parts of 
the country that are developing most rapidly, that are building 
up with productive enterprise, and not merely gambling in 
wheat, corn, copper, and stocks; and this would be the effect, 
in my opinion, ef doing that very thing which my amendment 
requires, because the security being the same, the question of 
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comparative safety being eliminated, there is nothing left to 
determine the direction in which the money shall go except the 
question of comparative rate of interest. It will therefore go 
to the place of the highest prevailing interest rate. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I am most heartily in favor 
of the proposition that interest should be exacted from the 
banks that have the Government funds on deposit. It seems, 
however, that the proposition of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wr Rus! has some objections that can be avoided 
by the adoption of an amendment to this section, and I want 
to read one which I propose to offer, providing that this amend- 
ment is not adopted. 

I think one of the principal objections to the amendment is 
that the amendment itself does not provide, as I understand it, 
for any method by which the different. banks may bid in compe- 
tition for this money. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It does that, however, but 
not in so many words. It provides that they shall do this un- 
der regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in my opinion, is hetter competent to prescribe those 
regulations than we are. 

Mr. NORRIS. That may be possible, but at the same time 
there would be a great deal of difficulty in this respect. There 
is another objection, it seems to me, that applies to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WII IIa s], that 
ought to be avoided if possible, and that is, as I understand it— 
that is one of the objects of this section—to keep the money in 
circulation and permit the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
posit money in distant parts of the country in order that he 
may check on those deposits and transfer them to some other 
places. 

Now, if you are only going to keep the money for a day, 
twenty-four hours, two days, or such a matter in a bank, you 
could not expect them to bid anything. It would not be reason- 
able that they should. It seems to me that this bidding process 
is not the best means to reach the difficulty. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me that an amendment which I desire to offer 
reaches the proposition, and when the proper time comes I de- 
sire to move to add, in line 10, ofter the word “ Secretary,” the 
following amendment: 

„ 3 ä — a ~ 
rate of not less than 2 per cent per annum. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That gives the banks three 
months’ use of the money free. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. I do that on the theory that if the money 
was going to be deposited for a few days, or for a short time 
only, it would be practically impossible for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to put in operation his rules that he might adopt to 
let the banks bid for this money. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman this question: Is it not a fact that the great banks 
of the East, particularly the banks of New York City, pay con- 
stantly to the rest of the banks of the country, particularly to 
those of the West and Central West, 2 per cent on their bal- 
ances? And if they can pay that to the other banks of the 
country maintaining balances in New York, why can they not 
pay it to the Government of the United States? 

Mr. NORRIS. This amendment will require them to pay it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Why should they have three months’ ex- 
emption? 

Mr. NORRIS. In answer to my colleague, I will say if you 
are doing business in the State of Nebraska in a bank, for in- 
stance, you can not, as I understand it, open an account in the 
eity of New York with the understanding that the money is 
going to remain there only three months and get any interest 
from the New York bank. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But in this case there is no understand- 
ing of that sort. 

Mr. NORRIS. They will not do that; but if you leave it 
there long enough they will. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Suppose the banks are willing to 
pay for a deposit of less than three months. Would you prevent 
the Secretary of the Treasury from taking the interest payments 
which they are willing to make? 

Mr. NORRIS. No, sir; I would not. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Your amendment would. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it would I should like to change it, if it 
were practicable. I confess, however, that it seems to me to be 
unreasonable to expect interest for a short-time deposit like that, 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi would 
not only be unreasonable, but require an impossibility. 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. If you leave it to the free com- 
petition of the banks, you have the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. NORRIS. But before the banks have got through bidding 
the three months will have expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. During that time your amend- 
ment would be operative, then, without being adopted. You 
would not need it during the first three months, according to 
you. 

Mr. NORRIS. You would have to have some rule, some 
length of time during which the banks would be allowed to make 


the bids, and there would have to be some advertisement, some 


rules or regulations providing some method by which the banks 
could make those bids and have them considered by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Would it be possible to have a 
prevailing rate of interest? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know about that, as far as the rate 
of interest is concerned. I do not claim to be infallible on that. 
It is a very easy matter to change it if the rate of interest is not 
right. > 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, in all of this discussion there 
has been one fact overlooked, which is brought out by the ques- 
tion that was asked a moment ago: Why is it that the national 
banks can not pay 2 per cent for the money of the Government 
when they are willing to pay 2 per cent for other people's 
money? The answer to that lies in this fact, and it presents 
the real difficulty in regard to the amendment of the gentleman 

from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAXuSsI, that when a bank borrows 
money from the Government it is required as a condition prece- 
dent to have bonds on deposit amounting to the total of the 
deposit made by the Government. Now those bonds bear usu- 
ally 2 per cent interest. They now invariably have a price 
greater than their face value. That makes it follow—and it is 
a curious problem in mathematics, and I want to say that the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HIL] was right, and it is 
demonstrable—that these communities where the rate of inter- 
est is lowest would be able to bid most for Government moneys. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is absolutely true, and it 
would strip every country bank in the United States of every 
dollar of its Government deposits. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Those communities where the interest rates 
are highest could pay the least. I am in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], 
because, as I understand it, that amendment requires the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to obtain interest on Government deposits, 
but gives him the discretion to fix the rate and determine the 
amount that shall be deposited in different localities. Now, if 
you make a hard and fast rule, like that suggested by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cocxran], that the deposit must be 
made in that bank that offers the most interest, then you will 
have the condition suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut 
{Mr. HLL], of having all the banks outside the money centers 
stripped of deposits and that money congested in New York and 
other large bank centers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think the gentleman is la- 
boring under a misapprehension. My amendment, as well as 
that offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, involves the idea 
of competition for the money, although it limits the amount that 
may be given. If the gentleman will permit me in his time, I 
want to suggest that the gentleman from Nebraska in his 
amendment gives the money to the banks for three months free. 
Under that amendment, of course, banks could keep the money 
eighty-five days and then send it in and then get it again and 
keep it another eighty-five days. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
yield to the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I thought the gentleman was 


through. 

Mr. SHERLET. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this amend- 
ment, it permits the Secretary of the Treasury some discretion 
as to where the money shall be deposited. For that reason I 
am in favor of it. I do not believe any man can justify a sys- 
tem that permits the Government’s money to be loaned to these 
banks free. But if the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi does not accomplish that reform, certainly this House 
has a labor ahead of it in that direction that should be speedily 
undertaken. 

In conclusion, I want to say another word. This debate 
ought te be unnecessary. We are running our Government 
finances on the wrong plan. Every now and then some man 
talks about the Government being rich because it has money in 


the Treasury. No government ever had money of its own. Ev- 
ery dollar belongs to the people, and it should not have a single 
dollar more than is necessary for a fair working balance neces- 
sary to carry on the business of the Government. [Applause.] 
What we need to-day is a method to make our revenues abso- 
lutely balance our expenditures. And I hope that will be the 
policy in the future. [Applause.] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I received recognition from the 
Chair a few minutes ago to offer an amendment. At that time 
the Chair suggested that I wait until after the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrtrams] had been dis- 
posed of. Since hearing the discussion upon the amendment 
offered by him, I am satisfied that my amendment would be 
objected to, even by some Members on this side of the House, 
because it seeks to fix the rate of interest. I seek in the 
amendment I propose to offer to fix the rate of interest when- 
ever money is deposited in a depository by the Secretary of 
the Treasury at the rate of 3 per cent per annum. But I favor 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, in 
the absence of the adoption of the one I offer, because I think 
the money of the Government belongs to the people, as the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has well said, and that it should not 
be deposited by the millions of dollars in the various institu- 
tions, known as banks, free of any interest whatever, where 
the people, the real owners of the money, going to these banks 
to borrow their.own money are charged a large per cent of in- 
terest. For instance, take the national banks of New York. If 
they could get a hundred thousand dollars from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as they can under existing law, free of any 
interest whatever, and a citizen, one of the prime owners of 
the money, wants to borrow it from the bank he must pay a 
large rate of interest before he can do so. Therefore, sir, it 
is unjust to the real and true owners of the money to allow 
national banks to hold their money without paying interest 
therefor, and then require them to pay a large rate of interest, 
sometimes as high as 10 per cent, when they want to borrow it 
for a short period of time. Therefore, sir, I urge this body, 
in so far as my humble voice will be permitted to prevail, to 
call a halt upon the question now, and change the law so that 
national banks shall be required to pay-interest upon the peo- 
ple’s money whenever it is deposited in them. 

I do not think that any aggregation of capital should enjoy 
for a moment the special privilege of obtaining money from the 
Government to use, free of interest, because it happens to be 
selected as a United States depository. I believe, sir, that the 
banks ought to stand just as individuals. I believe they ought 
to have the same right to obtain money on deposit, with a like 
character of security, that individuals could obtain it upon, 
and no more. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to special priv- 
ileges. I do not care when or where they are extended or to 
whom they are extended. Therefore I submit, gentlemen, with- 
out regard to whether we are here as Republicans or Demo- 
crats, we ought to meet upon a happy ground and say that we 
will see to it that henceforth when the banks of this country 
use the money of the people they shall pay interest therefor. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take the time of 
the House to discuss this matter at any length, especially in view 
of the fact that no remarks have been made as yet that I have 
heard which seriously oppose the amendment. I do want to say, 
however, that out in our State this matter was discussed some 
years ago. We had there a system by which the State funds were 
kept in the banks of the State without any interest, and the 
people, regardless of party, entered their protest against it. Men 
who were paying 6 and 7 per cent on their loans thought that it 
was not right that the banks should hold the money which was 
collected from them by way of taxation, pay no interest there- 
for, and then perhaps loan it to them in the regular channels 
of trade. The result was that a law was passed by our legis- 
lature, which it is needless to say is usually Republican, requir- 
ing a rate of interest to be paid on all State deposits. That 
represented the sentiment of the people in our State regardless 
of party. I do not think to-day in the State of Iowa you could 
find a man who would favor the revocation of that law. It 
seems to me that with proper limitations and proper securities, 
which are fair between the banks and the Government, that all 
the money that is accumulated which is not needed for ordinary 
expenses of the Government ought to be placed in the banks at 
interest; whether that be high or low depending on conditions 
that prevail. I fail to see why it is not a plain business proposi- 
tion. I do not believe in anything arbitrary, I do not believe in 
anything that is unjust, but I think a good, fair rate of interest 
ought to be demanded on every dollar that is taken out of the 
Treasury and put into the national banks to be loaned out to 
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men who are engaged in business and from whom interest is 
collecteſl. I can not see any just reason for the continuance of 
the system which is prevailing at the present time, under which 
more than $100,000,000 is held by the banks without one cent 
of interest. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask unani- 
mous consent that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILIAus!] be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. . 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, now, as I under- 
stand it, there is a large amount of money at present deposited 
in national banks. Is it proposed that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall withdraw that money from those banks at once 
unless those banks will pay interest? And if it is not, when 
does this amendment propose that he shall withdraw it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The amendment says, “All 
national banking associations designated for that purpose by 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall be depositories of public 
moneys, under such regulations requiring payment of interest 
on amounts deposited, limiting the amount to be deposited in 
any one bank bidding in competition for the same.” Now, then, 
that would put these banks in the attitude of bidding for the 

deposits which they now retain, except, of course, in so far as 
there may be some obligation of contract between them and the 
Treasury. I do not know about that. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then the Secretary, in his 
discretion, can call it out. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Then you do not prescribe in the 
amendment any time in which he shall make this call for the 
money? 

Mr WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is left to him because 
it is said “ Under such regulations as may be prescribed by him.” 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Well, I do not understand the 
amendment; that they were to bid for the payment of inter- 
est 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. “Under such regulations 
as may be prescribed” by him, which will leave to him to 
designate the time at which he would begin and where he 
‘would deposit anew, but if the gentleman thinks this is in the 
slightest degree unclear, then, after we shall have adopted this 
amendment, I shall have no objection to having the gentleman— 
or doing it myself, if he wishes it—put in language to say that 
at a certain date after the passage of the bill the moneys in the 
national banks on deposit shall be withdrawn unless the banks 
shall become entitled to them under this provision. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
a question of the gentleman from Mississippi. Does your limit 
in any one bank refer to a fixed amount or is it to be prescribed 
by the capital of the bank or in some other way? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is to be prescribed under 
regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, and he is to pre- 
scribe the amount which any one bank may get. Now, he may 
prescribe a certain number of dollars or he may prescribe a cer- 
tain percentage of the bank’s capital. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Suppose the banks that have this 
money now do not pay the percentage that is required to be 
paid, then the Secretary must withdraw it. And when—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Suppose the banks which have this 
money to-day will not pay the amount that the Secretary pre- 
scribes, then he must withdraw it from circulation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but if you think it 
better to fix a time at which to do it I will do that, or he can 
do it under the amendment as it stands; but I can state that 
the gentleman does not need to be in the slightest degree 
alarmed. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I am not alarmed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will pay; they will 
pay something in the way of interest to keep the money. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Has he considered what effect it 
might have upon the business of the country to have that money 
withdrawn from circulation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, if all that money was 
withdrawn at once I suppose it would cause a banker’s panic, 
but I do not presume for one moment that the banks would 
‘refuse to pay interest upon it, and if they did refuse to pay 
upon it then it would be because it did not pay the banks to 
pay any interest and if that was true of the banks which now 
have it it would be true of all the other banks in the country 

and in that event the highest bid to the Treasury would be 
nothing and it would stand where it is. Besides that, if a 


bank surrendered its deposits rather than bid, it would get back 
its bonds now deposited 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
has expired. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I ask for a few minutes more. I 
did not think I had consumed five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks that he 
may continue for five minutes, Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I do not wish the gentleman from 
Mississippi to understand me as being opposed to the proposi- 
tion that banks should pay interest on Government deposits. I 
have always believed that except as to certain quick accounts 
there should be interest paid, especially if they remain a long 
time and reasonable notice of withdrawal is given and were 
deposited with this understanding as to time and notice. 

My objection to his amendment, if I have any, is this: That 
instead of regulating this matter of such great moment by an 
amendment injected here in the bill in a section which was in- 
tended simply to unlock money, and which commends itself, I 
believe, to the judgment of the gentleman from New York, as 
it did to myself, it should be in a separate bill, carefully con- 
sidered by the appropriate committee. This amendment may 
make a radical change in what has been for many years the 
practice and policy of the Government. An amendment affect- 
ing, as it might, the business of the country should be carefully 
considered and should have such safeguards that the with- 
drawal of large sums now in the banks of the country would 
not seriously disturb the monetary interests of the country, 
and I doubt it very much if the gentleman’s amendment covy- 
ered all these details. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, the amendment leaves 
it to the Secretary of the Treasury himself to prescribe the reg- 
ulations. But I would be perfectly willing, and I state it now 
before the House, to withdraw the amendment and to have a 
separate bill broyght in if the gentleman can assure me that 
the Committee on Banking and Currency will consider and 
favorably report one. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I can only say in reply to that, that 
the gentleman from Maine is not chairman of that committee 
and that he is not one of those who control legislation very 
especially in this House. A 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have such utter confidence 
in his absolute sincerity that if the gentleman from Vermont 
will tell me the Committee on Banking and Currency will do 
that thing I will withdraw this amendment. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have not the honor of represent- 
ing or coming from Vermont; I am from Maine, and I will say 
this, that whenever any such bill is presented or referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency—and I have never seen 
one since I had the honor of being a member of that commit- 
tee—I will carefully consider it; and I will state further to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, as far as my. individual views are 
concerned, I am confident shall favor such legislation as shall 
seem wise and just to all interested. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is mistaken 
aour that. I introduced such a bill and it is before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. It is not before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency ; it certainly has not been called to my 
attention if it is there. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A gentleman here tells me it 
was in some manner referred by the Speaker to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, after I had indorsed on it a reference to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. I got a vote in the 
Committee of Ways and Means, but did not get it through. I 
called up all my bills in that committee. 

Mr. POWERS of, Maine. Are you not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am; but I am a minority 
member, and about the smallest minority you ever saw. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I assume there is much in what the 
gentleman says, and perhaps that minority has been eyen 
growing a little smaller. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think it has, much to my 


regret. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, now in regard to the interest 
proposition now under discussion: To my mind it has no place 
in this bill, but I would like to ask some gentleman on the other 
side a question when they make a statement that it is a business 
proposition to draw interest on money deposited in any bank. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] said if he should 
deposit a large sum of money in a national bank he would ex- 
pect and would draw interest on the amount. Now, then, the 
condition under which I or any man here would deposit money 
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in a national bank or any other bank would simply be an indi- 
vidual proposition. There would be no special guaranty as to 
the payment of that fund back with the interest. Now, where 
the Government deposits money the bank is designated as a de- 
pository, and in order to be recognized as such the first thing 
they have to do is to go into the market and buy United States 
Government bonds. These bonds as a rule only draw 2 per cent, 
and they have been at a premium of as much as 8 and 10 per 
cent. 

No man here who has had anything to do with banking be- 
lieves that a 2 per cent Government bond is worth any premium 
whatever; and it would never have been at a premium if it had 
not been that the national banks had to buy them to secure 
United States funds. Now, then, if this proposition prevails 
every national bank in the country outside of the great financial 
centers would be deprived of the money. The little bank in the 
town in California where I live paid 9 per cent premium for the 
2 per cent bonds in order that they might have $100,000 of 
Government money deposited in that bank. Now, gentlemen, if 
they have to pay interest they never could afford to pay interest 
on the money and pay premium for the 2 per cent Government 
bonds. If the Government should issue their bonds to build the 
canal at 2 per cent they could never be floated if it were not for 
the banks being compelled to buy these bonds in order to secure 
the Government money. 

It has been said that this bill provides for the repeal of the 
manner in which the moneys collected for customs receipts has 
been handled for years. Is there any reason why that money 
collected for customs duties is any better, any cleaner, any 
more valuable than tbat collected from any other source? 
Why should not that be deposited the same as any other funds? 
My friend here has said that if he had his way there would be 
no surplus above the ordinary expenses of running this Govern- 
ment to deposit in the national banks. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Except the regular working bal- 


ance. 

Mr. DANIELS. Except the regular working balance. I say 
that can be relieved without any legislation. Turn the finan- 
cial affairs of this Government over to the Democratic party 
and there will be no surplus in the Treasury. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One word before the vote is taken 
on the amendment, if I may be pardoned. 

In 1836 the policy of paying interest to the Government was 
adopted. And in 1836 the practice of the Government—the 
unfortunate practice of the Government—was to charge up bad 
debts in consequence thereof, and that continued during the 
years down to 1866, when Government bonds were required as 
security for deposits. If the gentleman will look at the reports 
of the Treasurer of the United States, he will find almost every 
year from 1836, when the practice was begun of making depos- 
its in banks and charging interest upon it, losses began to be 
incurred. It went right straight through. Now, this question 
has been raised 
. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
me. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will permit 
for a moment that this present system of depositing Govern- 
ment bonds by national banks, bought at a premium, is to be 
compared with the system of depositing at that time when these 
losses were incurred? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; I do not, because the deposits 
were secured then by miscellaneous bonds or personal security, 
and what I am afraid of is if a new policy is adopted now of 
loaning out the deposits of the Government it will ultimately 
result in either no security at all or else in the acceptance of 
miscellaneous security. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
when we get to it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman shakes his head 
and says No.“ Very well; I accept that proposition, and will 
now put to him the other alternative, that it is impossible for a 
bank that does not receive the deposits of other banks or get 
money at 14 or 2 per cent in that same way, as the reserve 
banks of the country do, to take these funds at 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, or 
10 per cent and invest them in a low-rate Government bond, 
which he says he will insist upon having. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The law so states it; I do 
not. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand that; but I under- 
stand he agrees to its continuance. It is impossible for such a 
bank to hold a Government deposit and pay interest on it, ex- 
cept at a loss. The gentleman smiles. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Sometimes I look ugly, and 
it resembles a smile. [Laughter.] I was going to say this: 


If the gentleman will permit 


We can take care of that 


aleen la the case; and if a bank can’t pay it, it will not offer to 
pay ` 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Exactly. That is just the point I 
am coming to, confirmed by the statement of the gentieman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WIIHaus I- that the country banks will 
not want it, but that a 1} or a 2 per cent money market will 
want it, and can pay for it, and can afford to do so under your 
secured system, and that every dollar of deposits now scattered 
from Maine to California will ultimately center, under the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, in the 1} and 2 per cent money markets. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Do you believe that in money markets where 
1} and 2 per cent money can be had that this deposit can be 
made and interest paid so as to give profit to a bank? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it is possible that at 3 or 


4 or 6 per cent, by taking a Government deposit, and putting 


up Government bonds, they can pay interest on it and make a 
profit, but the lower rate money markets could outbid them. 

Mr. SHERLET. Would you need mathematics to show that 
you oer do it at 4 per cent, with the bonds at the price they, 
are now 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It will be utterly impossible to 
have banks in the higher rate sections to compete with the 
banks in the low rate call money markets. Government security 


with interest means the concentration of the Government funds. 


50 5 I won't say that, but it is pretty close to Wall 
ee 

Mr. PERKINS. It is pretty close to Wall street? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; but I will not say that, but 
will say, in the call money market, wherever it may be. As a 
demonstration of that fact we had a protest against that two or 
three years ago from a western community, where every bank 
in the community protested on the ground that they would lose 
all their deposits. Of course it was mathematically certain 
that they would lose them 

Mr. WARNER. Did the gentleman ever have a suspicion that 
where the Government allows a bank to use its money without 
paying interest on the deposit of Government bonds drawing 2 
per cent, the Government was paying that bank 2 per cent per 


annum for holding its deposits? When the banker goes and 


buys a hundred thousand dollars of Government bonds, and 
deposits them, and draws 2 per cent on them, and immediately 
has the Government deposit of $100,000, the amount of its 
bonds, has it not occurred to the gentleman that the Govern- 
ment is paying the banker 2 per cent interest every year? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; it is not, according to the 
gentleman, doing any such thing. 

Mr. WARNER. It pays back the money to the bank, so that 
the bank is out nothing. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In the first place, the bank that 
puts up the bonds has got to pay now a premium of 43 per 
cent besides putting 4, 6, or 10 per cent money into a 2 per cent 
bond investment. 

Mr. WARNER. And can sell out for the same amount to 
anyone else, if they want to unload. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In the second place, if the law 
is carried out, they will have to hold a reserve, if they are in 
the city, of 25 per cent, and if they are in the country, a re- 
serve of 15 per cent, on which they can get no interest, because 
they can not loan it out, and I have a suspicion that the Goy- 
ernment is not paying the bank anything for taking the money. 

Now, do not make any mistake in regard to my position about 
this amendment. If you are going to vote to pay interest on 
loans secured by Government bonds, then I have no serious ob- 
jection to the language of that amendment. I say as a banker 
myself, with a very limited experience, that I think you will 
make a mistake to require Government bond security supple- 
mented by an arbitrary interest rate, because, in my opinion, 
you will strip the rural sections of the country of the Govern- 
ment deposits; and, if I am not mistaken, the experience in 
moving the crops for the last two years in this country has 
demonstrated the wisdom of Government deposits, abundantly 
secured, absolutely secured beyond question—has demonstrated 
the wisdom of the distribution of those deposits broadcast 
throughout the country, rather than to concentrate them in the 
low-rate call-money market. If you want to vote for interest, 
if you want to vote to take these deposits from the country 
banks and concentrate them in the call-money markets, this is 
a good way to doit. I have no criticism to make upon the lan- 
guage. I am not at all sure that I am myself personally op- 
posed to that result. I would be if I lived west of the Ohio 
River, and I would not be if I considered solely the first profit 


to the Treasury and overlooked the welfare of all sections of 


the country. I believe it is an unwise move, but I am glad it 
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is being discussed as a nonpartisan proposition, and I hope the 
rest of the bill will be considered in the same way. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the 
gentleman from Connecticut, does he mean to take the position 
before this House that the payment of interest on Government 
deposits would be unsound financially? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I mean to take this position, that 
the payment of interest on Government deposits, if it was going 
to result in producing unfortunate conditions for the country as 
a whole, would be unsound finance. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is a most profound truth. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] After that luminous con- 
tribution to this debate I must repeat the question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman will give me the 
credit for simply trying to distinguish between the Treasury 
Department and the country at large. I am simply making a 
mathematical—— 

. COCKRAN of New York. Will you explain the distinc- 
tion? I confess I do not understand it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have stated it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I want to know where the 
gentleman finds any justification for treating funds owned by 
the Treasury Department differently from funds owned by any- 
body else, so far as their operation in the channels of trade is 
concerned. I want to know where the distinction is, and where 
the justification is, because I confess that I am somewhat 
mystified, not only by the gentleman’s last answer, but by all 
the rest of his splendid rhetoric. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think it is the highest 
function of government to collect interest. I do not think it 
is the highest function of government to loan money. Person- 
ally, I am sorry that there is any surplus to loan. What I think 
we ought to do is to have as nearly as possible an equilibrium 
between receipts and expenditures; but if we have a surplus, 
and some disposition is to be made of it, I would treat it as a 
business proposition. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. As a business proposition? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Is there a single owner of ex- 
tensive funds in the United States to-day who maintains large 
balances in any institution who does not insist upon interest? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, there is all the difference in 
the world. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I have not discovered the dif- 
ference since my friend came down the aisle. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. All the difference in the world. 
The private depositor does not require bond security for his 
deposit in a national bank. One bank does not require security 
of another bank. That is the distinction that makes it impos- 
sible to do it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Impossible to do what? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Impossible for the bank to pay a 
fixed rate of interest to the Treasury, with varying rates of in- 
terest in different sections of the country. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Why should the funds of a 
government be in any way different from the funds of any 
other owner? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have demonstrated that in the 
discussion here with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHER- 
LEY] a few days ago. It takes a mathematical calculation to 
show it. I think there are a sufficient number of gentlemen in 
the House who will accept the statement that a low-rate Gov- 
ernment bond security, supplemented by an interest charge, will 
withdraw the money from the country banks and put it in the 
low-rate money market. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I repeat the question again. 
Granting that there must be additional security, how do the 
funds proceeding from the Government differ from the funds 
coming from anybody else? Why should there be a different 
rule governing their deposit? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They require a specific form of 
security. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then I will ask the gentleman 
this to get away from the evasion. Will the gentleman state 
now, to the House, on the faith of his duty as a Representative 
to the people, as a Member of this Congress and a banker, that 
he believes that it is unsound finance to ask this interest on the 
Government deposits, interest not fixed arbitrarily, but fixed 
by the banks themselves? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it would be unsound to re- 
quire interest on a specific form of security that makes it im- 
possible for the public generally to share in the proposed 
disposition of the funds. Any proposition that would confine 
it to specific localities makes it unfair. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I do not want any “ifs” about 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


331 


it. The gentleman puts in an “if” which makes me uncertain 
as to the ground I am standing upon. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have no doubt about that. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut what did he mean by stating that this proposition 
if it came in separately would be a proposition of merit, but that 
he does not want it injected into this discussion? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman from New York 
misunderstood me. I said the proposal was of so much impor- 
tance that it ought to be before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency and be considered by that committee. I am not a 
member of the Committee on Banking and Currency. I think it 
should go before that committee and be thoroughly and fully 
considered. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understood the gentleman to 
state before the House, or before the Committee of the Whole, 
that in his judgment a law that the banks should compete among 
themselves as to whether they could afford to pay interest on 
these deposits, under conditions to be regulated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, would be unsound finance? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the proposition to pay in- 
terest with a specific form of security 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Under the existing conditions 
the gentleman from Connecticut thinks it would be unsound 
finance? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it would be. 

Mr. SHERLBY. Would the gentleman be willing to have this 
bill recommitted so that the committee can consider it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would be willing to have the 
amendment withdrawn and sent back as a separate proposition, 
to be considered on its merits. 

iis SHERLEY. No; but considered in connection with the 
bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think it belongs in the 
bill. I do not think it should be a part of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cockran] has pressed home very hard 
the question of what the difference is between the money be- 
longing to an individual and the money belonging to the Gov- 
ernment. I think there is all the difference in the world. A 
man who owns money holds it for the purpose of making more 
money and keeping it engaged in active business. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States, with whatever money happens 
to be in its possession, holds it for no such purpose whatever. 
It has been accumulated, sometimes accidentally, because the 
revenues of the Government happen to exceed the expenses. 
That money, under the laws of the country, is kept in circula- 
tion in order to oil and keep in motion the wheels of business, 
and the first duty and function of the Government is to see 
that no action on its part should in any way interfere or em- 
barrass the commercial and credit relations of our country. It 
is for this reason that when the revenues happen to exceed the 
expenditures of the Government and there is a surplus if that 
money were allowed to lie locked in the Treasury of the United 
States business would be seriously embarrassed. Therefore it 
is for that reason and with no view of making money or profit 
out of the funds of the people, of which the Government is the 
custodian, that it deposits that money in the banks of the coun- 
try at large. 

As I say, if it did not do so the circulating medium of our 
country would be contracted, and therefore it is a very serious 
proposition whether any action should be taken to force the 
Government into a line of action that might contract the cur- 
rency and thereby embarrass the circulating medium of the 
country. It is not for the reason of making money. That is 
the difference between the money of an individual and the 
money of the Government of the United States. One is owned 
and used for profit. The other is not owned and used for profit. 
The money is held for the uses of the country. There is no 
reason why the Government should embarrass the commercial 
relations of the country by taking any step in order to make a 
small profit on these deposits which may lead to such serious 
results that it would embarrass the business of the whole coun- 
try. The money of the Government is not held for profit, and 
the functions of the Government are not to make money on the 
funds of the people, but the function is to keep the circulating 
medium in motion throughout the country, in order that busi- 
ness may not be embarrassed in any way. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The gentleman says that the 
function of government ought not to be to make a profit on its 
money. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then why should we allow the 
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banks to make a larger profit on it than they are willing to 
make by open competition between themselves? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. We do not put the money in 
the banks for the purpose of the banks making a profit. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. But they do make a profit. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That may be. We put the 
money in the banks for the purpose of not contracting the cur- 


rency. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman contend 
that contracting the currency ever hurt anybody in the world? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do; most assuredly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman does? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do; and I will say in an- 
swer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] that the 
very object of the first section of this bill which we are now 
discussing is because in times of stringency, when we had banks 
that were hampering the progress of the country, this money 
was locked up in the Treasury, and when the country appealed 
to the Secretary to release it he said he could not do it because 
the revenues received in the Treasury from customs duties 
could not be released. The gentleman is answered by that very 
fact, and the object of this section of the bill is to enable the 
Secretary of the Treasury to deposit the customs receipts in 
order that stringency may be relieved in times of panic. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would ask the gentleman 
how a contraction of the currency would be promoted if the 
banks paid interest on the money deposited? Would not the 
funds be just as available in commerce if the banks paid in- 
terest on them as though they did not? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. It has been shown by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] that the banks in pur- 
chasing the bonds at the premium at which they are bought 
can not afford to pay interest. ` 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. They can decide that for 
themselves. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. They can not decide that for 
themselves. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, the gentleman will decide 
that for them? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They do not have to pay 
it if they can not pay it, and they do not have to bid for it if 
they can not bid, but if they do not give anything at all, they 
keep it without anything. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. As I understand the gentle- 
man’s amendment, he insists that they must pay interest. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It must go to the one who 
bids the highest rate of interest. Accordingly, if all of them 
bid nothing, they are paying nothing. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. But you say it must be paid. 
As I understand your amendment, you say some interest must 
be paid. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. And that is done by competi- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Then I think it harmless. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi—I understand the amendment offered is by the 
gentleman from Mississippi—if his proposition is that the bank 
paying the highest interest rate shall have the money? _ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The banks in the order of 
their bids. Of course there would be the highest, which would 
get the amount fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
should go to any one bank, and the next highest would get a 
like amount, and the next highest a like amount, and 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to ask the gentleman if his plan 
would not result in taking the Government’s deposits almost 
altogether to the city of New York and the great cities of the 
country? The banks in the rural districts do not have the 
Government bonds to deposit as surety, while the money centers, 
where the great banks and trust companies are interwoven 
with each other, have the Government bonds to secure loans 
and would have all the advantage of the banks in the Central 
~ and Southern States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They all have to buy the 
bonds first or last. In my opinion it would result exactly in the 
opposite way. Instead of the money going there—t. e., to the 
centers, as it does now, and I say that notwithstanding the sar- 
donic and statuesque laughter of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut—I say that those parts of the country where the banks can 
use the money to the best advantage and at the highest rate of 
interest would be the parts of the country where the banks 
would make the highest bids of interest for the Government's 
money. The gentleman from Connecticut, who is a financier 
and I am not, contends, however, that those parts of the coun- 
try where the banks are able to get the least profits upon their 
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money, or the least rate of interest, are the parts of the country 
that necessarily could bid the highest. Now, we are just at 
antipodes upon that proposition, and I give the gentleman from 
Indiana both theories. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, if the gentleman will permit, I de- 
sire to put another question. I believe I have heard the gentle- 
man himself make the statement, if not I have heard it from 
many Members from that side of the House, and especially I 
heard it at New Orleans some time back, that the South no 
longer had to ask New York for money with which to move the 
crops. I find in going over this list of the money deposited that 
a large amount of the Government's surplus funds is deposited 
in the Southern States, and I understand that they did not have 
to call upon New York for money to move their crops during the 
last season. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not to the same extent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I know that from the Central States, 
where large sums of Government money are deposited, we move 
our crops without calling upon New York for money, and I 
know that was generally done through the South and the 
Central and Western States. Now, I can understand why a 
gentleman representing the State of New York does not like 
that condition of affairs and would like to have the country 
again go to New York for money with which to move the crops, 
I put this proposition: Is it not better that the Government, 
when it has a surplus, to so distribute the surplus as to benefit 
the people and furnish cheap money with which to move their 
crops than to try to secure 2, 3, or 4 per cent with it from New 
York banks or Philadelphia banks or Chicago banks, and make 
the people of the country go to those banks, as they did in times 
gone by, to get the money to move their crops with? And I 
say to the gentleman in seeking to hit the banks he will hit the 
people in the Southern and Central States and in the West a 
good deal harder lick than he will hit the banks if he undertakes 
by his amendment to change this condition of affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi is not “ trying to hit the banks.” That is 
the first proposition. The gentleman from Mississippi, if he 
knows himself, never tries to hit anyone unless whoever it was 
had first struck or attempted to strike the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, or looked like he was going to do it. What the gentle- 
man from Mississippi is trying to do is to help the Government, 
and through the Government and back of the Government to 
help the people. 

Mr. HEMBENWAY. The people are the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. The people were never the Government and the people 
never will be the Government, outside of a little township, as in 
ancient Greece, perhaps. Unfortunately for the people, the 
Government in this country is composed of a certain number of 
politicians in one House and a certain number in another, and, 
no matter what party is in power, another at the opposite end 
of the Avenue to preside over them in a general way. 

The money that goes into the Treasury is the money of the 
people, and I want it to benefit them. Now, the trouble as to the 
gentleman's question is that he assumed something which I do 
not admit. He assumes that if this amendment goes into opera- 
tion that the depositories getting the money upon competition of 
interest bids will be in New York and in the great money cen- 
ters. The gentleman knows this country well enough to know 
that if that were true, and if this could be worked to benefit 
those centers, that those bankers would have had their lobbyists 
here long ago working for exactly this sort of legislation. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] The very fact that they are 
opposed to the position taken by me and agree with the gentle- 
man is proof positive of the fact that the gentleman is mistaken. 
The fact that New York in November, 1903, got thirty-nine mil- 
lions of deposits under the present system exposes the fallacy of 
his contention. Let me tell the gentleman something. I do not 
believe for one moment that the bank in my little town, which 
can use money with its customers upon gilt-edge security at 8 
or 10 per cent, building up the magnificent new growth which 
has taken place all over the southern country, could not outbid 
any bank in the Northeast that can not use its money among the 
people there for over 4 or 5 per cent. Gentlemen can figure until 
gentlemen are dizzy in the head, and if they seem to establish 
the opposite by figures, they would only establish the fact that 
their figures do not tell the truth. I say that you know where 
this money will go. The security being the same everywhere, 
it will go to whoever will bid most for it, and they will be those 
who can use most of it at a profit; and they are the banks that 
do business in communities of high interest. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman forgets that towns like 
his and other rural points do not have the Government bonds 
to offer as security, and for that reason would not have a fair 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


chance in the bidding. As I was saying, the South has had 
some experience in the last few years. I heard down in the city 
of New Orleans a short time ago gentlemen getting up and 
boasting that they had not been obliged to go to New York to 
get money to move their crops. I find they have about $700,000 
of the Government money deposited in Louisiana. I find in 
Arkansas there is a large amount of the Government money 
deposited, and through the Central States and the Western 
States a large amount of Government money is deposited; and 
now for the first time in our history 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You do not think I am 
afraid it will help the South—the South can not be helped or 
hurt without helping or hurting me. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You gentlemen of the South and you gen- 
tlemen of the Western States know that for the first time in our 
history we have been able to move our crops without going to 
New York for money. Now, then, here is an effort to put the 
Government into the money-loaning business, into the brokerage 
business, and saying: “ Here we are; we put up our money and 
say come and bid, and the highest bidder gets it.” Do gentle- 
men think that that is a proper function for our Government? 

Our surplus money in the Treasury ought to be used to the 
best interest of the people of the United States, and if we can 
help the people of the South by sending a little of the money 
South without haying them to go to New York for money, or 
if we can send money to the Central States and enable them to 
move their crops without sending to New York for money, why 
not do it? It is a great deal better for the Government to help 
the people that way than to go into the brokerage business and 
hang out three gilt balls and say: Come on here, the 
bidder gets the money of the Treasury of the United States.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman seri- 
ously contend that the South has been able to move its cotton 
principally, or in any measure to be considered, by the use of 
the money in the national-bank depositories? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Toa great extent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why was it not to a greater 
extent the money deposited from other people? That amount 
of money that the gentleman states—$700,000 in Louisiana— 
would not handle the southern cotton crop for two days. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is only in one State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It would not handle the 
cotton crop for two days in any single State of the southern 
territory. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But there are a number of Southern 
States that have depositories. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman seri- 
ously contend that the prosperity which has enabled the South 
to make money and handle its own crops is due to this system? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What I was saying was that we ought 
not to go into this brokerage business—hanging out three balls— 
indicating that we are going out into the money-loaning business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that we are not already in the money-loaning business, 
except that we loan now without interest? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘The money under this system is so placed 
that when the Government needs it it can be withdrawn, and 
it has gradually been withdrawn. It is placed in such a way 
that the people can get it. As gentlemen know, we are not 
going to have a great deal of surplus to loan out in this or other 
ways. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Gentlemen laugh; 
under your Administration we were never compelled to discuss 
a surplus. The gentleman seems anxious, without considera- 
tion of a committee, to put an amendment on here that has not 
been favorably reported by any committee of the House—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And never will be. 

Mr. HEMBNWAY. Will change a system that has been a 
profit to the people of the United States. The people have 
profited, not only by the business management upon the part 
of the Treasury Department, but have profited by the policies 
of the Republican party. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman's proposition 
is that I am trying to break down my own prosperity. Let it 
stand that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana one question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If I have understood you cor- 
rectly, you have stated that the Southern and Central States 
are peculiarly the beneficiaries of this system of depositories. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; we are getting it in about equal 
proportions all over the country. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. At least you have assumed 
that the rich prosperity which exists in those sections is due 
somewhat to this system. 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. Somewhat; yes. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Now, I will ask you to state 
in that connection the amount of money at present on deposit 
in those depositories in the State of Arkansas, inasmuch as you 
have referred to that State as peculiarly in that list of bene- 


ficiaries. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Arkansas seems to have $100,000. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 5 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state, in 
the same connection, the amount now on deposit in the State of 
New York? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. New York seems to have $30,000,000, and 
she will have it all if we have this bidding system. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the gentleman now state, 
in this connection, how it is that Arkansas is peculiarly the 
beneficiary of the present system of depositories? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should say to the gentleman that Ar- 
kansas has been very negligent in looking after her interests 
or she would have had more of these deposits. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the gentleman yield for 
a further question? ‘ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly I will. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state in 
what particular the State of Arkansas has been negligent in 
looking after her interests? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, in not asking for these deposits. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state that 
it has been the practice of the Government to make these de- 
posits impartially heretofore? 

Mr. HEMENWAY.. Absolutely so, I understand, giving the 
advantage to the small banks, where they made application. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the gentleman state 
that that system has been pursued in the State of Arkansas 
and in Louisiana, and other Southwestern States. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Of course I have not the record as to 
Arkansas, but I know, in the States that have made their appli- 
cations, that the smaller banks have at all times been favored, 
so the Secretary of the Treasury informs me. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Why, clearly, the small banks 
are in New York and the large ones in Arkansas! Nothing can 
be clearer than that. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from New York comes in 
always with his keen wit; but the gentleman from New York 
is behind this proposition and supporting it vigorously, evi- 
dently anxious that his banks shall pay this interest, and know- 
ing that if this amendment passes his New York banks would 
get these deposits that are now scattered throughout the 
country. 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. As the gentleman has ap- 
pealed to me—— 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow, 
me 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. If the gentleman will kindly 
allow me to finish my sentence, I will say that I do not believe 
there is a banker in New York bursting with anxiety to pay 
interest on these deposits. If there is such a person, he has 
carefully concealed his identity from my knowledge, and I do 
not believe there is living to-day a person who has discovered 
him, except the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HULL. My question should have come in a few minutes 
ago—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the gentleman from New York well 
knows that if the city banks could take from the country 
banks the Government deposits by paying a small rate of inter- 
est that they would loan the same money back to the country 
banks at a higher rate in interest and profit largely by the 
transaction, and that the country banks would again be com- 
pelled to borrow from New York. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. HULL. I simply wanted to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Cockran of New York) there were—ayes 93, noes 92. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Hr. 
of Connecticut and Mr. Cooxran of New York. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 111, noes 105. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Datzerz, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4831) 
to improve currency conditions, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


— 
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DECEMBER 15, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th 
day of said month; and 

H. R. 14468. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 2578. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Beezley ; ! 

S. 3414. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wheeler ; 

S. 3502. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Willis ; 

S. 3640. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Stevens; 

S. 3329. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Strong; 

S. 3175. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel H. 
Coleman; 

e ber An act granting an increase of pension to Emanual 
orter ; 

S. 3033, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Williams; and 

S. 2745. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE SWAYNE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolu- 
tion, which was ordered to lie on the table: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
December 15, 1904. 


Whereas the House of Representatives on the 14th day of December, 
1904, by five of its Members, Mr. PALMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. JEN- 
KINS of Wisconsin, Mr. GILLETT of California, Mr. CLAYTON of Ala- 
bama, and Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, at the bar of the Senate impeached 
Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors in 
office, and informed the Senate that the House of Representatives will 
in due time exhibit particular articles of impeachment against him 
and make good the same; and likewise demanded that the Senate 
take order for the appearance of the said Charles Swayne to answer 
the said impeachment: Therefore, 

Ordered, That the Senate will, according to its standing rules and 
orders in such cases provided, take proper order thereon (upon the 
presentation of the articles of impeachment), of which due notice 
shall be pra to the House of Representatives. 
= 8 , That the Secretary acquaint the House of Representatives 

erewith. 


Attest: CHARLES C. BENNETT, Secretary. 


BRITISH STEAMSHIP LINDISFARNE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by the 
Secretary of State, resubmitting a claim of the owners of the British 
steamship Lindisfarne, amounting to $158.11, for 3 to that 
vessel while undergoing repairs necessitated through a collision with 
the U. S. armored transport Crook in New York Harbor on May 23, 
1900. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waira House, December 15, 1904. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 5512. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Carleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1996. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S8. 2212. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles N. 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5514. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Lamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 1539. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Shiflett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Snidemiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3906. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. V. 
Voldo, alias James H. Venier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


S. 424. An act granting a pension to George W. Lehman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5859. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Lenhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5744. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5743. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5742. An act granting an increase of pension to Nichles 
Dockendorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5737. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
See—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to Monroe 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5858. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hub- 
bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5857. An act granting an increase of pension to James Bry- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodbury—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5745. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5746. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5450. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Lingenfelter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to S. J. Brain- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5531. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5501. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4002. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
Armitage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3390. An act granting a pension to Emily E. Cram—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Bird Solo- 
mon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5378. An act granting an increase of pension to John II. 
Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4070. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Fellen- 
treter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2238. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Strawn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5572. An act granting an increase of pension to Alafire 
Chastain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1208. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Magruder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5574. An act granting an increase of pension to Colon 
Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3076. An act granting a pension to Arthur W. Post—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5496. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5472. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Weems—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5589. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Burrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5508. An act granting a pension to Abraham B. Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5346. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon A. 
Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2117. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip L. 
Hiteshew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2574. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Percell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 3356. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecea A. 
Teter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3286. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Creed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 554. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Farley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2096. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Millett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4382. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Cis ae A 


1904. 


§. 5214. An act granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Renfro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4408. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert N. 
Button—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3232. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3755. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Covert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5427. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruhema C. 
Horsman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4221. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Stroman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 552. An act granting a pension to Ira K. Eaton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Forsythe Bache—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3357. An act granting an increase of pension to Welcome 
B. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3100. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 377. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4383. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Penn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3522. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4273. An act granting an increase of pension to Frazee A. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 3453. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Whitney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5732. An act granting a pension to Philip Larvotte—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Clemon 
Clooten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5739. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 
Bessie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5129. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5428. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Hedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3482. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Le Fevre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5271. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul Die- 
bitsch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2492. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
. Muttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4393. An act granting an increase of pension to Cora A. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2274. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5339. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney B. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 4808. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wor- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2339. An act granting an increase of pension to Carolina 
‘Apfel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4986. An act granting an increase of pension to Thilo S. 
Bartow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Talor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3001. An act granting an increase of pension to Adrianna 
Lowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 567. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Cody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2518. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
A. Spear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 506. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5445. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
L. Guild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5444. An act granting a pension to Julia E. Neale—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 801. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
D. Goodale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2581. An act granting an increase of pension to Myron D. 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 
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S. 5345. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Coughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry V. 
Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5120. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. X 

S. 2231. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie M. 
Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie B. 
Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4395. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1830. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5297. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry L. 
Gray—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Knight—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 4151. An act granting an Increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5714. An act granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Kenne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5713. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5715. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Bickford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5530. An act granting a pension to William R. Cahoon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4477. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Crayen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4038. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Yingling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2310. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 784. An act granting an increase of pension to Beverly 
Waugh—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 2945. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie M. 
Nuzum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1541. An act granting an increase of pension to Commo- 
dore P. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4103. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rulette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3624. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

S. 2915. An act granting a pension to Mary Williamson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5810. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5716. An act granting an increase of pension to Dotha J. 
Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5811. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Waller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
S. 5807. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. F. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5476. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel F. 
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5661. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2850. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
Calkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2848. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2009. An act granting a pension to Richard Dunn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5535. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McConneha—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

S. 776. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin H. 
Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
V. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3239. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. D. Buchanan —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1413. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa D. 
Miller —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5781. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Steele to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Senate concurrent resolution 87: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized an 
directed to cause an examination and survey to be made and an esti- 


336 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


mate submitted of the cost of improving the Bay of Monterey, Cali- 
fornia, to meet the demands of commerce— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Senate concurrent resolution 88: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a 
survey to be made of Portland Harbor, Maine, to include Fore River 
above Portland bridge and the entrance to Back Cove, with a view to 
widening and deepening the channels at these localities, and to submit 
estimates for such improvements— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 42 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
draft of a bill to authorize the sale of certain lots in a cemetery 
controlled by the United American Mechanics and United 
Daughters of America Cemetery Association—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a statement and abstract of official emoluments of the 
officers of the customs service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1904—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for a corps of student inter- 
preters in Japan and Korea—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of E. J. Marett, administrator of estate of William B. 
West, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of William P. Newman, administrator of estate of William 
Powers, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the istant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Victoria Wasson, Ella Wasson, and Frank Wasson, heirs of 
Richard F. Wasson, against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of the Trustees of Baxter Institute, of Buckhannon, W. Va., 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims— 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Thomas Adkins, administrator of estate of David Adkins, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Brunswick, Md., against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the Senate joint resolution (S. R. 84) 
authorizing the granting of permits to the committee on inau- 
gural ceremonies on the occasion of the inauguration of the 
President-elect, on March 4, 1905, and so forth, reported. the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3139); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Senate joint resolution (S.R.79) granting the temporary occu- 
pancy of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, 


D. C., for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition, reported 
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the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.“ 


3140) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 15477) to change the name of Thirteen-and-a-half street 
to Linworth place, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3141); which said bill and report: 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were severally reported from committeés, 


delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House, as follows: 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 36) to reimburse 


John Waller, postmaster at Monticelllo, N. X., for money ex- 


pended in carrying the mail, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3130); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


5822) granting an increase of pension to Eveline V. Ferguson, 


reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3131); which said bill and report were referred to the’ 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8708) granting an increase of pension 
to David C. Posey, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3132) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10712) granting a pension 
to Henrietta Weidner, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3133); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14600) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Woods, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied -by a report (No. 3134); whieh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 


t 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11494) 


granting an increase of pension to Sarah Jane Grissom, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3135); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12660) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret Russell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3136) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14406) granting 


a pension to Paul W. Thomson, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3137) ; . said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Meat ad x 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from'the ‘Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the Dill of t the House (H. R. 15535) 
granting a pension to John Crotty, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3138); which said- 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13377) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
R. Straub—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16588) granting an honorable discharge to Wil- 
liam Larkin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 16605) for the relief of Horace J. Rowell— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (H. R. 16624) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Good—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 16630) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to exercise a discretion in certain cases—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 16631) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 16632) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building there- 
on, or for the purchase of a suitable building with site, at Hono- 
lulu, island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 16633) to complete the con- 
struction of ice pier in Ohio River at Maysville, Ky.—to tlie 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 16634) to amend section 17 
of the act entitled “An act for increasing the efficiency of the 
‘Army of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1899—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 16635) to add certain 
counties in Alabama to the southern district therein, and to 
divide the said southern district, after the addition of the said 
counties, into two divisions, and to prescribe the time and places 

‘for holding courts therein, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 16636) transferring the coun- 
ties of Jackson and Clinton, in the State of Iowa, from the north- 
ern judicial district of Iowa to the southern judicial district of 
lowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 16637) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, known as “ Joint resolution construing the 
act approved June 27, 1890,” and so forth—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 16638) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Beaufort, S. C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16639) for the construction 
of a bridge over Rock Creek at Q street—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16640) to amend 
the Indian depredation act of March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 16641) making 
appropriations for lower Sacramento River available for any 
navigable portion of said river—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16642) to amend section 13 of an act of 
March 1, 1893, entitled An act to create the California Débris 
Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali- 
fornia —to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 16643) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the appointment of shipping com- 
missioners,” and so forth—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. n 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 16644) for the 
erection of a public building at Marion, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 16645) waiving the age 
limit for admission to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy 
in the case of Pay Clerk Walter Delafield Bollard, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 16646) to amend section 
2787 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 16647) for the erection of a 
public building at Chester, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WADE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) granting 
Government employees pay for Labor Day—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HULL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) providing 
for the sale of individual pieces of United States armament—to 
-the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
180) providing for an investigation of the economic value of 
the waters of Lake Champlain for manufacturing, domestic, 
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and other purposes to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
181) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer to the militia 
cavalry organization at Chattanooga, Tenn., a certain unused 
portion of the national cemetery reservation at Chattanooga, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res, 398) 
asking the Secretary of the Interior for information concerning 
the members or employees of the Dawes Commission—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARST: A resolution: (H. Res. 399) relating to 
political activity of letter carriers and the dismissal of James 
C. Keller and Frank Cunningham from the public seryice—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 16648) granting a pension to 
John F. Tathem—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 16649) granting an increase 
of pension to Hans Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 16650) granting an increase of 
penean to Charles Leathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 16651) granting an 
increase of pension to George C. Dean—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 16652) granting an increase 
of pension to Elba A. Loye—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16653) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Cole—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16654) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Buswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 16655) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Gay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16656) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 16657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Friend—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A Dill (H. R. 16658) granting a pension 
to William M. Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16659) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Organ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16660) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rumell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 16661) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Marshall—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16662) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Rifenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16663) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Newcomer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16664) granting a pension to Phoebe J. 
Sawdey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16665) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles B. Steward, alias Edward 8, 
Button—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 16666) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfreda B. Coburn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 16667) granting a pension 
to Ursula Bayard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 16668) granting an increase 
of pension to Emile H. Brie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16669) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph M. Squibb—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16670) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Vandeveer to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 16671) for the relief of 
A. J. Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16672) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Philips—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.16673) granting a pension to James B. Kil- 
gore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 16674) granting an increase of 
pension to Orlando Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16675) 
for the relief of James M. Darling—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 16676) 
for the relief of the heirs of A. M. Harton, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 16677) granting a pension 
to John T. Baldwin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 16678) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Lock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16679) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16680) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis M. Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16681) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16682) granting an increase 
of pension to Alice S. Shepard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 16683) granting a pension to 
Jesse Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 16684) granting an increase 
4 pension to Lena Loeser —to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 16685) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Isaiah M. Adams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 16686) granting an in- 
crease of pension to B. T. Martin—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16687) granting an 
increase of pension to M. Helen Orchard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16688) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16689) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Smithson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 16690) granting a pension to 
Louisa J. Arey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16691) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 16602) granting a pension to 
Gertrude L. Tallman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 16693) for the relief of 
William G. Tidwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16694) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Beiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 16695) granting an increase of 
pension to Paul Sullivan, alias Matthias G. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis O’Leary—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16697) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16698) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo S. Darling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 16699) for the relief of 
Thomas Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16700) granting 
a pension to Myra L. Clay—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16701) granting an increase of 
pension to Emanuel F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16702) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Cairnes—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16703) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie L. Oyerton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 16704) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Lewis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 16705) granting an increase of 
pension to Leyi Runyan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16706) granting an increase of pension to 
John Melvin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16707) granting an increase of pension to 
John Beckman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16708) granting an increase of pension to 
James Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16709) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16710) granting an increase of pension to 
F. A. Beranek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16711) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16712) for the relief of Henrietta Thomas 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 16718) granting a pension to 
William Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16714) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Hiram Hutch- 
coft—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 16715) granting a pen- 
sion to Helen Calvert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: Resolutions of Little Miami Division, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, in support of bill H. R. 
13354—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Affidavit of George W. Jones, in support 
of claim of Sibini Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, afidavit of Frances M. Kent, in support of claim of Si- 
bini Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers in support of House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Elba A. Loye—to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Nicotin Grange, No. 389, 
Hancock County, Me., in favor of a Bureau of Public High- 
ways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Oswego, Kans., 
against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petitions of Henry W. Northrup, of Glen- 
burn, Pa., and of F. S. Tiffany, of Fleetville, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Albany, N. Y., in favor of the passage of bill 
H. R. 6273, further to define the duties and powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Additional evidence to accompany Dill 
to increase the pension of John Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, additional evidence in support of the bill to pension 
William M. Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8352, for the 
relief of John Salsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of citizens of New Bedford, in 
favor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Memorial of John Kolvoord, in support 
of bill to amend customs-drawback law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of citizens of Wilmington, 
Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of the Woman’s Army and Navy 
League, of Washington, D. C., declaring the anticanteen law in 
the United States Army a failure—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of Encampment No. 65, Union 
Veteran Legion, of York, Pa., urging the passage of bill H. R. 
16506, granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Gray—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Snover, Mich., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of M. Helen Orchard, widow of Sergt. Maj. John ©. Orchard, 
of the One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11174, to increase the 
pension of Herman J. Watjen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, additional evidence to accompany bill H. R. 6650, to in- 
crease the pension of Eli B. Zelm—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany a resolu- 
tion authorizing the Secretary of War to permit Troop B, Un- 
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attached Cavalry, National Guard of Tennessee, to improve 
park properties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of California, in 
favor of granting lands to the landless Indians of north Cal- 
ifornia—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of Hudson River Central Baptist 
‘Association, asking Congress to investigate certain charges 
against the authorities of the Independent State of the Kongo— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Beiser—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Anthra- 
cite Division, No. 543, and Capitol Division, No. 160, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring bill H. R. 13354, for the 
relief of veteran army locomotive engineers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Fairview Division, No. 278, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Ashley, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 13354, 
for the relief of veteran army locomotive engineers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Guarantee Title and Trust 
Company, against proposed system of post-checks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16151, 
for the relief of W. C. York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Papers to accompany bill for increase of 
pension for Emanuel F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Farmers’ Club of Tecumseh, 
Mich.. against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
‘Agriculture, : 


SENATE. 


Fray, December 16, 1904. i 


‘ Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. BERRY, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for 
the States of California, Connecticut, South Dakota, and Texas; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to be filed. 


ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the disbursing clerk of the Treasury Department, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation to be included in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for 1906 
for one clerk of class 3 in the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, $1,600; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause 
of James Davidson v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 5 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of fact filed by the court in the cause of the trustees of Tuscarora 
Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Martinsburg, 
W. Va., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of 
fact filed by the court in the cause of Edward Gallagher, admin- 
istrator of Charles Gallagher, deceased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownrne, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 15317) to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
2 — 5 Arkansas; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 708. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
authorize the building of a bridge across Thief River in the 
State of Minnesota ; 

S. 2114. An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army; 

S. 2578. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Beezley ; 

S. 2745. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard; 
iS 2893. An act granting an increase of pension to Emanual 

orter ; 

S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Williams; 

S. 5175. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel H. 
Coleman; - 

S. 3329. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Strong; 

S. 3414. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wheeler ; 
ei e An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 

S; 

S. 3640. An act granting an increase of pension to John $S. 
Stevens ; 

S. 3791. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Tenney ; 

S. 4417. An act granting an increase of pension to Chad- 
bourne H. Warren; 

i aa An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew W. 
witzer ; 

S. 5184. An act granting a pension to Ethel Talley; 

S. 5263. An act granting a pension to Annie M. Eapolucci; 

S. 5416. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hopson ; 

S. 5423. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Morton ; 

S. 5484. An act granting an increase of pension to Burnetta 
B, Lehmann ; 

5 5492. An act granting an inerease of pension to Mary T. 
olden ; 

S. 5556. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Hoback ; 

H. R. 14468. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington; and 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th 
day of said month. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Wo- 
man's Study Club of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the adoption of 
a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage 
Association of Concord, N. H., praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Board of Home 
Missions of the Presbyterian Church of New York City, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the protection of 
Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be formed; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the International Pure Food 
Congress, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so- 
called“ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition signed by 110 of the 
leading citizens of Georgetown, D. C., praying for the construc- 
tion of a bridge over Rock Creek at Q street. The men and 
firms who have signed the petition are among the most reputa- 
ble and potential citizens of the District. I think they would 
be gratified to have their petition, which is not very long, go 
into the Recorp, and I will ask unanimous consent that the Sec- 
retary may read it, omitting the names. 
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There being no objection, the petition was read and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatves: 


We, the undersigned, residents and property owners in that portion 
of the city of Wa: m known as Georgetown, have for many years 
felt sorely in need of a bridge over Rock Creek at Q street. 

Very many good and valſd reasons exist why the erection of such a 
bridge should now be authorized, and we beg to submit a few of these 
reasons for the consideration of your honorable body. 

The present crossings over Rock Creek are inadequate for the in- 
creased demands of this growing portion of Ligure Ste 

The few existing bridges are largely taken up by double tracks for car 
ines: leaying scant, if not unsafe, passageway for vehicles and pedes- 

ans. 

ity are Ont Of 000 
eity are out of keep 8 an y de ts gro 
leading as they do into our most onattractive streets. 

The banks of Rock Creek, in plain sight from our present bridges, are 
now used as a compii piace or all sorts of unsan tout Bis nays and a 
bridge at 3 street would the first step toward prese the natural 
beauty of Rock Creek Valley. If the dumping were stop and the dis- 
figured parts of the valley reclaimed by grass and vines, the present un- 
sightly chasm separating Georgetown from Washington would be trans- 
formed into a healthful and beautiful breathing space. 

Other and more extended improvements nag mune ny Sed advisabl 
but we are all a that our need for this bridge is immediate, an 
further delay in its construction will be a detriment to our growth and 
the denial of a real necessity—an attractive entrance to the residence 
section of Washington which will afford to the city proper a much- 
needed unobstructed driveway to Arlington and the Conduit road and to 
us a deeply L . Sh pay 5 = on 

Geogetown an in part o as! on legally and socially. 
It has a population of 30,000 inhabitants. For 5 years it has 
been A oe taxes at equal rate with every of the city, and yet it 
has lutely no parks, no pleasure groun: and decent means of 
communication with its neighbors. 

As taxpayers we assert our right to have our portion of the city re- 
ceive its due share of improvements. For years we have patiently 
asked this, and now we most respectfully and earnestly petition that 
you grant us a bridge across Rock Creek at Q street and authorize the 
n and beautifying of Rock Creek banks in its immediate 
vicinity. 


DECEMBER, 1904. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the extension of Rock Creek Ford road, or Ritten- 
house street, westward, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Providence, R. I., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the 
statehood bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 57, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Providence, R. I., praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to locomo- 
tive engineers who served in the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Paterson, N. J., praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of M. Calm & Bro., of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill ;’ which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Board of Home 
Missions of the Presbyterian Church of New York City, N. T., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted to 
statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of 23 citzens of Millcreek, 
Pa., praying for the adpotion of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 22 citizens of Millcreek, Pa., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Peters Creek, and Delta; of the Nottingham Quarterly 
Meeting of Friends, of Peters Creek; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Delaware County; of the Pennsyl- 
vania Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Philadelphia; 
of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Grace Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Summit Presbyterian Church, of Germantown; 
of the executive committee of the Schuylkill branch of the 
Philadelphia Christian Endeavor Society, of Philadelphia, and 
of the Christian. Endeavor Society of the Bethel Church, of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the protection of Indians 
against the liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which 
. were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 


Wyncote, Rydal, Byberry, Lansdowne, and Millersville; of the 
Woman’s Suffrage Associations of Delaware County, Lans- 
downe, and Philadelphia; of the Philadelphia Legislative 
League, of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Club of Columbia; 
of the Sorosis Club, of Langhorne; of Local Union No. 146, 
Woman’s International Union-Label League, of Bradford; of 
the Teachers’ Five O’Clock Tea Club, of South Bethlehem; of 
the Woman’s Culture Club of Connellsville; of the Friday 
Conversational Club, of Monongahela; of the Woman's Club of 
New Brighton; of Linton Temple, No. 8, Rathbone Sisters, of 
Erie; of the Bellevue Equal Rights Association, of Bellevue; 
of the Sharon Circle of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Sharon, and of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Piso Company, of War- 
ren, Pa., and the memorial of Edward M. Paxson, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enlargement of the 
definition of the term drug” in the so-called pure-food bill ;” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
of the Board of Trade of Scranton, and of the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the ratification of international arbitration treaties; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 565, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newcastle, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to 
locomotive engineers who served in the war of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hills- 
boro, the Christian Endeavor Society of Hillsboro, all in the 
State of Illinois, and of the Woman's Board of Home Missions 
of the Presbyterian Church, of New York City, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the ratification 
of international arbitration treaties; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Bar Association of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for an additional district judge for the northern dis- 
trict of California; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4333) granting an increase of pension to Lando J. 
Ralph; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Portland, Oreg., praying for the ratification of inter- 
national arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of. Bloomington, Wis., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the 
statehood bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Richland 
Center, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new 
States to be formed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
St. Johnsburg, Vt, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the International Pure 
Food Congress, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5798) to extend the time for the comple- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am directed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories to report back House bill 14749 with divers and sundry 
amendments, and with a recommendation that the bill when 
thus amended be passed. I wish to give notice that immedi- 
ately after the vote to-day upon the Philippine bill I shall move 
to proceed to the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read by title and ordered to be placed on the 
Calendar, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Oklahoma and of 
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the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico 
and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government 
and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to enter a motion to recommit the bill 
which has just been reported by the Senator from Indiana, and 
let that motion lie on the table for the present. I expect testi- 
mony here, and when it comes I wish to be heard. I merely 
enter the motion to recommit. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I did not hear the announcement made 
by the Senator from Indiana regarding the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice he gave was that 
immediately after the disposal of the pending unfinished busi- 
ness he would move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill reported from the Committee on Territories this 
morning. 

Mr. BATE. That is, that he would do it? He did not do it 
this morning, but gave notice he would do it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did not make the motion, 
but gave notice that he would make it. 5 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
18th instant, proposing to appropriate $2,500 for one chief of 
division in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in- 
tended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6150) for the relief of Maj. E. 
W. Halford, paymaster United States Army, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6157) for the relief of Maj. Seymour Howell, paymaster, 
United States Army, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 11286) to prevent the unlawful wearing of the badge 
or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or other soldier 
organizations, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; which was agreed to. 

i TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15590) to amend an act 
approved April 26, 1904, entitled “An act to enable the Secre- 
tary of War to permit the erection of a lock and dam in aid of 
navigation in the Tennessee River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
for other purposes,” to report it favorably without amendment. 
The bill simply proposes to amend the act passed at the last 
session of Congress to build a lock and dam in the Tennessee 
River. It proposes to make a change in the location of this im- 
provement, and it should be done at once in order that they may 
go on with the work. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. It is purely a local matter. There can be no ob- 
jection to it. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: l i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer, from time to time, 
as may be necessary, to report the hearings which may be had by the 
committee or its subcommittees on bills and resolutions coming before 
said committee; to have its hearings, bi and reports printed, and 
ang are ee incurred shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 

Mr. KEAN subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the 
foregoing resolution without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT-ELECT. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Rules, to whom was 

referred the following concurrent resolution, submitted by him- 


self on the 8th instant, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee consisting of three ators and three Repre- 
end EDALE of: (ier Homme. Gf Mapeementativen eempectively,, ir AE 

er o ouse o resen ively, is author- 
the ts for tae ppe E of the 


ized to make necessary arrangemen 
President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of March next. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. . 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6163) granting 
an inerease of pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher; which was 
ise twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6164) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Michaelis (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6165) granting a pension to Robert K. Smith (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6166) granting a pension to David S. Clare; 

A bill (S. 6167) granting a pension to Bernard Sprenger; and 

A bill (S. 6168) granting a pension to William Crome (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6169) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Colby; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 6170) to fix 
the grade on retired list of the Army of Col. James W. Powell, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 6171) granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie C. Avis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills, which were serv- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6172) for the relief of the administrator of the 
late D. S. Farrer, of Virginia, and others; and 

A bill (S. 6173) for the relief of the trustees of the Wilder- 
ness Baptist Church, of Spottsylvania County, Va. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6174) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chittle Chittleson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6175) for the relief 
of Benjamin Burrows; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6176) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Reich ; and 

A bill (S. 6177) granting an increase of pension to J. S. 

rose. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 6178) to purchase an additional strip of land to the 
eastward of the light-house at Pigeon Point, California; 

A bill (S. 6179) to establish a light and fog signal on Kar- 
quinez Strait, California ; 

A bill (S. 6180) to establish at Ano Nuevo Island, seacoast of 
California, an additional dwelling for light-house keepers ; 

A bill (S. 6181) to establish a light-house near Santa Barbara 
Landing, California ; 

A bill (S. 6182) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Red Rock, upper part of San Francisco Bay, California; and 

A bill (S. 6183) to construct a tender for the engineer service 
of the twelfth light-house district. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 6184) authorizing the %is- 
sissippi Central Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
the Pearl River at or near Smiths Ferry, Lawrence County, 
Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6185) granting an incretse 
of pension to Thomas Read; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6186) granting an increase of 
pension to Lizzie E. Shehan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 6187) to reclassify em- 
ployees in the civil service; which was read twice by its title, 
and 55 to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
men 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 6188) granting an increase of 
pension to William Sartwell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


` Mr. McCREARY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and 
commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. BARD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into he Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and Arizona to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO PENDING PHILIPPINE BILL. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following amendment to 
House bill 14623, intended to be proposed as an amendment to 
the amendment offered by Mr. DIETRICH; which was ordered 
to lie on the table: 

Amend by adding after the word “ bonds,” in line 7, the following: 
“and bonds shall not be issued by any railroad company which za 


avali itself of the guaranty under this section for an amount ex 
ing $35,000 per mile of railroad.” : 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. Burrows, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be given 
leave to print, from time to time, the grey held before the commit- 
tee during the third session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF NAVIGATION, 1904. 
On motion of Mr. Frye, it was 


Ordered, That there shall be printed 500 additional bound copies of 
the Report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1904, for the use of 
the Bureau of Navigation. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BLAINE HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost 
of improving the harbor of Blaine, Wash., to meet the demands of com- 


_ merece. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Transportation and 
Sale of Meat Products be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ a 
stenographer, whose compensation shall be at the rate of $1 pee 
month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and his 
employment shall cease at the close of this the third session of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. 


RECORD OF IMPEACHMENT TRIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to re- 
consider the vote by which the order was made yesterday for 
the printing of extracts from the Journals of the Senate in im- 
peachment cases, for the purpose—— 

Mr. BAILBY. Of course I am not going to object, but I 
should like to know why. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For the purpose of correcting 
the order. I will state the matter a little more fully. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is sufficient. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The order was to print a docu- 
ment for the use of the Senate. That involves 1,400 copies, 
which are more than the Senate needs. Five hundred of them 
go into one place and 700 of them into another, and Congress does 
not get them at all. I wish to change the order so that 500 
copies shall be printed for the use of the Senate. I think that 
number will be sufficient. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the order for printing the extracts from the Journals re- 
lating to impeachment cases was passed yesterday. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following order; 
which was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies 
of extracts from the Journals of the Senate containing the record of 
impeachment trials in the cases of William Blount, John Pickering, 


Samuel Chase, James H. Peck, West H. Humphreys, Andrew Johnson, 
and William W. Belknap. 


BUSINESS OF THE SENATE. 
ane GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
quiry. 

It has been stated to me by several persons that some arrange- 
ment was made on yesterday, at a time when I was absent from 
the Senate on public business, whereby nothing was to be done 
by the way of business in the Senate after the adjournment to- 
day. I make the inquiry for the reason that as chairman of 
the Merchant Marine Commission it has been my purpose to 
make the report from that Commission on Monday of next week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, under the cir- 
cumstances, declines to answer the interrogatory of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Can the Chair direct the Senator from 
New Hampshire to any source from which he may get the de- 
sired information? , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An inquiry by the Senator 
directed to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] perhaps 
would conyey the necessary information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
be pleased to consult with the Senator from Illinois. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 15317) to build a bridge acvoss the Ouchita 
River, Arkansas, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ; 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. 

Mr. LODGE. In accordance with the notice which I gave, I 
now call up House bill 14623, the Philippine government bill. 


-I have understood that one or two Senators desire to speak on 


the bill and amendments this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14623) to 
amend an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to amend an act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 
1903, entitled “An act to establish a standard of value and to 
provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands, and to 
provide for the more efficient administration of civil government 
in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I present an amendment to strike out all 
after the word “assembled,” in line 2, on page 1, down to the 
end of section 1. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie on 
the table until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask that the amendment be stated at 
the desk. I did not have my copy of the bill before me at the 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1 strike out all of section 1. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to inquire whether that is 
numbered according to the reprinted bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; the last print of the bill, December 14. 

I simply propose to strike out these words: 
That all bonds issued by the government of the Philippine Islands, 
or by its authority, shall be exempt from taxation the Government 
of the United States, or by the government of the Philippine Islands 
or of any political or municipal subdivision thereof, or by any State, 
or by any county, municipality, or other municipal subdivision of any 
State or Territory of the United States, or by the District of Colum- 
bia, and all the provisions of this section are hereby made applicable 
to Porto Rico. 

In other words, the amendment strikes out the exemption 
from taxation of all municipal bonds in the islands and makes 
them subject to taxation as other bonds in the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to say in regard to the amendment that 
this exemption was given by Congress in the case of certifi- 
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cates of indebtedness which we authorized the Philippine gov- 
ernment to issue for the purpose of maintaining the parity be- 
tween the peso and the gold standard, and it was also given in 
the case of the bonds for the purchase of the friars’ lands. But 
it was not given in the case of the bonds that were to be issued 
for the improvement of the water supply of the city of Manila 
nor for the bonds to provide for the construction of sewers 
and other municipal improvements in the towns of the Philip- 
pine Islands. The need of it is very well set forth in the re- 
port of the Secretary of War, which I hold in my hand. On 
pages 52 and 53 the Secretary states, I think with perfect 
truth, that the exemption of these bonds from State, county, 
and municipal taxation in the United States is of no conse- 
quence to States, counties, or municipalities here, but it makes 
a difference of 1 and 2 per cent in the rate at which the money 
can be borrowed for these municipal improvements. 

It is a great benefit to the people of the islands to have this 
exemption, and the amount which is lost in taxation in this 
country is so trivial at the outside estimate that it would not 
be worth considering. I regard it as a very valuable and im- 
portant provision, and I was very glad to add to it the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which 
I think will be of equal value to the people of Porto Rico. 

It seems to me that to enable the people in those islands to 
borrow the necessary money for municipal improvements at the 
lowest possible rate, where it can be done without any serious 
loss to us—in fact, with no loss at all—that will be susceptible, 
and without involving the United States in any way, is sensible 
and advisable legislation, and I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment probably may 
not be properly discussed at this particular juncture, but I will 
say that the theory of exempting from taxation bonds of the 
United States is so well established that there is no contro- 
versy about it now, although the time has been when it was very 
questionable whether it was good policy on the part of the 
Government. 

Upon the bonds issued for the construction of railroads under 
the provisions of this bill 5 per cent is guaranteed by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, the principal of which the report 
accompanying the bill holds that, morally, this Government 
would be responsible for. This is probably the greatest conces- 
sion that has ever been made by this Government for local 
improvements in any part of the common country. Their ex- 
emption from taxation, as stated in the report of the commit- 
tee, of which the honorable Senator from Massachusetts is 
chairman, is based upon the ground that they would make the 
bonds a valuable investment or asset to corporations investing 
in them. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. This section does not exempt the bonds of any 
railroad from taxation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not quite understand the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I say this section does not exempt any railroad 
bonds or any railroad property. It exempts only bonds issued 
for public purposes by public—— : 

Mr. GORMAN. That includes necessarily the bonds that are 
to be issued for the railroads, as I take it. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. It does not cover the railroad 
bonds at all. 

Mr. GORMAN.. It covers bonds for all municipal purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. But the railroad bonds are not issued for mu- 
nicipal purposes. The municipalities can not contribute to 
railroads. : 

Mr. GORMAN. They can not? 

Mr. LODGE. The municipalities can not contribute, under 
the authority given them, to railroads. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
bonds which are to be issued for the construction of these rail- 
roads will not be exempt from taxation? 

Mr. LODGE. I say the bonds issued by the railroads will 
be subject to taxation. The only connection of the Philippine 
government with the bonds issued by the railroads is a 
of interest. There is no other privilege given to the bonds. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand this provision—and I ask to 
be corrected if I am wrong—all the bonds which may be issued 
by the authority of the government of the Philippine Islands 
for works of improvement in all the towns of the islands, for 
waterworks and every other purpose, the Commission or the 
Philippine government may determine, will under the provision 
be exempt from taxation. Is not that so? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that any bonds issued by 


the railroads can be exempt under any provision of this bill, 
The municipalities are unable to issue bonds for the benefit of 
the railroads. That, I think, is excluded by section 3 as it now 
stands, and with the amendments and restrictions proposed by 
the senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], which I entirely 
accept, it is impossible that municipalities should issue any 
bonds in aid of a railroad. No railroad bonds can be issued 
except by the railroads themselves. All the government un- 
dertakes is to guarantee the interest, under certain conditions, 
of course, to be made with the railroads; but there is no possi- 
bility under this bill of exempting any railroad bonds from 
taxation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then all the bonds that are issued by au- 
thority of the Philippine government for all other improve- 
ments are to be exempt under this provision, as I understand it? 

Mr. LODGE. All the municipal bonds and the bonds issued 
by the Philippine government for public purposes are to be 
exempt. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. Now, I submit that for the first 
time, in dealing with any Territory in this country or any State 
in the Union, has such a provision been found in legislation 
anywhere. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me again, I am 
afraid he did not listen to what I stated when I first got up. 
eee ape i It may be that I did not fully understand the 

r. 

Mr. LODGE. We exempted the bonds which we authorized 
the Philippine Commission to issue for the purpose of maintain- 
ing the gold standard. We exempted the bonds which we 
authorized the Commission to issue for the purchase of the 
friar lands. The exemption has already been given in both 
those cases, with the result that they were able to borrow, I 
understand, on much better terms. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; and I ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts if that is not the only precedent? In any case, in all 
the government of the Territories of the United States did Con- 
gress ever attempt to make such a provision for the exemption 
of municipal bonds? It crept into the original act for the gov- 
ernment of the Philippine Islands, the Senator says; but I take 
it the Senate is considering the subject at this time more calmly 
than it could then consider it, and a precedent that is bad and 
vicious ought not to be followed now. The mere fact that in 
that case, at a time when we were in a state of war, and when 
in considering the matter here it divided us on party lines, 
that extraordinary action was taken ought not to be followed 
now. 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that this is going away 
beyond any concession that ought to be made by this Govern- 
ment. Improvements are necessary, and we set the example to 
all our people. As the Senator from Massachusetts says, it 
amounts to very little in the government of cities and munici- 
palities in the United States. It may be true that only a small 
portion of these bonds will ever reach the United States. I do 
not know how that may be, but it is wrong in principle. I sup- 
posed if there was to be any exemption from taxation at all 
it would be on bonds that were issued for these public im- 
provements in the islands for which the Government of the 
United States is liable, both the interest and the principal. 
That probably could be maintained, although even in that case 
it would be an extraordinary proposition. If the Government 
guarantees 5 per cent interest upon bonds, and they are sold 
and known to be the bonds of the United States, they can be 
negotiated at 2} and 3 per cent at the outside, and to exempt 
them from taxation would be a further premium of from 14 
to 2 per cent in every banking institution in the United States 
which acquired them. 

Couple that with the fact that the Secretary of War has 
frankly said to Congress that in the matters of making the con- 
tract for the expenditure of this money and for the negotiation 
with the corporations that are to construct these works there 
ought not to be open competition, that it can best be done by pri- 
vate negotiation, and that he had anticipated the matter by con- 
ferring with certain gentlemen in New York who had the finan- 
cial ability and power to construct-the work. With that pro- 
vision regarding that power existing, if the Government 
exempted the railroad bonds from taxation it would simply be 
too great a temptation to be placed in the hands of anybody. 

Mr. President, like the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], 
who stated the case clearly and tersely for those of us who 
have opposed the acquisition and the continued control of the 
islands, we regard that matter as settled, and there is no longer 
any question to be discussed as to whether we shall go on with 
the control of the islands, That seems to have been fixed for 
the time being by a decree of the American people. But in the 
framing of the measure by which these improvements are to be 
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made and these expenditures are to be incurred it ought to be 
applied without regard to the division on this aisle by such 
carefully constructed provisions, and provisions so well guarded 
that there will not be able to creep into it extraordinary ex- 
penses, or extraordinary obligations on the part of this Govern- 
ment. Let us deal with them as liberally as we would deal 
with a part of our own territory on this side of the ocean. 

Without hesitation I say if this matter applied to New Mexico 
or the Indian Territory or Arizona, or any other Territory 
within the limits of our country, such a proposition would not 
be considered for a moment; and this step should not be taken 
until it shall be demonstrated by actual trial and a fair trial 
that those people can not raise any sufficient amount of money 
upon their own resources without such an extraordinary pro- 
vision as the exemption from taxation of their bonds. Then it 
will be time enough to consider the matter and give them re- 
lief, if it becomes necessary, but let us not do it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that I correctly understood 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], but if I did not he 
can correct me. I understood him to speak as though of the 
impression, at least, that we are issuing bonds here for the con- 
struction of railroads that the United States Government in 
some manner is to be responsible for. I have not so read the 
bill. All that we do here, as I understand it, is to authorize the 
Philippine government to issue bonds of its own for certain 
enumerated purposes. Then we authorize the Philippine goy- 
ernment, in addition to that, to guarantee the payment of 5 per 
cent interest on the bonds that will be issued by railroad com- 
panies organized hereafter to construct the railroads which are 
provided for in this bill. So the United States Government has 
no responsibility whatever. It is not the case of the United 
States Government guaranteeing 5 per cent interest and then 
exempting them from taxation; but the effect of the provision 
is to simply exempt from taxation in this country bonds that 
may be issued by the Philippine government. The Dill, as I 
understand it, does not go so far as to exempt from taxation 
in this country all bonds that will be issued by railroads on 
which the interest will be guaranteed by the Philippine govern- 
ment. If there is any doubt about that it could be removed by 
so amending the bill as to make it clear. I think there is much 
merit in what the Senator from Maryland has said on that 

int. 

8 5 GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio is very familiar with 
the bill, and I wish to ask him if he does not agree with the 
Secretary of War on that point? I understand the Secretary 
of War and the chairman of this committee prepared this bill. 
So far as the railroad bonds are concerned, I understand that 
we do guarantee by this bill to pay 5 per cent, and that morally 
we are bound both for the interest on the bonds as well as the 
principal. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that we are bound mor- 
ally or otherwise, certainly not legally, to pay either the prin- 
cipal or the interest of these railroad bonds. The United States 
Government authorizes the Philippine government to guarantee 
the payment of the interest. I am not familiar with what the 
Secretary has stated in his report; I have not read it; but 
if the Senator will call my attention to the page on which those 
remarks are found, I will be glad to look at them, or, if the 
Senator will read what the Secretary of War says, I shall pause 
until he may do so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. ~ 

Mr. CULBERSON. What the Secretary of War was speak- 
ing about in that connection has reference only to the bonds 
issued by the Philippine Islands under its authority, and not 
the railroad bonds, as seems to have been inferred by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, yes, Mr. President, I understand now 
how the Secretary of War might make the observation that we 
were morally bound, that because we created that government 
we are responsible for it; and yet that is open to some debate, I 
should think. * 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator -from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Would the State of Ohio feel morally bound 
to pay the obligations of a municipality which it had created 
and which it had authorized to issue bonds? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think so, and it never has felt so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply interpose this because in all human 
probability these bonds will come back to the American Con- 
gress for payment, and I do not want any statement here in the 
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Recorp that I feel morally bound to tax the American people 
to pay for any bonds of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas will 
remember that my statement was that I could understand how 
the Secretary of War might have made that observation with 
respect to bonds issued by a government we had created and 
were in a sense responsible for, but that I thought that proposi- 
tion was open to debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER.* I meant by that to reserve to myself the 
same right the Senator reserves to himself, and very properly so. 

Mr. BAILEY. The State of Ohio might create a municipality 
and clothe it with authority to issue bonds. 

Mr. FORAKER. They are the agencies. 

Mr. BAILEY. And yet it has never felt bound to redeem 
such municipal bonds. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that the United States Goy- 
ernment has ever felt obliged to redeem any bonds issued by 
any Territory. 

But, Mr. President, I have been somewhat diverted by these 
remarks from what I wanted to say more particularly than 
anything else, and that is that by exempting these bonds we 
are simply seeking to provide a market for them and to make 
them a desirable investment. There are plenty of bonds being 
offered that are issued in this country about which there can 
not be any question, and investors are not likely to run after 
bonds issued by Porto Rico or by the Philippine Islands unless 
there is some inducement for them to do so that is not offered 
in connection with bonds issued in this country. 

All investments in bonds in Ohio, in my own State—and I 
suppose that is true in every other State—are subject to taxa- 
tion in the hands of the holders. They are not all returned, 
as has been suggested here, but that does not alter the legal 
duty of the holder to return them. They are supposed to be 
taxable, and whether they are taxable or nontaxable has much 
to do with their salability. When Porto Rico has occasion to 
issue bonds she must come here or go to some other place to 
sell them. Her market for them at home is at least very 
limited, not adequate. The same is true as to the Philippine 
Islands. They have no adequate market there, so they must 
come to this country to sell bonds, and when they sell them 
here they have to sell them in competition with bonds issued 
here, about the validity of which there is not any question and 
about the power of the authority issuing and guaranteeing 
them there is no question. So it seems to me that the cases of 
the Philippines and Porto Rico are exceptional. They should 
not be classed, when it comes to a matter of this kind, with the 
Territories or with the municipalities of this country, where 
we all feel that there is no risk to run as to the payment of 
bonds if they be validly issued. 

The only purpose I had in offering the amendment as to Porto 
Rico was to make what I thought was a very appropriate and 
advantageous provision for the Philippines applicable to Porto 
Rico. There is no reason why they should not be both treated 
alike. If one is to have this privilege the other should have 
it. There should not be any discrimination between them. 
That is about all I care to say in answer to the Senator’s 
suggestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I cordially agree with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] that the American Congress 
in dealing with either the Philippine Islands or the island of 
Porto Rico is not justified in making exemptions in their favor 
beyond the exemptions which the States make in behalf of their 
own municipalities. If the State of Ohio, the State of Mary- 
land, and all the other States of this Union permit the munici- 
palities which they create and which they authorize to issue 
bonds and to sell those bonds subject to the power of local taxa- 
tion, it seems to me that the American Congress would well 
perform its duty toward these possessions by applying to them 
the same rule which the States apply to their municipalities; 
and in view of the fact that the various governments of this 
country, from the Government of the Republic down to the gov- 
ernment of the municipalities and taxing districts, are increas- 
ing theiy expenditures at an enormous rate, it does not appear 
to me a wise policy for us to be extending these exemptions 
from taxation. 

But, Mr. President, I rose more for the purpose of saying that 
while that is my view, and I cordially agree with the Senator 
from Maryland that the exemptions ought not to be made, I 
still want it incorporated in the Recorp of Congress that if here- 
after some importunate bondholder shall come to Congress ask- 
ing that we discharge the obligations of these bonds nobody, - 
shall be permitted to read out of the Recorp here that I as- 
sented to the proposition that there is a moral obligation upon 
us to pay them. ‘ 
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Seuators will recall that when the great State of Pennsyl- 
yania once repudiated its indebtedness one of its bonds was held 
by rare old Sydney Smith, and there is somewhere in the ar- 
chives of this Congress a petition, signed by him and others 
similarly situated, praying that the American Government will 
either compel the State of Pennsylvania to pay those bonds or 
else assume the payment itself. It may happen that no such 
chance as this will occur in the case of the Philippine bonds, 
but I assume that it may, and so I intend to vote against these 
railroad bonds and probably will be compelled to vote against 
the municipal bonds, because I shall vote against the passage 
of the entire bill. But while I might agree to authorize those 
municipalities, under proper limitation, to issue their bonds for 
public works and improvements, I would no more assume the 
moral responsibility of this Government for those bonds than I 
would assume the moral responsibility on the part of any State 
government for bonds which it authorizes one of its municipal- 
ities to issue. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to another mat- 
ter. It seems to me if they are anxious to secure a market for 
these bonds that instead of exempting them from the legitimate 
power of taxation which exists in the States, counties, and mu- 
nicipalities of this Union, they will throw about them still fur- 
ther safeguards. For instance, it would appear to me a very 
reasonable precaution that this bill should provide that not a 
single one of these municipalities should be permitted to issue 
and sell its bonds until the project has been submitted to the 
Philippine Commission, approved by them, and the issuance 
of the bonds authorized and indorsed. 

For many years in my own State we had some vexatious liti- 
gation and some bad feeling respecting our own municipal and 
county bonds, until at last the legislature of that State, in its 
wisdom, provided a law under which those bonds could be only 
issued after observing certain formalities and after the approval 
of the attorney-general had been given. Since the enactment of 
that law our bonds have often sold bearing a lower rate of in- 
terest, or have commanded a higher premium, which is in effect 
the same thing to the taxpayer. If the committee would incor- 
porate in this bill some provision of that kind it would be more 
attractive to the investor than the exemptions which have been 
proposed. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet I desire to offer an 
amendment in lieu of the one which I offered yesterday afternoon. 
Before offering it I will take occasion to say that after the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALtison] had proposed his amend- 
ment, making a certain section of the existing law applicable to 
bonds issued under section 4 of this bill, I was inclined to think 
that his amendment would reach the end I desired, and for 
that reason I asked that it should be printed in the RECORD. 
After having examined it carefully I find that it provides prac- 
tically and only what is already provided in the law of nearly 
eyery State in this Union. Almost without exception, the States 
provide that no stocks or bonds shall be issued by any corpora- 
tion except for money or property actually received. But the 
trouble is that in spite of that provision these corporations go 
on oyerissuing their stock and overissuing their bonds. True 
enough, such an overissue of stocks or bonds might subject the 
corporation to a forfeiture of its charter in a suit brought by 
the State for that purpose, but unless the State chooses to 
penalize such corporations by the forfeiture of their charter for 
such misconduct, such stocks and bonds continue in the market, 
and continue as between the corporations and the holders valid 
obligations of the corporations. 

In order to provide against this injustice toward these peo- 
ple, I have added to the amendment which I offered yesterday 
afternoon a proyision that no stocks or bonds shall be issued 
except at par value, to be paid in money or in property at a 
fair valuation. Then I safeguard that provision, which is sub- 
stantially the provision in the seventy-fourth section of an ex- 
isting law, by further providing that before any railroad, the 
income from whose bonds or stocks is to be guaranteed by the 
general government of the Philippine Islands, shall be per- 
mitted to issue stocks or bonds, it must submit the question to 
the Philippine Commission, and can only issue them and sell 
them when authorized to do so by that Commission. My 
amendment especially directs that Commission to see that 
those bonds are only issued in accordance with the provisions 
of this act, which require that they shall only be issued and 
sold for actual cash or for property at a fair valuation. 

This is not an experiment in legislation. The State of Massa- 
chusetts for many years has safeguarded the Issue of stocks 
and bonds by similar enactments, and for the last twelve or 
fourteen years the State of Texas has been especially prudent 
in reference to the issue of railroad stocks and bonds. We 
provide there that no railroad can issue stocks or bonds except 


for money or property, nor can they issue them for money or 
property except with the approval of the railroad commission. 
The result of this wise legislation has been that for twelve or 
fourteen years no mile of railroad in all the State of Texas 
has been overcapitalized. 

If Congress can protect the people of the Philippine Islands 
from the overcapitalization of their railroads, it will do them 
an inestimable service. I offer this amendment, and at the - 
proper time I shall ask a vote upon it. It practically embraces 
the amendment I offered yesterday afternoon and that offered 
by the Senator from Maryland, with the additional require- 
ment on the Philippine Commission. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BAILBY. I should like to have the amendment which 
I have offered read. Probably nobody will pay any attention 
to it, but nevertheless I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Drypen in the chair). 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “years,” at the end of sec- 
tion 4, line 10, page 5, it is proposed to insert the following: 


Provided further, That before any guaranty of interest or income as 
herein authorized shall be made the railroad company desiring to avail 
itself of such guaranty shall include in its charter or articles of incor- 
8 an express agreement that the general government of the 

hilippine Islands shall always possess and exercise the right of regu- 
lating Ones for freight and passenger service: And provided further, 
That no railroad company, the interest or income for which is guar- 
anteed under tbe 3 of this act, shall issue or sell any stock 
or bonds, except at their par value to be paid for in cash, or property 
at a fair valuation; and before such stock or bonds can be issued or 
sold they shall be authorized and 9 by the Philippine Commis- 
sion, whose duty it shall be to closely supervise the issuance of such 
bonds, and to strictly enforce this act in respect to the same. see 


Mr. DUBOIS. Now, Mr. President, I should like to have my 
amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Idaho will be read. 

The Secrerary. In section 6, page 5, line 17, after the word 
“be,” it is proposed to insert “rigidly;” and in line 19, after 
the word “ government,” to insert “so far as such immigration 
laws relate to the importation of Chinese cooly labor;” so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That the immigration laws of the United States in force in 
the Philippine Islands shall be rigidly administered. by the officers of 
the general government thereof designated by appropriate legislation 
of said government, so far as such immigration laws relate to the im- 

rtation of Chinese cooly labor, and all moneys collected under said 
aws as duty or head tax on alien immigrants coming into said islands 
shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treasury of the United 
States, but shall be paid into the treasury of said islands to be used 
and expended for the government and benefit of said islands. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I think it is opportune to offer 
the amendment now, and I trust there will be no opposition to 
it in the Senate. The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] 
gave notice that on all proper occasions he would urge an 
amendment to any Philippine bill for the reduction of certain 
tariff duties. 

There are in the Philippine Islands some 72,000,000 acres of 
land, only 5,000,000 acres of which are in the possession of in- 
dividuals or corporations. The other 67,000,000 acres are public 
lands, and, as a general thing, they are exceedingly rich for 
agricultural purposes. Some 50,000,000 acres of land in the 
Philippine Islands are susceptible of the highest cultivation, 
and this is especially so in regard to sugar. In Louisiana, in 
Texas, and in other favored spots in this country they raise 
from a ton to a ton and a half of cane sugar to the acre; in 
certain other favored portions of our country they raise from 
a ton to a ton and a half of beet sugar to the acre; in Cuba 
they raise about 4 tons to the acre; in Porto Rico about 44 
tons; in the Hawaiian Islands, 4 or 4} tons; and on some 
plantations in Hawaii they raise as high as 10 or 11 tons to the 
acre; and the Philippine Islands are more productive for sugar 
than the Hawaiian Islands. 

Efforts are being made, and will be made—the tendency is all 
in that direction—to allow the corporations to gain control of 
large tracts of those lands. The Board of Trade of Manila has 
repeatedly memorialized us in language similar to the following: 

We ask for the immediate ene of laws for the admission of cooly 
labor, as the native labor is ac re a and insufficient for the develop-, 
ment of the resources of the islands. 

As white people go there, as they take those lands and com- 
mence to cultivate them, the demand for the importation of 
cooly labor will be more insistent. There are, as I say, 50,000,- 
000 acres of public lands there which are suscepible of the cul- 
tivation of sugar to the highest degree. Fifty million acres of 
land is almost more than one-half of the agricultural land west 
of the Missouri River. It is two and a half times as much agri- 


cultural land as there is in all the New England States, and, with 
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the threatened reduction of the duty on sugar, I think we should 
make it absolutely certain that Chinese cooly labor shall not 
go there to put our sugar industry in direct competition with the 
tropical sugar. 

They can raise sufficient sugar in the tropical countries which 
now belong to us to supply the world, and the whole tendency 
is to put our sugar industry, especially the beet-sugar industry, 
in competition with the sugar of these tropical countries. I 
think the Senate in passing this bill giving up the administra- 
tion of our immigration laws to a Commission in the Philippine 
Islands should give them to understand in unequivocal lan- 
guage that they shall so administer those laws as not to allow 
Chinese cooly labor to come in there in competition with our 
labor, especially in the raising of sugar. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Idaho may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The Secretary. In section 6, page 5, line 17, after the word 
“be,” it is proposed to insert “rigidly ;” an din line 19, after 
the word “ government,” to insert “so far as such immigration 
laws relate to the importation of Chinese cooly labor ;” so as to 
make the section read: 

„ . n laws of the United States in force in 
the hilt . rigidly. administered by the officers of 
the government thereof designated by appropriate legislation of 
said government, so far as such immigration laws relate to the im- 

1 of Chinese cooly labor; and all moneys collected under said 
— as duty or head tax on alien immigrants coming into said islands 
eae PR en “tot aal To aid Tate tho soeaaery of anid alanis to be 
9 for the government and benefit of sald islands. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, so far as this amendment is 
concerned, I want to say to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Du- 
Bors], in the first place, that I did not foresee when we entered 
into a unanimous-consent agreement to vote to-day at 3 o'clock 
that he was going to offer this amendment; and, under the prec- 
edent established day before yesterday, when I offered an 
amendment which I was compelled to withhold under the pres- 
sure brought to bear upon me, because it had not been foreseen 
by the Senator from Idaho and others, I might insist that this 
amendment should not be considered, especially so in view of 
the character of the remarks the Senator has made in support 
of his amendment. But I am not going to insist upon any such 
thing. I take advantage of the opportunity that has been of- 
fered me simply to emphasize what I said when I concluded to 
withhold the amendment that I had offered, to which the Sena- 
tor objected on the ground that he had not foreseen when the 
unanimous-consent agreement was made that such an amend- 
ment would be offered. I want, in thus emphasizing it, to repeat 
what I said on that occasion, that when we enter into a unani- 
mous-consent agreement to vote upon a bill at a certain time, 
and all pending amendments and all amendments that may be 
at that time offered, every Senator is to be regarded as at liberty 
to offer, down to the time when we take the final vote, any 
amendment he may think it his duty to offer. 

I have always understood the consent agreement to be so 
broad as that, and I think a consent agreement, if it is to be re- 
stricted to such amendments as have been offered before it is 
entered into or such amendments as Senators will concede they 
foresaw would be offered, would not constitute a very valuable 
practice. I think the Senator has a perfect right to offer this 
amendment which he has offered, but I have just as much right 
to object to its consideration on the ground that I did not fore- 
see it, for I did not foresee, as the Senator had to object to 
the amendment I offered when I offered it. But, as I said, I 
am not going to object to it. I do not believe in that practice. 
I took occasion to say, when I announced that I would withhold 
my amendment and not offer it, that I should not regard my 
action as establishing a precedent by which I should be bound 
hereafter, and I hoped no Senator would feel that he would be 
bound. 

I am quite willing to have the Senator’s amendment con- 
sidered without any objection from me. I think it is his right to 
have it considered, and if anybody objected to its being con- 
sidered on the ground that it had not been foreseen I would join 
the Senator in insisting that the objection was not well taken. 

Now, I have only this objection to make to the Senator's 
amendment, It says that the immigration laws shall be rigidly 
administered so far as a certain class of immigrants are con- 
cerned, which class he names. I think the immigration laws of 
the United States should be rigidly administered as to every 
class to which they apply, and I do not think we should say by 
legislation that the immigration laws shall be rigidly adminis- 
tered as to a particular class, because we thereby impliedly 
say that we do not expect them to be rigidly administered as to 
other classes.. 


I do not think, Mr. President, there is any necessity for the 
amendment, because we enact laws upon the theory that they 
will be faithfully administered, that they will be rigidly admin- 
istered, if you please, and that they will be faithfully and rigidly 
administered as to every class of people to whom they may 
apply, whether those laws be immigration laws or laws of some 
other character. I do not think there is any necessity for it for 
that reason. A ° 

Now, I wish to say a word, while I am on my feet, in answer s 
to the remarks made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barer] 
& moment ago. He made two points to which I wish to make 
answer very briefly. I understood him to say it would help to 
make a market for these bonds issued in the Philippines if we 
provide in this bill that the issue of them shall be carefully 
Supervised by the Philippine Commission. This is the effect, 
as J understood the Senator, of his remarks in that respect. I 
call the Senator’s attention to the fact that on page 2, section 
2, there seems to be just that kind of a provision. I wish to 
read it, for I think, with the Senator, that no bonds should be 
issued by the Philippine government or by any of the munici- 
palities in the Philippines except only under the supervision of 
that Commission or some other controlling authority. 

Sec. 2. That for the pu if 
and harbor works, bridges, roads, JE seven, Rete Bit npn ype tne 
pal schools, court-houses, penal institutions, and other public improve- 
ments for the development of the Philippine Islands by the general 
government thereof, the said government is authorized from 5 to 
time to incur indebtedness, borrow money, and to issue and sell there- 
for (at not less than par value in gold coin of the United States) - 
istered or coupon bonds of such denomination and payable at euch 


time or times, not later than forty years after the date of th 
of this act, as may be determined’ by goverument, th —.— 


7 vided, 
tire indebtedness of said government created by the — | conferred 
5,000,000 : 


That refers to bonds issued by the Philippine government, and 
a the law sufficiently guards the issuing of that class of 

n 

Section 3 relates to municipalities, and provides as follows: 


Sec. 8. That section 66 of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, 
entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the 5 i a Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” is hereby amended to read as follows : 

“Sec. 66. That for the purpose of providing funds to construct sew- 
ers, to furnish adequate sewer and drain facilities, to secure a suffi- 
clent supply of water, and to provide all kinds of municipal betterments 
and improvements in municipalities, the government of the Philippine 
Islands, under such limitations, terms, and conditions as it re- 
scribe, with the consent and approval of the President of the United 
States, may authorize and enable, by ä legislation, any munici- 
pality of said islands to incur inde ness, borrow money, and to issue 
and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the United States) 
registered or coupon ess in such amount and 2 at such time 
as may be determined by the government of said islands, with interest 
thereon not to exceed 5 per cent per annum: Provided, That the entire 
indebtedness of any munici ty shall not exceed 5 per cent of the as- 
sessed valuation of the real estate in said munici Py, and any obliga- 
tion in excess of such limit shall be null and vold.“ 

I do not know whether the Senator has read those provisions 
or not. I had not read them particularly until he made his re- 
marks, and when I looked at them I thought they were sufficient 
in a general way. They might be improved no doubt, but so far 
as concerns the bonds issued by the government, they are to be 
issued by the Commission itself, and their act is to meet with the 
approval of the President of the United States before they can 
make an issue of bonds for the general government of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. As to municipal bonds, if the Senator will 
bear with me for just a moment, they can not be issued in excess 
of 5 per cent of the taxable valuation of the real estate of the 
municipality. That is a safe limitation to start with. Any ex- 
cess over that amount is by the terms of this proposed act made 
null and void; and an issue can not be made up to that amount 
except under the supervision of the general Commission, which 
must approve and direct the whole proceeding, including the 
enactment of the legislation necessary to authorize it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is en- 
tirely right in saying that it sufficiently safeguards it in a gen- 
eral way, but these provisions are not essentially different from 
similar laws under which gross abuses have been practiced in 
the municipalities of our own country. If I had my way, one 
of the requirements that I would make would be that each of 
the bonds should be registered by the Philippine Commission 
after they approved them. The approval provided for by the 
President of the United States can not possibly be exercised 
upon a full understanding of all these facts. The President of 
the United States to-day has vastly more to do than one man can 
possibly do, and to impose upon him the duty of inquiring into 
the contracts and the improvements which are to be made in 
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the Philippine Islands would multiply his duties without extend- 
ing his time, and weuld simply make it impossible for him to 
know. 

Ile can do as he does now on very many important matters, 
take the advice of those under him, and then his approval is a 
mere matter of form. Now, rather than to have the approval 
of the President as a matter of form, I would prefer the ap- 
proval of the Philippine Commission, who are right on the 
ground, and when they approve the bonds, countersign, as it 
were, register them, and make them incontestable, except for 
fraud. That is the course I would suggest. 

Mr. FORAKER. The point I was trying to make was that, 
in respect to the Philippine government bonds, as distinguished 
from the municipal bonds this bill provides for, there will be 
both the approval of the Philippine Commission, as the Senator 
thinks there should be, and the approval by the President. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Ohio will recall that my 
comment in that respect was directed to municipal bonds. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I do recall that, but I was calling 
attention to both. So far as concerns the issue of bonds not 
exceeding five millions, authorized by this proposed act, to be 
made by the government of the Philippine Archipelago, there 
will be in the first instance the approval of the Philippine Com- 
mission, because they are the authority that must act in the 
premises to authorize the issue, and their authority is to be 
supervised and approved by the President. 

Of course the President does have, as the Senator from Texas 
suggests, a great many duties; but we know that he is com- 
pelled now to act through the advice of those who are called 
about him under the law to be his advisers. That is what he 
has an Attorney-General for; that is what he has a Secretary 
of War for. When a question arises that belongs in any par- 
ticular Department, I assume he takes the advice of the head 
of that Department, and the head of that Department makes 
the thorough investigation that ought to be made; and they will 
proceed in that manner hereafter as to these bonds if this bill 
should become a law. > 

Coming now to the municipal bonds, I think they are exceed- 
ingly well guarded, and my point in reading this to the Senator 
was to ask him whether or not he had considered how we 
could make it any stronger than it is, 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
has proposed an amendment that suits me better than the provi- 
sion in the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not seen the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will state in a general way to the Sena- 
tor in a moment, if he will permit me, what it is. 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It limits the purposes for which the bonds 
may be issued to drainage, sewerage, water supply, and the 
erection of primary public school buildings, and it provides for 
the issue only where, in the opinion of the Commission, the pur- 
poses may not be accomplished reasonably by taxation. It pro- 
vides also that the bonds shall not be issued except in a given 
case—with the prior approval of the President. 

It does put a great deal of work nominally upon the Presi- 
dent, but we are putting upon the President a great many 
functions, none of which are, from the standpoint of trustee- 
ship, as important as this, to prevent by all possible safeguards 
the improvident issue of bonds by 900 municipalities over 
there, and the piling up of bonded indebtedness which in the 
years to come may lead to municipal bankruptcy. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not read the amendment that was 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, and I happened to be 
out of the Chamber when it was read at the desk, but I under- 
stand, from what the Senator has said of this amendment, its 
nature; that it is, in the first place, a restriction of the pur- 
poses for which bonds may be issued, and a requirement that 
they shall be approved by the President, in addition to the 
other requirements enumerated in the proposed act. 

It does seem to me that it is hardly necessary to impose that 
duty on the President, if the Senator will allow me to say that 
without misunderstanding me, because of the limitation as to 
the amount. These bonds can not be issued by any munic- 
ipality in excess of 5 per cent of the valuation for taxation 
of the real estate belonging to that municipality. It seems to 
me it can not be very burdensome, and that a Commission such 
as we have always heretofore had there and such as we are 
likely to have, could supervise that issue when it is confined 
anyhow within what must be conceded to be safe limitations. 
There is hardly a municipality in this country, I suppose, that 
has not issued bonds in excess of 5 per cent of the assessed 
valuation of its real estate for taxation, and that is one of the 
abuses which this bill seems to guard. 


Mr. SPOONER. I think in a given case the President ought 
to be informed as to the population, and he ought to be pretty 
generally informed as to the details attending the proposition to 
issue bonds. It would be the Secretary of War who would ex- 
amine into the matter and do the detail work about it and pre- 
sent it to the President, and I am quite satisfied the President 
would not shrink from any burden of work that would conserve 
the interest of that people in a matter so vital. 

So far as the 5 per cent limitation is concerned, the Senator 
knows that the adequacy of that limitation depends altogether 
on the honesty of the officials who assess the property and the 
purposes for which they assess it. I have known instances, 
although I will not specify, where the assessment has been enor- 
uae raised for the purpose of raising enormously the debt 

t. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, if the Senator from Ohio will permit me, who assesses this 
Property? Is it done by the the municipal officers or by the 
general Commission? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose it is done by the Filipinos under 
the law over there. I do not suppose that Americans do the 
work of assessing in the different localities. 

Mr. BERRY. I am talking about towns and municipalities. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I am talking about. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say it is done by officials 
appointed by the Commission? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose they are appointed now. Later, 
perhaps, they will be elected by the communities. 

Mr. BERRY. In the course of human events. 

Mr. FORAKER. Many are elected now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to 
make a suggestion? While the limitation of 5 per cent on the 
property value does limit the burden which those people may 
impose upon themselves, yet unless the expenditure is jealously 
guarded they may derive very small benefits from even the 5 
per cent limitation. So I should like to take the provision of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, limiting the purposes for which 
bonds may be issued, and then also have the limitation of 5 
per cent on the amount. 

The Senator from Ohio, I know, will agree with me that the 
first purpose for which the proceeds of bonds should be deyoted 
is to sewerage, water, and schools. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Wisconsin limits it to 
those purposes, I think wisely. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think wisely, too. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think if the bill is limited to those purposes, 
with the 5 per cent limit, while there may be cheating, more or 
less, as between the people who buy the bonds and make the 
bids on the work, those people will obtain what is necessary 
with no yery great burden, ; 7 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the 5 per cent limitation was a 
good one, a safe one. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought so, because property is not likely 
to be assessed for taxation purposes higher than its real value. 
In this country, according to our experience, it is generally 
assessed for taxation at below its true value. I think 663 per 
cent is as high as property the country over can be said to be 
assessed and be on the tax duplicate for taxation. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. In this country the people themselves have 
something to say about the amount of the assessment, and that 
would account for the lower assessment. There, if I understand 
it, the people who are to pay the taxes have no voice in it. It is 
done by men appointed by the Commission. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator is mistaken as to 
that. I do not know just what the facts are, but I am told that 
there are over 800 native Filipinos holding offices in the Philip- 
pine Archipelago. 

Mr. BERRY. By appointment under this Commission? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; by election. 

Mr. McCOMAS. By election in the barrios. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator intend to say that the men 
who assess property there are elected by the people? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not. I think they are, but I do 
not know. All I mean to say is that I have seen a statement— 
which was made by some one I thought reliable, although I 
do not remember now by whom—that there were over 800 native 
Filipinos holding office, most of them elected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator allow me? I would not be 
positive, but I think I am right in saying that the fiscal and the 
secretary are elected. And they are the officers or a part of 
the officers who make the assessment. However, I do not wish 
to speak positively. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio has 
the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
do not yield the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to offer an amendment as a substi- 
tute for section 4 of the bill, and I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator in order that he may 
offer the amendment, and that it may be read and printed. 

Mr. SPOONER. That it may be printed before there is occa- 
sion to vote. It is an amendment to strike out section 4 and 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks inform the Chair 
that it will be impossible to have the amendment printed in 
time, by 3 o'clock. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will take the chance on that. I think it 
ean be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Wisconsin will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 4 and 
insert in lleu thereof the following: 


That for the purpose of aiding in the construction, equipment, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of such railroads, using steam, electricity, or 
other power, in the Philippine Islands, as the Philippine government 
may hereafter specifically authorize, the said government is empowered 
to enter into a contract of guaranty with any railroad company, or- 

ized pursuant to the laws of said government or of the United 

States or any State thereof, SEE to construct, equip, opyeats 
and maintain any such railroad, whereby the said governmen shall 

ntee interest, at not ex ing 4 per cent per annum upon first 

bonds to be issued by such company, properly secured i mort- 

or deed of trust upon the said railroad, its equipment, franchises, 
— gue property, real, personal, and mixed, then owned and there- 
after acqu 
Such contract of guaranty shall be signed on behalf of said govern- 
ment by the chief executiye thereof and on behalf of the railroad com- 
pany undertaking the construction, equipment, maintenance, and 
operation of said railroad by the chief officer thereof, thereunto A 
authorized by the stockholders and directors of the same, and shi 
contain, among others, the 8 x 

First. That the total amount of bonds the interest upon which is to 
be guaranteed shall in no event exceed the amount actually invested in 

in the construction and equipment of such railroad, to be deter- 


railroad shall be constructed and equipped 

within the time limited in the first instance by the Philippine govern- 

ment, or any extension of said time granted by said government for 
cause shown. 

The contract of guaranty shall be in substance indorsed upon said 
bonds and signed by the treasurer of said Islands, and the same shall 
not be si and delivered except upon satisfactory proof of the com- 
pletion of the railroad in sections of not less than 20 continuous miles 
each, and in such proportion, to be fixed from time to time by said gov- 
ernment, as the actual capital invested in completed road and a 
equipment shall bear to the capital required for the completion and 
equipment of the entire road, to be determined by the said government. 

All payments made under any such guaranty shall be from the time 
the same are paid a lien upon said rail and its property then 
owned and thereafter to be acquired subject only to the lien of the 
mort or deed of trust executed to secure the bonds, the Interest 
poo which shall have been so guaranteed, and the total sum paid un- 
der such guaranty shall at the expiration thereof be parenie to said 
Philippine government upon demand, and in default of such payment 
the ania lien shall be immediately forecloseable. 

Provided, That in no event shall the total annual 5 liability 
of said government under the 8 authorized by this section at 
any time exceed the sum of $1,500,000, and no such guaranty shall con- 
tinue for a — saa period than th ears. 

For the further — 4 of the pome government the Commis- 
sion or any su ment P a ge ture shall declare the proper 
rules for ascertaining clearly the cash capital actually invested in said 
railroads and the net Income actually received on said Capra so in- 
yested, and shall provide for supervision by said Philippine = 
eo ther agenci be ed by Ieee ot the conde or 
by such other es as may y law, o co 0! 
the finances of the road, and of its location, construction, operation, 

d maintenance. 
arne government shall have the power to appoint two members of the 
board of directors of any und company whose bonds shall be 
guaranteed as provided in this section. 

Each such railroad ee shall make such rts from time to 
time as to its receipts and expenditures, in such form and substance 
and sworn to by such officials, as may be prescribed by the Philippine 


t. 
£Kcction 74 of an act entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 


Section 
istra the affairs of civil government in the Phili e 
. . made applicable to ee 


Islands, and for other p ” is here 
porations whose bonds s be guaran under the provisions hereof. 


Mr. BAILEY. I hope the amendment will be printed before 
we take a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Wisconsin will be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. There was some question whether it could be 
done. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me 
for a moment in order that I may propose an amendement, 
which need not be printed or read. It has already been read 
and printed, but was withdrawn. 

Mr. FORAKER. I rose only to yield the floor. The other 
point the Senator from Texas made to which I referred, and 
on which I wanted to say something in answer to him, is cov- 
ered so fully by this amendment that I shall defer any remarks 
on that subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Ohio yields the floor I should like to have a little information. 
If I understood him, and the Senator from Maryland, also, a 
moment ago, there was a claim or an assertion to the effect 
that a certain number, eight hundred I think was mentioned, 
of Filipinos are now holding office and they were said to be 
elected. Do I understand the Senator to say that the Philip- 
pine government as now constituted and run has an elective 
feature? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In municipalities, of course. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator misunderstood the remark I 
made. My remark was that I had seen a statement, which 
seemed to me to be credible, to the effect that there are now, 
to-day, over eight hundred native Filipinos holding offices of 
one kind and another in the Philippine Archipelago. I stated 
that I did not know whether they were elected or appointed, 
but it was my impression that most of them were elected. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Elected by whom? 

Mr. FORAKER. I remember to have seen notices in the 
newspapers of the election of alcaldes, or whatever they are 
called, officials of one kind and another. I do not profess to 
be informed. The Senator from Maryland interrupted me to 
give some information on the subject. He is a member of the 
Philippine Committee; I am not; and he naturally knows more 
about it than I do. 

M. McCOMAS. The governors of provinces are elected and 
certain officers of the various barrios and townships are elected. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Elected by whom? . 

Mr. McCOMAS. By a certain electorate. The number I can 
not state accurately. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But who gives these people the franchise? 
We have not given it to them. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is done under the laws of the Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Commission, then, have granted the 
power to vote to a certain class of Filipinos? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So it is a ukase or an executive order? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is a law passed by the Commission and re- 
lates to officers of barrios and governors of provinces and per- 
haps to a few other officers. I can not just inform the Senator, 
I have not accurate information; but they have been electing 
them now for some time. 

Mr. BACON. Is not the Senator mistaken as to the matter 
of governors? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Governors of provinces? 

Mr. BACON. I ask him if he is not mistaken as to that? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think not.- 

Mr. BACON. I know there are elections of minor municipal 
officers, but when you speak of a province I do not know how 
much that embraces. Certainly there are governors who are 
appointed by the central authority at Manila. There may be 
some minor officers designated “governors” who are not in- 
cluded in the class I refer to, but the provincial governors are 
appointed at Manila. 

Mr. LODGE. Most of the provincial governors are now 
chosen by the barrios—that is, by the municipalities. All the 
local officers in the barrios and municipalities are natives, as I 
understand it, and they are elected by the inhabitants of the 
barrios under such restrictions of suffrage and methods of vot- 
ing as have been established by the Philippine Commission. I 
can not give those regulations without looking them up in the 
book. I can not give them from memory, but that is the system 
under which they are chosen. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, these so- 
called “ officers” are, of course, mere puppets in the hands of 
the Commission, subject to removal or a refusal to issue a com- 
mission to them, and all that kind of thing, of course. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Philippine Commission, then, abdi- 
eated its absolute control of affairs in the Philippines, and is it 
establishing a representative government there by decree? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that for some time the local 
officers who correspond to mayors, councilmen, and aldermen 
and the local governments of the different municipalities have 
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been elected by the people of the municipalities, not appointed 
in any way or holding any commissions from the Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are merely instruments in the scheme 
of government which the Commission itself has inaugurated, 
and are subject to removal or absolute control in everything 
they do. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a remarkable and anamolous condi- 
tion for us to say that the Philippine Commission shall have 
absolute control; that the President shall appoint five men who 
shall go there and exercise the same autocratic power the Czar 
` exercises in Russia, and then contend or assert even that they 
delegate their authority to somebody to go and elect somebody, 
and yet they have control of them. 

Mr. LODGE. They have established, as they were author- 
ized to do under the law, a system of elective local govern- 
ments, and under those local governments, just as the laws of 
our States establish elections for local governments, the local 
officials are chosen. 

1 TILLMAN. Subject, of course, to removal by the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not so understand it. They are elected. 
They are not remoyed by the Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With all due deference, then, to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I think it is an absurdity. 

Mr. LODGE. Why? à 

Mr. TILLMAN. Simply because—— 

Mr. LODGE. It is exactly the system we have here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Commission have autocratic control 
and power to pass a law of that character they certainly have 
the power to rescind that act. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They have the power to remove any man 
elected or pretended to be elected. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly they have. A State government can 
rescind every State, city, and town charter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you just said they did not. 

Mr. LODGE. Congress can stop it, of course. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly Congress can stop it, but Con- 
gress has delegated its authority to the President, and the Presi- 
dent has delegated his authority to these five Commissioners. 

Mr. LODGE. How would the Senator have the local officers 
elected? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Simply by having some scheme of franchise 
under which those who are qualified would have an election and 
the officers elected so declared. 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely what they have. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Except that we have not done it and the 
President has not done it, but the Commission have done it. 

Mr. LODGE. Np; because we delegated to the Commission 
the power to do it. k 

Mr. TILLMAN. We did not delegate it to the Commission. 
We delegated it to the President. 

Mr. LODGE. We delegated it to the Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Senators will please address 
the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. We approved the law the Commission passed 
in that respect. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I simply rose for the 
purpose of giving the Senate the information which apparently 
is desired on the subject. I have it here in a political pamphlet 
issued by the War Department just previous to the last elec- 
tion. It is entitled, What has been done in the Philippines,” 
published, it is true, as a Senate document, but nevertheless a 
political pamphlet, as will be generally recognized. 

It seems that in thirty-four of what are called “Christian 
provinces” the governors are elected. I will read what the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs says about it. It is as follows: 

The provincial governor is elected biennially, on the first Monday in 
February, by a convention consisting of counselors of every duly organ- 
ized municipality in the province, which, after selecting a presiding 
officer and tary, is to proceed by a secret ballot to choose a paon 
to be the por ncial governor, subject to confirmation by the p- 
pine Commission. 

The itions of treasurer and supervisor are subject to the ciyil- 
service law, and the positions of secretary and are filled by ap- 
pointment made by the Figen tana Commission. 

An election was held in thirty-two of the thirty-four Christian prov- 
inces on the first Monday in February, 1904, and at this time of 
the governors in these Christian Beg Ste were elected to office in the 
manner above set forth, and for the first time all of them are Filipinos. 
The remaining provincial officers, including clerks of courts, members 
of boards of tax revision, etc., with the nar of exercise of authori 
of government (but not including subordinate clerkships), are {i!! 
by 80 Americans and 238 Filipinos. 

Mr. FORAKER. Two hundred and thirty-eight out of what 
class of officials? 


Mr. CULBERSON. I will read it again. 


The remaining provincial officers, including clerks of courts, mem- 
bers of boards of tax revision, ete., with the right of the exercise of 
authority of government (but not including subordinate clerkships), 
are filled by 88 Americans and 238 Filipinos. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will request the Senator to state whether 
that shows how many in the grand aggregate of Filipino offi- 
cials there are? Does the statement the Senator read show 
that? I did not observe it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It shows that there are 34 provincial goy- 
ernors Filipinos and 238 subordinate clerks, with 86 Americans. 

Mr. FORAKER. But I understood the Senator to read it as 
though it referred to something in addition to what had been 
described before. What is the language? Will the Senator 
kindly read it again? 

Mr. CULBERSON. This pamphlet in effect states that of 
the 34 governors of Christian provinces all of them are Filipi- 
nos, and that in addition there are subordinate offices filled by 
86 Americans and 238 Filipinos. 

Mr. FORAKER. Not including clerks, etc. I should like to 
see that document. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator from Ohio will yield to me 
I offer an amendment that it may be pending. I do not desire 
to have it read. It is an amendment to strike out and insert a 
substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 
me just to say that I challenged the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland that the governors were elected, and what has 
just been read by the Senator from Texas corroborates what 
was my meaning at the time—that there was no election of gov- 
ernors by any popular vote. Of course when speaking of an 
election 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator did not say anything about a 
popular vote. 

Mr. BACON. I know; but I am showing what I meant. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator think the Senators of this 
body are elective? 

Mr. BACON. I am not criticising the mode of election. I had 
suggested that the Senator was mistaken in saying that the goy- 
ernors were elected. Of course when we were speaking of 
elections we all had in our minds popular elections. I was 
satisfied that the governors were not elected by a popular elec- 
tion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I said I did not know by what electorate 
body they were chosen, but that they were elected. 

Mr. BACON. I wish simply to repeat that the contemplation 
we all had in the colloquy was a popular election; at least that 
was in my mind. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will, I hope, not say all, for I was 
careful to sate that they were not elected by a popular election. 

Mr. BACON. I limited it by the concluding remark, saying 
that that at least was in my mind. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know that there is any additional 
light to be added to this subject after the Senator from Texas 
has given us the facts, but I certainly do not stand corrected in 
my original assertion and proposition that the entire power in 
regard to the government of the Philippines is in the hands of 
the President and of the Commission, and that any delegated 
authority which that Commission have voluntarily spread out a 
little thinner than the five among certain municipal officers, and 
so on, is subject to their control and discretion, because this 
pamphlet states that they are subordinate to approyal or ratifi- 
cation, I believe. It is a mere subterfuge to say that the Fili- 
pinos have any share in their goyernment except as the instru- 
ment chosen by the Commission itself. I have not changed my 
opinion one iota as to what I had, and nothing has been given 
me in the way of light or informaion that would cause me to 
change it. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not intend to partici- 
pate in the discussion regarding the amendments which are nec- 
essary to render section 4 of this bill safe. The discussion thus 
far had has only confirmed in my mind an apprehension, and 
without assuming to have any superior knowledge in regard to 
the conditions obtaining in the Philippine’ Islands I may be at 
least permitted to express an apprehension which I say has been 
increased rather than removed by this discussion. 

As I understand this measure, sir, we are dealing with the 
whole Philippine Islands. It may be natural when we talk of 
the Philippine Islands to think of Luzon and even to confine 
our view to the city ef Manila, where civilization has been de- 
veloped considerably; but I apprehend that in considering this 
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measure we are bound to take in all those islands and to con- 
sider all the tribes who are to be affected by this measure, not 
only the Tagals, who have made some progress in civilization, 
but the many other tribes scattered through those distant 
islands who have hardly yet taken a step in the direction of 
civilization. If I understand this measure, it is to apply and 
reach out to the revenues of all those islands equally. 

I apprehend that if a railroad is built there it will be built 
on the island of Luzon. Now, the question with me is, and my 
apprehension is, whether we are not going too fast in this 
matter. Referring now to section 4, which seems to be an am- 
bitious scheme to furnish railroads to the Philippine Islands, 
I submit, in the first place, that that is the most natural mis- 
take which we can make, considering our attitude to this ques- 
tion and considering the condition of the people with whom we 
are dealing. They are not Anglo-Saxons. They are Malays. 
They have not had long experience in the affairs of government, 
and some of them have absolutely had none. If I understand 
aright, there are some of the islands that are not yet provided 
with ordinary highways. If I understand it aright, their means 
5 transportation are confined to a two-wheel cart and a water 

uffialo. 

Mr. President, in our zeal to promote civilization in the is- 
lands let us not forget that it is a mighty transition from the 
water buffalo and the two-wheeled cart to the vestibuled railroad 
train. The Anglo-Saxon race never took such a jump in civili- 
zation. Before we had the railroad we had the highway; we 
had the stagecoach; we had the perfected vehicles that were 
used upon those highways, and then came the railroad. But 
now you are asking this simple people, some of whom do not yet 
wear clothes that make them presentable, to contribute to fur- 
nish an indemnity for a system of railways upon one island in 
which the other tribes probably have no interest whatever. 

The question which I wish to submit to the Senate is this: 
What will be the influence of this measure on those people? 
Civilization is necessarily a plant of slow growth. It is like edu- 
cation. You have got to deal with the individual. You can not 
educate a nation. You have got to educate individuals. So you 
can not civilize a province; you have got to proceed with them 
and civilize them as individuals. 

What will be the effect, then, of this measure? Instead of 
stimulating a love of progress and civilization I am afraid that 
it will create a revulsion in the minds of those natives against 
our processes and our methods. I believe that instead of try- 
ing to frame a safe provision out of section 4 and to provide, for 
the present time at least, a system of railways, it would be far 
better, the influence would be more salutary, to provide those peo- 
ple with highways, not only in the island of Luzon, but in the 
other islands. Let us stimulate them and obtain better methods 
of transportation over improved highways, and then let us take 
up the matter of railroad exploitation at a later time. It seems 
to me that we are going too fast and that we shall really retard, 
rather than advance, the very end we have in mind’ by taking 
up this railroad matter at this time. 

Mr. CARMACK. r. President, as my action the other day 
with respect to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] seems to have been misunderstood by some 
people, I wish to make an explanation in regard to the matter. 

I did not oppose the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio because I was opposed to reducing the tariff on Philippine 
products, for I very earnestly favor such a reduction. I was 
opposed to it because I am opposed to doing anything in what 
I believe to be an unconstitutional way. The amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio, in my judgment, if made a part of the 
bill, would have made it a bill to raise revenue, and as such 
would have brought it into conflict with the provision of the 
Constitution which gives to the House of Representatives the 
exclusive right to originate such bills. 

I do not think it is a matter of any consequence whatever as 
to what disposition is made of the revenue after it is collected. 
That does not in the least change the character of the bill. 
Nor is it a matter of any consequence, in my judgment, whether 
the bill is to raise more revenue or less revenue. If it raises, 
that is to say, if it produces, any revenue at all it is a bill to 
raise revenue. 

The McKinley tariff bill was a bill to reduce the revenues, 
and was so named in its title. I do not think the Senator from 
Ohio or anyone else will claim that the McKinley tariff bill 
could have originated in the Senate, simply because it proposed 
to reduce the revenues. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will excuse me, the pending 
bill originated in the House, and this is a mere amendment to it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know it originated in the House, but you 
can not take a bill having reference to matters of civil govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands and insert an amendment propos- 
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ing to raise revenue on articles imported into the United States 
and make it constitutional in that way. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I called attention, when the amendment was under con- 
sideration, to the fact that this bill by its title states that one 
purpose is to amend the act providing revenue for the Philip- 
pine Islands, and by section 5 of the act it provides for a reduc- 
tion of revenue by allowing to be admitted free of duty certain 
enumerated articles. So it is a bill that originated in the 
House, and it is a bill to raise revenue within his contention— 
that is to say, as I understand him, it is a bill reducing the 
revenues of the Philippine government, as it came to us from 
the House. I do not think that the constitutional provision 
has any application to bills relating to the revenues of the 
panei government, but only to the revenues of the United 

es, 

Mr. CARMACK. There was nothing in the bill as it came 
from the House proposing to affect tariff duties levied by the 
United States upon articles imported into the United States. 
That is what was proposed to be added to this bill by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator state that again? My 
attention was diverted. 

Mr. CARMACK. I say there was nothing in the bill, as I 
understand it, as it came from the House, which proposed to 
affect tariff duties upon articles imported into the United 
States. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; but there was a provision affeeting 
the tariff on articles imported into the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is a very different proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment which I offered had noth- 
ing to do with the revenues of the United States. 

Mr. CARMACK. It did, Mr. President, with revenues col- 
lected by the United States. As I said, it is a matter of no con- 
sequence whatever what the United States chooses to do with the 
revenue after it has collected it. Whether it gives the revenue 
away, whether it gives it to the people of the Philippine Islands, 
or whatever else it may do with it, it does not in the least affect 
the character of the bill as a bill to raise revenue. 

Mr. FORAKER. But, Mr. President, the revenues on sugar and 
tobacco imported into this country from the Philippine Islands 
under the law as it now stands go not into the Treasury of the 
United States Government, but into the treasury of the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands, and the amendment I offered 
only proposed to reduce the amount that shall be collected for 
the benefit of the Philippine government. It does not change 
the use of a dollar of revenue. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not care to go into further debate on 
the question. The fact is that at the last session of Congress we 
had assurances from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
DRICH] that a bill of that sort would be pressed and passed at 
this session of Congress, but it was assumed then and it was 
distinctly asserted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopceE] that if such a bill did come to us it would come from the 
House of Representatives. That was so stated by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and we all had a right to assume that if 
we were to consider any such bill it would come from the House 
of Representatives. I say, in my judgment, it was not proper 
right at the heels of this discussion, when the time allotted for 
the discussion of this question was about to expire, to bring in 
an amendment which involved any such proposition, and in my 
recollection it has never before been attempted in this matter, 
but it had always been understood that we were to consider a 
bill of that sort when it came from the House of Representa- 
tives and not otherwise. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator exonerated me from all criti- 
cism when I made some remarks the other day, and I hope the 
Senator has not changed his mind about it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Not in the least. I know the Senator 
thought he was right, and I know the Senator did not intend to 
take any advantage. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator still thinks he was entirely 
right—that is to say, that he had a perfect right to offer that 
amendment at that time under the agreement. I called atten- 
tion to the fact this morning, showing how that kind of prece- 
dent, if it should be taken advantage of, would work. The Sen- 
ator from Idaho offered an amendment, and I was perfectly 
within the precedent, if that should be regarded as one, when I 
announced that I had not foreseen he was going to offer that 
amendment, and I have as much right to object to it on that 
ground as he had to object to my amendment. But I do not care 
to discuss it either. 

Mr. CARMACK. The difference is that the Senator had every 
reason to expect the Senator from Idaho might offer such 
amendment and nobody bad any reason to suspect that there 
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would be such an amendment as that proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. On that point I differ from the Senator 
from Tennessee, because this is a question that has been raised 
here by an amendment offered of this general character every 
time we have had any Philippine legislation to which it could 
be attached. 

Sees CARMACK. Yes; to which it could be properly at- 
ched. 

Mr. FORAKER. To say that this is not a reyenue measure 
is in a sense begging the whole question. By its title it is a 
revenue measure. The purpose of it is to amend the revenue 
act, giving day and date and title of the revenue act, and then 
it does in fact amend that revenue act. Of course it is a reve- 
nue act for the Philippine government; but I understand the 
Senator to say it does not make any difference, so far as the 
basis of his contention is concerned, whether the revenues when 
collected come to our Government or go to the Philippine gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I say if we collect the revenues here at the 
custoni-houses of the United States the bill authorizing that to 
be done is a bill to raise revenue and must originate in the 
House of Representatives, no matter how you spend the money. 
But, Mr. President, I do not want to continue the discussion of 
that branch of the question, as the amendment has been with- 
drawn. I simply wanted to give my reasons for being opposed 
to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio at this time, and to 
say that whenever the proposition embodied in the amendment 
shall be brought properly and constitutionally before this body 
I will support it very earnestly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am gratified to hear that expression from 
the Senator. n 

Mr. CARMACK. I will do anything I can to make it pass. I 
shall do it, Mr. President, not simply because I believe in tariff 
reform and in a reduction of our exorbitant tariff duties, but 
because I believe it is the duty of this Government, so long as 
we hold the Philippine Islands, to do everything we possibly 
can to promote the prosperity of those people. 

As I said, Mr. President, I will do everything in my power 
when the time comes to seek to promote such legislation, and I 
am very sorry the Senators upon the other side have not been 
more diligent and active and determined in their effort to 
secure such legislation. At the last session of Congress, if I 
remember aright, there was no effort made to pass any such bill, 
although it was the long session of Congress, and we had prac- 
tically unlimited time. I believe the President did not even 
mention it in his message, although we had assurances at that 
time that the matter would be pressed at this session of Con- 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLIXGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from 
Alabama? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to call the Senator's attention to sec- 
tion 5 of this bill, which does relate to the raising of revenue. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have spoken of that, Mr. President. It 
refers to articles imported into the Philippine Islands, and not 
to the imports of the United States, which strikes me as a very 
important difference. 

I say it is the duty of this Congress to do something in the 
way of reducing tariff duties on the products of the Philippine 
Islands; but no effort has been made in that direction; no effort 
was made at the last session of Congress. Instead of that, Con- 
gress devoted its time in a very large measure to the considera- 
tion of a bill extending our shipping laws and our coastwise 
laws to the Philippines, thereby increasing, in the estimation of 
Secretary Root, the freight charges on all Philippine products 
about 300 per cent. 

Mr. President, I wish to deal with this bill very briefly in 
connection with other legislation which we have had concerning 
the Philippine Islands. The President of the United States in 
his message says that in dealing with the Philippines our first 
consideration should always be the welfare and prosperity and 
general advancement of the people of those islands. While we 
may incidentally get some benefit out of it, he tells us that our 
first consideration always should be to promote the welfare and 
prosperity of the Filipinos themselves. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lope], in a very notable speech delivered as 
permanent chairman of the Republican convention in 1900, took 
a yery different view. He said that he and that convention 
would make no “ hypocritical pretense” of being chiefly inter- 
ested in the welfare of the people of the Philippine Islands; 
that we were in the Philippines chiefly for our own profit and 
advantage, and not for the welfare of the people of the Philip- 
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pine Islands. It seems to me that the legislation we have had 
with respect to the Philippines has proceeded from the motives 
then announced by the Senator from Massachusetts, and not 
from the broader and more benevolent purpose declared in the 
President's message. 

We haye maintained prohibitory tariff duties upon all prod- 
ucts brought from the Philippine Islands that might possibly 
enter into competition with any American products, and we 
have done so over the repeated and emphatic protest of Secre- 
tary Taft, of Governor-General Wright, and of our Commission 
in the Philippine Islands, who have told us over and over again 
that these tariff laws are not only injurious to the trade, the in- 
dustry, and the prosperity of the Philippine Islands, but that 
they were injurious to the temper and disposition of the people, 
and = more difficult the task of reconciling them to Ameri- 
can rule. 

Then, Mr. President, we have enacted a law which imposes 
a duty upon all hemp exported from the Philippine Islands to 
any other country in the world except the United States. We 
say to the Filipinos that we can not open our market for your 
sugar and your tobacco, and we will not suffer you to have a 
market here for those products, because they may come in com- 
petition with American products, but when it comes to hemp 
we want all you have got, and we will not permit you to export 
your hemp to any other country in the world except the United 
States, unless upon the payment of a heavy penalty. The ar- 
ticles which may come into competition with the products of the 
United States are barred from this market, and an article which 
we desire, which will not compete, is barred from any other 
market except the market of the United States. That has been 
the character of our legislation. 

In addition to that we have extended our coastwise laws to 
the Philippine Islands, and in doing so, as the late Secretary. 
Root says, we have increased the freight charges, or will in- 
crease the freight charges upon all products of the Philippine 
Islands coming to this country and all articles bought by them 
from this country 300 per cent. We have done that over the 
emphatic protest of Secretary Taft, Governor-General Wright, 
and of all our officials in the Philippine Islands. Secretary 
Taft said, in respect to that very proposition, that if you main- 
tain that law— 

The people of the islands may well ask, “ What advantage are we to 
get out of association with the United States in a business way if our 
trade is to be used only for the purpose of increas: the business of 
American ships, while the limitation of the coastwise laws, by increas- 
ing the freight rates, wil reduce the business that we now have with 
that country?” : 

In other words, Mr. President, according to the testimony of 
Secretary Taft and according to the testimony of Governor- 
General Wright, our legislation with respect to the Philippine 
Islands has only tended to create discontent and dissatisfac- 
tion—to burden the industries and destroy the trade of the 
Filipino people. 

Now it is proposed by this bill to do something partially to 
counteract the effect of our other hostile legislation by com- 
pelling the Filipinos to pay a subsidy to build a railroad in the 
Philippines; to pay out of their taxes a dividend of 5 per cent 
to some corporation of American capitalists that will go there 
to build railroads. 

Mr. President, I am in principle opposed to the policy of sub- 
sidizing railroads, and I believe it would be better for the 
people of the Philippine Islands if you will leave that question 
to develop itself. When capitalists feel that there is urgent 
need for railroads in the Philippine Islands that will pay 
dividends, they will build them. A railroad, Mr. President, 
that will not pay dividends is a railroad that is not very badly 
needed. If there was a great necessity for a railroad over 
there, it would pay dividends; but American capitalists could 
not be induced to put a dollar in the Philippines simply because 
they could see no reasonable hope of any adequate return upon 
their investment. I say if there was any such prospect, as we 
have been told, of great prosperity, great trade, and great 
industrial development in the Philippine Islands capital would 
go there without being hired to go. If we want to develop the 
Philippine Islands, if we want to develop their industry, ex- 
tend their trade, and induce capital to go there for investment, 
our first duty is to put an end to the hostile legislation by 
which we have been destroying their industries, their com- 
merce, and their prosperity. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to this fourth section for an- 
other reason stated by my friend from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS]. I am opposed to doing anything that will make it 
more difficult for us to get owt of the Philippine Islands. 

I might not have had the courage to express myself again 
on this question, in view of the result of the late election, but 
for the cheering and comforting words of the President in his 
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late message to Congress, to which I wish to direct brief at- 
tention. The President says: 

I most earnestly hope that in the end they— 

That is, the Philippine people— 
will be able to stand, if not entirely alone, yet in some such relation 
to the United States as Cuba now stands. 

The Democratic platform says: 

We insist that we ought to do for the Filipinos what we have done 
already for the Cubans. 

In other words, Mr. President, the President of the United 
States expresses the hope that the time will come when the 
principles laid down in the platform of the Democratic party 
will be triumphant and when they will prevail in the Philip- 
pine Islands. We welcome the President to the ranks of the 
anti-imperialists. I think by that statement he has almost 
qualified himself for membership in the Anti-Imperialist League 
of Boston. I believe the President has not quite gone so far 
really as he would like to go, but he has gone just as far in the 
direction of the Democratic platform at this time as his pride 
and his partisanship will permit him to go; and I am satisfied 
that he will continue to approach closer and closer until he 
will be found openly espousing and advocating its principles. 

Mr. President, this renunciation by the President of the 
policy of imperialism is a very remarkable change from the atti- 
tude heretofore maintained by the Republican party in favor 
of a general policy of colonialism, advocating and proclaiming 
to the world that it was our manifest destiny to go forth and 
grab other people’s lands, other people’s goods, all over the 
world, and that we were to hold the Philippine Islands, “ hold 
them fast—hold them forever,” as a distinguished Republican 
Senator said upon this floor—* forever and a day,” as the pres- 
ent Speaker of-the House of Representatives expressed it. I 
say there has been a remarkable change in the President's 
attitude on this question, and I believe it will prove a pro- 
gressive change. The President's expression on this question 
indicates to me that he is sick and weary and disgusted with 
his task. It is the groan of a weary Titan, who wants to turn 
loose just as soon as he possibly can; and I believe, if it were 
not a matter of pride with him, he would say that he stands 
squarely and emphatically upon the Democratic platform on 
this question. 

That is the view held by some others, Mr. President. Here 
is the Chicago Inter-Ocean, which describes itself as the only 
Republican newspaper published in the city of Chicago. After 
commending the President’s message as a whole, it gets down 
to what he has to say on the Philippine question. It says: 

In referring to the or, ein however, the President sounds a 
lower note, and a disappointing one. After declaring that the Philip- 
pine popis “are utterly incapable of existing in independence at all 
or of building up a civilization of their own,” and after rebuking the 
“foolish persons here at home“ who engaged in “foolish and danger- 
ous intrigue for a complete independence” of the Philippines, the 
Pr armly, ‘believe that we can help them [the Philippine.people] to 
rise higher and higher in the scale of civilization and for capacity of 
self-government, ana I most earnestly hope that in the end they will be 
able to stand, not entirely alone, yet in some such relation to the 
United States as Cuba now stands.” 

Commenting upon that the Inter-Ocean says: 


This is the ression of a personal hope and not a declaration of 
policy, bu nevertheleas: as the utterance of a President, it will be 
ven great significance. In effect, the President expresses the hope 
at in the end the policy, not of the Republican party, but that enun- 
ciated by W. J. Bryan and Judge Parker, may prevail in the Philip- 


a dk this lowering the party flag to an enemy driven in rout from the 
field? Is it not a suggestion that the time may come when American 
territory can be surrendered as the Democrats insisted in the cam- 
paigns of 1900 and 1904 that it should be surrendered? 

Mr. President, candor compels me to say that that is true; 
candor compels me to say that the President has expressed the 
hope that the policy, not of the Republican party, but the policy 
enunciated by Judge Parker, by William J. Bryan, and by the 
Democratic party in its platform will prevail. It is true, Mr. 
President, that he has lowered the flag to the anti-imperialists. 
They so regard it, and the leading newspapers of his own party 
so regard it. This paper says again: 

The expression of a hope on the part of the President that the Phil- 
ippines may ever become other than American territory will not con- 
tribute to the Americanization of the islands nor to the growth of 
American influence in the Asiatic Pacific. 

Mr. President, that is true; we are bound to admit that that 
is true. When the President encourages the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands by distinctly holding out to them the hope of in- 
dependence, it will not encourage them to rest satisfied and con- 
tent under American rule. ‘There can be no doubt in the world 
about that. ; 

The President in his message indulges in his usual fling at 
all those who have the presumption to hold an opinion not en- 


tirely in accord with his own, and to charge them with raising 
all sorts of trouble for the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, if hereafter there shall be any trouble there 
the President will have no right to charge it to the Democratic 
party or to the Anti-Imperialist League, for he himself in his 
message distinctly holds out to the people of the Philippines 
the hope of independence. Whether it is to come sooner or 
later makes no difference. There is only one of two ways in 
which the people of the Philippines can be made content. One 
is to satisfy them that they will be given independence sooner 
or later, and the other is to absolutely crush out the spirit of 
independence and reduce them to a state of despair. 

So, I say, the President himself has done more to create 
trouble by holding out a mere hope than if he had made a defi- 
nite promise, for under a positive promise they would be con- 
tent to wait, but so long as he holds out to them a hope which 
is qualified by fear and distrust, and so long as his words of 
encouragement are denounced by leading Republican news- 
papers, the Filipinos will be hoping for independence and at 
the same time they will be fearing despotism. This will do 
more, I say, to create trouble in the Philippine Islands than 
anything that ever has been or could be said by the Democratic 
party distinctly promising them independence. 

So far as that is concerned, Mr. President, these people whom 
the President criticises are much nearer to him and to his pres- 
ent views than many of the leading members of his own party 
in this House and in the House of Representatives; and, more 
than that, there is a greater difference between the Roosevelt of 
to-day, who speaks such kindly words of the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, who describes them as steadily climbing the 
heights and preparing themselves for independence, and the 
Roosevelt of three or four years ago, who reviled the whole peo- 
ple, without any discrimination whatever, as barbarians, sav- 
ages, and Apaches—I say there is a greater difference between 
those two Roosevelts than there is between the Roosevelt of to- 
day and Judge Alton B. Parker and William J. Bryan. 

I am opposed to the fourth section of this bill, and I concur 
yery heartily with what was said by the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLes]. We are proceeding too rapidly in 
this matter of trying to force the growth of civilization. The 
growth of civilization can not be forced. Gradual progress can 
be made, and it may be to some extent stimulated and encour- 
aged, but you can not railroad any people from a lower stage of 
civilization into a higher. 


APPENDIX. 


In executive session Mr. Carmack obtained unanimous con- 
sent to add the following as an appendix to his remarks: 


Philippine conditions—The report of an independent obseryer—The 
islands absolutely prostrated economically—Agriculture much de- 
pressed-—The miseries of reconcentration—The large number of 
88 at Bilibid—The law a jumble of American and Spanish 
Weakness of the native constabulary—Control of the press by in- 
timidation and by vernment advyertising—The most expensive 
administration the islands have known. 


[By Prof. H. Parker Willis, of Washington and Lee University, Lex- 
ington, Va.; in the New York Evening Post, October 28, 1904.] 


The prominence given by Secretary Taft to the Philippine question, 
and his assurance that satisfactory progress toward better ings is 
being made in the islands may lead persons who haye not closely ex- 
amined this subject to believe that insular conditions are all that they 
should, or at Jeast all that they can, be. A recent visit to the islands, 
extended through some four months and covering a wide field of 
observation, has not only led to a conviction on any part that this 
opinion is unfounded, but, further, I am satisfied that it is in all 
essential respects at variance with the facts. They are otherwise 
than as Secretary Taft represents them to be—quite otherwise.“ 

This statement is not intended to reflect on Mr. Taft's sincerity, but 
is made in the belief that the principles on which the Philippine Com- 
mission is organized necessarily prohibit its members, and particularly 
its head, from either coming into close touch with the natives or fully 
realizin 1 the nature of conditions for which they themselves are 
responsible. 

here can be no doubt that the general public of the United States 
is under grave misapprehension concerning the situation in the Philip- 
pines. Erroneous statements as to what has actually been done in the 
archipelago have been constantly put before them from many sources. 
They may well be described as “given to strong delusion, wholly 
believing a lie.” If they could realize the state of affairs in those 
islands now prevailing, they would be horrified at the desolation 
wrought by war and disgusted at the failure of our “civil govern- 
ment to lay even the foundation for improvement. 

ECONOMIC PROSTRATION, 


The Philippine Islands are to-day absolutely 8 economically 
and politically. Hardly any undertaking is ing successfully con- 
ducted. According to unpublished figures furnished by the internal- 
revenue cffice of Manila, about 5,000 licenses to do business have been 
issued to American individuals and firms during the period of our occu- 
ation. Of these firms and individuals all except some 800 have 
alled or withdrawn from business, or about 84 per cent of the total. 
The survivors include chiefly the very smallest establishments, such as 
boarding houses, saloons, ete. It appears that hardly more than half 
capital are at this time actually 
The population of the city, formerly some 
persons, has fallen (census 1904) to 219,900, owing Jargely to 


a dozen American firms of recogn 
doing business in Manila. 
266,000 
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depressed business. Simultaneously with this decline a ere decrease 
in the American populanon has occured (from 6,462 in 1901 to 4,389 
in 1904). During the t summer at least three of the chief American 
business enterprises ei A steady 
and itive decline in all branches of trade with the United States is 
now progress, as pnay illustrated by the fact that for the seven 
months end g July, 1904, 

the United 

$2,593,924 for the corres 
shipments of merchandise from the Philippines to 


as against $ ' 

year earlier. Relations between the United States and the Philippines 
under the tariff act passed by Congress in 1902 are so difficult that 
there is no reason to anticipate the building up of any satisfactory 
trade between the islands the United States either now or in the 
future. Recent shipping legislation has depressed the interisland 
trade still further, both actively and by an tion. To-day a 1 
fleet of Philippine steam vessels is anchored off Cavite with absolu: 

no occupation. This fleet is daily growing in size. 

While the conditions in trade with our own country are thus dis- 
couraging, there is no warrant for the belief that the general outlook 
is more favorable. Much has been said by American administrators of 
a recent growth in exports and imports as indicating in pros- 

ity, but there is certainly no such inference to be drawn from the 

Between 1899 and 1903 grome imports ọf merchandise increased 
abont two and one-half times, but imports of food and animals quadru- 
pled, the growth in this item being due to rice purchases for the sup- 
rt of the starving peasants and draft animals designed to replace 
ose destroyed by war and rinde t. Manufactured goods ae oe 
fell off largely between 1901 and 1903, showing a decline in productive 
business and articles of luxury, etc., more than doubled between 1899 
and 1903, showing nothing more than a demand for such goods made 
by government employees in the islands. The growth in ee (chiefly 
hemp) is due simply to a partial restoration of peace and consequent 
resumption of regular dealings. 

The trade conditions observable at Manila and other are merely 
a reflection of what may be witnessed in the interior. A journey 
through the provinces can not help giving a most 5 impres- 
sion. Many towns, formerly well built, and destroyed during the war 
some one of the various armies, have only partially, and even 

en badly, rebuilt. Churches are in ruins; whole villages here —— 

nea 
one ini 
tions from 
the central 


there lie waste. In en og of Luzon the roads and 

impassable, are daily fall into worse condition. Barrin; 
riation of about $1,000,000 and some recent approp 

fund, nothing has been 8 


CONDITION OF AGRICULTURE. 


The increasingly depressed state of {culture in these rice-growing 
islands can be real by a review of importations of rice during 
the past four years. These have been as follows (Report 1904, p. 48): 
F — 1118 
100% 4 coe F ð a , 958 
DS ES SE ES RBS ES S E 6, 578, 481 
r / eee 10, 061, 323 

This growth in the imports of rice is attributed by Philippine farmers 
not to changes in agriculture, as intimated by Governor but to 
three causes: (1) The almost total loss of their farm animals (estimated 
officially at 90 per cent) due to war and rinderpest; (2) injury done 
to irrigation s. scarcity of adult male 


during the war; (3) the 
labor as a result of the war. The “ dispro rtionate number of women 
and children” consequent upon the war still noticeable. Most of 
these farmers are now drawing on their savings or are borrowing at 
rates averaging at least 20 per cent in order to get subsistence and pay 
their taxes. The exp, ns of heavy land taxes in the provinces by 
the Commission has led to a gen expropriation in some quarters. 
In others the suffering has been so intense that the Commission has 
had to suspend the tax in default of putting up for sale the bulk of the 
landed property of the province. In some provinces hundreds of pieces 
of pro rty, many of them not exceeding 2 acres each, have been 
scheduled for sale. No machinery for eeu loanable capital has 
been introduced by the Commission, and the requirement that land shall 
— Da. 5 at a heavy fee in order to prove titles is working great 
mm 


late hardship. 
The depression rice culture is paralleled for a different reason in 
the growth of sugar. Sugar could be raised with much less reliance on 


animal labor than could rice; but the American tariff situation abso- 
lutely forbids the possibility of making a profit on it. Planters state 
that under present tariff duties they can barely cover the cost of pro- 
Tobacco is in a suffering condition, owing to new tariff duties 
eastern countries. Hemp is the only article in which pros- 
perous conditions of production now exist; but its cultivation must 
always be narrowly L to ce soils and localities. Parallel 
with the bad trade and agricultural outlook has come a great increase 
in cost of living, which is now fully double its former amount in some 
places. So hard has it to get even a bare subsistence that the 
population has become greatly reduced in vitality and has fallen an 
easy went to the series of terrible epidemics of the past three years. 
The Philippine tariff on imported commodities is so arranged as practi- 
cally to forbid imports of agricultural machinery, and the Commission 
professes to be unable to change it without Congressional consent. 
SUFFERING AND DISSATISFACTION. 


Partly owing to the bad industrial prospect, to actual suffering, and 
to intense and anent dissatisfaction with existing political arrange- 
ments the unrest of the country continues to increase. When President 
McKinley sent the Philippine Commission to the islands he furnished 
certain clear-cut instructions as to the line of conduct it should pursue. 

“The Commission,” he wrote (April 7, 2900); “should bear in mind 
+ > œ that there are certain great principles of government which 


duction. 
in several 


have been made the basis of our governmental s; which we deem 
essential to the rule of law and the maintenance of in ual freedom ; 
e œ œ that there are also certain practical rules of government which 


we have found to be essential to the preservation of these grea - 

ples of liberty and law, and that these principles and 5 

8 must be established and maintained in the islan 
pon every division and branch of the government of the Philippines, 


therefore, must be imposed these Inviolable rules: 
XXXIX——23 


with- 
out due process of law; that private pro shall not be taken for 
public use without just compensation; that in ail criminal aS 
tions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, to 
be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation, to be confronted 
with the witnesses against him, to have compulsory process for obtain- 
ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for 
his defense; that excessive bail shall not be required nor excessive . 
fines im nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted; that no 
person shall be pus twice in jeopardy for the same offense or be com- 
pao in any criminal case to be a witness against himself * e 
t no law shall be passed abridging the freedom of or of the 
press or of the rights of the peop e peaceably to assemble and petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances, * * * and t the 
exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and worship with- 
out discrimination or preference shall forever be allowed.” 
Have these instructions been fulfilled? Although the Islands have 
now for about three years been under the full control of what is tech- 
nically known as a “civil government,” there are certain facts which 
indicate that the term “civil” is a misnomer. It is further true that 
this term is becoming: eps mee Pha and less applicable to the ad- 
ministration of the Philippines. Notwithstandin at in the n- 
ning many of the provinces were organized as civil governments, it 
been thonght necessary now and again to substitute a politico-mili 
government, and to-day at least six of the provinces are still organi: 
on that basis, Extreme mili methods for controlling the popula- 
tion are provided for by law and their application in certain cases au- 
thorized. these the most marked is what is known as “ reconcen- 


tration.” 
RECONCENTRATION. 


The use of this plan for reducing a population to submission is au- 
thorized by section 6 of the Commission’s act No. 781, further organ- 
d the constabularx, in the following words: 

“In provinces which are infested to such an extent with ladrones or 
outlaws that the lives and property of residents in the outlying barrios 
are rendered wholly insecure by continued predatory raids, and such 
outlying barrios thus furnish to the ladrones or outlaws their source of 
food supply * * © it shall be within the power of the civil gover- 
nor, upon resolution of the Commission, to authorize the provincial 
governor to order that the residents of such outlying barrios tempo- 
ramy brought within stated proximity to the poblacion or larger 
barrios.” 


It is a fact that no recent year has passed without the application 
of this e. In 1902 it was undertaken in the 
guna and Ba 


“That no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or proper 


the report of Colonel Wagner, who inspected the camps (S. Doc. 331, 
57th ong, ist sess., pt. 3, B 13 each of which included from 
8,000 to 4,000 persons. During 1903 the same plan was pursued in 
2 d where very 1 areas were entirely deprived of population, the 
inhabitants herded in camps like those of Batangas. ing 

current year reconcentration has been orde for Samar (executive 
1 August 15) throughout a region including about 20,000 


ts. 

Besides the official application of the policy on a large scale, other 
Instances have occu . Several camps now exist in Cavite, and, not 
long since, reconcentration was tried in Tayabas, without official au- 
thority, according to Ex-Governor Taft. It is beyond the questio 
from the testimony both natives and Americans who are conversant 
with the wor of reconcentration, that its effects are most disas- 
trous, causing widespread suffering. In the camps food is distributed 
only when extreme want requires it, work on the roads being sparingly 
furnished to those who are able thus to supply themselves with rations. 
The lack of house accommodations and the scarcity 


Report, 
1904, p. native 
resources is considered. 

Even this estimate is certainly too low, and would have to be 
largely increased if other commodities besides hemp should be con- 
sidered. A vastly larger loss was unquestionably inflicted upon 
the province of Ba which has the appearance of being wholly 
ruined, owing to the destruction of cocoanut and other trees. The 
authorities speak of the treatment accorded to this province as a 
“severe lesson,” and there is in the Philippines none of the familiar 
nara that reconcentration operations can be carried on without 

ardship of the most terrible character. 

Total losses of crops left without tendance in the reconcentrated 
districts, of houses burned by the careless or malicious soldiery, and 
pann ruin to fixed capital, necessarily result in most serious suffer- 
ng when the inmates of the camps are released and find themselyes 
deprived even of the scanty support furnished them while in con- 
finement. The natives had become so accustomed to the use of recon- 
centration by the Spaniards that they regarded it as a matter of 
course in time of war. They resent very bitterly, however, the pre- 
tence that civil government exists when such methods are employed; 
and this is the complaint usually made by intelligent Filipinos, 
when questioned concerning reconcentration. ey feel that Mr. Me- 
Kinley’s “rules” ordering that no person shall be deprived of life, 
liberty, or 3 without due process of law, and that private 

ro shall not be taken for public use without just compensation,” 
aye violated. 

SEVERE LEGISLATION. 


The readiness of the Commission to make the whole population suffer 
fer the acts of a small body of insurgents or ladrones Is further shown 
in the operations under act No. 518 and its subsequent modifications. 
This act imposes the penalty of death, or at least twenty years’ im- 

risonment, for membership in a ladrone band, providing that “to 

ve the crime * * œ it shall not be necessary to adduce eyi- 
ence that any member of the band has in fact committed robbery or 
eft.” A further provision (sec. 4) specifies that“ ery person 

wings aiding or abetting such a band of brigands * * 

em information * * * or by securing supplies of f 
0 g. arms, or ammunition * * + shall * * unished 
imprisonment for not less than ten years.” This legislation has 
carried further by act No. 1121, which enlarges the number of 
commodities, theft of which constitutes “ highway robbery,” and gives 
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a broader scope to the kinds of assistance that may be rendered to | elevated from the ranks of the lars, and young, inexeprienced 
such a band. It is not now safe to give even the traditional cup of | brought from the United States. nder the Arat class officers ser 
cold water to a suspected ladrone. e object of this whole series of | ous abuses and hardships have been inflicted upon the population. 
acts, like the use of the reconcentration po ley, has been to bring into | Under the second class evils of disorganization and laxity have become 
subjection an unsympathetic population, and to render ceful people | prevalent. . 
responsible for the acts of a less submissive element. It is the testi- At various points the constabulary or scouts have inflicted 
mony of capable American lawyers in Manila that under existing law | as in Cavite; e violence to women, as in Isabela Province, and com- 
it is entirely possible to convict any human being in the archipelago of | mitted cold-blooded murder, as also in Isabela; arrested men without 
bandolerismo” (the local name for membership in or assistance to warrant and instituted unreasonable searches and seizures, as in Ca- 
organ bands of insurrectionists), without regard to guilt. That | vite; have stolen personal property, or taken it without payment, as 
such conyiction can be secured is, in fact, the open boast of some con- | in Masbate and elsewhere, or have grossly violated public o „ as in 
stabulary officials. Filipinos believe that these statutes are inhar- | Cebu. The foregoing provinces are mentioned because the abuses in 
monious with the “ great gape of government Which each and every case there referred to can be established by the testi- 
we deem essential to the rule of law and the maintenance of individual | mony of reliable eyewitnesses, ‘Trustworthy Philippine lawyers affirm 
om.“ that there are hundreds of men all over the islands who are confined 
How effective this legislation has been may be seen from the situa- by the constables without any warrant of law. It is certain that the 
Fao: in the Bilibid prison. From g (ere 1, 1902, to September 4 irritation aroused among the people by constabulary outrages is nearly 


903, there was a growth of nearly 100 per cent in the population universal. In fact, the uniform reply to questions concerning the con- 
institution, the number confined on the latter date pang 8,184. | stabul situation is that the force is “as bad as the G ia Civil” 
On a recent date (May 23, 1904) this number had risen to 4,420, a | of § time—a verdict than which none more severe could be im- 
wth in less than nine months of 1,236 persons, or about 40 cent. | agined. It deserves to be added that the hardships inflicted by — 
e net inward movement was then estimated by the authorities at 8 | constabulary have not been directed against the ladrones, but again 
to 10 r per me A which would mean a gross annual increase of | the peaceful inhabitants. Ladronism still continues in different re- 
2,800 to 3,600. The total number of zasos confined August 31, 1903, | gions, apparently in some cases through the connivance of the con- 
on charges of “aiding insurrection, Fa 211 conspiracy, highway | stabulary. The constables have been vastly more active in campa 
ro illegal custody of a rebellion, ition, violation of oa ing against insurrectos than against those ladrones whose only mo 
of allegiance, violation of laws of war, violation of articles of war, and | was robbery. In the former case, poe & have, when able to aroun 
treason,” was 1,098. These offenses do not include such crimes as | a small band, often butchered them without quarter, as in the case 
murder, homicide, or theft, but represent the number of men confined | the force of Gen. San Miguel, which was literally cut to pieces tow: 
for what we consider strictly political offenses. In other words, about | the end of 1903. General Allen, chief of the constabulary, states, in 


one-third of all these prisoners were confined because of their connec- | conyersation, that the records of his bureau are “ with com- 
tion sa 5 movements. Supposing that the rate of in- | plaints st the force,” but he never finds that the charges have 
crease in s class o 


prisoners had been the same as the ratio of | any foundation. This is attributable to the fact that constabula: 
growth in the total prison population, and eliminating 414 petty police- | abuses are always investigated and reported upon by constabula: oft. 
court mien yp set NT appears that fully 40 per cent of all long-time con- | cers, usually belonging to the very locality where the abuses complained 


victs now in are confined for such litical” offenses. On a of have been comm It is only 75 outside investigators t the 
recent date the number of men confined in B d who had been sen- facts can be established. This makes it the more to be regretted that 
tenced and were awaiting capital punishment was 100. the Commission has almost uniformly refused to investigate charges 
STATE OF THE JUDICIARY. of this sort directly. 
In b. about these convictions, and in harshly ogg the i Ard O 
harsh 1 ation already referred to, responsibility must be divided 


The t difficulty encountered in correcting abuses prevalent — 
between the judiciary and the constabulary. The judges have for | the Philippines to-day probably lies in the absence of any freedom 
the most part been under the thumb of the Com on, or incompe-| speech or of the press. Act No. 292, known as the “sedition act,” 
tent and dis to convict without sufficient evidence. porao that “if two or more persons ar to overthrow, = 

The defective character of the judi of the islands has been 1 e United States in 
recognized by authoritative writers. r. Colquhoun, the Engl Philippine Islands * * such persons shall be punished by a 
author of a recent book, Greater America, speaks of it (p: ag e a | fine of not more than Aè gn and by imprisonment, with or without 
well-known fact, and other foreigners fully agree with him. e, in | hard labor, for a not more than six years.” Under this act, 
fact, took to the islands a body of judges for the lower courts, many | and by the use of the constabulary spies, it has become unsafe for 
of whom knew little American, and no Spanish, law; who were ig- riyate persons to attend social gatherings, or express political opin- 
norant of the Spanish language, and who had never heard the native | ions in thelr own homes. Expressions by letter are equally dangerous, 
dialects. The evil features of the present situation seem to be as | owing to the searching of the mail—a proca which, it is thought by 
follows : Señor del Pan, of the Manila bar, in his argument on the recent Luk- 

(1) The judiciary act (No. 136) contains no provision for the | ban case, has been carried vastly further, and has been more arbi- 
length of tenure of judges in courts of first instance, and no process | trarily used, under the Spanish administration. While prose- 
by which a may be publicly impeached and removed from office. | cutions under the sedition act are ae directed against natives, re- 
eir 


own, or destroy by force the Government of 


hold th places subject to the will of the Commission. straint of the Americans is mainly carried under Act No. 227, known 
(3) Few of them speak and understand Spanish, and they are conse- | as the “criminal-libel act.” This law defines a libel as a “malicious 
uently able to follow the testimony in the courts only with great | defamation,” and specifies that the truth of the libel shall not con- 
diten F This is a notorious fact. stitute a defense unless it shall be shown that publication was made 
(3) system of venal or incompetent interpreters has been deyel- | “ with motives and for justifiable ends,” a point not easily to be 
oped, through whose errors or corruption many innocent men are established before orn eee courts. The provisions of act, 
e Numerous cases of the sort can be cited. taken in connection with those of the sedition act, are such as to 
(4) e Commission 


has assumed the privilege in some cases of | make it practically Impossible to express an opinion adverse to the 
8 ting to the jndge in advance the direction to be taken by his | administration or any member of it without becoming liable to prose- 
verdict. Cases of this kind are vouched for by two high officers of the | cution. 
Philippine government, by one ex-judge, by prominent lawyers in Ma- In cases where a critic is too influential, or where his critisms and 
nila, and by intelligent natives. charges are too carefully phrased to admit of prosecuting him, a process 
(5) No legislation or precedent exists whereby judges are distributed | of ostracism takes place which is usually very effective, as ila so- 
according to a known system, so that it is customary to bring a judge | ciety consists chiefly of officeholders who take their bias directly from 
of well known ultra administration sympathies to try a case where a | those in authority. An American bishop stationed in Manila expresses 
certain kind of verdict is wanted. Some judges have permanently | in conversation the opinion that the “impatience of criticism shown 
transferred to another district as a kind of penalty for anti- | the Commission“ is one of the most disastrous features of the presen’ 
administration verdicts. Some have been asked to resign; others have | Philippine situation. The hostility of the higher authorities, he asserts, 
been ostracized, and thereby forced to — 1 and leave the islands. A | is visited upon preachers who — dhan to criticise a member of the Com- 
review of the names of the Fisy appointed during the last three years | mission or any of its policies. In the recently concluded “ O’Brien libel 
and their later history fu 85 illustrates this statement. It s d be | case” the two defendants, who conducted a newspaper in were 
added that in revisi e Spanish substantive law we haye eliminated | sent to prison on the ground that they had published a report of some 
most of its characteristic features and have left it a medley of hetero- | court proceedings containing statements vorable to the defendan 
geneous provisions drawn from American State systems, and roughly | who happened to be a member of the Commission. It was admitted 
ut together for a bench most of whose members knew no 8 that the spors was correct; but the technical point was made that the 
faw. fa Americanizing the law of the islands we have, however, | headlines did not accurately describe the substance of the article. 
omitted the principles of trial by jury, and other protections to indi- In recent decisions handed down by courts of first instance in Manila, 
vidual 1 The present confusion is keenly felt by the best Spanish | heavy penalties, including both fine and imprisonment, have been 
d Filipino lawyers and by the most informed of our judges. No more | awarded not only to the author and producer, but even to the actors 
stic criticism on the work of our ee” lately pu could be penned | the play, Hindi Aco Patay,” a dramatic production of an allegor: 
than the “ Notes to the Spanish Civil ” lately gore by Judge | character, in which Philippine independence was hinted at. 
Willard, formerly of the he? bench. The judicial and 1 A process of buying the good will of publications through the award 
situation was fully presented to Mr. Taft before he left the islands of Government 8 and other fayors has been used to supple- 
eminent members of the Manila bar, but he failed to take action, sug- | ment the methods of intimidati 
gesting political motives for the criticisms. of opinion through the agency of political parties has also been placed 
under severe restriction. The Nationalist party, which attained a con- 
CONSTABULARY SITUATION. siderable degree of, y 
In close connection with the status of the judiciary should be con- | prosecutions directed 5 important men in the 5 Un- 
sidered some of the recent developments in the organization of the | der purely technical attacks upon the form of its constitution, a work - 
native constabulary. In or, gi force (act No. 175) it was | ingmen’s union was recently driven out of existence because of the 
provided that its members should drawn from the province where belief that its purpose “was primarily political.” These statements 
stationed, thus giving it the character of local police. This policy is | are youched for — M prosecuting officers of our Government in Ma- 
highly B orars by Governor Wright in his most recent rt as secre- | nila, who freely 
of commerce and police. The plan has, however, entirely | tion. During the past summer efforts were made to recast the plat- 
80, 1903, whereby the | form of the Federal party in such wise as to demand independence. 
use of the — Scouts, under command of the chief of constabu- The revised draft was shown to members of the Commission as a pre- 
$ These scouts are chiefiy Macabebes and Ilocanos, | caution, and these gentlemen reguested its suppression on the ground 
and they have uniformly been stationed in provinces toward which they | that “it would embarrass Mr. just at this time.” The platform 
feel strong voir antipathy. Moreover, the rule that 2 constabulary | never a in print. 


to have been frequently vio! 
G 


00 
tabulary has approximated much more closely to the mili „or of the rights of the le ceably * * to petition 
and has lost its original character as a police force. Its mem re Government for. a redress o pa wah gee 85 = 


thered into barrac aced upon a basis of milita: and rations, COST OF ADMINISTRATION. 
er are now Par ran hh ly a military force like ries se Bg They are The system of government just described has not even the merit of 
described as “ peace officers,” but are authorized to arrest men with- | economy. It is by far the most W overnment the island has 
out warrant.” Constabulary officers are of two classes—old soldiers lever known. The Schurman Commission ( rt, vol. 1, p. 80) gave 
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the annual receipts of the Spanish Government in 1894-95 as $13,579,900 
Mexican, of which sum about $9,000,000 was derived from internal 
taxes. ‘The new internal-revenue law of the e just passed is 
estimated to produce from $10,000,000 to $11,000,000, and is apologized 
for by its authors as “no worse than the 8 ish.” The Schurman 
Commission quotes (pare 79) See of the Spanish Government 
in 1894-95 as $13,2 39, of which sum $4,045,061 was for war and 
$2,450,176 for navy, the balance—some $6,760,000—being civil outlay. 
As against this sum it may be noted that our outlay for the year 1903 
on 8 civil expenses was about $22,000,000 Mexican currency. To 
this should also be added probably $2,000,000 for the cost of provincial 
administration and a somewhat greater sum deducted for permanent 
e Conversely, there should be large reductions in the 

civil outlay ” noted above for the Spanish Government, as that figure 
includes the cost of carrying u the church, some gl cere expenses, 
and other items. Without going into these changes the accounts in 
detail, it may be stated that the cost of our civil administration is from 
three to five times as heavy as that of the Spaniards—yet the Schurman 
9 complained of Spanish administration on the ground of 
* costliness.” . 

Nor can the indictment of the expense Incident to Philippine admin- 
istration stop with local conditions in the islands. The Philippines 
are tremendously expensive to the United States. According to Gen. 
George W. Davis (Report Diy. of Phil., 1903, p. 50), the annual cost 
of the army and navy in the Philippines in actual cash is at least $21,- 
000,000 gold. ‘This estimate was based upon a force (scouts and Ameri- 
eans)- of about 23,000 men. As the present force is probably 3,000 men 
smaller, a reduction of corresponding amount must be made. ‘This, how- 
ever, is far more than offset by the cost of the Philippine mall service, 
which fails largely on the United States; of the army transports, 
both trans-Pacific and interisland; by the facts that tropical service 
counts double time toward retirement for enlisted men; that claims 
for pensions are more numerous as a result of such service; that many 
Eo officers are now serving in the Philippine government at the cost 
of the United States; and that, in a variety of ways, the islands are a 
continuous draft on our Trasury. Conservative estimators place the 
present annual rper cost of the Philippines to the United States at 
not less than $25,000,000. 

Nor does the money laid out for civil e “ go largely to Fili- 
pinos,” as so often claimed. A review of the personnel of the govern- 
ment during the past three years shows that the number of Americans 
Fore 5 civil offices in 1903 was 3,458, as against 2,777 in 1902, and 
2,044 1901, while the number of Filipinos for these three years was 
8,318, 2,697, and 2,562, respectively. In other words, there were em- 
ployed in 1901 25 per cent more natives than American, while in 1902 
the natives were about 3 per cent less numerous than the Americans 
and 4 per cent less numerous in 1903. In the latter year the 3,318 
ploy employees drew aggre te salaries of $1,497,610, while the 
8,458 Americans drew $4,254,482. 

GENERAL SUMMARY. 

As General Davis mildly states the situation (Report, 1903, 
“Americans in the Philippines have not so far been an Peay 
ing to the native inhabitants.“ We have, in fact, destroyed the public 
buildings of the country, inflicted continuous crop losses, during a 
period of six years; ravaged and burned large sections of territory; 
produced conditions leading to the death of most of the farm animals 
and to serious human and animal epidemics; brought foreign trade to 
an unprofitable condition by our tariff legislation; inaugurated a tre- 
mendously expensive government for the benefit of foreign officeholders ; 
established a partisan judiciary; crowded the prisons, and deported 
or sent to the gallows the best and most patriotic of the native leaders. 

Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator to offer an amend- 
ment only, as the Senator said he desired to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to preface that amendment with this 
statement: Earlier in the session I intimated a doubt as to the 
power of the United States to exempt the bonds and other evi- 
dences of indebtedness issued by the municipalities in the Phil- 
ippine Islands. The more I think of that the more I am per- 
suaded that they are not in any proper sense the agencies of the 
Federal Government; and for that reason I move to strike out 
the first section of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator, please, at 
his leisure send the proposed amendment to the desk, so that it 
may be ready for action? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, at this late hour 

Mr. STONE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope I shall not be asked to yield. 

Mr. STONE. Only that I may offer an amendment. 
© The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment 
will be received and lie on the table. f 

Mr. STONE. Let it be read, Mr. President. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that his amendment be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yielded to the Senator for a moment to 
offer his amendment, but it can be offered after 3 o’clock and 
read then, if the Senator is not particular. It can be offered 
at any time before the final vote is taken; but I will yield, as it 
seems to be a short amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment 


will be read. 
The Secretary. In section 1, page 2, line 8, after the name 


81): 
bless- 


“ Porto Rico,” it is proposed to insert the following: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to make 
or hold the Government of the United States in any manner liable to 
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pay any bonds that may be Issued by the gr ao of the. Philippine 
slands or any municipal or other subdivision thereof under the pro- 
vislons of this act. ; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, inasmuch as there is a very 
short time remaining until we have to vote and other Sen- 
ators are anxious to make some remarks, I shall be very brief 
in what I have to say. I rise only that I may put into the 
Recorp the statement that this is the fourth time an amendment 
of this character has been offered. I stated only a few days 
ago that the Recorp shows that an amendment of this charac- 
ter—I mean the amendment I offered, and about which the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] has been talking—was 
offered on the 24th of February, 1902. That was an amendment 
offered to a reyenue measure originating in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and sent here by that House. It was, therefore, 
within the contention of the Senator, as he has made his con- 
tention here to-day, and yet, as I remember it, the Senator was 
opposed to that amendment at that time. 

Mr. CARMACK. What amendment was that? > 

Mr. FORAKER. It was an amendment I offered reducing 
the rates to 25 per cent of the Dingley law on dutiable goods 
imported into this country from the Philippine Archipelago. 

Mr. CARMACK. When? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
of February, 1902. 

Mr. CARMACK. My recollection is that I was in favor of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. No. My recollection is that the Senator 
made a very strong speech in opposition. I think he said 
something about my amendment being in the nature of a gold 
brick—I have forgotten just what his expression was. 

Mr. CARMACK. No. After the Senator’s amendment had 
been changed to a reduction of only 25 per cent, instead of as 
he first proposed it—75 per cent, I opposed it. I should have 
supported it if the amendment had remained as he had of- 
fered it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offered the amendment providing for a 
reduction of the duties to 25 per cent of the Dingley rates—a 
reduction of 75 per cent. Afterwards, failing to get any en- 
couragement that that could be passed, I made it a reduction 
of 50 per cent, and still the Senator was opposed to it. I never 
heard of his willingness to support it when it was reduced to 
25 per cent of the Dingley rates. But I am only calling 
attention to the fact that he was in opposition to the amend- 
ment at that ime. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me, at the ses- 
sion before the last, when this matter was up, I very earnestly 
supported the proposed reduction to 50 per cent, although I 
preferred a reduction to 25 per cent. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am coming to the record now. On the 
14th day of February, 1903, I offered a similar amendment, and 
again the Senator was in opposition. That was an amendment 
offered to a bill originating in the House of Representatives 
to raise revenue, or affecting the revenues of the Philippine 
Islands. Then, on the 3d day of March, 1903, this question 
was here again, and it was my recollection, until the Senator 
just now corrected me, that he was then again in opposition 
to it. 

Mr. CARMACK. No, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. I remember that the two Senators from 
Colorado spoke very energetically in opposition to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I spoke in favor of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I am glad to be corrected and I am 
glad to know that the Senator will, when we get another meas- 
ure here from the other House, be willing to support an amend- 
ment of this general character. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 
do not say that I will vote for any measure that may be brought 
here proposing a reduction in the Philippine tariff. It must be 
a real and substantial reduction. As to the measure of which 
the Senator was speaking, I remember saying at the time that 1 
would vote for it with a great deal of contempt, because I did 
not believe that amendment would give a substantial reduction 
of the Philippine tariff duties or that it would do the people of 
the Philippines any good. I will vote for such a reduction as 
the Senator is proposing in his amendment to this bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment I presented at the time to 
which the Senator refers, which he spoke in favor of, and to 
which he now refers, proposed a reduction to 25 per cent—a re- 
duction of 75 per cent. 

Mr. CARMACK. That was changed to 50 per cent. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was afterwards changed to 50 per cent, 
as the Senator says, but I did not understand the Senator to 


I offered that amendment on the 24th day 
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object at that time on the ground that it reduced duties only 50 
per cent. 

The amendment I am offering at this time, and which I say 
I want to offer again, ought to satisfy the Senator, if anything 
short of absolute free trade will satisfy him, because it puts 
all articles coming into this country from the Philippine Archi- 
pelago on the free list, excepting only sugar and tobacco; and 
it reduces the duty on sugar and tobacco to 25 per cent of the 
Dingley rates. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will vote for that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am glad to hear that. The Senator will be 
given a chance the first time an appropriate bill comes along. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] has offered such an 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CAB- 
MACK] read from the Chicago Inter-Ocean, a very ably con- 
ducted Republican paper. I have in my hands one of the most 
ably conducted Democratic papers in this country, and, in view 
of the Senator's speech, I think I ought to have read from the 
desk the leading editorial published in that paper on December 
14, last Wednesday, two days ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To what paper does the Senator 
refer? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Cincinnati Enquirer, one of the most 
influential Democratic papers in the country. I do not know of 
any Democratic paper that has a larger circulation, or one that 
has more influence on the politics of our part of the country at 
least. I ask the Secretary to read the editorial. 

Mr. STEWART. Can it not be inserted in the Recorp without 
reading? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I want it read. It will only take a 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NO MORE FOR THE ENQUIRER. 

Mr. Prarr of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think that under 
the system we are now pursuing, within the next ten or twenty years 
the Philippine Islands will be just as Independent as they would be 
under a protectorate? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No, I do not think they will be. I was saying that 
the positions of these two leaders were approximately the same, and 


I stated the views of Mr. Bryan. r. elt's recent message 
contains his view, which I assume will be the view of the Republican 


Pare Foraker. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to interrupt 
him for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ce iy. š 

Mr. Foraker, I should like to know why the Senator, In stating 
the positions of the two men as the panona of their respective par- 
ties, ignores the views of Judge Parker on this subject? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not ignore them. 

Mr. Foraker. The Senator has not stated them. 

Mr. New anps. I do not ore the views of any Democrat 
country, but I refer to Mr. Bryan to-day and during the last eight 
years as the acknowledged leader of the Democratic party, and I 
refer to Mr. Roosevelt as the leader to-day of the Republican party. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 12.) 

It is, of bien | not possible to say how many people in this country 
the distinguished Senator from Nevada resents in his sweeping 
assertion of leadership; but there is certainly one journal which can 
not be delivered to such a following. Under such leadership as Mr. 
NEWLANDS declares to be existent to-day, or under conditions which it 
greg create this year, the Democratic party has gone to disaster 
in Presidential elections, and the wreckage has more com- 
plete and awful in each successive year. 

There is no dispute of the right of Mr. Bryan and those politically 
associated with him to persist in their doctrines. There need be no 
disparagement of their eminent ability and sincerity. There is no occa- 
sion for regret or apology for a course that once seemed to be the right 
one. But why should there be an obstinate standing out against three 
popular yerdicts—the last one almost the strongest in the history of 
our Union? Why undertake, while the streams on the last battlefield 
are still red, to nominate for leadership again the generals who have 
thrice led their soldiers to 1 defeat? 

The time has come for a general showing of hands. The Enquirer is 
ready with its pronouncement. It will not, under any circumstances, 
fall in with a leadership that has been three times rebuked by the 
people, but has still insisted on governing the party councils. It will 
not yield obedience to men who have just been enormously repudiated 
by their own party. It will not be coaxed, wheedled, or R 
into a suicidal course by suggestions of party fidelity. It is for 
America, and for the American 3 It bows to their will as to 
what is necessary for the splendid advancement and development of 
the country. It is for prosperity and not for calamity for the sake 
of triumph. It is in the proud company of Democrats, numbering in 
the milllons, who at the last election to be delivered. It 
touches elbows on either side with 3 who did not find in Bryan 
or Parker the exemplification of true mocratic faith. 

Good luck to Mr. Bryan and his friends in their personal affairs. 


The Secretary will read as 


in the 


No recriminations and no hard feelings. But no more B leader- 
ship, no more dilution of Democracy with Populi re tion, and 
heresy; no more restraint on the flight of the American e, and no 
more tugging at the holding-back strap for yours truly, e Cincin- 
nati Enquirer. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not think Senators fully 
appreciate the importance of railroads to the accomplishment 
_of what we propose to do in the Philippine Islands—to civilize 


and build up. Before the adyent of railroads civilization was 
substantially limited to water courses. The people had to be 
near water transportation, and the interior was hardly pene- 
trated. Now we are making appropriations to send teachers 
and other civilizing influences into the Philippines. If we do 
not have railroad communication, the people of the Philippine 
Islands will be in the same position that they have been under 
the Spaniards for the last three hundred years. The contact of 
the Spaniards with those people was confined to the harbors 
and the water courses where navigation could be had. The 
interior of the islands, small as they were, remained as it had 
been—outside the influence of civilization. 

In our own country, previous to the building of railroads, 
development was confined to the Mississippi and the Lakes and 
the lands near by which could be easily reached. So it has 
been in all countries. But the advent of railroads has sent 
water courses, so to speak, or their equivalent, into the interior. 
If you send teachers into the Philippine Islands without rail- 
roads, they will have to stay at the ports. You can not protect 
them in the interior. If you have railroads, at every depot you 
will have a trading station where people will be protected and 
where the natives can see the power of civilization, where they 
ean come in contact with civilizing influences. Barbarism is 
not driven out of any country by power, except the power of 
association. The natives must see what civilization is. You 
can not take it into the interior without railroads. 

The invention of railroads has revelutionized the means of 
civilizing the interiors of all countries, and to say that you can 
raise up the Filipinos and you remain at the seaports, the in- 
terlor not occupied by you, not occupied by your school-teachers 
and your churches, and all that, which they would have at 
every depot if they had railroads, is out of the question. It 
never has been done, and it can not be done in the case of the 
Philippines, 

In case of war railroads furnish the cheapest method of con- 
ducting war. In fact, they dispense with the necessity of war. 
The railroads are the peacemakers of the world, particularly 
in barbarous countries. There will be no uprising where rail- 
roads go. The armies can follow too quickly. The people soon 
understand that. We will wage no war of oppression, but we 
will carry on war there if the people rebel. But the best way 
is to take away from them the inclination to rebel. 4 

If you build railroads there they will know that rebellion will 
be futile, and they will not attempt it; and besides, they will 
soon see the blessings of civilization. They will have a market. 
They will make money. They will be employed. Our teachers 
and schools and churches will be there, and the influence of 
civilization will be over them, and you will build them up. 

To talk about civilizing the Filipinos without railroads is 
idle. It never has been done in any country in the world. It 
never will be done. Railroads will be the instrumentality of 
civilization from this time on. They make the interior as ac- 
cessible to civilization as the ports on the ocean, equalizing con- 
ditions, — ing the means of subsistence and the homes of 


It is said we should wait. I say we have not gone fast enough. 
The railroads should be the pioneers when the object is to civ- 
ilize. When our object is to bring people in contact with civil- 
ized institutions, the railroads should take them there. You 
have not gone fast enough. If we had commenced to build rail- 
roads in the Philippines when we first got the islands the people 
would have been far on the road to being able to maintain gov- 
ernment. If you want to prepare them for independence, if 
you want to prepare them for self-government—as all parties 
now declare they do—if that is the object, do it quickly, and the 
only way to do it quickly or to do it at all is to give them rail- 
roads. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I regard the amendment 
to section 4 which has been proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner] as much more satisfactory than the pres- 
ent section. But as it has not been printed and I have not 
been able to examine it critically, I can not yet say whether 
I will support it by my vote. Judging from the reading that 
was given of this section at the desk, I think that it does not 
cover the question of taxation, which I regard as one of the 
highest importance—namely, that a fixed and certain rule shall 
be established now for the taxation of these railway systems. 
I think this is fully covered by the amendment which I have 
offered, which proposes to tax the gross receipts of these rail- 
roads 1 per cent per annum for five years, during the period of 
infancy, and gradually to increase this tax at the rate of one- 
quarter of 1 per cent per annum until a maximum of 5 per cent 
on the gross receipts shall be attained, that tax to be imposed 
in lieu of all other taxes either upon the railroad or upon its 
stocks or bonds. 

And here let me say that I differ with my friend the Senator 
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from Texas and my friend the Senator from Maryland regard- 
ing the matter of exemption from taxation of these bonds in the 
United States. I believe when we tax a railroad we should tax 
but one value and we should tax it entirely to the railroad cor- 
poration, and that after we have taxed the whole in the hands 
of the railroad corporation we should not tax or permit to be 
taxed the parts in the hands of bondholders and of stock- 
holders; that that is double taxation. 

Mr. BAILET. The Senator from Nevada overlooks the fact 
that there is no exemption of railroad bonds, and therefore what 
he says has no reference. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. I will also apply it to these 
municipal bonds to which he refers. What I have said will ap- 
ply to section 4 as I have proposed to amend it. But I will also 
speak of municipal bonds, to which he refers. We will assume 
that these municipal and Philippine government bonds are nego- 
tiated in this country and the money which is now in this coun- 
try and subject to taxation is transported to the Philippine 
Islands and there put into public works. The value represented 
by that money is in the works and not in the bonds. The bonds 
are simply the representatives of the money that has gone into 
those works. Those works are in the Philipine Islands and not 
in the United States. There is the place of jurisdiction for tax- 
ation. If it is public property, of course it is not taxable. If 
it is private property, the property there is taxable and the 
stock or bonds representing the investment there, in my judg- 
ment, ought not to be taxable any more than a title deed of 
property in the Philippine Islands should be taxable in this 
country. $ 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have only a few moments. 

Mr. BAILEY. I dislike to see the Senator from Nevada make 
a mistake like that. A title deed has no value, but a bond has. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The property has value, but the bond only 
has value and the stock only has value because the property 
which they represent has value, and that property is in the 
Philippine Islands, absolutely free from the jurisdiction of this 
country or from its protection. 

Now, I insist upon it that we have a confused and complicated 
system of taxation in this country, arising out of this fact. In 
this country we have a system of taxing the railroads in the 
hands of corporations, assessing the whole property, and then 
taxing the stocks and bonds—the parts in the hands of the own- 
ers—and the result is that the holders of stocks and bonds do 
not return their property for taxation. The exceptionally honest 
ones may, but they are few. If you look over the tax returns 
of this country you will find vast aggregations of stocks and 
bonds nominally under the law subject to taxation, but not upon 
the tax rolls. 

Suppose they were upon the tax rolls. What would happen 
then? The bonds of a railroad enterprise are negotiated at 
about 3 or 4 per cent. If the bonds themselves are subject to 
taxation under the laws of the various States, the average tax 
is at least 2 per cent. The result is that the return to the 
owner of the bond is halved by the tax. And I ask you, how 
can you inaugurate or maintain any system of bonds upon 
great public enterprises, which confessedly you wish to nego- 
tiate at a low rate of interest, if you allow them to be taxed, 
and allow a tax to be imposed equivalent to one-half the rate 
of interest called for by the bonds? So, as a matter of public 
policy, I say it is unwise, and as a matter of justice it is 
unjust, to tax the parts as well as the whole, and if these rail- 
roads are in the Philippine Islands they should be taxed there 
and not in the United States, and they ought not to be taxed 
here through the medium of stocks and bonds, which are sim- 
ply representative of values and property there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 3 o'clock has 
arrived. The bill is in the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. The Chair thinks it will expe- 
dite business if Senators will offer the amendments which they 
have heretofore sent to the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not comply with the 
request of the Chair to send to the desk a written amendment 
which I offered, because I understand the Senator from Mary- 
land, while I was called from the Chamber for a moment, 
offered the same amendment, to strike out the first section. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is pending, and is at the desk. I offered 
It this morning. It has not been printed. It is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause to the end of the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 1 strike out all after the word 
“assembled,” in line 2, to the end of section 1, including the 
amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BACON. Has the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio to this section been acted upon? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator in charge of the bill 
accepted the amendment, there being no objection. 

Taaak BACON. It is already in? That is all I want to ask 
about. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from Ohio was 
agreed to. The motion of the Senator from Maryland is to 
strike out the whole section as amended. I hope it will fail. 

Mr. PLATT of Coùnecticut. I wish to make an inquiry. 
The amendment relating to Porto Rico has been accepted. 
When the bill comes into the Senate, that amendment may be 
reseryed and voted upon separately in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is so much confusion that I have. been 
unable to learn what the pending amendment is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again 
be stated. 

The Secretary. Strike out all after the enacting clause to 
the end of section 1. 

ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssroveu]. If 
he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin]. The Senator from New York [Mr. Derew] has a 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MoDnery]. I 
transfer my pair to the Senator from New York, which will 
enable the Senator from Louisiana and me to yote, I yote 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when Mr. Haw ry’s name was 
called). My colleague is paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morcan]. If my colleague were present, he would 
yote “ nay.” 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina I Mr. 
LATIMER]. As he is not present, I refrain from voting. 

Mr. KEARNS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. Gmsox I. As he 
is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. KITTREDGE (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON]. I transfer the pair to the senior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Penrose], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
MIILanp] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas Mr. 
CLARKE] upon all questions. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McLaurin] is paired generally with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Foster], but in this case there has been a transfer, 
— e stands paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 

EPEW J. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to announce the pair of the senior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hare]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 48; as follows: 


YBAS—23. 
Bacon ` Cha McCrear Pettus 
Bailey Coc McEnery Simmons 
Bate Culberson Mallory Stone 
Be bois Martin Taliaferro 
Blackburn Foster, La. Money Tillman 
Carmack Overman 

NAYS—48. 
Aldrich Crane Fulton Nelson 
Alger Cullom Gallinger Newlands 
Allee Dick Gamble Platt, Conn, 
Allison Dietrich Heyburn Platt, N. Y. 
Ankeny Dili: Kean Proctor 
Bail Dolliver Kittredge uarles 
Beveridg — por Smeat 

v e moo 

Burnham Fairbanks one Spooner 
Burrows Foraker McComas Stewart 
Clap Foster, Wash. McCumber Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Mitchell Wetmore 
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NOT W 


Burton Gibson earns Patterson 
Clark. Mont. Hale Latimer, Penrose 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough McLaurin Perkins 
Daniel Hawley Millard Teller 
Depew Hopkins Morgan 


So Mr. GorMAN’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 4 of 
the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to move a substitute for the pending 
motion to strike out section 4 and substitute another section 
for it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me we have a right to vote on 
this first, and then if the Senator desires to introduce a new 
section 4 I see no objection to his doing so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a parliamentary question of order. I 
do not know myself 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not under- 
stand the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to move to strike out section 4 and 
insert. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has precedence of the 
motion to strike out. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move 

Mr. LODGE. If I may, I suggest to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that the printed copies of the amendment which he has 
offered is on the way from the Printing Office and will be here 
in two or three minutes, and if we can pass this over and deal 
with some other amendment Senators will shortly have the 
printed amendment before them. 

Mr. SPOONER. You will not only have to pass it over, but 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota as well. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will not 
press his amendment. It is very desirable that Senators should 
haye a copy of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
before them when they vote. If the amendment is pressed, the 
Senator from Wisconsin must go on and offer his substitute now. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the printed copies of the amendment are on 
the way from the Printing Office, probably there are some other 
amendments pending to this section, which would take preced- 
ence of the motion of the Senator from North Dakota, that 
could be considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to move to strike out section 2. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are some motions—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota withdraw his motion? 

Mr. McCUMBER. For what purpose? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the purpose of awaiting 
the printed copies of the proposed amendment to be offered to 
it before the motion is made to strike out the section. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me that that can be substi- 
tuted afterwards, if the Senator from Wisconsin desires. This 
simply strikes out the section as it now appears. I should pre- 
fer to have a yote on it now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not move to amend a section that 
has been stricken out. 

Mr. MeCUMBER. If that is true, I withhold my amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I want to suggest, under the statement made 
by the Senator from Texas, that there are questions which take 
precedence of the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin that 
would consume the necessary time. In other words, as I 
understand, there are amendments to the existing section as it 
stands. The section as it stands will have to be perfected by 
action upon those amendments before the Senate can be called 
upon to pass on the question whether it will substifute the 
proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin therefor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not controvert that proposition, but I 
was confronted by another, which I was obliged to antagonize 
by my motion. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, but if we can proceed to 
act upon the other amendments to the section, it will defer 
the other question. 

Mr. BAILET. Of course the motion to amend the section 
must take precedence of a motion to strike it out. Assuming, 


as might happen to be the case, though it is not the fact in 
this particular instance, that the proponent of the motion to 
amend would support the entire section if amended, the friends 
of that section would be entitled to that vote. It happens in 
this case that if the amendment which I have offered should be 
adopted I would still vote against the section, because I am 
opposed to the principle of the Government guaranteeing the 


bonds of a private corporation. But at the same time I am 
entitled to have my motion voted on, because the motion I have 
made seeks to make this section better than it stands in the bill. 

I think the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to amend, 
which nearly covered the points of my motion, and undoubtedly 
is a great improvement, as it appears to me, on the section as 
it stands, ought to be voted on before the motion to strike out, 
and I express that opinion notwithstanding I am going to vote 
with the Senator from North Dakota on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are several amendments printed in the 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been adopted. 

Mr. BERRY. I think they have been adopted. In order to 
occupy the time until the printed amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin reaches the Senate, I will ask for a yote on the 
amendment which I proposed this morning, which adds certain 
words after the word “ years.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not any parliamen- 
tary question about it. As a matter of course, it is in order to 
sei amendments to section 4, which is proposed to be stricken 
ou 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This comes very near a de- 
bate, which is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. The regular order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the amendment which I had 
read just now be held until the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin may be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. And all amendments to the section. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And any other amendments to that section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment 
for the present. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator has a right to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator also suggested that all amend- 
ments to the fourth section should be withdrawn for the present, 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will ask unanimous consent that that 
may be done. 

Mr. GORMAN. What amendments? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendments to the fourth section, If 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin shall be adopted, 
undoubtedly the amendments suggested to the fourth section 
will also be offered as amendments to his substitute for the 
3 section, and it seems to me we might postpone action on 

em. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the reason I wished to see the printed 
amendment. I wished to see it so that I could know where to 
offer my amendment to it if it should be adopted. I am per- 
fectly willing to wait. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
withdrawal of these amendments for the present? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, and others. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULBERSON. A mere verbal amendment suggested 
yesterday by myself to section 4, page 4, line 3, after the word 
“may,” to insert “hereafter,” was accepted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. That is included in the amendment about to be 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, which it is my intention 
to accept, so far as I can, for the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suppose there will be no objection to 
the adoption of this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I have no objection to it, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to 
the amendment on page 4, line 3, after the word “may” and 
before the word “ specifically“ to insert hereafter?” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I previously 
sent to the desk. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In section 6, on page 5, line 17, after the 
word “ be,” insert the word “ rigidly ;” so as to read; shall be 
rigidly administered ;” and in line 19, after the word “ govern- 
ment,” insert the words “so far as such immigration laws re- 
late to the importation of cooly labor.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the section as proposed to be 
amended be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 6. The 1 laws of the United States in force in the 
Philippine Islands shall be rigidly administered by the officers of the 
general government thereof designated by appropriate legislation of 
said government, so far as such immigration laws relate to the impor- 
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tation of Chinese coolie labor, and all moneys collected under said laws 
as duty or head tax on alien immigrants com into said islands shall 
not be covered into the general d of the ry of the United 
States, but shall be paid into the treasury of said islands, to be used 
and expended for the government and benefit of said 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dosors]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out all of section 3, after 
the figure “ 66,” in line 8, and to insert in lieu thereof the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. j 

The SECRETARY. On page.3, line 8, after the numeral “ 66,” 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert: 

That for the pu of providing funds to Never pag tome wget | 
and drainage facilities, to secure a sufficient supply of water neces- 
sary buildings for primary public schools in municipalities, the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands mays where current taxation is inade- 

ate for the purpose, under such limitations, terms, and conditions as 

may prescribe, authorize, by appropriate legislation, any munici- 
pag of said islands to incur indebtedness, borrow 3 and to 
e and sell (at not less than par value in gold coin of the United 
States) registered or coupon bonds in such amount and payable at 
such time as may be determined to be necessary by the government of 
said islands, with interest thereon not to ex 5 per cent per annum: 
Provided, That the entire indebtedness of any municipality shall not 
exceed 5 per cent of the authorized valuation of the real estate in said 
municipality, and any obligation in excess of such limit shall be null 
and void: Provided further, That no such municipality shall exercise 
D power to issue such bonds without the prior approval of the Presi- 
n 


Mr. LODGE. I accept that amendment. I think it improves 
the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wistonsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I now move to strike out section 4 and to 
insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. ` 

The Secretary. Strike out section 4 and insert 

Mr. GORMAN. Before the substitute is adopted I suppose it 
will require common consent that any amendment may be of- 
fered to it afterwards. Ordinarily it would not be in order in 
committee nor until the bill was reported to the Senate. I take 
it there will be no objection that if the substitute is adopted we 
shall have the right in the committee to offer amendments to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

Mr. BERRY. Unless it is stricken out entirely. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. In this connection I should like to have the 
matter understood as to whether we could also have a right 
when we get into the Senate to move to strike it out altogether. 

Mr. LODGE. We have it here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose my motion is divisible. 

Mr. BACON. It is my opinion that we have it, but I wanted 
that understood beforehand. 

Mr. SPOONER. That question has not been raised. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator can move to strike it out after it 
has been inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not in Committee of the 
Whole, but it can be done in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. He can do it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole bill is open to 
amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask if the amendment is not divisible, and if 
we can not first take the vote on the motion to strike out entirely 
and then vote upon the question of substitution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not divisible. 

Mr. BERRY. It is not divisible? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. BERRY. The motion to strike out and insert is not divis- 
ible, the Chair holds? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not, except in the mat- 
ter of amending the portion to be stricken out or the portion to 
be inserted. 

Mr. BERRY. And it is not in a situation where it can be 
divided now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. BERRY. Then is it agreed that a motion to strike out 
may be made after the amendment is voted upon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After it has gone into the 
Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Not in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not in Committee of the 
Whole; that is, if agreed to as in Committee of the Whole it 
can receive no further action in committee until it reaches the 
Senate. f 
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Mr.GORMAN. That is the point I suggested, whether we 
can not have an understanding that when the vote is taken on 
the substitute while we are in committee, and it becomes a part 
of the bill, we may offer amendments to it now, when it is fresh 
before us. I think there will be no objection to that course. 
There ought not to be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate understands un- 
doubtedly, without my saying so, that the part to be stricken 
out is now open to amendment and that the part proposed to be 
inserted is also open to amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So far as amendments are 
concerned, they are separate questions; but they must be voted 
upon ultimately as one question, 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is a general desire to have a 
direct vote on the amendment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, it being very much preferable to the present fourth sec- 
tion, but there are one or two Senators who would, I think, like 
to amend the substitute. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope no objection will be made to the 
Senator’s suggestion. We want to get on with the business in 
a fair way. We all want to do what is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. It will only facilitate business. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is open to amendment now. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that perfectly. 

Mr. LODGE. If there are amendments to be offered to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, now is the time to 
offer them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well, if that is the desire. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from - 


Wisconsin to what appears to be an obvious error on page 4. 
Instead of being $1,500,000 it ought to be $1,200,000, the in- 
terest at 4 per cent, 

Mr. SPOONER. That is taken from the original section. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I say it is an obvious error. That is the 
amount at 5 per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is right about that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg pardon, the amendment has not 
been read. < 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonER] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of section 4 of the bill and 
insert in lieu thereof the following : 

That for the purpose of aiding in the construction, equipment, 


tion, and maintenance of such railroads, using steam, electricity, or 


other power, in the Philippine Islands as the Philippine government 
may hereafter ifically authorize, the said government is empowered 
to enter into a contract of guaranty with any railroad company organ- 
ized pursuant to the laws of said government or of the Uni States 
or any State thereof undertaking to construct, equip, operate, and main- 
tain any such railroad, whereby the said government shall tee 
interest, at not exceeding 4 per cent per annum upon first-lien bonds 
to be issued by such company, properly secured by mort or deed of 
trust upon the said railroad its 4 green franchises, other prop- 
erty, real, personal, and mixed, en owned and thereafter to be ac- 
quired. 

Such contract of guaranty shall be signed on behalf of sald govern- 
ment a Bios chief ee ae ana on penais 8 8 com- 
undertaking the construction, equipment, ma ance, and o 
Hom of said railroad by the chief officer thereof, thereunto duly author- 
ized by the stockholders and directors of the same, and contain, 

among others, the following provisions : 

First. That the total amount of bonds the interest upon which Is to 
be guaranteed shall in no event exceed the amount actually invested 
can ih the construction and equipment of such railroad, to be det 
mined as hereinafter provided. 

Second. That no debt except as above provided shall be Incurred by 
the said undertaking railroad company, its successors or assigns, by 
which a lien created ues such railroad, its equipment, or 
other property, prior to the lien of said government to secure the repay- 
ment of.the interest paid by it under said guaranty without the consent 


f the Con 

s Third. That the sald railroad shall be constructed and equipped 
within the time limited in the first instance by the Philippine govern- 
extension of said time granted by said government for 


The contract of guaranty shall be in substance indorsed upon sald 


in 
er- 


bonds and signed by the treasurer of said islands, and the same shall 
not be 8 and delivered except upon 9 proof of the com- 
pletion of the rallroad in sections of not less than 20 continuous miles 


each, and in such proportion, to be fixed from time to time by said 
government, as the ac capital invested in 8 road and ac- 
quired equipment shall bear to the capital required for the completion 
and Saclay of the entire road, to be determined by the said govern- 
men i 

All payments made under any such guaranty shall be from the time 
the same are paid a lien upon said railroad and {ts property then owned 
and thereafter to be segaire. subject only to the lien of the — 
or deed of trust executed to the interest upon whi 
shall haye been so guaranteed, and the total sum paid under such guar- 
anty shall, at the expiration thereof, be payable to said Philippine gov- 
ernment upon demand, and in default of such payment the said Ten 
shall be immediately forecloseable. 

Provided, That in no event shall the total annual Siar ins liability 
of said government under the guaranties authorized by t section at 


secure the bonds, 
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time exceed the sum of $1,200,000, and no such guaranty shall con- 
tinas for a longer period than thirt * 


y years. 

For the further security of the Phill pine government the Commis- 
sion or any su uent Philippine legislature shall declare the proper 
rules for asce g clearly the cash capital actually invested in said 
railroads and the net income actually received on said capital so in- 
vested, and shall provide for supervision by said Philippine govern- 
ment, through the auditing, engineering and railroad bureaus thereof 
and such other agencies as may be fixed by law, of the conduct of 
the finances of the road, and of its location, construction, operation, 
and maintenance. 

The government shall have the power to appoint two members of the 
board of directors of any undertaking company whose bonds shall be 
guaranteed as provided in this section. 

Each such railroad Company shall make such reports from time to 
time as to its reçeipts and expenditures, in such form and substance 
and sworn to by such officials, as may be prescribed by the Philippine 
government. 

Section 74 of an act entitled “An act 3 to 
administration of the affairs of civil vernment in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other oe nga is 3 made applicable to the cor- 
porations whose bonds shall be guarant under the provisions hereof. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think the amendment I sug- 
gested to the Senator has been yet adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was read as adopted from the desk. Of 
course that was a mistake. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. On page 2, line 5, strike out the word “four” and insert 
“three;” and on page 4, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words 
“one million two” and insert the word “nine;” so as to make 
it correspond with 3 per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is to reduce the interest from 4 to 3 
per cent? 

Mr. CULBERSON. From 4 to 3 per cent, and to reduce the 
amount from $1,200,000 to $900,000. Upon this amendment to 
the amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
read. 

The Secrerary. On page 2, line 5, after the word “ exceed- 
ing” and before “per centum,” strike out “four” and insert 
„three; so as to read: Not exceeding 3 per centum per an- 
num.” On page 4 of the amendment, strike out the words “ one 
million two” and insert the word “nine;” so as to read: “At 
any time exceed the sum of $900,000.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas, 
on this amendment to the amendment, demands the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin], and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY] 
has a general pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Derew]. The pairs have been transferred, so that I am at 
liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


provide for the 


Latrwer]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 
Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] is unwell. He is 


paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The roll call was cencluded. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to announce that if my colleague [Mr. 
McLaurin] were present, he would “yea.” His pair has been 
announced by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Foster]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 37, as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Bacon Cla: McCreary Overman 
Bailey Cockrell McCumber erkins 
Bard Culberson McEnery Pettus 
Bate Dubois Mallory Scott 
Berr: Foster, La. Martin Simmons 
Blackburn Gamble Mitchell tone 
Carmac Gorman Money Taliaferro 
Clap Heyburn Nelson Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Kittredge Newlands bd t 
NAYS—37. 

Cullom Frye Proctor 
Anea Dick ton uarles 
Allee Dietrich Gallinger moot 
Allison Dillingham Kean Spooner 
Ankeny Dolliver Knox Stewart 
Ball Dryden Lodge Warren 
Beveridge Elkins Lon Wetmore 
Burnham Fairbanks McComas 
Burrows Foraker Platt, Conn. 
Crane Foster, Wash. Platt, N. X. 

NOT VOTING—18, Pii 
ton Gibson Kearns atterson 
Clark, Mont, Hale Latimer Penrose 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough McLaurin Teller 
niel Hawley Millard 

Depew Hop! Morgan ‘ 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] 
has suggested to me an amendment which will improve the text 
of my amenment. In accordance with his sugggstion, I move, 
on page 4, line 18, of my amendment, before the first word 
“ whose,” to insert “ the interest on.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to page 8, line 8, of the amendment, and to in- 
quire if he desires it to read: 


The contract of guaranty shall be in substance indorsed upon sald 
bonds and signed by the treasurer of said islands. 


Instead of “islands,” the word “ government,“ I think, should 
be inserted, so as to read: ` 
Signed by the treasurer of said government. 


Mr. SPOONER. That was suggested by Governor Taft. I 
think the word “ government” is better. I move to strike out 
islands“ and insert government.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
pram yaa proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin will be 
8 k 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 8, after the word “said,” it 
is proposed to strike out the word “islands” and insert “ gov- 
ernment.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it an amendment to the 
pending amendment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. - 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
amendment the following: 

Provided further, That after the construction of any railroad under 
this section, such railroad shall pay to the general government of the 
Philippine Islands an annual tax o 1 per cent upon the gross receipts 
of such railroads for nems and fares for the period of five years, and 


thereafter such tax sh increased at the rate of one-quarter of 1 
pa cont annum until it reaches a total of 5 per cent per annum. 
at suc 


tax shall be in lieu of all taxes, general, provincial, or 
municipal, and shall be in lieu of all taxes upon either the railroad 
itself and the property connected therewith, or on the stock and bonds 
issued by the corporation owning such road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps] to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to offer an amendment, and it may 
just as well come at the conclusion of the pending amendment 
after the word “ hereof,” at the end of page 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. a 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the pending amend- 
ment the following: 

That before any guaranty of interest as herein authorized shall be 
made the railroad company desiring to avail itself of such guaranty 
shall include in its charter or articles of incorporation an express 
agreement that the general government of the Philippine Islands shall 
always possess and exercise the right of regulating rges for freight 
and passenger service; and no railroad company, the interest for 
which is guaranteed under the provisions of this act, shall issue or 
sell any stock or bonds, except at their par value, to be paid for in 
cash or in property at its actual value; and before such stocks or 
bonds can be issued or sold they shall be authorized and approved by 
the Philippine Commission, whose duty it shall be to closely ee er 
the issuance of such stock and bonds and to strictly enforce this act 
in respect to the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound, 
the “noes” have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have a yea-and-nay yote on 
that amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mo- 
Laurin], and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MoEN RTI has 
a general pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Derrw]. 
Those pairs have been transferred, so that the Senator from 
Louisiana and I are at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” I make 
this announcement to apply to all votes for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish at this time to state, so 
that I may not be under the necessity of repeating it, that upon 
all amendments and upon the bill itself my colleague [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I perhaps should have stated, for the 
information of the Senate, in view of the fact that I have been 
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voting upon this and other amendments, that I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], but I 
have been notified by that Senator that he places no restric- 
tions upon me on account of that pair upon this bill. I there- 
fore am at liberty to vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. The statement of the Senator from Indiana 
is, of course, exactly accurate, and he has a right to yote. The 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. HansproueH]. - 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK] 
stands paired on all these votes. I have the list of pairs here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely made the statement because I 
have a standing pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CLARK], but I was relinquished from that pair and therefore 
have been voting. sh armas 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 39, as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Bacon Cockrell McCreary Perkins 
Bailey Culberson McCumber Pettus 
Bard Dubois McEnery immons 
Bate Foster, La. Mallory Stone 
Berr: Gamble Martin Taliaferro 
Blackburn Gorman Money 1 
Carmack Heyburn Nelson 
Clapp Kittredge Newlands 
Clay Knox Overman 
Í NAYS—39. 

Aldrich Crane Foster, Wash, Platt, N. T. 
Alger Cullom Frye Proctor 
Allee Dick , Fulton Tanes 
Allison Dietrich Gallinger tt 
Ankeny Dillingham Kean Smoot 
Ball Dolliver Lodge Spooner 
Beveridge den Long Stewart 
Burnham Elkins McComas arren 
Burrows Fairbanks Mitchell Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Foraker Platt, Conn. 

NOT VOTING—18. 
Burton Gibson Kearns Patterson 
Clark, Mont. Hale Latimer Penrose 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough McLaurin Teller 
Daniel Hawley Millard 
Depew Hopkins Morgan 


So the amendment of Mr. BAnr to the amendment of Mr. 
Sroo Nn as amended was rejected. 

_ Mr.CULBERSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to 
the amendment, on page 2, line 19, after the word “ amount,” by 
inserting “ of $35,000 per mile of railroad.” I ask the Secretary 
to read the paragraph as it will stand if the proposed amend- 
ment be adopted. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the amendment, in line 19, 
after the word “amount,” it is proposed to insert “of $35,000 
per mile of railroad;” so that if amended the paragraph will 
read: 

First. That the total amount of bonds the interest upon which is to 
be guaranteed shall in no event exceed the amount of $35,000 per mile 
of railroad actually invested in cash in the construction and equipment 
of such railroad, to be determined as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAY. On page 4 of the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], in line 5, the paragraph 
which guarantees the payment of interest for the period of 
thirty years, I move to strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert 
“ twenty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 5, of the amendment, before 
the word “ years,” it is proposed to strike out “ thirty” and in- 
sert “ twenty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin as amended. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of the amendment as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. Is this the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin as amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say that the committee favor it. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that if the amendment is adopted 
as in Committee of the Whole we can move to strike it out when 
the bill comes into the Senate. That, I understand, would still 
be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be in order in the 
Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called), I have a gen- 


eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LATIMER]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Hanssroucu], but I feel free to vote on this 
amendment. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 62, nays 8, as follows: 


YEAS—62. 

Aldrich Cla. Fulton Pettus 
Alger Cockrell Gallinger Platt, Conn. 
Allee Crane Gorman Platt, N. Y. 
Allison Culberson Heyburn Proctor 
Ankeny Cullom ean uarles 
Bacon Actin Knox 21 tt 
Balle c Lodge mmons 

= Dietrich Lo moot 
Bate Dillingham McComas Spooner 

Dolliver McCreary Stewart 
Beveridge Dryden Mallory Stone 
Blackburn Elkins Martin Tillman 
Burnham Fairbanks Mitchell arren 
Burrows Foraker Money Wetmore 
Carma Foster, Wash. Newlands 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Overman 
NAYS—8S8. 
Bard Gamble McCumber Nelson 
Clapp Kittredge McEnery Perkins 
NOT VOTING—20, i 

Burton Foster, La. Hopkins Morgan 
Clark, Mont. Gibson Kearns Patterson 
Clarke, Ark. Hale timer Penrose 
Depew Hansbrough McLaurin Taliaferro 
Dubois Hawley Nard Teller 


So the amendment of Mr. Spooner, as amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. STONE. I offer the amendment, which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. ; 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 2, at the end of line 8, 
after the words “ Porto Rico,” it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to 
make or hold the Government of the United States in any manner liable 
to pay any bonds that may be issued by the government of the Phili 
pine Islands, or any municipal or other subdivision thereof, under the 
provisions of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. STONE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and haying been taken, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 41, as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Bacon Cla: Kittredge Nelson 
Bailey Cockrell McCreary Overman 
Bate Culberson McEnery Pettus 
Berr: Dubois Mallory Simmons 
Blackburn Foster, La. Martin Stone 
Carmack Gamble Mitchell Taliaferro 
Clapp Gorman Money Tillman 
NAYS—41. 

Aldrich Crane Fulton Proctor 
Alger Cullom Gallinger Quarles 
Allee Dick Heyburn tt 
Allison Dietrich Kean Smoot 
Ankeny Dillingham Knox Spooner 
Ball Dolliver Lodge Stewart 
Ba den Lon Warren 
Beveridge rbanks McComas Wetmore 
Burnham Foraker McCumber : 
Burrows Foster, Wash. Platt, Conn, 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Platt, N. ¥. E 

NOT VOTING—21. 
Burton Gibson Latimer Penros 
Clark, Mont. Hale McLaurin Perking 
Clarke, Ark, Hansbrough Millard Teller 
Daniel Hawley Morgan 
Depew Hopkins Newlands 
Elkins Kearns Patterson 


So Mr. Stone’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now offer an amendment to strike out sec- 
tion 5 and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. The 
chairman of the committee has already agreed to accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 5 and in 
lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Sesc. 5. That the Philippine Commission, and any succeeding legisla- 
ture of the Philippine Islands, subject to subsequent repeal or modifi- 
cation by C shall have power, from time to time, to amend the 
act entitled An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of the Phili 
pine Archipelago: Provided, however, That any amendment or modii. 
cation of the existing tariff made hereunder shall not take effect until 
it shall be transmitted by the Commission, or any subsequent Philippine 
gimene, to na Secretary of . — 1 after Mae aire een 

ant hearings to any person res respect to the pro 
amendment or modification, and until it shall have been thereafter ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War by authority of the President. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ~The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
Comas]. [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes ” have 
it. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is a motion to strike out the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrs] now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. But, if the Senator 
will allow the Chair to state, there is no necessity for now mak- 
ing that motion. When the bill comes into the Senate, a sepa- 
rate vote can be demanded on the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Not only was that matter stated once, but 
twice, when we were in the Committee of the Whole. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion can be made. 
The Chair is simply saying there is no necessity for it, as a sepa- 
rate vote can be had. 

Mr. BACON. It is in order to move to strike it out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in the Senate, not 
now. 

Mr. BACON. Is not the bill in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not. 

Mr. BACON. I beg your pardon. I thought the Chair de- 
clared that the bill was in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the bill is in the com- 
mittee. . 

Mr. DIETRICH. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 5, line 14, after the word 
“island,” insert: 

That all officers of the United States Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
constabulary officers of the Philippine government shall have privilege 
of entry of all articles, inclu used household uniforms, 
and articles for ipment and service, forming a of the official 
po Sr mpg of the ted States Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and con- 

bulary officers of the Philippine government, imported for their own 


use and benefit, and not for barter or sale, upon the personal certificate 
of such an officer that they fulfill the above conditions. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a wish to reserve 
a separate vote on any of the amendments? 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to reserve section 4. 

Mr. BERRY. There is a motion to strike it out. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I intimated a while ago my desire, when 
the bill was in the Senate, to make a motion to strike out sec- 
tion 4 as amended on motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a wish for a sepa- 
rate yote on any other amendment? The Chair hears none, and 
the other amendments will be considered as concurred in in the 
Senate. The Senator from Texas meves to strike out section 
4 as amended. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Does that motiou cover what was con- 
templated by my amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Precisely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. It covers the whole. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and 
na. A 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary. proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssroven]. I beg 
leave to ask that this statement be taken to apply to all votes on 
the pending bill. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 82, nays 89, as follows: 


r YEAS—32. or 

Cla McCreary rman 
Bailey Cockrell McCumber Perkins 
Bard Culberson McEnery Pettus 
Bate Dubois Mallory rles 
Be Foster, La. artin immons 
padma gaa ee, er 

rman 
9 * New Tillman 
MATE cater, Weib; Mitchell 

Crane Foster, e 
83 Cullom — — : Platt, Conn, 
ats Bietan ee 5 

e 

* — i Heyburn Smoot 
Ball Dolliver Kean —— 
Bever Dryden Knox Stewart 
Burnham Elkins Lodge Warren 
Burrows Fairbanks 2 Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Foraker mas 


NOT VOTING—19. 


Burton Gibson Kearns Patterson 
Clark, Mont. Hale Latimer Penrose 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough McLaurin Platt, N. Y. 
Daniel Hawley Millard Teller 
Depew Hopkins Morgan 


So Mr. CuLzerson’s motion was not agreed to. A 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I desire to ask whether it be in order to 
move to strike out section 4 and substitute therefor the section 
which I offered; providing for the construction and ownership of 
these railroads by the Philippine government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it would not be in order, 
because the amendment has been adopted in the Senate, and a 
motion to strike out the entire paragraph has already been de- 
feated by a vote of the Senate. 

Firmà CULBERSON. I offer the amendment I send to the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Sronxranr. It is proposed to amend by inserting as a 
new section the following : 

Sec. 12. One-half of the entire unappropriated public domain In the 
Philippine Islands is hereby set apart as a permanent school fund for 
the inhabitants of said islands, and no part of said Jand shall at any 
time be granted, sold, or in any other manner disposed of, unless at 
the same time an equal quantity shall be set apart and ted in 
the manner to be prescribed by general law by the Philippine gov- 
= as a permanent school fund for the inhabitants of said 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CRANE]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 24, nays 44, as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Bacon Cla; Gallinger Money 
Bailey Cockrell Gorman Ov 
Rate Cuiberson McCreary Simmons 
Berr: Dolliver McEnery Stone 
Blackburn Dubois Mallory Taliaferro 
Carmack Foster, La. Martin Tillman 
NAYS—44. 

| Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Fulton Nelson 
Alger Cullom Gamble Perkins 
Allee Dick Heyburn Platt, Conn, 
Allison Dietrich Kean tor 
Ankeny Dillingham Kittredge uarles 
Ball Dryden Knox tt 
Bard Elkins lodge Smoot 
Beveridge Fairbanks Long Spooner 
Burnham Foraker MeComas Stewart 
Burrows Foster, Wash. McCumber Warren 
Clapp Mitchell Wetmore 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Burton Gibson Latimer Penrose 
Clark, Mont. Hale McLaurin Pettus 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough Millard Platt, N. Y. 
Crane Hawley Morgan Teller 
Daniel Hopkins Newlands 
Depew Kearns Patterson 


So Mr. CuLBERSON’s amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
bill pass? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the passage of the bill I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. y 

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). The junior Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. Prarr] has been unavoidably called 
from the Chamber, and I have agreed to stand paired with him 
on this vote. If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. KNOX (when Mr. Penrose’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Penrose] stands paired on this bill with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson]. If present, he would 
vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to state, sir, that the senior Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Morean] is absent. If present, he would 
vote against this bill. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLavugin] is absent and 
paired. If present, he would vote “ nay.” 


question is, Shall the 
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The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—44. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. prre Mitchell 
Alger Cullom Fulton Nelson 
Allee c Gallinger Perkins 
Allison Dietrich Gamble Proctor 
Ankeny Dillingham Heyburn Moore 
Ball Dolliver Kean tt 
Bard Dryden Kittredge * Smoot 
Beveridge Elkins Knox Spooner 
Burnham Fairbanks Lodge Stewart 
Burrows Foraker Lon Warren 
Clapp Foster, Wash. McComas Wetmore 
NAYS—23. 
Bailey Cockrell McCumber Overman 
Bate Culberson McEnery Simmons 
Berry Dubois Mallory Stone 
Blackburn Foster, La. Martin Taliaferro 
Carmack Gorman Money Tillman 
Clay McCreary Newlands 
NOT VOTING—23. 
Bacon Depew , Kearns Penrose 
Burton Gibson Latimer Pettus 
Clark, Mont. Hale McLaurin Platt, Conn. 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough Millard Platt, N. X. 
Crane. Hawley Morgan Teller 
Daniel Hopkins Patterson 
So the bill was passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 6295, known as the pure-food bill;“ 
and on the question of agreeing to that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. : 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul- 
teration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have asked for the yeas and nays on my 
motion. 

Mr. LODGE. That does not make any difference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I demand the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business, on which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
December 19, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 16, 190}. 
CONSUL. 

George Horton, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Athens, Greece, vice Daniel E. McGinley, deceased. 

CHIEF JUSTICE OF COURT OF APPEALS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Seth Shepard, of the District of Columbia, now serving as 
associate justice of the court of appeals of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be chief justice of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia, vice Richard H. Alvey, whose resignation has been 
accepted to take effect January 1, 1905. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF COURT OF APPEALS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Charles H. Duell, of New York, to be associate justice of the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia, vice Seth Shepard, 
nominated to be chief justice of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
With the rank of brigadier-general from April 23, 1904. 
Col. Galusha Pennypacker, retired. 


Col. David Perry, retired. 
Col. Clarence M. Bailey, retired. 


Col. Charles D. Viele, retired. 

Col. Henry W. Wessells, jr., retired. 
Col. William M. Van Horne, retired. 
Col. Richard H. Pratt, retired. 

Col. Isaac S. Catlin, retired. 

Col. Henry B. Carrington, retired. 
Col. Theophilus F. Rodenbough, retired. 
Col. George A. Woodward, retired. 
Col. James Van Voast, retired. 7 
Col. John F. Head, retired. sf 
Col. John Campbell, retired. = 
Col. John E. Summers, retired. ; 
Col. Luther P. Bradley, retired. 

Col. Marcus D. L. Simpson, retired. 
Col. Rufus Saxton, retired. 

Col. Elisha I. Baily, retired. 

Col. John C. Tidball, retired. 

Col. David L. Magruder, retired. 

Col. Nathan A. M. Dudley, retired. 
Col. Alfred L. Hough, retired. 

Col. Horatio G. Gibson, retired. . 
Col. Joseph G. Tilford, retired. 

Col.. Henry R. Mizner, retired. 
Col. George Bell, retired, 

Col. George L. Andrews, retired. 

Col. Anthony Heger, retired. 

Col. Alexander J. Perry, retired. 
Col. Rodney Smith, retired. 

Col. Charles Page, retired. 

Col. Bernard J. D. Irwin, retired. 
Col. Matthew M. Blunt, retired. 

Col. Charles H. Tompkins, retired. 
Col. Loomis L. Langdon, retired. 
Col. Henry M. Lazelle, retired. 

Col. John G. Chandler, retired. 

Col. Henry C. Hodges, retired. 


Col. Cyrus B. Comstock, retired. 


Col. Joseph R. Smith, retired. 
Col. Judson D. Bingham, retired. 
Col. Henry L. Abbot, retired. 

Col. Edwin F. Townsend, retired. 
Col. David S. Gordon, retired. 
Col. Daingerfield Parker, retired. 
Col. Henry C. Wood, retired. 

Col. John W. Barriger, retired. 
Col. Henry W. Closson, retired. 
Col. Richard Lodor, retired. 

Col. Thomas M. Vincent, retired. 
Col, James Biddle, retired. 

Col. Charles T. Alexander, retired. 
Col. Henry C. Cook, retired. 

Col. Daniel W. Benham, retired. 
Col. Henry Carroll, retired. 

Col. Charles E. Compton, retired. 
Col. Alfred T. Smith, retired. 
Col. Evan Miles, retired. 

Col. Michael Cooney, retired. 

Col. Edwin M. Coates, retired. 
Col. James M. Whittemore, retired. 
Col. Charles H. Alden, retired. 
Col. Edward B. Williston, retired. 
Col. James G. C. Lee, retired. 
Col. James W. Scully, retired. 
Col. Albert Hartsuff, retired. 

Col. Augustus W. Corliss, retired. 
Col. Alfred A. Woodhull, retired. 
Col. Ezra P. Ewers, retired. 

Col. John G. Gilmore, retired. 
Col. Wirt Davis, retired. 

Col. Charles I. Wilson, retired. 
Col. Charles C. Byrne, retired. 
Col. Henry Jackson, retired. 

Col. Thomas McGregor, retired. 
Col. Richard Comba, retired. 

Col. James M. Moore, retired. 

Col. Henry E. Noyes, retired. 

Col. James N. Wheelan, retired. 
Col. Charles R. Greenleaf, retired. 
Col. Edward Moale, retired. 

Col. E. Van Arsdale Andruss, retired. 
Col. James B. Burbank, retired. 
Col. Argalus G. Hennisee, retired. 
Col. Justus M. Brown, retired. 
Col. Eugene D. Dimmick, retired. 
Col. William P. Vose, retired. 
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With the rank of colonel from April 23, 1904. 
Lieut. Col. James H. Bradford, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Edward Field, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Andrew N. Damrell, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Thomas Shea, retired. _ 
Lieut. Col. Robert Avery, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry L. Chipman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Edward Collins, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Benjamin C. Card, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Leslie Smith, retired. ` 
Lieut. Col. John-Green, retired. 
Lieut. Col. George A. Forsyth, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Blencowe E. Fryer, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John A. Wilcox, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John H. Janeway, retired. 
Lieut. Col. George B. Dandy, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel M. Horton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Jeremiah H. Gilman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph R. Gibson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Francis E. Lacey, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James Jackson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Augustus H. Bainbridge, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Wells Willard, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Johnson V. D. Middleton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. William D. Wolverton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Stevens T. Norvell, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry Wagner, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John N. Coe, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry R. Tilton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Egon A. Koerper, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John H. Calef, retired. 
Lieut. Col. William H. Clapp, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry R. Brinkerhoff, retired. 
Lieut. Col. William H. Boyle, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Lyster M. O’Brien, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James M. Ingalls, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Joel T. Kirkman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Ezra Woodruff, retired. 
Lieut. Col. David B. Wilson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Charles K. Winne, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Selden A. Day, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Almon L. Varney, retired 


With the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 23, 1904. 


Maj. Alexander S. B. Keyes, retired. 
Maj. John S. Loud, retired. ; 
Maj. Edmond G. Fechét, retired. 
Maj. Harry G. Cavenaugh, retired. 
Maj. Leopold O. Parker, retired. _ 
Maj. Marshall W. Wood, retired. 
Maj. Benjamin P. Runkle, retired. 
Maj. Jacob E. Burbank, retired. 
Maj. Herbert M. Enos, retired. 
Maj. Alfred E. Latimer, retired. 
Maj. Edwin D. Judd, retired. 

Maj. William Hawley, retired. 

Maj. James McMillan, retired. 

Maj. Frank Bridgman, retired. 
Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, retired. 
Maj. Edwin Bentley, retired. 

Maj. Asa Bird Gardiner, retired. 
Maj. Gerald Russell, retired. 

Maj. Albert B. Kauffman, retired. 
Maj. Julius H. Patzki, retired. 

Maj. Danie] R. Larned, retired. 
Maj. De Witt C. Poole, retired. 
Maj. Thomas E. Rose, retired. 
Maj. John H. Bartholf, retired. 
Maj. Charles Bentzoni, retired. 
Maj. Frederick M. Crandal, retired. 
Maj. Henry M. Cronkhite, retired. 
Maj. Richard S. Vickery, retired. 
Maj. Daniel G. Caldwell, retired. 
Maj. George F. Robinson, retired. 
Maj. John A. Darling, retired. 
Maj. Otis W. Pollock, retired. 
Maj. Lewis Smith, retired. 

Maj. William H. Rexford, retired. 
Maj. George W. H. Stouch, retired. 
Maj. Ira Quinby, retired. 

Maj. John Murphy, retired. 

Maj. John S. Witcher, retired. 
Maj. William Gerlach, retired. 
Maj. John W. Summerhayes, retired. 


Maj. William H. Hamner, retired. 
Maj. Frederick Fuger, retired. 
Maj. John C. Scantling, retired. 
Maj. Frank W. Hess, retired. 
Maj. Francis B. Jones, retired. 
Maj. John P. Baker, retired. 

Maj. Eaton A. Edwards, retired. 
Maj. Charles Newbold, retired. 
Maj. William W. Gilbert, retired. 


With the rank of major from April 23, 1904. 


Capt. George McGown, retired. 

Capt. Henry C. Morgan, retired. 
Capt. William P. Huxford, retired. 
Capt. Theodore A. Dodge, retired. 
Capt. Wellington G. Sprague, retired. 
Capt. Thomas H. Norton, retired. 
Capt. James A. Bates, retired. 

Capt. Charles T. Greene, retired. 
Capt. Frederick C. Yon Schirach, retired. 
Capt. John M. Hoag, retired. 

Capt. John Kelliher, retired. 

Capt. Richard W. Tyler, retired. 
Capt. William P. Atwell, retired. 
Capt. Edward S. Meyer, retired. 
Capt. William Nelson, retired. 

Capt. Benjamin F. Rittenhouse, retired. 
Capt. Peter M. Boehm, retired. 
Capt. John L. Johnston, retired. 
Capt. James S. Tomkins, retired. 
Capt. Charles C. MacConnell, retired. 
Capt. D. Mortimer Lee, retired. 
Capt. George A. Armes, retired. 
Capt. John C. White, retired. 

Capt. Charles E. Morse, retired. 
Capt. James H. Spencer, retired. 
Capt. Lemuel A. Abbott, retired. 
Capt. Mason Jackson, retired. 

Capt. John S. McNaught, retired. 
Capt. George M. Downey, retired. 
Capt. Dwight H. Kelton, retired. 
Capt. Robert G. Smither, retired. 
Capt. Thomas G. Troxel, retired. 
Capt. Thomas M. McDougall, retired. 
Capt. Thomas H. Logan, retired. 
Capt. William A. Miller, retired. 
Capt. Gilbert E. Overton, retired. 
Capt. William R. Maize, retired. 
Capt. George G. Lott, retired. 

Capt. John Conline, retired. 

Capt. Thomas F. Tobey, retired. 
Capt. Samuel T. Hamilton, retired, 
Capt. Will W. Daugherty, retired. 
Capt. John P. Thompson, retired. 
Capt. Joshua A. Fessenden, retired. 
Capt. Edmund L. Zalinski, retired. 
Capt. John Anderson, retired. 

Capt. Alexander H. M. Taylor, retired. 
Capt. Edmund Luff, retired. 

Capt. Frazier A. Boutelle, retired. 
Capt. James D. Nickerson, retired. 
Capt. Joseph L. Tidball, retired. 
Capt. Charles C. Churchill, retired. 
Capt. Charles Holmes, retired. 

Capt. Henry B. Hendershott, retired. 
Capt. Alexander Murry, retired. 
Capt. Thomas T. Brand, retired. 
Capt. Josiah H. Kellogg, retired. 
Capt. Thomas C. J. Bailey, retired. 
Capt. John McDonald, retired. 

Capt. John H. Butler, retired. 

Capt. George E. Judd, retired. 

Capt. William R. Smedberg, retired. 
Capt. Albert Barnitz, retired. 

Capt. Jacob W. Keller, retired. 

Capt. William R. Bourne, retired. 
Capt. George H. McLoughlin, retired. 
Capt. Wright Rives, retired. 

Capt. Edwin J. Conway, retired. 
Capt. Samuel E. Armstrong, retired. 
Capt. John Miller, retired. - 

Capt. James Stewart, retired. 

Capt. Herman Schreiner, retired. 
Capt. Michael J. Fitz-Gerald, retired. 
Capt. Joel G. Trimble, retired. 
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Capt. Benjamin H. Gilbreth, retired. 
Capt. William Falck, retired. 

Capt. Charles Steelhammer, retired. 
Capt. Deane Monahan, retired. 

Capt. Sebastian Gunther, retired. 
Capt. Frederic A. Kendall, retired. 
Capt. Charles Harkins, retired. 

Capt. George Shorkley, retired. 

Capt. Henry M. Benson, retired. 
Capt. George F. Foote, retired. 

Capt. William R. Parnell, retired. 
Capt. John Hamilton, retired. 

Capt. Frederic C. Nichols, retired. 
Capt. William Fletcher, retired. 
Capt. John T. Morrison, retired. 
Capt. David Schooley, retired. 

Capt. Byron Dawson, retired. 

Capt. Eugene A. Bancroft, retired. 
Capt. Charles Wheaton, retired. 
Capt. Michael Leahy, retired. 

Capt. Daniel Robinson, retired. 

Capt. George F. Barstow, retired. 
Capt. William N. Sage, retired. 

Capt. John W. Bean, retired. 

Capt. Edwin J. Stivers, retired. 
Capt. Matthew Markland, retired. 
Capt. William R. Steinmetz, retired. 
Capt. Max Wesendorff, retired. 
Capt. David R. Burnham, retired. 
Capt. Daniel F. Callinan, retired. 
Capt. Henry S. Howe, retired. 

Capt. Frank D. Garretty, retired. 
Capt. Thomas F. Quinn, retired. 
Capt. Algernon S. M. Morgan, retired. 
Capt. William Conway, retired. 
Capt. William Hoffman, retired. 
Capt. Levi F. Burnett, retired. 
Capt. Gerhard L. Luhn, retired. 
Capt. George A. Drew, retired. 
Capt. John J. O’Brien, retired. 
Capt. James Ulio, retired. 

Capt. Charles C. De Rudio, retired. 
Capt. Jacob F. Munson, retired. 
Capt. Henry Romeyn, retired. 

Capt. Alfred Morton, retired. 

Capt. Mason Carter, retired. 

Capt. Sidney E. Clark, retired. 
Capt. John S. Bishop, retired. 
Capt. Charles D. A. Loeffler, retired. 
Capt. Jonathan N. Patton, retired. 
Chaplain Francis H. Weaver, retired. 
Chaplain Delmar R. Lowell, retired. 
Chaplain William H. Pearson, retired. 
Chaplain William F. Hubbard, retired. 
Chaplain Henry H. Hall, retired. 
Chaplain Daniel Kendig, retired. 
Chaplain George W. Collier, retired. 
' Chaplain Stephen G. Dodd, retired. 
Chaplain Osgood E. Herrick, retired. 
Chaplain Sherman M. Merrill, retired. 
Chaplain Winfield Scott, retired. 
Chaplain John H. Macomber, retired. 
Chaplain Brant C. Hammond, retired. 
Chaplain Bernard Kelly, retired. 
Chaplain Dudley Chase, retired. 


With the rank of captain from April 28, 190}. 


First Lieut. Walter F. Halleck, retired. 


First Lieut. Richard C. Du Bois, retired. 


First Lieut. Hugh D. Bowker, retired. 
First Lieut. Frank R. Rice, retired. 


First Lieut. David H. Cortelyou, retired. 


First Lieut. Robert G. Carter, retired. 
First Lieut. Henry Marcotte, retired. 
First Lieut. George E. Albee, retired. 
First Lieut. William H. Miller, retired. 


First Lieut. Charles C. Cresson, retired. 


First Lieut. Asa T. Abbott, retired. 
First Lieut. Louis H. Orleman, retired. 
First Lieut. John F. Trout, retired. 
First Lieut. David J. Gibbon, retired. 
First Lieut. Robert H. Young, retired. 


First Lieut. Stephen J. Mulhall, retired. 


First Lieut. Herbert Cushman, retired. 
First Lieut. George Williams, retired. 
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First Lieut. William G. Fitch, retired. 

First Lieut. Ransom Kennicott, retired. 

First Lieut. Edmund R. P. Shurly, retired. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Curtis, retired. 

First Lieut. James R. Mullikin, retired. 

First Lieut. Michael J. Hogarty, retired. 

First Lieut. Charles W. Keyes, retired. - 

First Lieut. Henry B. Mellen, retired. i 

First Lieut. James H. Rice, retired. 

First Lieut. Freeman E. Olmstead, retired. 

First Lieut. Henry R. Jones, retired. 

First Lieut. Robert G. Rutherford, retired. 

First Lieut. George W. Budd, retired. 

First Lieut. Benjamin D. Boswell, retired. 

First Lieut. Royal E. Whitman, retired. 

First Lieut. William H. Nelson, retired. 

First Lieut. Granville Lewis, retired. 

First Lieut. James H. Sands, retired. 

First Lieut. John Bannister, retired. 

First Lieut. Thomas B. Briggs, retired. 

With the rank of first lieutenant from April 28, 1904. 

Second Lieut. William P. Hogarty, retired. . l 

Second Lieut. Frank Madden, retired. 

Second Lieut. Gustave Magnitzky, retired. 

Second Lieut. James Davison, retired. 

Second Lieut. Thomas B. Reed, retired. 

Second Lieut. William N. Williams, retired. 

With the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Anthony W. Vogdes, retired, with rank from May 20, 1904. 
J Era Charles W. Raymond, retired, with rank from June 11, 

Col. Joshua W. Jacobs, retired, with rank from June 25, 1904. 

Col. John R. McGinness, retired, with rank from September 


17, 1904. 
With the rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Edwin F. Gardner, retired, with rank from August 


3, 1904. 
With the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. Ezra B. Fuller, retired, with rank from May 13, 1904. 
Maj. Jerome A. Watrous, retired, with rank from September 


6, 1904. 
With the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


1 Theodore Sternberg, retired, with rank from September 


~ 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Heecutive nominations ert by the Senate December 16, 


DISTRICT JUDGE OF PORTO RICO. 
Charles F. McKenna, of Pennsylvania, to be United States 
district judge for the district of Porto Rico. 
COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be Commis- 
sioner of Labor in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Charles F. Larrabee, of Portland, Me., to be Assistant Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

: ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Rufus A. Flanders, of Massachusetts, to be assistant ap- 
praiser of merchandise in the district of Boston and Charles 
town, in the State of Massachusetts. g 

: COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Edgar O. Crossman, of New Hampshire, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of New Ham 

Frank L. Smith, of Illinois, to be collector of internal reyenue 
for the eighth district of Illinois. 

Charles W. Roberts, of Missouri, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the sixth district of Missouri. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 


Capt. John McA. Webster, United States Army, retired, of 
Mackinac Island, Mich., who was appointed June 20, 1904, dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Colville Agency, in Washington. 

Samuel Bellew, of Missoula, Mont., who was appointed June 
30, 1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Flathead Agency, in Montana. 

Frank Frantz, of Enid, Okla., who was appointed June 8, 1904, 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Osage Agency, in Oklahoma, 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


To be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the $d day 
of December, 1904, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on 
that date. 

Henry N. Manney, jr., a citizen of New York; 

Clifford P. Meyer, a citizen of Louisiana ; 

Franklin B. Garrett, a citizen of Louisiana; 

Samuel W. Bogan, a citizen of Maryland; 

Calvin B. Matthews, a citizen of Tennessee; 

Frederick A. Gardener, a citizen of Michigan; 

Edward P. Dieter, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 

Corps ; 

Albert E. Randall, a citizen of Nebraska; 

Arthur A. Racicot, jr., a citizen of Massachusetts; 
James R. N. Boyd, a citizen of Virginia ; 

Ross S. Kingsbury, a citizen of Idaho; 

Tom Dustin Barber, a citizen of Vermont; and 
Hermann T. Vulte, a citizen of New York. 


_ PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Paul St. C. Murphy to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 9th day of December, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Carroll Fox, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 27, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph Goldberger, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
passed assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
July 27, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Dunlop Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Publie Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from June 4, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Clarence W. Wille, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from November 
25, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander William H. Allen to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 23d day of November, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hilary H. Royall to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 6th day of December, 1904. 

Asst. Surg. Paul E. McDonnold to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 2d day of July, 1904, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Claude C. Bloch to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 8th day of November, 1904. 

Capt. Royal B. Bradford to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 23d day of November, 1904. È 

Commander William H. Beehler to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 23d day of November, 1904. 

Gunner Charles E. Jaffee to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 11th day of July, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
service in accordance with an act of Congress approved April 27, 
1904. 

Gunner Herbert Campbell to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, after having completed six 
years’ service in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Patrick Hill to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 28th day of October, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
service in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


With the rank of brigadier-general from April 23, 1904. 


Col. Galusha Pennypacker, retired. 
Col. David Perry, retired. 

Col. Clarence M. Bailey, retired. 
Col. Charles D. Viele, retired. 

Col. Henry W. Wessells, jr., retired. 
Col. William M. Van Horne, retired. 
Col. Richard H. Pratt, retired. 

Col. Isaac S. Catlin, retired. 

Col. Henry B. Carrington, retired. 
Col. Theophilus F. Rodenbough, retired. 
Col. George A. Woodward, retired. 
Col. James Van Voast, retired. 

Col. John F. Head, retired. 

Col. John Campbell, retired. 

Col. John E. Summers, retired. 

Col. Luther P. Bradley, retired. 
Col. Marcus D. L. Simpson, retired. 


Col. Rufus Saxton, retired. 

Col. Elisha I. Baily, retired. 

Col. John C. Tidball, retired. 

Col. David L. Magruder, retired. 
Col. Nathan A. M. Dudley, retired. 
Col. Alfred L. Hough, retired. 
Col. Horatio G. Gibson, retired. 
Col. Joseph G. Tilford, retired. 
Col. Henry R. Mizner, retired. 
Col. George Bell, retired. 

Col. George L. Andrews, retired. 
Col. Anthony Heger, retired. 

Col. Alexander J. Perry, retired. 
Col..Rodney Smith, retired. 

Col. Charles Page, retired. 

Col. Bernard J. D. Irwin, retired. 
Col. Matthew M. Blunt, retired. 
Col. Charles H. Tompkins, retired. 
Col. Loomis L. Langdon, retired. 
Col. Henry M. Lazelle, retired. 
Col. John G. Chandler, retired. 
Col. Henry C. Hodges, retired. 
Col. Cyrus B. Comstock, retired. 
Col. Joseph R. Smith, retired. 
Col. Judson D. Bingham, retired. 
Col. Henry L. Abbot, retired. 

Col. Edwin F. Townsend, retired. 
Col. David S. Gordon, retired. 
Col. Daingerfield Parker, retired. 
Col. Henry C. Wood, retired. 

Col. John W. Barriger, retired. 
Col. Henry W. Closson, retired. 
Col. Richard Lodor, retired. 

Col. Thomas M. Vincent, retired. 
Col. James Biddle, retired. 

Col. Charles T. Alexander, retired. 
Col. Henry C. Cook, retired. 

Col. Daniel W. Benham, retired. 
Col. Henry Carroll, retired. 

Col. Charles E. Compton, retired. 
Col. Alfred T. Smith, retired. 

Col. Evan Miles, retired. 

Col. Michael Cooney, retired. 

Col. Edwin M. Coates, retired. 
Col. James M. Whittemore, retired. 
Col. Charles H. Alden, retired. 
Col. Edward B. Williston, retired. 
Col. James G. C. Lee, retired. 
Col. James W. Scully, retired. 
Col. Albert Hartsuff, retired. 

Col. Augustus W. Corliss, retired. 
Col. Alfred A. Woodhull, retired. 
Col. Ezra P. Ewers, retired. 

Col. John C. Gilmore, retired. 
Col. Wirt Davis, retired. 

Col. Charles I. Wilson, retired. 
Col. Charles C. Byrne, retired. 
Col. Henry Jackson, retired. 

Col. Thomas McGregor, retired. 
Col. Richard Comba, retired. 
Col. James M. Moore, retired. 
Col. Henry E. Noyes, retired. 
Col. James N. Wheelan, retired. 
Col. Charles R. Greenleaf, retired. 
Col. Edward Moale, retired. 

Col. E. Van Arsdale Andruss, retired. 
Col. James B. Burbank, retired. 
Col. Argalus G. Hennisee, retired. 
Col. Justus M. Brown, retired. 
Col. Eugene D. Dimmick, retired. 
Col. William P. Vose, retired. 


With the rank of colonel from April 23, 1903. 


Lieut. Col. James H. Bradford, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Edward Field, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Andrew N. Damrell, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Thomas Shea, retired. 

Lieut. Col. Robert Avery, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry L. Chipman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Edward Collins, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Benjamin C. Card, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Leslie Smith, retired. 

Lieut. Col. John Green, retired. 

Lieut. Col. George A. Forsyth, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Blencowe E. Fryer, retired. 
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Lieut. Col. John A. Wilcox, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John H. Janeway, retired. 
Lieut. Col. George B. Dandy, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel M. Horton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Jeremiah H. Gilman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph R. Gibson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Francis E. Lacey, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James Jackson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Augustus H. Bainbridge, retired, 
Lieut. Col. Wells Willard, retired. 

Lieut. Col. Johnson V. D. Middleton, retired, 
Lieut. Col. William D. Wolverton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Stevens T. Norvell, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry Wagner, retired. 

Lieut. Col. John N. Coe, retired. 

Lieut. Col. Henry R. Tilton, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Egon A. Koerper, retired. 
Lieut. Col. John H. Calef, retired. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Clapp, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Henry R. Brinkerhoff, retired, 
Lieut. Col. William H. Boyle, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Lyster M. O’Brien, retired. 
Lieut. Col. James M. Ingalls, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Joel T. Kirkman, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Ezra Woodruff, retired. 

Lieut. Col. David B. Wilson, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Charles K. Winne, retired. 
Lieut. Col. Selden A. Day, retired. 

Lieut. Col. Almon L. Varney, retired. 


With the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 23, 1904 


Maj. Alexander S. B. Keyes, retired. 
Maj. John. S. Loud, retired. 

Maj. Edmond G. Fechét, retired. 
Maj. Harry G. Cavenaugh, retired. 
Maj. Leopold O. Parker, retired. 
Maj. Marshall W. Wood, retired. 
Maj. Benjamin P. Runkle, retired. 
Maj. Jacob E. Burbank, retired. 
Maj. Herbert M. Enos, retired. 
Maj. Alfred E. Latimer, retired. 
Maj. Edwin D. Judd, retired. 

Maj. William Hawley, retired. 
Maj. James MeMillan, retired. 
Maj. Frank Bridgman, retired. 
Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, retired. 
Maj. Edwin Bentley, retired. 

Maj. Asa Bird Gardiner, retired. 
Maj. Gerald Russell, retired. 

Maj. Albert B. Kauffman, retired. 
Maj. Julius H. Patzki, retired. 
Maj. Daniel R. Larned, retired. 
Maj. De Witt C. Poole, retired. 
Maj. Thomas E. Rose, retired. 
Maj. John H. Bartholf, retired. 
Maj. Charles Bentzoni, retired. 
Maj. Frederick M. Crandal, retired. 
Maj. Henry M. Cronkhite, retired. 
Maj. Richard S. Vickery, retired. 
Maj. Daniel G. Caldwell, retired. 
Maj. George F. Robinson, retired. 
Maj. John A. Darling, retired. 
Maj. Otis W. Pollock, retired. 

Maj. Lewis Smith, retired. 

Maj. William H. Rexford, retired. 
Maj. George W. H. Stouch, retired. 
Maj. Ira Quinby, retired. 

Maj. John Murphy, retired. 

Maj. John S. Witcher, retired. 
Maj. William Gerlach, retired. 
Maj. John W. Summerhayes, retired. 
Maj. William H. Hamner, retired. 
Maj. Frederick Fuger, retired. 
Maj. John C. Scantling, retired. 
Maj. Frank W. Hess, retired. 
Maj. Francis B. Jones, retired. 
Maj. John P. Baker, retired. 

Maj. Eaton A. Edwards, retired. 
Maj. Charles Newbold, retired. 
Maj. William W. Gilbert, retired. 

With the rank of major from April 28, 1904. 

Capt. George McGown, retired. 
Capt. Henry C. Morgan, retired. 
Capt. William P. Huxford, retired. 


Capt. Theodore A. Hodge, retired. 
Capt. Wellington G. Sprague, retired. 
Capt. Thomas H. Norton, retired. 
Capt. James A. Bates, retired. 


- Capt. Charles T. Greene, retired. 


Capt. Frederick C. Von Schirach, retired. 
Capt. John M. Hoag, retired. 

Capt. John Kelliher, retired. 

Capt. Richard W. Tyler, retired. 
Capt. William P. Atwell, retired. 
Capt. Edward S. Meyer, retired. 
Capt. William Nelson, retired. 
Capt. Benjamin F. Rittenhouse, retired. 
Capt. Peter M. Boehm, retired. 
Capt. John L. Johnston, retired. 
Capt. James S. Tomkins, retired. 
Capt. Charles C. MacConnell, retired. 
Capt. D. Mortimer Lee, retired. 
Capt. George A. Armes, retired. 
Capt. John C. White, retired. 

Capt. Charles E. Morse, retired. 
Capt. James H. Spencer, retired. 
Capt. Lemuel A. Abbott, retired. 
Capt. Mason Jackson, retired. 

Capt. John S. McNaught, retired. 
Capt. George M. Downey, retired. 
Capt. Dwight H. Kelton, retired. 
Capt. Robert G. Smither, retired. 
Capt. Thomas G. Troxel, retired. 
Capt. Thomas M. McDougall, retired. 
Capt. Thomas H. Logan, retired. 
Capt. William A. Miller, retired. 
Capt. Gilbert E. Overton, retired. 
Capt. William R. Maize, retired. 
Capt. George G. Lott, retired. 

Capt. John Conline, retired. 

Capt. Thomas F. Tobey, retired. 
Capt. Samuel T. Hamilton, retired. 
Capt. Will W. Daugherty, retired. 
Capt. John P. Thompson, retired. 
Capt. Joshua A. Fessenden, retired. 
Capt. Edmund L. Zalinski, retired. 
Capt. John Anderson, retired. 
Capt. Alexander H. M. Taylor, retired. : 
Capt. Edmund Luff, retired. 

Capt. Frazier A. Boutelle, retired. 
Capt. James D. Nickerson, retired. 
Capt. Joseph L. Tidball, retired. 
Capt. Charles C. Churchill, retired. 
Capt. Charles Holmes, retired. 
Capt. Henry B. Hendershott, retired. 
Capt. Alexander Murry, retired. 
Capt. Thomas T. Brand, retired. 
Capt. Josiah H. Kellogg, retired. 
Capt. Thomas C. J. Bailey, retired. 
Capt. John McDonald, retired. f 
Capt. John H. Butler, retired. 

Capt. George E. Judd, retired. 

Capt. William R. Smedberg, retired. 

Capt. Albert Barnitz, retired. 

Capt. Jacob W. Keller, retired. 

Capt. William R. Bourne, retired. 

Capt. George H. McLoughlin, retired. 

Capt. Wright Rives, retired. 

Capt. Edwin J. Conway, retired. 

Capt. Samuel E. Armstrong, retired. 

Capt. John Miller, retired. 

Capt. James Stewart, retired. 

Capt. Herman Schreiner, retired. 

Capt. Michael J. Fitz-Gerald, retired. 

Capt. Joel G. Trimble, retired. 

Capt. Benjamin H. Gilbreth, retired. 

Capt. William Falck, retired. 

Capt. Charles Steelhammer, retired. 

Capt. Deane Monahan, retired. 

Capt. Sebastian Gunther, retired. 

Capt. Frederic A. Kendall, retired. 

Capt. Charles Harkins, retired. 

Capt. George Shorkley, retired. 

Capt. Henry M. Benson, retired. 

Capt. George F. Foote, retired. 

Capt. William R. Parnell, retired. 

Capt. John Hamilton, retired. 

Capt. Frederic C. Nichols, retired. 

Capt. William Pletcher, retired. 
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Capt. John T. Morrison, retired. 
Capt. David Schooley, retired. 

Capt. Byron Dawson, retired. 

Capt. Eugene A. Bancroft, retired. 
Capt. Charles Wheaton, retired. 
Capt. Michael Leahy, retired. 

Capt. Daniel Robinson, retired. 
Capt. George F. Barstow, retired. 
Capt. William N. Sage, retired. 
Capt. John W. Bean, retired. 

Capt. Edwin J. Stivers, retired. 
Capt. Matthew Markland, retired. 
Capt. William R. Steinmetz, retired. 
Capt. Max Wesendorff, retired. 
Capt. David R. Burnham, retired. 
Capt. Daniel F. Callinan, retired. 
Capt. Henry S. Howe, retired. 

Capt. Frank D. Garretty, retired. 
Capt. Thomas F. Quinn, retired. 
Capt. Algernon S. M. Morgan, retired. 
Capt. William Conway, retired. 
Capt. William Hoffman, retired. 
Capt. Levi F. Burnett, retired. 

Capt. Gerhard L. Luhn, retired. 
Capt. George A. Drew, retired. 
Capt. John J. O’Brien, retired. 
Capt. James Ulio, retired. 

Capt. Charles C. De Rudio, retired. 
Capt. Jacob F. Munson, retired. 
Capt. Henry Romeyn, retired. 

Capt. Alfred Morton, retired. 

Capt. Mason Carter, retired. 

Capt. Sidney E. Clark, retired, 

Capt. John S. Bishop, retired. 

Capt. Charles D. A. Loeffler, retired. 
Capt. Jonathan N. Patton, retired. 
Chaplain Francis H. Weaver, retired. 
Chaplain Delmar R. Lowell, retired. 
Chaplain William H. Pearson, retired. 
Chaplain William F. Hubbard, retired. 
Chaplain Henry H. Hall, retired. 
Chaplain Daniel Kendig, retired. 
Chaplain George W. Collier, retired. 
Chaplain Stephen G. Dodd, retired. 
Chaplain Osgood E. Herrick, retired. 
Chaplain Sherman M. Merrill, retired. 
Chaplain Winfield Scott, retired. 
Chaplain John H. Macomber, retired. 
Chaplain Brant C. Hammond, retired. 
Chaplain Bernard Kelly, retired. 
Chaplain Dudley Chase, retired. 


With the rank of captain from April 28, 1904. 


First Lieut. Walter F. Halleck, retired. 
First Lieut. Richard C. Du Bois, retired. 
First Lieut. Hugh D. Bowker, retired. 
First Lieut. Frank R. Rice, retired. 
First Lieut. David H. Cortelyou, retired. 
First Lieut. Robert G. Carter, retired. 
First Lieut. Henry Marcotte, retired. 
First Lieut. George E. Albee, retired. 
First Lient. William H. Miller, retired. 
First Lieut. Charles C. Cresson, retired. 
First Lieut. Asa T. Abbott, retired. 
First Lieut. Louis H. Orleman, retired. 
First Lieut. John F. Trout, retired. 
First Lieut. David J. Gibbon, retired. 
First Lieut. Robert H. Young, retired. 
First Lieut. Stephen J. Mulhall, retired. 
First Lieut. Herbert Cushman, retired.. 
First Lieut. George Williams, retired. 
First Lieut. William G. Fitch, retired. 
First Lieut. Ransom Kennicott, retired. 
First Lieut. Edmund R. P. Shurly, retired. 
First Lieut. Charles A. Curtis, retired. 
First Lieut. James R. Mullikin, retired. 
First Lieut. Michael J. Hogarty, retired. 
First Lieut. Charles W. Keyes, retired. 
First Lieut. Henry B. Mellen, retired. 
First Lieut. James H. Rice, retired. 
First Lieut. Freeman E. Olmstead, retired. 
First Lieut. Henry R. Jones, retired. 
First Lieut. Robert G. Rutherford, retired. 
First Lieut. George W. Budd, retired. 
Firat Lieut. Benjamin D. Boswell, retired. 


First Lieut. Royal E. Whitman, retired. 
First Lieut. William H. Nelson, retired. 
First Lieut. Granville Lewis, retired. 
First Lieut. James H. Sands, retired. 
First Lieut. John Bannister, retired. 
First Lieut. Thomas B. Briggs, retired. 
With the rank of first licutenant from April 23, 1904. 
Second Lieut. William P. Hogarty, retired. 
Second Lieut. Frank Madden, retired. 
Second Lieut. Gustave Magnitzky, retired. 
Second Lieut. James Davison, retired. 
Second Lieut. Thomas B. Reed, retired. 
Second Lieut. William N. Williams, retired. 
With the rank of brigadier-general. 
1 Pc Anthony W. Vogdes, retired, with rank from May 20, 


3 Bons Charles W. Raymond, retired, with rank from June 11, 


Col. Joshua W. Jacobs, retired, with rank from June 25, 1904. 
Col. John R. McGinness, retired, with rank from September 


With the rank of colonel 
Lieut. Col. Edwin F. Gardner, retired, with rank from 
August 3, 1904. 
With the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Ezra B. Fuller, retired, with rank from May 13, 1904. 


ers Jerome A. Watrous, retired, with rank from September 


17, 1904. 


With the rank of major. 
Capt. Theodore Sternberg, retired, with rank from September 
15, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Josiah R. Baker to be postmaster at Antioch, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California. 
George W. Stevens to be postmaster at Benicia, in the county 
of Solano and State of California. 
FLORIDA. 
Newell B. Hull to be postmaster at Starke, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Florida. 
ILLINOIS. 
Henry C. Bogue to be postmaster at Vermont, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois. 
Swan J. Chilberg to be. postmaster at Cambridge, in the 
county of Henry and State of Illinois. 
Oscar H. Harpham to be postmaster at Havana, in the county 
of Mason and State of Illinois. 
Charles G. Watrous to be postmaster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Stephen A. Douglas to be postmaster at Ardmore, in District 
21, Indian Territory. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
William F. Wiley to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
MINNESOTA. 
Lewis O. Norheim to be postmaster at Montevideo, in the 
county of Chippewa and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Edward D. Lowe to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Missouri. 
Edgar W. Prentiss to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Charlotte Ketcham to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
F. A. Davis to be postmaster at Fort Edward, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York. 
Melvin D. Herriman to be postmaster at Sandy Creek, in the 
county of Oswego and State of New York. 
Annie Larrabee to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 
William Purcell to be postmaster at Scottsville, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. 
Charles N. Wood to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. 


NORTH DAKOTA. ` 
Francis R. Cruden to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county 
of Foster and State of North Dakota. 
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Millard F. Kepner to be postmaster at New Rockford, in the 
county of Eddy and State of North Dakota. 


OHIO. 

Milton B. Dickerson to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Marion and State of Ohio. 

John A. Koeper to be postmaster at New Bremen, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio. 

Edmund L. McCalley to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Butler and State of Ohio. 

William B. Wallace, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Butler and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

R. C. Keefer to be postmaster at Clairton, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

William P. MeMasters to be postmaster at Munhall, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


.William F. Bancroft to be postmaster at Wessington Springs, 
in the county of Jerauld and State of South Dakota. 
VERMONT, 


Lewis A. Skiff to be postmaster at Middlebury, in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont. 


8 WEST VIRGINIA. 
Grace O. Montgomery to be postmaster at Tunnelton, in the 
county of Preston and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, December 16, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
SUNDRY BILLS TABLED. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House 
certain bills on the House Calendar and also certain bills on 
the Union Calendar. Senate bills similar to the same were 
passed at the last session, by the Senate and by the House, and 
as the Chair is informed became law. These bills still remain 
on the Calendar and should be laid on the table. 

The Clerk will report the following bills, by number: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14968) 1 Ozark and Cherokee Central Rail- 
road Company and the Arkansas Va. uy and Western Railroad Company, 
and each or either of them, to sell and convey their railroads and other 

roperty in the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Ra road Company, or to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
Company, and for other purposes. 
~ A bill (H. R. 2513) to further amend an act entitled An act to re- 
imburse the governors of States and Territories for expenses incurred 
by them in aiding the United States to raise and organize and supply 
and equip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war 
with pan ” approved July 8, 1898, and amendment thereto, approved 
March 3, 1899, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H. R. 1975) to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes so as 
to provide for detail of retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist 
in military instruction in schools. 

The House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 147) requesting the Secretary 
of the Interior to institute an investigation relative to the use of the 
8 of the Colorado River for irrigation, and to report to Congress 

ereon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bills will lie on the 
table. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

The following bills are in Committee of the Whole House. 

The Clerk read as follows: y 

The bill (H. R. 18180) for the relief of James T. Barry and Richard 
Cushion, executors of the last will and testament of Martin Dowling, 


deceased. 
The bill (H. R. 5335) to provide an American register for the British 


28 1 

he House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) permitting Maj. Thomas 
W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to assist the State of New Tork by 
acting as a member of an advisory board. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee of the 
Whole will be discharged from further consideration, and the 
bills will lie on the table. : 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 16445. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal yaer ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 


XXXIX— 24 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, bills of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appropri- 
ate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2972. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3742. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliet 
A. B. Hoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessy 
Forsyth Bache—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5738. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2493. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Tichurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2890. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
C. Kemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2333. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4199. An act granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 316. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmore Y. 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 266. An act granting a pension to Emma S. Harney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 342. An act for the improvement of the Mount Rainier 
National Park, in the State of Washington—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


STATUE OF JOHN J. INGALLS. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the exercises appropriata to the reception and a t- 
ance from the State of Kansas of the statue of John J. Ingalls, er 
in the old Hall of the House of Representatives, be made the special 
order for Saturday, January 21, 1905, at 3.30 o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to consider bills on the Private Calendar, in ac- 
cordance with the special order in that behalf. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, with Mr. CAMPBELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 
dar under special order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11664) to reimburse the Illinois Central Railroad Com- 
pany, a — to union depot at Louisville, Ky., by blasting in 
o River. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the T. 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Illinois abel nanoia 
Company, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $60.82 for reimbursement of dama. to the roof of the 
Se „ N Bea eg — a ver streets, Louisville, 
with the improvement of the Ohio River, e 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, the chairman of the committee, a question. I understand 
this bill calls for an appropriation of $60. Why is this enor- 
mous sum asked of the United States by a great and rich cor- 
poration? j 

Mr. GRAFF. Because there is no other way to obtain it. 
[Laughter.] The parties are entitled to.it; it is recommended 
by the Department because the damage was caused by the 
United States ; because the railroad company suffered the loss or 
damage, and because the amount has been ascertained and be- 
cause there is no question about the claim. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman states that the United States 
caused this great damage? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the gentleman has no doubt that the 
amount is not excessive? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAFF. No, sir. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 
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ADOLPH SPIEGEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11802) for the relief of Adolph Spiegel, as the successor of the 
firm of Spiegel, Finkelstein & Co. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 8 Spiegel, as the suc- 
cessor of the firm of Spiegel, Finkelstein & Co., the sum of $530.08, out 
of any maney in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to refund duties erroneously assessed and charged on merchandise 
shipped from New York to Porto Rico to the firm Spiegel, Finkelstein 
& Co. after April 11, 1899. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE., Mr. Chairman, the firm of Spiegel, 
Finkelstein & Co., shipping merchants, shipped goods from New 
York to Porto Rico from time to time, and upon that shipment 
paid $530.08 as customs duty collected by the Government. At 
the time that these goods were shipped the goods were not dutiable, 
and it is conceded by the Treasury Department that the moneys 
were improperly collected. The money was paid into the Treas- 
ury, and there it is withheld from one of our citizens. The rec- 
ommendation of the Treasury Department appears on the second 
page of the report of the Committee on Claims. The receipts 
for the money are likewise embodied in the report of the com- 
mittee. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 
I believe there was a general law passed for the relief of this 
class of claimants? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That I do not know. The Treasury De- 
partment recommends the passage of this special act. The fact 
is the Government holds this money, and there is no question but 
that the Government ought to repay to its citizens money im- 
properly collected. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, Mr. Chairman, these duties were 
paid under the impression that the Government and the Treas- 
ury Department then had—that they were assessable under the 
Dingley law. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLBE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the Supreme Court of the United States 
afterwards held that they were not assessable under that act, 
and that no duties could be collected until Congress took action 
on the subject. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And that is the reason this claim comes here. 
Now, my recollection is that we passed a general statute for 
the refunding of these duties. Of course, if the gentleman has 
a certificate of the Treasury Department that these people have 
not had relief under that general act, there is no reason why 
they should not get the relief now. I presume that the reason 
is that the time elapsed before they presented their claims to 
the Treasury Department, and for that reason they did not get 
in under the general blanket decision? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes. I appreciate the gentleman’s frank- 
ness and fairness. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. . 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. > 

NOAH DILLARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3109) for the relief of Noah Dillard. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States of America be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Noah Dillard, one-half out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated 
and one-half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, the sum 
of $303.12, or so much thereof as may be found due es for labor per- 
formed and material furnished under contracts dated July, 1872, and 
August 7, 1873, and entered into by the board of ee Works of the 
District of Columbia and Noah Dillard and Parker Moulton, contractors, 
which contracts were numbered, respectively, No. 388 and No. 821, 
and now on file in the office of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, together with all extensions and ents of said con- 
tracts known and of record as aforesaid, numbered 388 and 821: Pro- 
vided, That the acceptance by the claimant of the amount herein 
appropriated shall be taken and considered as a full 8 and 
acquittance of the District of Columbia of all and every obligation of 
whatsoever character under and on account of contracts numbered 388 
and 821 as aforesaid, and every extension of the same. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite catch the name 
of this claimant, but the language of the bill reminds me some- 
what of an old friend we had in the House six or eight years 
ago. At that time the House rejected the claim. I don’t 
know whether this is the same bill or not, but I shall have to 
ask for the reading of the report in my time in this case, so 
that the House can see whether this is the same, 

Mr. GRAFF, Mr. Chairman, I think I can save the time of 


the committee, if the gentleman will permit me to read the 
official letter pertaining to the subject, which is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 13, 1902. 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to submit the following report on bill 
H. R. 3728, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, for the relief of 
Noah Dillard : 

The records show that on August 17, 1873, the board of public 
works entered Into contract, No. 821, with George W. Goodall, in part, 
for the construction of a 12-inch pipe sewer in square No. 624. After- 
wards, under date of January 15, 1875, the contract aforesaid was 
assigned by George W. Good to Noah Dillard on condition that the 
latter comply “with all requirements as may be ordered by Lieut. 
R. L. Hoxie, engineer of the District of Columbia.” 

When the work under this contract was completed, July 20, 1875, 
certificates exchangeable for 3.65 bonds were duly issued in payment b 
the board of audit whi under the act of June 20, 1874, was ch 
with the settlement of all outstanding obligations of the board of public 
works at the time of its dissolution. 

In the final adjustment of the accounts under contract 821, In square 
624, on July 20, 1875, a retention amounting to $144.93, which had 
been withheld as a temporary guaranty fund, was omitted, and a recent 
examination of the records fails to show any subsequent payment of 
the amount thus retained. I am therefore of opinion that the amount 
claimed by Mr. Dillard should be allowed; provided, however, that ‘it 
be accepted by him as a full acquittance of all and every obligation of 
whatsoever character on the part of the District of Columbia under 
contract 821 and any extension of the same. 

With this proviso, I have the honor to suggest that the bill herein- 
before mentioned be returned with a recommendation for favorable 
action thereon by Congress, 


Very respectfully, J. T. Perry, = 
Auditor District of Columbia. 

The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA. 

I will state that the claimant is an old colored man, who came 
into the committee frequently, and finally Mr. Petty, the au- 
ditor, told me that this amount was upon the books, that the old 
man did not have anybody whom he could interest in the claim, 
and that it was clearly due him and ought to be passed. So Mr. 
Henry, the gentleman from Connecticut, introduced the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has never been paid to the original con- 
tractor? 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, that is a different case from the 
one I had in mind. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


A. M. SHORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 


3199) for the relief of A. M. Short. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there and is hereby, 
E tas aes hear tents ARPANA, ng ten gE 
rected to pay to A. M. Short, of Stillwater, Minn, eo anid, ‘com ot $100. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of the reason for the payment of $100 to Mr. Short. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I can explain 
the matter. As I remember it, Mr. Short is the owner of a steam 
vessel plying on the Mississippi and St. Croix rivers. For some 
reason he was fined $100 for some violation of the rules of the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service. Subsequently it was found that 
there was an error, and the Department recommended that the 
fine be remitted, but it was found that it could not be done for 
some reason. I have not read the report since last spring, and 
I do not now recall what that reason was. In any event, the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service found there was an error. They 
recommended that this fine be remitted, and this bill remits the 
fine and pays him back what he paid. That is the substance of 
it. The bill is favorably recommended by the Department and 
by the committee, and has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


DAVID V. HOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8619) for the relief of David V. Howell. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he tg 
hereby, authorized and empowered to return and repa to David V. 
Howell, of Monroe, Orange County, N. Y., the sum o; 1 742, being a 
part of the penalties assessed the ‘sald David V. Howell for his 
1 failure to complete in time certain contracts for work done at 
Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut, light-house; Plum Island, New Yor 
light-house, and at Point Comfort, New Jersey, light station; and tha 
said sum of $1,742 is hereby ro cago out of any other fund or 
funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced 
at the suggestion of the Secretary of the Treasury in the second 


session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. The Secretary of the 
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Treasury then recommended the passage of the bill. I send to 
the Clerk’s desk the letter of the Secretary and ask that it be 
read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the whole 
report be read. \ 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3619) for the relief of David V. Howell, leave to report the 
bill favorably, without amendment, to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The report of the Committee on Claims in the same case, in the 
Fifty-seventh Co is made a part of this report, as follows: 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was erred the bill (H. R. 
4233) for the relief of David V. Howell, beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing report and recommend that said bill do without amendment. 

As the present bill has been introduced accordance with the lan- 
guage recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the second 
session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, we append the report made on that 
bill and make it a part of this report. 


[House Report No. 2356, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session.] 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6032) for the relief of David V. Howell, submit the following report and 
recommend that the bill do pass with the following amendment: 

“Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

„That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized 
and avowed to pay David V. Howell, of Monroe, Orange eager | 
N. Y., the sum of $1,742, in full satisfaction of all claims of the sa d 
David V. Howell arising out of the contracts for work done at Brid 
poe Harbor, Connecticut, light-house; Plumb Island, New York, light- 

ouse, and Point Comfort, New Jersey, light station; and that said sum 
of $1,742 is hereby appropriated out of any other fund or funds in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.’ 

“Mr. Howell's claim against the Government was for $2,392, grow- 
ing out of certain contracts for the building of walls, wharves, ripraps, 
and stone jetties at Point Comfort light station, New Jersey, and 
Bridgeport Harbor light-house, Connecticut, and landing wharf at 
Plumb Island HEAL Ronee New York. The claim is for extra work and 
materials cone soa ordered by the Treasury Department, and supplied 
and performed b; r. Howell, and for demurrage charged a st the 
contractor for delays which were the result of severe and unusual 
weather and unusual high seas which interfered with the work, while 
he, with his men, materials, and appliances, were ready to work. 

“All of the work contracted for was well performed and properly 
done, to the satisfaction of the Government. 

“The bill was introduced at the suggestion of the Secretary, because 
be op was no appropriation available for the purpose of paying the 

alm. 

“Your committee communicated with the Secretary of the h 
„ to the matter, and received in reply the following communi- 
cation : 

“ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 80, 1900. 

“Sm: This Department has the honor to 8 the receipt of 
a letter from your committee, dated March 29, 1900, inclosing a copy 
of the bill (H. R. 6032) for the relief of David V. Howell, and request- 
ing the facts and information relative to the matter and an opinion as 
to the merits and justice of the claim. 

“The claim of Mr. Howell arises out of certain contracts made be- 
tween himself and the Light-House Board, and the Board, to which the 
matter was referred, reports that all claims of Mr. Howell on account 
of work done under his several contracts with the Board have been v 
carefully considered at various times at regular 8 of the Board. 
with the result that the sum of $1,742 has been found by the Board to 
be equitably due Mr. Howell on account of these claims, but that no 
appropriation is available for ae 

It is the opinion of the ht-House Board, in which the Depart- 
ment concurs, that the bill (H. 6032) should be amended ‘as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the ury be, and hereby is, authorized 
and 5 to pay David V. Howell, of Monroe, Orange County, 
N. V., the sum of $1,742, in full satisfaction of all claims of the said 
David V. Howell arising out of the contracts for work done at Brid 

rt Harbor, Connecticut, by lag Plum Island, New York, light- 

ouse, and Point Comfort, New Jersey, light station; and that said 
sum of $1,742 is hereby appropriated out of any other fund or funds 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
“ Respectfully, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
“The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 

“Your committee consider the claim a just and equitable one, and 

recommend that the bill as amended be passed.” 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some 
explanation about this. In what does this equitable claim 
arise? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. It is not only an equitable claim, but it 
is assuredly a legal claim. Howell, the claimant, rendered the 
service upon the request of the Government authorities. It 
seems that the work that he performed and materials that hé 
furnished were furnished and performed upon the express re- 
quest of those in charge of the work for the Government. The 
Treasury officials, after having examined the work, found the 
bills rendered to be correct, approved the work, and recom- 
mended payment. For want of appropriation, of course, the 
claim comes here. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
his colleague a question? 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. What authority had these light-house offi- 
cials to order work in excess of the appropriation? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. It was absolutely necessary, so says the 
claimant. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no doubt he does. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. But it was absolutely necessary that 
this work should be properly performed, that this extra service 
not included in the contract should be rendered, else the work 
would be valueless to the Government. They had to finish the 
work and put the light-house in proper condition; they had to 
put these ripraps in proper condition. 

Mr. PERKINS, If an appropriation is not sufficient for any 
Government work an additional appropriation is made by Con- 


gress. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Not if it was necessary to complete a 
work such as this. Not if the work was absolutely required 
for the efficient service. You could not delay this work, you 
could not delay the completion of the light-house, you could not 
delay the completion of the ripraps and wait until Congress met 
and a bill was passed through here. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman might just as well say if 
they were building a court-house and it was necessary to spend 
$100,000 in excess of the appropriation that some Government 
official could give an order for work to be done in excess of the 
appropriation. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. No, sir; building a court-house and 
building a light-house are two different things. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the difference? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. You may delay the building of a court- 
house and the Government suffer no injury; court might be 
held anywhere; but if you delay the completion of a light-house 
that is absolutely necessary for the safety of those who sail 
upon the waters where danger may well be apprehended—— 

Mr. PERKINS. What have they done all these years when 
they did not have this light-house for a century or more? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. They took risks that ought not to have 
been taken by the Government. 

Mr. PALMER. This report says it is on account of unusual 
weather. 

Mr. GRAFF. I can not see how there can be any serious ob- 
jection to this claim for this reason. Everybody knows, at 
least it is my experience, the Departments are not unduly 
liberal about recommending the payment of claims, that come 
from my committee at least, and they always make known any 
valid objections that there might be to the payment of a claim. 
This recommendation is unusual in the fact that the Depart- 
ment itself, in reply to our inquiry as to the merits of the bill, 
a copy of which was sent them, sent back a proposed form of 
bill reducing the amount to the exact amount that the Depart- 
ment finds is due to the claimant and recommended uncondi- 
tionally that it be paid. They say that the Government has 
received this extra work—it was for extra work and mate- 
rial—that the matter has been carefully examined, and then 
they recommend a change in the bill and the changes are made. 
The Government has had the advantage of the work and mate- 
rial, and this man was out for it. 

Mr. PERKINS. But will the gentleman allow a question? 
I do not quite understand the facts as the gentleman has stated 
them. It says here the charge is for extra work and material. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is one of the items, the amount of 
which is not stated. Then comes the other item for demurrage 
lodged against the contractor for delays caused as the result of 
severe and unusual weather. What is there about that? 

Mr. GRAFF. The demurrage is the amounts deducted from 
the contract price for delays in completion. Undoubtedly the 
Light-House Board which passed on those demurrage deduc- 
tions is the same Board which, upon a reexamination, prompted 
the recommendations now made by the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, written in 1902, and incorporated in the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Was this demurrage charged against him? 

Mr. GRAFF. The Light-House Board is under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and this letter undoubtedly 
was formulated and probably written in the Light-House Board 
itself and afterwards signed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much demurrage was charged against 
him? 

Mr. GRAFF. I can not give the gentleman the amount; I 
ean only give the facts stated here. 

i Mr. 3 (to Mr. GOoLDFOGLE). Can you state how much 
t was å 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I can not. This bill was introduced by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BRADLEY] and examined by 
us in the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Chairman, David v. Howell is an old 
gentleman, about 83 years of age, who fifteen years ago built 
for the United States some three light-houses on the Atlantic 
coast. By reason of extraordinary weather and fierce storms 
he suffered great loss. At the conclusion of the work a con- 
siderable amount—thousands of dollars—were deducted for de- 
murrage and delay. A bill was introduced in the House of 
Representatives some ten years ago asking for something be- 
tween six and seven thousand dollars. It lingered along with- 
out action and was finally referred to the Treasury Department, 
and the recommendation of the Light-House Board was sent 
back to the Committee on Claims. The bill for the original 
sum was withdrawn and a bill introduced for exactly the 
amount that the Light-House Board—the representatives of the 
Government—say is owing to this old man. I do not appeal to 
this House for sympathy, but I merely state that if this little 
claim, which in my opinion is a just and honest and an equitable 
one, could have been paid at the last session of Congress this 
old man would have been enabled to save the old homestead in 
which he was born. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question, so that we may understand this proposition. 

Mr. GRAFF. Very well. 

Mr. MADDOX. This appropriation is to pay a debt that 
was created by order of the Light-House Board? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Without any authority from Congress? 

Mr. GRAFF. No. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is what I want to find out. 

Mr. GRAFF. I can not give the general bill of particulars 
which make up the $1,700. It is partially for extra work and 
demurrage. I am just informed by the gentleman who intro- 
duced this bill that there was, some ten years ago, a bill intro- 
duced for $6,000, and it was not acted upon. Some four years 
ago a bill was introduced and, in the usual order of things, we 
referred it to the Secretary of the Treasury, because that De- 
partment had the Light-House Board under it, and in reply 
to the inquiry that we made as to the merits of the bill we 
got this letter which is incorporated in the report. 

Mr. MADDOX. I simply want to make this suggestion. This 
claim, which may be an equitable one, certainly is not a legal 
one. Now, as I understand, there is a large amount of work 
going on connected with the construction of locks and dams, and 
work which has already been done is going to destruction, and 
yet the officers in charge dare not spend a dollar until author- 
ized to do so. Now, if we permit officers to incur these debts 
without being authorized, it looks to me that it is a bad prece- 
dent that we are about to set. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think the gentleman is laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. The item in the bill that makes up most of the 
$1,700 is for demurrage, which was unjustly held against the 
contractor at the time of the execution of the work. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does this give that amount? 

Mr. GRAFF. ‘That was stated by the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill a few minutes ago. This question of taxing this 
demurrage against the claimant was undoubtedly taken up by 
the Light-House Board when our letter was addressed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and this letter, which comes to us in 
reply and is incorporated in the report, emanates from the same 
Board, in which they concluded that they would not allow him 
the amount which he claimed, but they find the sum of $1,700 
is justly due. Of course, they could not take from an appro- 
priation on a reexamination and readjustment of the case sey- 
eral years afterwards. They could not use legally the general 
appropriation for the purpose of paying a claim of that sort. I 
want to say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] that 
never in my experience has the Department shown any disposi- 
tion to conceal any fact against any claimant. We write letters 
to the Department for the purpose of finding out whether there 
are any reasons for not allowing a claim. 

Mr. MADDOX. I trust you did not understand me as suggest- 
ing anything of that sort. 

Mr. GRAFF. How is that? 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not suggest anything of that sort. 

Mr. GRAFF. I want to suggest to the gentleman what I be- 
lieve ought to be the force placed upon a recommendation of this 
character. The Light-House Board has all of the facilities for 
examining into the merits of this matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. I admit all that. However, getting down 
to the gist of the matter, my point is this: I understand that 
these people had gone forward and contracted this indebtedness 
without the authority of the law. 

Mr. GRAFF. That is not true. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BRADLEY] advises me it was made by demurrage. 


Mr. CLARK. I would like to ask a question in relation to 
this damage business. Is this claim to recompense this man for 
money which he did not make or for the money he thought he 
was going to make? 

Mr. GRAFF. No, sir; they simply deducted from the amount 
that was due him for the actual work that was done under the 
provisions of the contract. They were penalties for alleged de- 
lay in the work, which they found afterwards was due to stress 
of weather and things of that kind which surround the work of 
that nature in building light-houses. I am informed by the gen- 
tleman who introduced the bill, and who has just spoken, that 
this man lost his home last year and that he isa poor man. He 
had built three of these light-houses some ten years ago. The 
amounts fixed by the Light-House Board in making these arbi- 
trary deductions under the head of demurrage for alleged delay. 
is not, of course, the amount he received. He did not obtain an 
extra amount, but it was a deduction of the regular amount. 

Mr. CLARK. Then this contract provided that if he did not 
finish up this work by a certain day he could be fined a speci- 
fied amount each day. That is the plain English of it, is it not? 

Mr. GRAFF. That is the idea of it. 

Mr. CLARK. And he did not do it? 

Mr. GRAFF. Of course the question comes, as you will 
readily infer, as to whether it was his fault or not; whether it 
a possible for him to carry the contract out or not; that is 

Mr. CLARK. There is a part of this money intenđed to pay 
some of his accounts because he made bad contracts? 

Mr. GRAFF. It is simply to pay him that which they with- 
held from him on the contract. > 

Mr. CLARK. It is not like the Smithmeyer case, then? 

Mr. BRADLEY. The claim for damage and delay, amount- 
ing to something between $6,000 and $7,000, is entirely aban- 
doned. This bill simply asks for what the Light-House Board 
says this man is entitled to for extra work beyond his contract, 
and by the order of the Light-House Board in the name of the 
Government. There were extraordinary storms that changed 
the situation and which made this work necessary, and it was 
absolutely desirable that it be done quickly. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BRADLEY] a question. You put this claim on an en- 
tirely different ground from that upon which the chairman of 
the committee based it. Which is right? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I am right. 

Mr. CLARK. When doctors disagree, how do the laymen 
come out? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I want to say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] that the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims and the gentleman from New York do not disagree on 
the merits of this claim. 

Mr. CLARK. I know you agree on the essential fact that he 
ought to get the money, but you put it on different grounds. 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, I will say to the gentleman that the fact 
is that it was made up of several items, demurrage and extra 
work; but he had $6,000 deducted as demurrage, and that is 
three times as much as this appropriation is, 

Mr. CLARK. Has it been the custom to modify these con- 
tracts by what is called the act of God, or not? 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, I do not know what the -gentleman 
means. 

Mr. CLARK. I mean bad weather, or earthquakes, or any- 
thing of that sort. 

Mr. GRAFF. Usually. I have seen some of the contracts in 
examining claims before this, and they always have a provision 
covering cases where the delay occurs without the fault of the 
contractor. Of course, then it becomes a matter of evidence. 

Mr. CLARK. Have you the report there in your hand? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. I wish you would read it. 

Mr. GRAFF. I have already read it, and I will say to the 
gentleman from Missouri that I really wish he would waste time 
on some other bill that is less meritorious. 

Mr. CLARK. I am not certain that there is any merit in 
this one. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that this claim is remark- 
able, looking at it from one point of view, namely, it is remark- 
able for the things that seem not to be known. The chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Grarr] a little while ago suid that he 
did not know how much of this aggregate of $1,746 was for 
demurrage, and how much was for extra material, ete. 

Mr. GRAFF. That is a fact. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So he seems not to know about the facts, 
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Mr. GRAFF. I do not say I do not know generally about 
the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, 
[Mr. GorprocLe] does not seem to know about the law, for be 
repudiates the idea suggested by his colleague [Mr. BRADLEY] 
that this is entirely or largely a claim of sentiment, resting on 


the gentleman from New York 


the fact that the old gentleman has been of his 
home. He refuses to believe that it is an equitable claim, but 
he says that it is a legal claim against the United States. I 
think he is mistaken about the law. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
I am afraid the gentleman misunderstood me when I had the 
floor. I meant to say this—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, well, now, I am not going to be limited 
by what the gentleman meant to say. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Well, I did say in substance that if the 
Treasury Department changed the plans or specifications, and 
directed certain work to be done, and certain materials to be 
furnished that were not called for in the original contract, and 
if such materials were furnished and such work was done by 
the claimant, then the claimant had a claim against the Govern- 
ment; especially, too, if it was necessary in consequence of 
stress of weather and unusual storms to proceed diligently with 
that work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of informa- 
tion as to the facts in regard to this claim, I am not prepared 
to admit the last statement of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Gortprocte]. I understand the situation to be about this: 
This man made a contract with the Government to do certain 
things, to complete work to be affected naturally and probably 
by weather conditions. The report says that because of storms 
he was compelled to go to additional expense, as contemplated 
by him. I assume under these statements of fact that some 
portion of the work during its progress was washed away, per- 
haps destroyed, and that additional materials were necessary 
in order that he might complete that work, and additional labor 
had to be performed, contingencies that ought to have been and 
probably were covered by his contract and the bid that he made. 
Now he comes to the Government and asks to recoup from the 

Government because of these losses, because he did not put his 
figures sufficiently high. Of course he had to complete his con- 
tract. Of course these additional materials he was required by 

board to furnish; but does that create a legal obligation on 

e part of the Government to pay for that? I understand 
these matters are always taken into consideration when con- 
tracts are let and when bids are made. I think that this is the 
suggestion of- a new principle, and that hereafter, whenever a 
man finds that he has made a bid which he discovers is too low, 
and that there are expenses which he has not contemplated, he 
can come to Congress and ask for the reformation if his con- 
tract and for the payment to him of an exaggerated sum. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That is not this case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this is to be adopted as a rule, I am not 
quarreling with the equities of it. I am not responding to the 
sympathy-moving suggestion of the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. BRADLEY]. 

But if there is to be a new departure of this kind it is wise 
to have it advertised generally, because there may be other men 
who have been unfortunate in the contracts they have made 
for which work can be accomplished, or who have been guided 
too much by the Weather Bureau. I would like to know if 
the Government is to make good hereafter the prognostications 
of the Weather Bureau in its contracts. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MADDOX. Before that question is taken, Mr. Chair- 
man, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Is the bill put 
in here for demurrage or for work done? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLBE. It is for both. 

Mr. GRAFF. Both. I do not want to intimate that so dis- 
tinguished gentlemen as the gentlemen here would waste the 
yaluable time of the United States by trifling over so insignifi- 
cant a measure that has been submitted in the usual form to the 
Department; the Department who decides and states in the let- 
ter that this man is justly entitled to a return of a portion of the 
$7,000 which they withheld from him on a contract for alleged 
delays, having concluded that not the whole $7,000 which was 
withheld from him under that contract ought to have been with- 
held, and which under this contract he would have been en- 
titled to entirely, if it had not been for the alleged delay, and 
that he is entitled to the pitiful sum of $1,700 out of the $7,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GRAFF. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I see that the report says that Mr. Howell’s 
claim against the Government was $2,392, growing out of cer- 


tain contracts for building the walls, wharves, ripraps, stone 
jetties, and so forth. The claim is “for extra work and mate- 
rial concededly ordered by the Treasury Department and sup- 
plied and performed by Mr. Howell, and for demurrage charged 
against the contractor for delays which were the result of 
severe and unusual weather and unusual high seas which inter- 
fered with the work, while he, with his men, materials, and 
appliances were ready to work.” 

Now, this was the whole sum of $2,392. The committee rec- 
ommends the payment of $1,742. I want to ask if this reduc- 
tion was made on account of demurrage, or on account of extra 
work, or on account of what? 

Mr. GRAFF. It was made on account of an examination and 
conclusions by the Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. That does not answer the question. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Braver] says it was on account 
of demurrage. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from New York read 
the second paragraph of the letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which states it more clearly than I can? 

Mr. PAYNE. I was not reading from the letter then, and I 
do not know what the gentleman refers to. However, I will 
read the paragraph the gentleman refers to: 

The claim of Mr. Howell arises out of certain contracts made between 
himself and the Light-House Board, and the Board, to which the matter 
was referred, reports that all claims of Mr. Howell on account of work 
done under his several contracts with the Board have been v 

considered at various times at meetings of the ar 
with the result that the sum of $1,742 been found by the 


uitably due Mr. Howell on account of these claims, but that no 
appropriation is available for payment. 


That would seem to bear out the statement made by my col- 
league, Mr. BRADLEY, and against the statement of the chair- 
man of the committee, who perhaps had overlooked the state- 
ment in the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it is important for another’ 
matter that the committee themselves base this claim entirely 
on equitable grounds. They disagree with the gentleman who 
made the report, who insists that it is a legal obligation on the 
part of the Government. . f 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, it is hard to tell on which of 
three grounds this claim arises, whether ít is for demurrage 
or for extra work or whatever it is, or because the claimant 
did not make what he thought he was going to make. Now, if 
it is for demurrage, then somebody ought to explain what the 
contract was. If the contract provided against bad weather, 
ete., then he is undoubtedly entitled to anything that he can 
show by way of demurrage. If the proper authorities ordered 
extra work and stuff to be used, then he is entitled to that. 
But if it is the case where he did not make something when he 
thought he was going to make something and simply wants to 
recoup, then I am opposed to it or any other bill like it, and 
it ought not to be allowed to pass here. Because there is no- 
body else on the face of the earth that I ever heard of except 
the United States Government that was supposed by anybody 
that had any sense to be responsible where the contractor loses 
a contract that he has underbid. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman does not understand. 

Mr. CLARK. If we ever enter on that line of conduct once, 
then you simply make an insurance company out of the United 
States Government every time a fellow takes a contract. 
There is no end to it—no bottom to it. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. James) there were—ayes 58, noes 7. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


HANS PETER GUTTORMSEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was House resolu- 
tion No. 20, which the Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2053) entitled “A bill for the relief 
of Hans Peter Guttormsen,” now pending in House of Representa- 
tives, together with all the Sey ag n papers, be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 8, 1887; and 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the pro- 


visions of such act, and report to the House of Representati 
accordance therewith. = £ veea 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- 
planation in respect to this. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr], who introduced the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, this is a resolu- 
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tion referring the bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Hans Peter 
Guttormsen to the Court of Claims for report. Hans Peter Gut- 
tormsen was for many years in the employ of the War Depart- 
ment as a laborer. He was employed at one time on a break- 
water of the Mississippi River near Moline, III. He was di- 
rected, in company with another laborer, to carry some heavy 
planks across a scaffolding about 40 feet from the ground. The 
scaffolding was made of defective material. It broke and pre- 
cipitated him quite a distance below and he struck upon the 
edge of a mortar box, breaking five ribs, breaking his left leg in 
three places, and seyerely bruising his head, tearing the flesh on 
his face, and rendering him unconscious. He was in bed the 
better part of a year thereafter and has been a cripple ever 
since. He is to-day practically incapable of manual labor. He 
is a poor man. This resolution refers the bill, which proposes 
to give him $5,000 for the injuries, to the Court of Claims, which 
court is to proceed in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. I 
know Mr. Guttormsen well. He is a temperate, thoroughly 
honest, well-meaning man, and up to and at the time of this 
injury was a hard-working laborer. The claim is a just one, 
and I hope the resolution will be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, this is a 
claim for damages arising out of negligence. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask for information. Has the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction in such a case? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think it has, and the Com- 
mittee on Claims, after investigation, finds that it has. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does this resolution send it to the Court 
of Claims to pass upon the question of liability? 

Mr. GRAFF. No; this resolution sends it to the Court of 
Claims, as I understand it, for the purpose of making findings 
of facts and reporting the same to Congress. Then Congress 
will take such action as it sees fit in the premises, after the 
facts have been ascertained by the court. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is satisfied that the court 
has jurisdiction in such a case? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would there be any objection to enlarging 
the power of the court and require it to report upon the ques- 
tion of the legal liability of the United States? 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
is a very able lawyer, and he knows that the United States 
could not be sued in a personal-injury case unless there was 
special authority by law, because there is no general law per- 
mitting it. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Well, suppose that suit might be brought, 
would the United States be liable, in the opinion of the gentle- 
man, in a case like this, as he understands it? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Coorrr] to answer that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I would like to have the opinion of the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GRAFF. Of course the question before us was not upon 
the question presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], but upon the question of whether the committee was will- 
ing to pass the resolution as introduced, and we could not see 
any objection to it, but could see a great many reasons why we 
should refer the case to the Court of Claims and have that court 
ascertain what the facts were, when the committee would be ad- 
vised of the fact coming from a judicial inquiry. I have no ob- 
jection to the bill being amended so as to include a request that 
the court find whether the United States would be liable if the 
United States stood in the place of a person or an ordinary cor- 

ration. 

P ifr. COOPER of Wisconsin., Mr. Chairman, I am willing to 
consent to that amendment. 

Mr. GRAFF. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
will propose an amendment of that kind, we will accept it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would be to the bill, which is not 
here. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think you can make the amendment to the 
resolution. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not true that in the Ford’s Theater case 
the House established a precedent by which it proposed to pay 
for the injuries done on that occasion, and we did so and tried 
those cases here by a commission established by Congress? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; that is true in that case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to move to 
strike out the words “ in accordance therewith ” and insert “ and 
report to the House of Representatives their findings of fact and 
law.” 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
resolution as amended be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
J. B. M'nAE. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99, for services as hospital 
steward, etc. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any funds in the United States 
Treaury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $99 to J. B. McRae, of 
Jackson, N. C, for services rendered as hospital steward of the Secon 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, from June 6, 1898, to July 31, 
1898, in full satisfaction for services rendered. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope we will haye an expla- 
nation of this bill. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, this is to pay 
J. B. McRae, who was appointed by the colonel of a volunteer 
regiment in the late war with Spain as hospital steward. He 
seryed two months, paid his traveling expenses, paid for his 
clothes, and when they went to go to Cuba it was decided he 
was too old, and he has never been paid anything for it. The 
affidavit and all proofs, from the colonel of the regiment down, 
are on file. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

CHARLES BLAKE. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 1753) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Charles Blake, pay clerk, United States Navy, the 
sum of $700, said sum to be a payment in full of all losses of personal 

roperty incurred by him by reason of the destruction by fire of the 
7 = House, at Yokohama, Japan, on the morning of February 8, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report of 
that case. 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman from Pennsylyania will make 
an explanation 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman yield to 
me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is ree- 
ognized. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from New 
York yielded to me. I asked permission of the chairman of the 
committee to speak on the pending bill. Blake was a paymas- 
ter’s clerk in the Navy and is still a paymaster’s clerk in the 
Navy. He was assigned to duty with Paymaster Tolfree sey- 
eral years ago—as I recollect the testimony it was in 1886—to 
serve on the Asiatic Squadron. He was assigned to duty on a 
ship, I think the Trenton. Be it as it may, it was one of the 
American ships of war. He arrived at Yokohama with Pay- 
master Tolfree, and the officer in charge of the ship was unable 
to give to the paymaster.and his clerk the accommodation that 
they should have on the ship. Indeed, the captain of the ship 
was unable to give the paymaster and his clerk any accommoda- 
tion. That fact appeared satisfactorily proven to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. They then took up their temporary residence in 
a hotel at Yokohama close by where the ship was lying; no 
other accommodation could be found and no other was afforded 
them. While they were living temporarily in this hotel a fire oc- 
curred which burned up all the property of the paymaster and his 
clerk Blake, whose bill is now presented for your consideration. 
It appeared to the Navy Department, and was reported to the 
Committee on Claims, that there had been no negligence what- 
ever in either the paymaster or his clerk, That the property 
of the Government which was in their possessien at the time of 
the conflagration was entirely destroyed and both of these men 
were relieved from responsibility. Two years ago in this House 
a bill was passed to pay to Paymaster Tolfree the amount of 
damage which occurred to him, paying him for the property, 
which he lost. 

This bill was reported at the time, but was not reached for 
consideration. Paymaster-General Tolfree was paid by Con- 
gress for the loss of all his outfit, I think, four or five thousand 
dollars. The outfit of the clerk cost him $700. That does not 
include his ordinary wearing apparel. The sum includes only 


his uniforms and such other paraphernalia as the rules of the 
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Navy Department required him to have. Secretary Whitney, 
in a communication addressed to Senator Cameron several years 
ago, exempted these officers from responsibility and stated that it 
was reported to him that all of their wearing apparel and every- 
thing necessary for their use as officers of the Navy were de- 
stroyed in this fire. The claim presented for the relief of 
Blake amounts to $1,015. The amount included his civilian 
clothing, which has been deducted. 

Secretary Whitney sets out in his letter to Senator Cameron 
that these men had provided themselves with a full outfit, ac- 
cording to the regulations of the Navy Department, for a cruise 
of three years. The cruise having just begun, you will readily 
understand that clerk's loss is not overstated in the sum of $700, 
when you reflect that it includes his uniforms and every other 
article of wearing apparel he was required to have. This is not 
an unusual case, it is not an unusual request to make of Con- 
gress. Similar bills have frequently been paid. I am told bills 
for paymasters’ clerks have been paid, for the reason that they 
are required by naval regulations to wear uniforms. Mr. Chair- 
man, I should be glad to answer any question gentlemen may 
desire to ask. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Supposing this man had 
been living on board a ship and the ship had been burned up, 
would he have had a claim? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I wish I could answer you 
more directly, but I undertake to say that he would. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not see why the fact 
that he was on land should give him any special claim for dam- 
ages over what he would have if the ship were destroyed. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I presume the statement was 
made in the letter addressed by Secretary Whitney to Senator 
Cameron because it was unusual for paymasters and paymas- 
ters’ clerks to be ashore—that they can not remain ashore with- 
out orders from the Department; but we find that these men 
were compelled to be on shore and compelled to live in this hotel. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Whenever a naval ship is 
destroyed in war, have the officers the right to recover for their 
uniforms, etc., destroyed? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am very much pleased to 
answer my friend from Massachusetts from a suggestion made 
to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], who 
says that the officers of the Ninth Pennsylvania Regiment were 
paid for their uniforms which were consumed by fire. Further- 
more, this House generously and cheerfully passed a concurrent 
resolution paying the officers and men of the Navy for the uni- 
forms destroyed with the Maine in Habana Harbor. All the men 
were paid for their losses sustained at that time. It is not an 
unusual claim and is entirely within the precedents of this 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to, 
WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was Senate joint 
resolution 45, directing inquiry into the claim of the Wales 
Island Packing Company. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 45) directing in into the claim of the 
Wales Island Pa g Company. 


Whereas the establishments and interests on Wales Island, in Port- 
land Canal, of the Wales Island piaig mpany, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of New York by citizens of the 
United States, have, by decision of the Alaskan Bo Tribunal, 
been placed on the Canadian side of the boundary, and said company 
claims that under existing conditions it is thereby prevented from con- 
tinuing its business and t its pro y is — valueless; and 
“Whereas the Department of State earnestly invited the attention 
of Congress to the grounds upon which relief is sough 
transmitted 5 cares by the Depart- 

Sess.) ; 
ent of Commerce and Labor is 
control of the Alaskan fisheries: 
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conducted red damage there 
Congress the amount of damages, if any, suffered by sald company. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to Congress giv- 
ing this claim any sort of status whatever. My attention was 
called to it by the attorney for the claimants a year or two 
ago, and the facts were stated then as they are stated in the 
preamble of the resolution. This packing company built their 
packing house on Wales Island while the United States was 
claiming title to that island. They were citizens of the United 
States, I believe; and by the award of the Alaskan tribunal it 
was found that Wales Island was within British ‘territory, and, 
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being within British territory, they could not pursue their work 
of fishing on Wales Island. Now, this was in disputed territory 
all the time, and, of course, these gentlemen must have known 
it when they established their factory. I can not see on what 
principle of law or of justice the United States should ever be 
subject to any claim of liabilities because in the award of this 
tribunal it had been found that this territory, which the United 
States claimed, to Great Britain, and the business of 
these gentlemen had been interfered with because of the ad- 
justment of the dispute in that way. I do not know of any 
precedent or any law—none was cited to me at the time—that 
would make the United States liable. Of course, gentlemen 
Will say that this is simply a bill to refer it to the Department 
of Commerce and Labor; but, as I understand, there is not and 
can not be any dispute about the facts in the case. I admit it. 
It is simply an entering wedge; an introduction of this claim 
to the Congress of the United States, with a subsequent report 
to be made the foundation for a claim of liability; and in the 
course of future generations, when the facts may not be fully 
fresh in the minds of our successors, the claim will come in 
here in its enlarged form, and a liability against the United 
States in some way guessed out of it, so that Congress will 
make an appropriation, and the attorney for the claimants, who 
is a young man—and, I will say, a very fine young man—will in 
the end benefit by it. But I do not think we ought to take this 
first step in the wrong direction. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I am inclined 
to agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
on the proposition that it is exceedingly doubtful whether this 
company would have a right to claim any damages suffered by 
reason of the decision of this Alaskan boundary tribunal; but 
that question was not gone into by the committee, and I am not 
prepared to give an opinion on the subject now that would be 
worth anything. But in order to pass intelligently upon this 
measure it is not necessary to discuss that question, because 
this measure is simply to ascertain the facts, and there is noth- 
ing about the bill which recognizes in any way the validity 
of any claim which might arise under the facts. But it is ad- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] that 
these people have been injured, and injured grievously, by the 
decision of the tribunal or by the sequences of it; and for a fur- 
ther statement on the subject I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TIRRELL]. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, by the purchase of Alaska in 
1867, Wales Island became as much a part of that Territory, so 
far as the Administration of our Government was concerned, as 
any other part of that Territory. There was no question raised 
about it. The United States Government built storehouses * 
there, upon which were painted the letters“ U. S.,“ designating 
those storehouses as the property of the United States. Any- 
one going to that island had the same right to assume that it 
was a part of the Territory of Alaska, which was purchased 
by our Government, as they would have the right to assume, if 
they came here to the city of Washington, that it was under 
the jurisdiction of the United States. Administrative and ex- 
ecutive acts of a government are recognized as the exercise of 
sovereignty, and no one is obligated to inquire any further than 
to know that the sovereignty is exercised. 

That was the condition of things when a few years ago there 
was organized a corporation in the State of New York known 
as the “ Wales Packing Company,” for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a fishery in Alaska. ‘This company was composed en- 
tirely of American citizens and the stock was entirely owned 
by American citizens. For two years they searched the coast 
of Alaska to find a suitable spot, and the only spot south of 
Cape Fox which was open to American citizens for the estab- 
lishment of a fishery—on account of the precipitous nature of 
the coast and on account of the fact that there was no harbor 
or fresh water anywhere else—was at Wales Island. 

As I have stated, this island was under the jurisdiction of 
the United States at that time. So they built a great plant 
there, a plant which the year before the Alaska Boundary Com- 
mission passed upon these questions packed 30,000 cases of 
salmon, and had a capacity to and, if it had not been for this de- 
cision, would have packed 50,000 cases of fish. 

But by that decision, which threw the boundary line west of 
Wales Island and made Wales Island and all the contiguous 
waters a part of the Dominion of Canada, this company, which 
had acted in good faith, which had the right to assume that the 
Government had jurisdiction over that island, which had in- 
vested a large amount of American capital in the enterprise, 
which had built up a great industry before being stopped by a 
peculiar condition of things, notwithstanding the most strenu- 
ous and vigorous opposition on the part of our representatives 
before that commission, was compelled to stop its business. 
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Now, this, Mr. Chairman, is a very peculiar condition of 

How is this great American company left? What are 

its rights? Should any further steps be taken by our Govern- 

ment to secure those rights? Has the company been damaged 
in any way? Has it been at fault in any way? 

This is a joint resolution which comes to us from the other 
end of the Capitol. It has been duly considered there. In that 
body sits one of the commissioners who passed upon those ques- 
tions and who knows all about them. 

In answering the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] it is 
only necessary to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that this memorial begins with a communication from the De- 
partment of State, fully setting forth the facts that are stated 
in the memorial and earnestly inviting Congress to consider this 
situation—te consider the facts set forth in the memorial—that 
there be such action on the part of Congress as the equities 
of the case may warrant. This communication from the De- 
partment of State has been sent to both branches of Congress, 
and in accordance therewith the committee have presented this 
harmless bill, which does not appropriate a cent of the nation’s 
money, which only sends to the Department of State what they 
have asked us to do, namely, the authority to investigate the 
facts. The Department of State may report that no action 
should be taken by Congress. They may report that this Wales 
Packing Company can not legally or equitably claim any 
damages. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much does the Wales Packing Company 
claim its damages are? Í 

Mr. TIRRELL. They have not set forth any figures. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, well, the gentleman knows something 
about it. The damages claimed are very large, are they not? 

Mr. TIRRELL. I would ask the gentleman, when the com- 
pany has invested probably half a million of dollars in this en- 
terprise, and by the action of the Alaskan Boundary Commis- 
sion have been cut off entirely from transacting their business, 
and their business has been made valueless 

Mr. PERKINS. Then you claim their damage is half a mil- 
lion dollars? 

Mr. TIRRELL. I do not know that there will be any dam- 
ages allowed at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. But let us assume that they claim half a 
million dollars. 

Mr. TIRRELL. It is a question which the Department of 
State will investigate. Does the gentleman from New York 
suppose for one moment that the Department of State is going 
to report any other course than that which is founded in the 
law of justice or equity? 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, who is a very distinguished lawyer, a question of law. 
He would not for a moment claim in case a man located on a 
piece of land thinking it belonged to the apparent owner, and 
the apparent owner thought so, too, that the apparent owner 
would be liable for damages for that mistake? He does not 
claim by any possibility there would be any legal claim against 
the United States because a court of arbitration had decided 
that they did not own a certain piece of land? I know the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts could not claim that. 

Mr. TIRRELL. It is not a parallel case at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the case. It is not a parallel case; it 
is the case. 

Mr. TIRRELL. The company asks that the Government of 
the United States shall be requested to see if there can be any 
relief granted according to the necessities of the case. If the 
Department of State is authorized to take this matter up, as it 
should be, then it may, by negotiations which they may enter 
into or by the presentation of facts connected with the whole 
ease to the Canadian government or whoever has jurisdiction 
over that island, enter into relations with this company that 
may be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. PERKINS. We do not need a claim bill to be passed by 
Congress for that. The State Department does not have to 
procure the authority from Congress. 

Mr. TIRRELL. The Department of State has requested this 

thing. 
Ir. PERKINS. What I fear is that this is going to be an 
entering wedge for claims for damages to the amount of half a 
million dollars which certainly rest on no legal basis, 

Mr. TIRRELL. As to whether this damage ought to be paid 
can be determined by the Department of State after due inves- 
tigation. What harm is there in the passage of this memorial 
to have an inquiry instituted? Is it possible that the citizens of 
New York who have invested large amounts of money in this 
enterprise can not have the matter investigated by the Depart- 
ment of State, which asks to have it done? 

Mr. BELL of California. Is the gentleman from Massa- 
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chusetts acquainted with the rule that governs when territory 
is ceded by one country to another? Suppose this island had 
been ceded out and out by the United States, could you then 
claim that this company would be entitled to any damages that 
might result from that cession? Is that the rule which prevails 
governing commerce of citizens in the territory ceded by one 
country to another? 

Mr. TIRRELL. If the gentleman has the law he can read 
it, and then it will not be necessary to ask me further questions 
about it. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be laid aside for 
favorable consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TR- 
RELL] says that this is a harmless resolution. Well, Mr. Chair- 
man, no one would have had the effrontery to bring into the 
House anything but a resolution that could be called harmless 
on this subject. No one would come in here and ask the 
House to pass a resolution referring this matter to the Court of 
Claims and allow them to make findings on the subject, or, 
least of all, would introduce a bill giving what might be called 
a legal status that Congress could be bound by. The proposi- 
tion itself is so abhorrent to all principles of law that no one 
would think of bringing it in here. Why pass it? Why put 
the seal of the House upon this procedure? Why give it any 
standing here or in any future Congress? Why must we be 
embarrassed when this claim comes up again by saying that 
Congress has already adjudicated, or already conceded by its 
action, that the company has some claim? 

We know certain facts. There is no doubt but what this 
company did build a cannery there. There is no doubt but 
that the United States claimed to own Wales Island. ‘There is 
no doubt but that these people had a right to suppose that the 
United States did own Wales Island when they built the can- 
nery there. It turns out that our title was defective. It was 
decided by a high tribunal that it was a part of the British 
territory. But, Mr. Chairman, we did not warrant the title. 
We were not privy in any way to their establishment of this 
cannery there on Wales Island. We are not liable either 
legally or equitably under the law. Why give it any status? 
Why not, Mr. Chairman, recommend that it lie on the table? 

I move that the resolution be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a sugges- 
tion that may bring consolation to the mind of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. TIRRELL]. While this may result in 
some injury to the American company, yet if this rule were ap- 
plied to Canada it would bankrupt that government to reim- 
burse all the citizens of that country who found that they were 
not on Canadian soil, but were on American soil. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves 
that the resolution be laid aside with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Payne) there were—ayes 25, noes 26. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. TIRRELL] were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 30, noes 30. 

So the motion was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on laying the reso- 
lution aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, ‘ 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. TIRRELL) there were—ayes 46, noes 34. : 

So the resolution was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES F. M’INDOE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1501) for the relief of James McIndoe. š 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to James F. McIndoe, captain, Corps 
of Engineers, late first lieutenant, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, the sum of $1,142.70, being the value of his personal effects 
destroyed by fire on the 13th day of lace 1901, through the de- 
struction by fire of the engineer quarters at Fort Hancock, N. J., as 
determined by a board of survey which met by order of Major-General 
Brooke at Fort Hancock, N. J., on the 15th day of March, 1 ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before I ask to have the report 
read, I want to make a parliamentary inquiry—whether it 
would not be in order for the chairman of the committee, or 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. TIRRELL], to ask unanimous 
consent to go back to the last case and give this packing com- 
pany all they think they ought to have and make an end of it 
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If the Chair is unable to answer that inquiry, I ask for the re- 
port to be read in this case. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. MILLER), as follows: 


The Commitee on Claims, raving had under consideration the bill 
(S. 1501) for the relief of James F. McIndoe, beg leave to report the 
same favorably to the House with the recommendation that the bill do 


The Senate report is herewith made a part of this report, as fol- 


lows : 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) 
for the relief of James F. McIndoe, begs leave to report as follows : 

“The pnpa of this bill is to reimburse James F. McIndoe, captain, 
Corps of Engineers, in the sum of $1,142.70, being the value of his 
3 effects destroyed by fire on the 13th day of February, 1901, 

TAn the destruction by fire of the engineer quarters at Fort Han- 
cock, N. J., as determined by a board of survreg which met by order of 
er Brooke at Fort Hancock, N. J., on the 15th day of 

areh, 4 

“A bill similar to this was introduced in the first session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, S. 5531, was favorably reported by the Committee on 
Claims, and passed the Senate. 

“The evidence in this case shows that while Captain McIndoe was 
serving the United States in charge of fortification work at Fort Han- 
cock, and while residing in the building prayaan by the United States 
fòr the officer charged with said duties, the same was totally destroyed 
0 fire on the rig of February 13, 1901, due to defective construc- 
tion of a chimney and to inflammable materials entering into the con- 
struction of the house. It p Lirie from the testimony in the case that 
the fire originated from a defect in the chimney of the house. The fire 
burned very rapidly, and, according to the testimony of the witnesses, 
in twenty minutes after the fire was discovered access to the second 
floor was impossible. 

15 9 Melndoe testifies that every possible effort was made to 
save the building and property belonging to the United States; that 
owing to the efforts made to save the 2283 of the United States 
the property of his own was destroyed of the value set out in this bill. 
The testimony of Captain McIndoe is corroborated by a number of 
other witnesses as to the aries of the fire and the s with which it 
consumed the building occupied by him as a home. It further appears 
from the testimony of witnesses that owing to the high wind prevailing 
Captain McIndoe ordered the men under his control to desist from the 
efforts in saving his own property in order that their services might 

in preventing the ignition of other buildings belonging to the 
Government close at hand and in which valuable supplies were stored. 
In the opinion of the board of arta Captain McIndoe sacrificed 
his personal property, which could probably have been saved, since the 
fire started in the attic of the building which he occupied, to save the 
Government property. The board of survey fixes the value of the prop- 
erty destroyed at the amount claimed in this bill, and which they claim 
was an amount of personal property reasonably useful, necessary, and 
roper for the claimant to have in the public service in the line of 
A and had Captain McIndoe, instead of trying to save the Govern- 
ment property, cared for his personal some ys 2 he could have saved 
them, ‘They were therefore, in the opinion of the board, lost while the 
claimant was protecting Government Paor: and they recommend that 
he be reimbursed in the amount of $1,142.70. 

“The claim was presented to the Auditor for the War Department and 
by him disallowed upon the ground that the destruction of the property 
for which reimbursement is claimed was not caused by an exigency of 
the military service, whereby the claimant was deprived of the control 
over said property which he would have had in civil life, or whereby 
the = rty was subjected to dangers not ordinarily incident to its use 
in civil life, and on the further ground that it did not a r that 
the destruction was caused by this claimant giving his attention to the 
saving of cara phigh hemes = ng to the United States. 

“As poin out above, it a rs to your committee that the testi- 
mony in this case shows that t 


property was lost while this claimant 
was giving his attention to the saving of the e of the United 
States. e law authorizing a recovery in cases of this character pro- 
vides that the proper officers of the Treasury shall ‘determine the 
value of the private property belonging to officers and enlisted men in 
the military service of the United States which has been, or may here- 
after be, lost or destroyed in the military service, under the following 
circumstances : 

„First. When such loss or destruction was without fault or negli- 
gence on the part of the claimant.’ 

“(The second item has no application to this case.) 

„Third. Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private 

roperty of the claimant was in consequence of his having given his at- 
45 to the saving of the property arg to the United States 
which was in danger at the time and under similar circumstances.’ 

“The testimony in this case shows that the property of claimant was 
in an extra h ous position by exigency of the military service. It 
appears from the testimony that the quarters occupied were the only 

uarters at Fort Hancock provided for the engineer officers on duty 
there. It further appears that the location of the building was outside 
of the limits of every protection provided at the t st fire, and 
beyond adequate water supply for extinguishing fires. he testimony 
also shows that Captain McIndoe and others who were assisting him in 
efforts to put out the fire were compelled to carry water in pails for 
that purpose. 

u 1 appears to gone committee that if Captain McIndoe had been at 
liberty to select his own place of residence he would have exercised or- 
dinary care, and would have selected a place surrounded by the usual 
protection against fire. 

“After considering all of the testimony presented and the anding 
of the board of ren and noting the recommendation of the d 
board, your committee is of the opinion that the demand of this claim- 
ant is just and that this bill should pass.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee 
shows every reason why a prudent, reasonable man should have 
insured this property, there being so many insurance companies 
and the premiums so low. The report states that the building 
was exposed to fire more or less. There were no proper means 
of putting out a fire if one should occur. This man went there 
with his eyes open to all of those facts. The law is that he 
must be free from negligence on his own part. I fail to see that 
he was not negligent in not insuring this property when he went 


there. Of course, in a case of this kind it is always founa that 
the party has taken care of the Government property instead of 
his own. It does not appear that he saved much Government 
property. The Government would not have been the loser if he 
had left the Government property alone and saved his own, if 
we have to pay this bill for the loss. In fact, it makes the Gov- 
ernment of the United States the insurer of the property of offi- 
cers of the Army whenever they go into quarters, provided by 
the United States, at immense expense, for their residence in 
these forts or military reservations. I do not think such a bill 
ought to pass. Of course, I see around me a great many gentle- 
men who are interested in claims upon this Calendar. I notice 
that those gentlemen always find the case so clear when it comes 
to a vote that they are recorded on one side of the question. 
The House is slim and thin, and after the passage of the last 
claim through this committee—a claim more unjustifiable and 
without even the shadow of an excuse for going through than 
any I recall during my experience, and I have always given 
attention to claims that come before the House—I do not know 
that it is of any use to make any opposition to these claims at 
all, more than the mere uttering of a protest. It does not seem 
to me that the Government of the United States ought to insure 
the personal property of the Army. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to say that I was a 
member of the committee when this bill was reported, and that 
the considerations that actuated the committee were the facts 
that the Congress has almost universally reimbursed officers 
in cases like this. I feel very much as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] expressed himself on the general proposi- 
tion, but I think the Congress should decisively say whether 
or not it will continue to pay these claims. Other claims no 
more meritorious than this have been paid right along every 
session of Congress, and of identically the same character. 
That is the best and strongest argument which can be made in 
tayor of this one. 

_Mr. PAYNE. Because we have done wrong a great many 
times before this, we should continue doing so? 

Mr. LIND. Oh, I do not say that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it is time to give these officers notice 
that they should get their property insured and pay a little 
insurance money, as ordinary people do, instead of relying upon 
the Government to become an insurer of their property. 

Mr. LIND. Then we ought to say so. I agree with the gen- 
tleman in that. 

Mr. PAYNE. And I think we would say so pretty emphatic- . 
ally if we sat down on this claim. 

Mr. MADDOX. Did the gentleman ever hear of a private 
being paid anything for the loss of his clothing or anything 
else, in battle or elsewhere? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not recall. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LIND] can say. 

Mr. LIND. No; I never did, and I don’t think there is an 
instance of that kind on record. i 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; we paid for the loss of privates in 
shipwrecks—made a full inyoice of everything they lost and 
paid them. 

Mr. LIND. But they can not procure insurance. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I feel, as a member of the 
subcommittee that reported this bill, that I ought to say this 
in respect to the matter: This entire matter was referred to 
the board of survey, and that board recommended the pay- 
ment of the claim and put it upon the ground of the fact that 
this man in attempting to save the Government property sacri- 
ficed his own. He would have saved his own property had it 
not been for this attempt that he made to save the Government 
property. The evidence is clear and conclusive on that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. PAYNE. What was the Government property—a house 
or buildings? 

Mr. GRAFF. Buildings. I call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the sentence at the end of the first page of the report: 


It further appears from the 8 of witnesses that owing to 
the high winds prevailing Captain McIndoe ordered the men under his 
control to desist from the effort in saving his own property in order 
that their services might be used in preventing the ignition of other 
buildings belonging to the Government close at hand, and in which 
valuable supplies were stored. 

Mr. BAKER. Would the gentleman consider that the saving 
of his property—by taking men away from the protection of 
the property of the United States to save his own property—to 
be justifiable? 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman is right, save that he is wrong. 

Mr. BAKER. I thank the gentleman. That is usually the 
case, I assume. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAFF. If that is the gentleman’s normal condition, I 
am sure that it is not intentionally so. 
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Mr. BAKER. Certainly that was my construction. 

Mr. GRAFF. The sentence I attempted to read correctly says 
that he turned his back to his own property and neglected that, 
and ordered his men to save 

Mr. BAKER. His men? 

Mr. GRAFF. That is, the men under him. 

Mr. BAKER. Exactly. 

Mr. GRAFF. Under his command, to prevent the ignition of 
United States buildings adjoining, which contained valuable 
Government stores. 

Mr. BAKER. Which were not actually ‘then ignited. 

Mr. GRAFF. And which had not yet started to burn. 

Mr. BAKER. The fire had not yet reached them. 

Mr. GRAFF. The fire had not yet reached them; yes. 

Mr. MILLER. I will say, in addition to what has already 
been said, that so far as the statement made by the gentleman 
from New York is concerned I agree with him in reference to 
this class of claims, but there is no reason why this particular 
individual should be singled out and we should say he should 
not be permitted to recover when every claim of this character 
that has been presented to the Congress of the United States 
has been allowed; and this committee has just reported with 
favorable recommendation a bill allowing a clerk to a cap- 
tain pay for his loss sustained in a case almost similar to this, 
and I think there is no réason why this claim should not be 
laid aside with a recommendation that it should be passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask my friend from Kansas—— 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. How are we ever going to stop this thing? 

Mr. MILLER. The probabilities are it is going to stop 
some time, but I do not think it ought to stop on this particular 
case, which in my judgment is one of the most meritorious 
cases that has ever been presented here. It is not only simply 
a case of his losing his property by fire, but he lost it because 
he was engaged in trying to save the property of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is true there is some statute on the subject. 

Mr. MILLER. There is a statute on the subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why would it not be well for this Committee 
on Claims, being perfectly familiar with the facts, to bring a 
bill in here disallowing any claim under the statute where the 
party failed to get insurance on his property? 

Mr. MILLER. I will say to the gentleman from New York, 
so far as I am concerned, I would be glad to agree with my col- 
leagues on that committee on a proposition of that kind. I 
want to say further to him, so far as the question he raises 
with reference to insurance of property is concerned, there is 
some hardship in that. If every officer, whether captain or 
private, was required to insure his property, moving from place 
to place as ‘he is, insuring property to-day in New York, to- 
morrow in Kansas, and the next week in San Francisco 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, they do not move quite as rapidly as that. 
When they get a good berth they generally stay for three years, 
and when they accumulate property they seldom stay less than 
a year, and the usual time for insurance is from one to three 
years, so that would not be any great hardship. 

Mr. MILLER. That is true in many instances, but in many 
instances they are required to change from place to place, and 
frequently, too; and I say the most meritorious case presented 
in this Congress of this kind is the one presented here, and 
every one of the others have been favorably reported to the 
House and passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, my friend from Kansas removes all glim- 
mer of hope that we can ever stop this thing, because when I 
suggest that we put the statute that allows the board of sur- 
yey to pay these claims in some instances the further provi- 
sion that no claim should be paid when the officer neglects to 
get insurance he presents the astounding obstacle to anything 
of that kind that because sometimes these gentlemen move often 
and at short notice it would be a hardship to require them 
to insure their property rather than to have the Government of 
the United States insure it, so I suppose we will go on in the 
same old hopeless way in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, in order that the last glimmer 
of hope may not be taken away from the gentleman from New 
York I want to say to him frankly that if he will formulate 
Jegislation such as suggested it will receive my hearty indorse- 
ment and active support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seem to have it. 

Mr. MILLER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, it looks to me there ought to 


‘together wi 


moa hundred ‘men to see this fun going on—at least a hun- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, I hope that we 
shall not get into any tangle over the question of no quorum at 
this time. 

Mr. MADDOX. I believe we ought to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That question can come up when we get out 
of committee. A number of gentlemen have come to me very 
anxious to know whether we are going to adjourn over until 
Monday. I told them I was going to make that motion, and 
some gentlemen have gone away from the House on account of 
the assurance that I have given them, and I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw the point of no quorum, so that the committee may 
rise, and then I will make the motion, and the House can go 
back into committee. 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not make the point to obstruct busi- 
ness. I think the other gentlemen ought to be here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman withdraw his point tem- 
porarily, and allow the chairman of the committee to move the 
committee rise? 

Mr. MADDOX. I withdraw it. 

Mr. GRAFF. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PALMER having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CAMPBELL, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration sundry bills upon the 
Private Calendar and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the considera- 
tion of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th 
Whole House, Mr. CAMPBELL in the chair. . 


JAMES F. M`INDOE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia makes the 
point that a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. MADDOX. I withdraw it, as I see some others have 
come in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of or- 
der; the ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 


AGNES W. HILLS AND SARAH J. HILLS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8113) for the relief of Agnes W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8113) for the rellef of Agnes W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Agnes W. Hills and Sarah J. 

a the wera G . out at any monay in — — 7 Ader 

wise appropriated, the value of personal proper ng 

G. Hills and Alfred C. Hills, both d „ taken and converted to the 

use of the United States by the military forces of the United States. 


Mr. PAYNE. I call for the reading of the report, Mr. Chair- 
man, in my time. 
The report, by Mr. TIRRELL, was read as follows: 


The Committee on Clai to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
an) for the relief of J. Hills and Agnes W. Hills, report as 
‘ollows : 

It appears from the papers in the case, which are very volumino 
that . — Butler, while’ in command at New Orleans, suppressed 
and took possession of the True Delta newspaper for a violation of 
a proclamation, and that the W was occupied and used for 
— . — ee for the Army, and a paper issued publishing orders, 

amations, etc. 

2 General Butler was finally succeeded in command at New Orleans 
by Gen. N. P. Banks, who, by Special Order No. 40, dated February 
9, 1863, granted permission to the workmen employed on the Daily 
Delta to continue its publication until further orders, under the man- 
agement of its foreman, one Henry Green. 

TA = following day, by Special Orders, No. 41, General Banks 

rected : 

“Paragraph 10. The newspaper and job office of the Dally Del 

the ‘gre paper, type, ink, materials, etc., will be turn 
over to Lieut. Col. Alfred C. Hills, Fourth Regiment Louisiana Native 
Guards, and to Albert G. Hills, esq., who are charged with the publica- 
—.— ne eg tered Delta newspaper and the management of the job office 
rom < 

On March 5, 1863, by — Orders, No. 64, General Banks directed: 

“Paragraph 6. Lieut. Col. Alfred C 
First Lieut. Albert G. Hills, Fourth 


Guards, an uisiana Native 
Guards, are detailed for special duty in this city (New Orleans) to take 
c of the Era n and job office, to date, the former from 
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one until May, 1863, and the other until July, 1863, at which dates they 
resigned their commissions. But they continued in the management 
and charge of the Era. The Era was the same establishment as the 
Daily Delta, the name only having been changed. 

In October, 1863, under the orders of the President of the United 
States directing captured and abandoned property, not uired for 
military purposes, to be turned over to the military authorities to the 
special agan of the Treasury Department, General Banks's quarter- 
master, Colonel Holabird, turned over this property to B. F. Flanders, 
1 agent of the Treasury Department, but on the 25th of October, 
1863, General Banks, by a letter to Mr. Flanders, setting forth the 
necessity of having a newspaper for the 8 of his proclama- 
tions, orders, etc., withdrew the property from Flanders, revoking 
Colonel Holabird's action. 

5 of March, 1864, General Banks, by Special Orders, No. 
rected : 

t Paragraph 8. The editors of the Era, Messrs. Hills & Hills, bein 
unable to continue the business of publication together, are reliev 
from thé operations of the order issued in regard to the management 
of the Era. The conducting of the paper is hereby assigned to Messrs. 
J. W. Fairfax and T. G. Tracy, emp oroa in the office, to be conducted 
under the same general regulations and instructions given to the Messrs. 
Hills by paragraph 10 of Special Order 41, of 1863, from these head- 
quarters, and by letter dated February, 1863. Capt. Stephen Hoyt, 
mayor; Col. Frank E. Howe, and James T. Tucker are hereby appointed 
to settle the affairs of the concern, and will report their judgment to 
these headquarters for confirmation.” 

On the 7th of April, 1864, the Commission named above made a re- 
port, which is as follows: 

“The undersigned, appointed a Commission by Special Order 67, De- 
partment of the Gulf, a copy of which is herewith inclosed, to settle 
he affairs of the Era concern, haye the honor to respectfully report 
that, after an investigation into the affairs of the Era, they recommend 
that the management and conducting of the 2 known as the Era 
be turned over to Messrs. J. W. Fairfax and T. G. Tracy, now and for 
a ing ume past igs tgs bem of the Era; it, however, being understood 
that the status of the Government in regard to the management of the 
paper and the office is in no way changer by the action of the Commis- 
sion, or rather by its recommendation. We do this because we believe 
that it is impossible and impracticable to settle the differences between 
the Messrs. Hills & Hills. o do this it seems to be necessary for the 
Government to advance to the Messrs. Hills & Hills, as due them at 
the date of the order (March 16, 2 for stock in the office as below 
mentioned, exclugive, of course, of all the type and material in the 
office belonging to the Government, or as left JE 
77 ane sone of the possession given to Hil 


Mr. PAYNE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman,I did 
not hear the bill read; but from what has been read of the re- 
port it appears that this is a war claim, and I make the point of 
order that this bill is not in order to-day, although it is reported 
from the Committee on Claims. I do not know that the point is 
well taken, looking at the order which provides that bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims are in order to-day. It 
is reported by that committee, but I do not see why the point 
of order would not be tenable under that language. The rule, 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to-day, under this special order, is 
for bills reported from the Committee on Claims. Under the 
call of committees a bill is in order that is on the House Calen- 
dar, and when it is found that it is improperly on the House 
Calendar and a point of order is made that it should be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, it immediately goes to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. From the reading of the report thus far 
it appears that this is a war claim and ought not to come here 
under this order. 

Mr. GRAFF. -I think if the gentleman from New York will 
look into it more fully he will see that it is not a claim arising 
out of property seized in consequence of the war; but it 
arose—— 

Mr. PAYNE. It arose under the military occupation of New 
Orleans by the army under General Butler. 

Mr. GRAFF. A sort of contractual relation existed be- 
tween the claimants and the Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. And the officers were under the command of 
the Government; and that being true, it would not be a war 
claim. 


Messrs. Clark & Brown 
& Hills, the sum of 


Mr. PAYNE. Was not this property taken and the men put 
in charge? 

Mr. GRAFF. It was retained. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was retained by the Government. 

Mr. GRAFF. The property was not seized. It was retained. 

Mr. PAYNE. By the Government? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a war claim. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think there would be a distinction. 

Mr. TIRRELL. This bill has been before Congress a number 


of times in both branches and has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, the reports have been made, and no objection 
heretofore of this character has ever been raised against the 
bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the bill ever been reached before? 

Mr. TIRRELL. It has been passed upon by this House and 
failed, because of lack of time, to be passed upon by the other 
branch, and vice versa. I will call the attention of the gentle- 


man from New York to the fact that during the last Congress 
the ice bill, which was for ice furnished the military authorities 
during the war, was a bill on which he argued so ably and vig- 
orously. 

Mr. PAYNE. And so unayailingly. A 

I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the distinction 


between this and the ice bill. There was no claim that the 
Government had ever retained the ice. In fact, it was dubious 
whether there was any ice at all. But in this case these gentle- 
men furnished the material with which to run this printing 
office in the military district under the command of General 
Butler. Then, as the chairman of the committee says, and the 
report seems to indicate, the United States authorities retained 
the property and converted it to their own use. Now, does the 
gentleman see the distinction between the ice, in the bill to 
which he has referred, and the paraphernalia for a newspaper 
office, under these circumstances? j 

Mr. TIRRELL. And if the gentleman was more familiar 
with the bill, he would know that both of these claims arose 
under contracts which were made with civilians. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the Government took possession of the 
property. It does not make any difference whether the prop- 
erty came in pursuance of a contract made by the Government 
or was the property of a resident of New Orleans during the 
war. The claim is for the Government detaining the property. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears by the reading of the bill that 
it is a war claim. Reference to the Committee on Claims under 
the precedents of this House does not give jurisdiction to that 
committee. It appears that the precedent is as follows: 

The erroneous reference of a private bill to a committee not entitled 
to jurisdiction does not confer it, and a point of order is good when 
bill comes up for consideration, either in the House or in Committee of 
the Whole. 

So it is evident that the bill can not be considered at this 
time, and will have to be sent back. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Will the Chair hear me for a moment on 
that question? 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the question of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TIRRELL. That of the ground upon which the decision 
is based, that it is a war claim; the report has presented to the 
House the facts in this case which determine that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bases his decision that this is 
a war claim upon the language in the bill beginning in line 8, 
“belonging to Albert G. Hills and Alfred C. Hills, both de- 
ceased, taken and converted to the use of the United States by 
the military forces of the United States.” 

Mr. GRAFF. May I say a word in reference to the point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Answering further the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TIRRELL], the rule of jurisdiction over 
claims arising out of any war in which the United States has 
been engaged is that they must be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, may I make a single suggestion 
to the Chair? That is, I understand the precedents are that 
when there has been debate intervening between the reading of 
the bill and the point of order, the point of order is not well 
taken. The facts in this case are that when the bill was read 
the gentleman from New York arose and asked that the report 
be made in his time, which would be tantamount to the gentle- 
‘man from New York making a speech upon the merits of the 
claim, and during the redding of the report there was an inter- 
ruption, made, I believe, by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. TIRRELL], and the gentleman from Massachusetts took part 
in the debate on the merits of the claim, and I think the record 
will show that he was followed by the gentleman from New 
York, who again participated in the debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grarr] is 
not quite right about the facts. I asked for a reading of the 
report. I did not find that the bill was a war claim until I 
heard a part of the report read. 

a PEAD, At all eyents there had been debate upon the 
subjec ` 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that no objec- 
tion of this kind was made, and the Chair has already decided 
that the bill is out of order. It is too late now to change that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. GRAFF] that that is the general rule; but it would 
only have been fair to the Chair to have called his attention 
to that fact prior to his decision. The decision of the Chair 
was made upon what the Chair understands to be the prece- 
dents of the House, and on the case that was made upon the 
floor. The point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois 
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[Mr. Grarr] was not made in time. The Chair stands by his Mr. PAYNE. I hope we will have an explanation of this bill. 


ruling. 
LINDLEY c. KENT AND JOSEPH JENKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1352) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins as 
the sureties of Frank A. Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That gree C. Kent and J h Jenkins, sure- 
ties upon the bond of Frank A. Webb for the faithful performance of 


his contract for the construction, erection, and delivery 22 b. buildings for 
the new Port Penn light station, Delaware ge Some. Tight house district), 


expense, an 
failure Lad e agentes 1 — pre rere i pot 
Be t extra cost such work, Put also been, 


et, subjected to a very hea ty for N com atian of 
the work, du due to the said Webb's ure and not to any fa ir 
own, a ty far in excess of the actual extra thereby caused 


to the areas States, be, and they are hereby, released from so Tauen of 
said penalty as is in excess of the actual extra expense to the United 
States by reason of said delays; and that the engineer of the eee 
z light-house district be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pa 
e said Lindley C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins the unpaid balance of a 
Be ral amount of said contract, less the aforesaid actual extra 
— Bs United States by reason of said delays: Provided, however, hat 
ent shall not be made until said engineer is satisfied that 
— — used and all nye * in the construction of said dulld. 
ings have been duly paid fo: 

Mr. LIND. Mr. . Instead of calling for the reading 
of the report, I trust the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
will accept a brief statement of the facts. 

A gentleman by the name of Webb took the contract to build 
a light-house at Port Penn, Del. The contract.price was some 
$4,400. The contractor gave the usual bond, with two sureties. 
Shortly after taking the contract he absconded. The bondsmen 
proceeded to complete the building, and, as returned by the Gov- 
ernment engineers, actually expended over $6,000 in completing 
the structure. They were delayed beyond the contract period 
seventy-seven days. The contract called for a penalty of $20 a 
day, which the accounting officer of the Government exacted. 
The Government was put to no extra expense on account of this 
delay, except in the sum of $500. Now, the sureties of the ab- 
sconding contractor simply ask that the portion of the penalty 
withheld be allowed them, less the extra expense incurred by 
the Government for delay, supervision, and examination. 

The bill is so eminently fair that I do not believe anyone can 
object to its payment. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much were they delayed by the abscond- 
ing principal? 

Mr. LIND. Seventy-seven days. 

Mr. PAYNE. They were delayed by reason of his absence 
seventy-seven days? 

Mr. LIND. He absconded. 

Mr. PAYNE. They went at it as quickly as they reasonably 
could? 

Mr. LIND. They went at it and expended nearly $2,000 of 
their own funds and materials in excess of the contract price. 

On motion of Mr. Grarr, the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


W. R. AKERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3950) for the relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, Nebr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


2 the register and receiver of Saget United States land office at 
— —.— duly authorized by the honorable Commissioner 


FX the Office of the United States to em por a_stenog- 
rapher and typ nies operator as a contest clerk in sald’ United States 
land office a liance, Nebr., in 1892, and pursuant thereto did employ 


_ one W. G. 8 ‘and sald W. G. Buehner earned the sum of 


ce 
as receiver of said United States land office, rightfully paid to 
N ig: G. Buehner said sum of $79.50 for said services, but overlooked 
obtaining a voucher therefor, f said W. G. B 
ner are unknown, and said er and receiver did not keep a ot 
showing the number of words reduced to wrens by sald W. G. 
Buehner as such contest clerk during his service ; 

Whereas the honorable Commissioner of the General Land a of 
the United States, under the rules and regulations governing him, has 
declined to re “ga the said W. R. Akers for the payment of said 
$79.50 to said W. 5 by reason of the nonproduction of a 
8 l executed b . Buehner, for such pa, ent to him 
by Akers, an sald W. G. Buehner, for, such p ee feen 
be lad did not keep a record of the precise number of wo —.— 
to writing by said contest clerk in each 1 case, and the hon- 
orable Commissioner of the General Land Office of the United States 
grant that said W. R. Akers is entitled to equitable relief in the full 
amount oe his Spot oe 879.50: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the . —ç officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are Heraty "authorized to pay, out of any of $18. not not exer. 
wise appropriated, o the said W. R. Akers the —.— of i 50, to reim- 
burse 7 tisfy him for that amount paid by him the Government 


to W. Buehner for his salary as contest clerk — “the United States 
land otce at Alliance, Nebr., for salary for a one-quarter service in the 
year 1 


Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
KINKAID]. 

Mr. KINKAID. Mr. Chairman, the bill explains itself. It is 
for the relief of a receiver of the United States land office, who 
paid a debt of the Government and now desires to be reimbursed 
by this method. It came about under these circumstances: The 
law authorizes the receiver and register to employ contest clerks 
when the business of the office will justify it, and there was no 
question but that the business of the office justified it in this 
ease, This contest clerk was employed. . The litigants, the con- 
testants, and contestees pay for the services of the contest 
clerks. The money thus paid goes to the credit of the Govern- 
ment, and the officers are authorized by the law to pay out of 
this fund the salary of the contest clerk. That was done in 
this case; there is no question about that; but the rules and 
regulations of the Department require that an account must be 
kept of the exact number of words written by the contest clerk, 
and that was not observed in this case. That could have been 
remedied if a voucher could have been furnished, signed by the 
contest clerk. That voucher could not be furnished, because the 
contest clerk removed to parts unknown, and his whereabouts 
have not since been ascertained. 

Mr. GRAFF. May I ask the gentleman from Nebraska a 
question? 

Mr. KINKAID. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. This contest clerk is an officer of the Govern- 
ment? He is not a private employee of the official? 

Mr. KINKAID. He is a servant of the Government. 

Mr. GRAFF. Now, under the law it is the duty of the official 
who has the authority to appoint the contest clerk to report to 
the Government the amount of work that he does, so that the 
Government can make up his account and pay him? 

Mr. KINKAID. Yes, sir; he would have done that in this 
case, except that the contest clerk left too soon for him to secure 
from him a youcher as to the number of words, and the Depart- 
ment requires a voucher from its clerks as to the number of 
words, 

Mr. GRAFF. Do I understand that the claimant here is the 
contest clerk? 

Mr. KINKAID. No, sir; it is the receiver of the land office 
that is the claimant here. He paid the contest clerk. There is 
no doubt about that; but he did not secure the voucher of the 
contest clerk, overlooking it. When he thought of it the con- 
test clerk had gone. 

Mr. GRAFF. This is simply to reimburse him for money he 
paid out for the United States Government for which he was 
unable to obtain a voucher in the regular way because the em- 
ployee had left before he could secure a voucher. 

Mr. KINKAID. Yes; before he could secure a voucher. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, The Land Commissioner con- 
cedes all that. 

Mr. KINKAID. The Department recognizes this fact and 
a this relief which is now sought by this bill of 

79.50. 

Mr. GRAFF.. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE M’GHEHEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9758) for the relief of the heirs of George McGhehey for services 
rendered as mail contractor. 

The clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it Seer etc., That the 8 the Treasury be, and he is 
5 ay to the heirs of McGhehey, deceased, the 

balance to 8 it of said George McGehey, for service found due 

actor on routes No. 7870 and No, 7871, Arkansas, during 1861, as 
balance to credit of said Geo MeGehey, for service found due 
he, hry gage 1 to March 31, 1861, i the date to which said service was 


Mr. (ea Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a very brief 
explanation as to this small amount allowed in this bill, $137.39. 
The account arises upon a mail contract which was in existence 
as far back as 1858 and continued until July 1, 1861, when the 
war opened up and the Postmaster-General discontinued and 
canceled all contracts previous to May 31, 1861. This party had 
received his pay for his contract up to January 1, 1861. So that 
there remains from that time, May 31, 1861, a balance due him; 
the Department only had certified to a balance for the first quar- 
ter of that year—that is, from January 1 to March 31, amount- 
ing to $137.39. This has been reported favorably by the Post- 
master-General, who states that the records of his Department 
show that George McGhehey, of Powhatan, Ark., was contractor 
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on routes 7870, Powhatan to Batesville, and 7871, Powhatan to 
Gainesville, Ark., for the contract term beginning July 1, 1858. 
By an order of the Postmaster-General all service on these and 
other routes in the Southern States was discontinued May 31, 
1861. 

The matter was referred to the Treasury Department, and 
the Acting Auditor also certified that the records of his office 
show that George McGhehey, of Powhatan, Ark., was the con- 
tractor for carrying the mails on routes 7870 and 7871, Ar- 
kansas, during 1861, and that there is a balance of $137.39 
standing to the credit of his account for service from January 
1 to March 31, 1861, the date to which the service was certified. 

There is also, Mr. Chairman, an affidavit from the claimant 
to Aa effect that no portion of this amount has been received 
by him. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


ITALIAN-SWISS AGRICULTURAL COLONY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11370) to relieve the Italian-Swiss Agricultural Colony from the 
internal-reyenue tax on certain spirits destroyed by fire. 

The clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Itallan-Swiss Agricultural 88 


assessment having been pla 
the . destruction 


call 
tillery Kor 108, located at Asti, C 
Ma bef sal 


dera, Cal., and winery for 
fortifying pure sweet w. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
hereby authorized and directed to cancel the said assessment without 


the payment of the aforesaid tax or any part or portion thereof. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately after its passage 
and approval. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
bill is plainly stated in the body of the measure. This grape 
brandy withdrawn from the company’s distillery at Asti, Cal., 
was shipped by the Italian-Swiss colony from that place 
to Madera for the purpose of fortifying sweet wines. On its 
arrival at Madera, and before it was removed from the car, 
some 10 barrels were destroyed by fire. One of the barrels 
dropped to the floor, broke open, and when a train hand went 
into the car with his lantern it ignited the gas and an explosion 
occurred and 10 barrels were destroyed. Under the law this 
brandy would not have been required to pay a tax if it had 
been used for the purpose of fortifying their wine. It has been 
destroyed by fire, and there is no way by which the Internal- 
Revenue Commissioner can relieve them, as they are informed, 
from this assessment without an act of Congress. The pres- 
ent Commissioner of Internal-Rerenue recommends the passage 
of this measure. The United States will not suffer any loss, 
but these people will be simply relieved from the damage they 
have sustained. 

Mr. GRAFF. The goods were shipped in bond, were they not? 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. So that there was no tax actually paid by 
them, but if the goods had reached their destination and were 
used for the purpose for which they were intended there would 
never have been any tax paid or due. 

Mr. BELL of California. No tax would have been collectible 
at all. 

Mr. GRAFF. The bond was given simply as an assurance 
that the goods would not be taken and used for some other pur- 


Se. 

Mr. BELL of California. That is the exact situation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Had the brandy passed out of the custody of 
the officers? 

Mr. BELL of California. Of the internal-revenue officers? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. The goods were in a bonded car. 

Mr. BELL of California. Of course constructively it was 
still in the possession of the internal- revenue officers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any recommendation that the bill 
should pass from the Secretary of the Treasury or the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue? 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes; from the Commisssioner of 
Internal Revenue. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does he recommend the passage of this bill? 

Mr, BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. In cases of this kind the Treasury Department 


has always made a distinction when the spirits were out of the 
control of the United States Government and under the control 


of the individual. If the spirits were under the control of the 
Government at the time the fire occurred, then we have always 
paid the claim or remitted it, but we have refused to pay where 
the goods have passed out of the control of the Government and 
into the hands of the individuals. Of course they have then to 
become their own insurers. 

Mr. LIND. These barrels were in a bonded car. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is under the control of the Goy- 
ernment, because under the law the Government has to have 
an agent there at the winery, as I understand. 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. GRAFF. I desire to go on record at this time by saying 
that it has been the disposition of the committee, so far as I 
have served on it, to refuse to report bills—and there have 
been a number of them—where the goods have been taken out 
of the distillery and the tax paid and where they were in the 
possession of the parties who were shipping them, and shipping 
them away for the purposes of use. In those cases we have 
refused to remit the taxes in case of destruction. 

Mr. LIND. This is not a refundment. 

Mr. BELL of California. This simply cancels the assess- 
nar bp now stands against the spirits. It is not to refund 
anything. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 


RAMON O. WILLIAMS AND JOSEPH A. SPRINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2052) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph A. 
Springer. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Treasury not otherwise 5 — 


consul-general at Habana, xpended by 


= at Habana, the ee eee te ed b 
Ire in tober, 189 
1895, amounts = 1 95 on my 8 E DONT 

ent and as recommen or paymen e State — 
ment to the Fifty sixth Con 8 


-fifth and hab E „ and reported to 
the House and passed by the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the report 
on this bill. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph A. Springer, have 
carefully examined the same and now report it back to the House with 
the recommendation that it do without amendment, and make the 
report of the Senate in the Fifty-eighth Congress on a bill (S. 747) of 
the same tenor a part of this report, as follows: 

“The bill provides for the payment of the following sums to the two 
claimants named: 


To Ramon O. WIIIlams = Sie 
TO ESS pie RS Pe ea aae 


“These claims were p in the Senate as amendments to the de- 
ficiency appropriation bills of the second and third sessions of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, and in both of said sessions the amendments were 
favorably RE ig and passed the Senate, but were stricken out in con- 
ference. A bill covering the same claims was introduced in the Senate 


$2, 222. 08 
3 200. 54 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, January 5, 190}. 
“Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration 

of Congress a communication from the Secretary of State of the 4th in- 
stant, recommending certain increases in the estimates and items for 
insertion and consideration in connection with the diplomatic and con- 
sular yg neh das oo bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

pectfully, 


H. A, TAYLOR, Acting Secretary. 
“The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


“ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
“ Washington, January 4, 1905. 
“Sim: I have the honor to request that the following recommenda- 
ee ie 5 6 marion Sis the A ox 
m s Department for the omatic and cons service for 
the fiscal year beginning July 1, i904: 
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“ CLAIMS. 
“An appropriation of $2,222.08 to Ramon O. Williams while consul- 


general of the United States at Habana, Cuba, for ditures neces- 
sarily incurred by him for extra clerical assistance during the years 
1892 to 1896, and to Joseph A. Springer $200.54 for the same purpose 
while he was in charge of the Habana office at various times from 1892 
to 1895. In this connection attention is called to a letter of this De- 
1 of February 21, 1902, to the Committee on Claims, House of 
resentatives, and one of March 6, 1902, to the Committee on Claims, 
United States Senate. These letters contain a full statement with ref- 
erence to these two claims, the payment of which is earnestly urged by 
this Department. 
. . s ka * . * 
“Francis B. Loomis, 
“Acting Secretary. 
“The SECRETARY OF STATE: 
“The letters of 1 21, 1902, and March 6, 1902, above re- 
ferred to, contained a full and complete statement of the facts in 
the case, and were identical in substance. Your committee quote the 
letter addressed to their chairman, which was as follows: 


“ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
“ Washington, March 6, 1902. 

“Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 
dated the 4th instant, requesting a_ statement with reference to 
1 No. 3967 for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph 
ringer. ; 

s In reply I have to say that the amounts named in the bill were 
r. Wiliams when consul-general of the United States at 
Cuba, and by Mr. Springer, vice-consul-general, when in 
charge of the office during the absence of Mr. Williams, for clerical 


assistance over and above that for which allowances had been regu- 
larly made. Extra clerical help was absolutely necessary, largely on 
account of the reciprocity agreement between the Uni States and 


Spain, which gave the official at Habana an immense amount of work, 
especially in connection with the claims and protests presented by 
importers of American products (who were entitled to certain fran- 
ch under the said a ment) a the errors and misinterpre- 
tations due to mutual delay in publishing the joint repertory agreed 
upon by the two Governments. 

“Acting under the instructions of this Department the consul-general 
at Habana received all such 8 not only those presented at Ha- 
bana, but also those presented to other consular officers of this Govern- 
ment in Cuba. The 8 of these protests, the preliminary con- 
sultations in connection therewith, the recording, filing, and translation 
of the documents and the correspondence with the fiscal authorities of 
Cuba, which was conducted oma 4 in two languages, gave the office 
such a vast amount of work that it was impossible to carry it on with 
the regular force 8 

“All the protests and claims made by importers to Cuba of American 
products, under the reciprocity ment, were presented to our con- 
sular officers, and not in any case to Spanish notaries. 

It is proper to add in this connection that not a dollar was charged 
for any service connected with the business named, either for an official 
fee or for any personal service of an unofficial notarial or clerical 
character, nor for extra hours of labor, the sole purpose of the office 
being to aid in every possible way the development of our commerce 
with Cuba. Moreover, had not the consul-general employed tried and 
capable clerical assistance the detriment to American commerce would 
have been marked. 

“On account of the long distance of Cuba from Spain the consul- 
general at Habana performed many services involving diplomatic or 
semidiplomatic functions, and the number of such services during the 
period covered by the claim in question was unusually large. No extra 
compensation was given the consul-general for work of character 
done by him, which involved extra clerical help. 

“In view of the foregoing facts the Department is decidedly of the 
opinion that the claim of Mr. Williams for $2,222.08 and of Mr. 
Ponnan for $200.54 is just and reasonable and should be allowed by 

longress. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient erent 
“JoHN Hay. 


“Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 
“ Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate.” 


Mr. PAYNE. I did not notice the date of the letter from the 
Secretary of State. Can the gentleman tell me whether that 
letter was before the conference committee and before the 
House when this was struck out of the appropriation bill? 

Mr. GRAFF. No; it was not. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would seem, according to the report, that 
the Senate put it in the appropriation bill and that it came over 
to the House and was voted out. It then went to conference 
and finally went out. 

Mr. GRAFF. I find the date of this is March 6, 1902. 

Mr. PAYNE. What was the date of the conference? 

Mr. GRAFF. That must have been three or four years ago. 
The letter of the Secretary of State sets out very clearly that it 
was necessary to have this clerical help on account of the reci- 
procity treaty with Spain at the time and that these amounts 
were absolutely paid out by the consul-general and vice-consul 
for necessary help incurred at that time. They have received 
no fees for their services, and the Secretary of State states that 
it was a proper bill of expense. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think anyone who knows him would 
question a statement made by Mr. Williams. 

Mr. GRAFF. It is simply a question of reimbursing them for 
this money which was paid out by them necessarily for the 
Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not like to encourage the practice of con- 
suls incurring extra expense, and then coming to Congress for 


an appropriation to reimburse them. There might haye been 
a necessity for it in this case. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 


R. D. ASHFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of Lockport, Niagara 
County, N. Y. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of Lockport, 
Niagara County, N. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to R. D. Ashford, of Lockport, 
Niagara County, N. Y., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $420, that sum being for the rent of three 
parlors of the American Hotel, at 1 N. Y., and damage to car- 
pets and furniture of said three parlors while they were occupied for 
eee u at the time of the destruction of the Sa Opera 

ouse, at rt, N. Y., on the morning of January 5, 1881, which 
was then partly occupied under lease by the Post-Office Department as 
a post-office. 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like to have some statement or a read- 
ing of the report. I call for a reading of the report, if no one 
yolunteers a statement. 

Mr.GRAFF. If the gentleman from New York insists upon 
a reading of the report, I will ask that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can not the gentleman make a statement? 

Mr. GRAFF. The bill was introduced by Mr. WADSWORTH of 
New York. Mr. Hubbard, postmaster of Lockport, makes an 
affidavit setting forth the facts, as follows: 


Richard D. Ashford filed with the Post-Office Department, at Wash- 
ington, in March, 1881, for use, rent, etc., of parlors A, B, and G, in 
the American Hotel, in said city of Lockport, as an ee. post- 
office during the month of January, 1881, occasioned by the burning 
of the Opera House Building, in which the t-office was located. 

I, as postmaster, was compelled at that time to take the first place 
that I could procona for the sorting and distributing of the United 
States mails. procured the lors in said hotel—as mentioned herein— 
of Mr. Ashford, only expec f to use them or remain there for one 
day; but circumstances made it necessary for me to occupy the rooms 
from January 5 to February 1. The reason for such occupancy for 80 
long a time was— 

First. The burning of the building in which the post-office was lo- 
cated. 

Second. Being unable to obtain suitable rooms elsewhere at once and 
fit them up, I remained in the hotel until 8 1. 

Third. Phe store which was afterwards (March 1) moved into was 
No. 1, Central block, and had to be vacated and fitted up for the pur- 

of the post-office, which fitting up took January and part of Feb- 
ruary of said year. 

The rental of the general post-office in this city was $600 per year. 


That was the amount of rent paid to Mr. aes for many years for 
the use of the post-office in the Hodge opara ouse building and in 
No. 1 Central Block, which he furnished and fitted up. He had nothing 


to do with the procuring of the rooms in the American Hotel for the 
use of the post-office; there was no part of the money coming into my 
hands for rent or other purposes paid to R. D. Ashford for the use 
of his premises, and no money was ever sent to me or allowed by the 

fice Department from which I could pay for the use of the same 
which use was 1 by me at the time and by affidavits submitted 
by me since that time. 

I can see no reason why Mr. Ashford should not receive his pay for 
the use and accommodation he furnished to the United States post- 
office in his hotel, which occupied three of his most eligible rooms in 
the hotel, and which were furnished with carpets, besides the incon- 
venience to the people of the hotel, the rush and scramble of seekers 
for their mail, which was no doubt owing to the t-office being con- 
tained in said hotel for more than one day, and Mr. Ashford suffered 
more loss in his business and inconvenience than he could realize by 
his receiving the payment of his bill by the United States. 


Mr. PAYNE. I see the gentleman from New York who in- 
troduced the bill is here, and I would like to ask him a question 
or two. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will be very glad to answer. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask if the owner of this hotel 
ever received any rent from the Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not that I know of. I rely entirely 
in this matter upon the report of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the Postmaster-General say so? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think he does. I will say to the gen- 
tleman I have not looked at this report for a year. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman said the Postmaster- 
General so reports. 

Mr. MILLER. The language of the Posmaster-General, if 
the gentleman from New York pleases, is: 

So far as the records of this office show, no claim was made by Mr. 
Ashford for rent of the rooms in the hotel, and it was not until Janu- 
ary 15, 1891—nearly ten years afterwards—that Mr. Ashford filed a 
claim for rent. This claim was rejected by the apparentl 
on the ground that it had not been presented at the proper time, an 
that the appropriation had lapsed and been covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the amount of this bill is based on the 
$600 rental. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois, as I have 
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not gotten much information, how is that amount arrived at in 
this bill? Are we paying for carpets or for rent. How do you 
arrive at the amount carried in this bill? 

Mr. GRAFF. I suggest that the gentleman get into a con- 
troversy with his colleague from New York about that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I stated that I relied absolutely upon 
the report of the Postmaster-General. I have no knowledge 
whatever of the details other than it. Here is what the Post- 
master-General says: 

The records show conclusively that no rent was paid Mr. R. G. Ash- 
ford for rent of the three rooms in the hotel building for the month of 
January, 1881; and while there is no question that he was entitled to 
e Bae ge it is not possible at this time (twenty-one years after- 
wards) for this Department to determine the rental value of the rooms 
and the amount to which he is entitled. The rental paid for permanent 
quarters for the office at that time was at the rate of . annum, 
increased to $1,000 per annum April 1, 1882, and it is ore for the 
committee to decide what amount should be paid for rent of the 
rooms, including damage to ts and furniture, from Jan 5 to 
February 1, 1881, and whether the claimant is entitled to in 
5 h is the whole thing in a nutshell, as far as the knowledge 

ave. 

Mr. PAYNE. And this committee did not give him interest? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; they did not. 

ees PAYNE. Did they give him any more than the rental 
value 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think not. Mr. Johnson, the First 
‘Assistant Postmaster-General, in his report says: “I will say 
in this connection, however, that this claim is undoubtedly meri- 
torious, and if referred to this office will receive favorable con- 
sideration.” 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of thé 
gentleman from Illinois, that the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HANNAH 8, CRANE AND OTHERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 10558) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane and oth- 
ers to the Court of Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (I. R. 10558) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane and others 
to the Court of Claims. 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, con- 
ferred on the Court of Claims to hear the claim of Hannah S. 


e 
and others for the rent and value of certain real 8 in the city 
of San Francisco, in the State of California, in whi ey claim an 


undivided one-sixth interest, upon the eyidence already filed in said 
court and such additional legal evidence as may be hereafter presented 
on either side; and if said court shall find that said parties acquired 
a valid title to said real property as claim said court shall award 
the said parties a fair and reasonable rent for the use of the undi- 
vided one-sixth Aps of said Lily rete for the time, if any, the same 
has been occupied by the United States as a branch mint, or othe 

and also a suitable indemnity for said undivided one-sixth part of 

proverty and the receipt of such rent and indemnity shall thereafter 

r any further claim 1 for the use of sald property, or 
for the value thereof. ore receiving the same, all of said par- 
ties shall execute a release to the United States for all right, title, and 
interest whatsoever In and to the said property, and any defense, set- 
off, or counterclaim may be pleaded by the United States, as defend- 
ants, as in cases within the general ction of the court, and 
elther party shall have the same right of appeal as in such cases, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it appears that this claim has 
been before the Court of Claims before. I hope the report is 
not so long but that we can get information from that, because 
the evidence, the oral evidence, of the living witnesses seems to 
be a little shaky. I do not mean in any improper sense; but 
gentlemen do not seem to be able to give us the facts. 

Mr. GRAFF. I accept the apology of the gentleman from 
New York, and refer him to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Chairman, the facts in this case are 
briefly that in 1852 Congress passed an act for the building of 
a branch mint in San Francisco, and appropriated $300,000 
therefor. The Secretary of the Treasury entered into a con- 
tract providing for the building of this mint in the city of San 
Francisco. There was also a provision in the contract which 
provided that an additional piece of ground, of about 20 feet, 
immediately adjoining where the building was being constructed, 
might also be acquired, with the provision that the contractor 
should give a good title to the United States within ninety days, 
This additional ground was also found to be necessary, and the 
Government obtained the property in this way: It was owned 
by three gentlemen in partnership—the contractor was one of 
these persons. His name was Curtis, and he executed a deed 
to the Government. One of the partners was on the sea at that 
time, and it seems that he died and his interest was never con- 
veyed to the Government, although the Government accepted 
title. Subsequently the successors in interest of this partner 
that died brought an action in ejectment in the courts of Cali- 


fornia and also in the United States court, and their title was 
sustained, and it was determined by the supreme court of Cali- 
fornia, and also by the United States court, that their title was 
good, and they have never parted with the title—one-sixth 
interest in the land upon which this mint is situated. ? 

The case was referred to the Court of Claims once before by 
Congress, and the Court of Claims also found that the title was 
in these people; but the language of the former act was not 
sufficiently broad to determine what damages the claimants 
were entitled to, and this bill is simply to re-refer, so that the 
claimants shall obtain the amount they are entitled to, to- 
gether with whatever indemnity they are entitled to receive. 

Mr. PERKINS. What damages do they claim? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. They have never received anything; an 
also what is right for a quitclaim deed. z 

Mr. PERKINS. Do they claim one-sixth interest in the land? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. One-sixth in the property attempted to be 
conveyed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the building on that? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The United States Government occupies 
it to-day. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is the purpose of the bill to allow them the 
value of this land as it is to-day, with the building on it, or the 
value of the land as the Government took it? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The language of the bill is: 

If said court shall find that said parties acquired a valid title to 
sald real property as claimed, said court shall award the said ties 
a fair and reasonable rent for the use of the undivided one-s 


of said property for the time, if any, the same has been occupied by 
the United States as a branch mint. 


Mr. PERKINS. What becomes of the fee? : 

Mr. GRAFF (reading from the bill). “And also a suitable 
indemnity for said undivided one-sixth part of said property.” 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The provision of the bill is that they 
should convey suitable title. 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not think there is any doubt but what 
the court in that case will simply ascertain what the value of 
the property was at the time that it was taken by the United 
States Government, with interest, probably, from that time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the bill providing for rent will give 
these people for over fifty years the rental value that has come 
by the erection of that building by the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, no; the rental of the property which they 
own—the ground rental value. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Of one-sixth part? 

Mr. GRAFF. One-sixth part. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me there ought to be an amend- 
ment that will make this clear, because these people ought not to 
recover an unjust sum from the Government. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill seems to be in conflict with 
the common practice for settling that kind of cases. It provides 
for rent up to the present time and is to determne the value of 
the property up to this time. This implies the value of the prop- 
erty at that time. The value of the property at the time it was 
appropriated, with interest at the legal rate, seems to be the 
compensation asked in this claim. 

Mr. PERKINS. And just that, it seems to me. 

Bose CRUMPACKHER. That is the usual rule when property 
taken. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CruMPACKER] is right about that. . 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee why this question could not be better settled by condem- 
nation proceedings? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. These people have a judgment in ejectment. 

Mr. PAYNE. But suppose the Government should take pro- 
ceedings to defend this title? 

Mr. GRAFF. But suppose the Government does not? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. They can not compel the Government to do 
that. 

Mr. PAYNE. And they can not eject them. 

Mr. GRAFF. There would be no relief for them. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, certainly, this bill ought to have safe- 
guards to it to recover anything for the use of the betterments 
put on there by the United States, and also of the value of their 
title when the Government took it, it seems to me. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be amended by 
striking out all after the word “parties” in line 12, page 1, of 
the bill, up to and including the word “property” in line 3, 
page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “the market 
value of the undivided one-sixth of said property at the time 
possession was taken of it by the United States, together with 
legal interest thereon;” and then that there be stricken out 
after that, all after and including the word “and,” on page 2, 
in line 3, down to and including the word “ thereof,” on line 5. 
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Mr. PERKINS. What is the rate meant by “legal interest 
of California?“ 

Mr. BELL of California. Seven per cent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I suggest the amendment read “7 per 


cent.” That is enough interest for fifty years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will please 
restate the latter part of the amendment, with the words to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. GRAFF. Strike out commencing before the word “and,” 
and including that word, and all thereafter down to and includ- 
ing the word “thereof” in line 5, page 2. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the Clerk be requested to report 
the entire bill with the suggested amendment, so that we can 
understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10558) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane and others 
to the Court of Claims, 


Be it enacted, eto., That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, con- 
ferred on the Court of Claims to hear the claim of Hannah S. Crane and 
others for the rent and value of certain real ery. in the city of San 
Francisco, in the State of California, in whic ey claim an undivided 
one-sixth interest, upon the evidence already filed in said court and such 
additional legal evidence as may be he: er presented on either side; 
and if said court shall find that said parties acquired a valid title to 
said real panty as claimed, said court shall award the said parties 
the market value of the undivided one-sixth of said property at the time 
1 was taken of it by the United States, together with legal in- 

And bef the same, all of said parties shall 


rest thereon. ‘ore receivin, 
execute a release to the United Sta for all right, title, and interest 


whatsoever in and to the said A Unt and any defense, set-off, or 
counterclaim may be pleaded b nited States, as defendants, as in 
cases within the general jurisidiction of the court, and either party shall 
have the same right of appeal as in such cases. 


Mr. GRAFF. I also offer another amendment which I think 
would affect the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did I understand you to say that that is an- 
other amendment? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. I offer another amendment, to strike 
out the words “ for rent,” on page 1, in line 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the first amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
the attention of the committee during the discussion of this 
amendment. I am quite sure the committee will not vote to 
ai this amendment after being fully advised as to the facts in 

e case. 

Now, we are simply confronted with this situation: Hannah 
S. Grane and a number of other individuals in the State of Cal- 
ifornia own an undivided one-sixth interest in certain land 
upon which the United States mint stands in the city and 
county of San Francisco. This one-sixth interest which they 
own has been adjudicated by the highest court of the State of 
California. After the decision of the supreme court of the State 
of California the United States Government sued out a writ of 
error and took the case to the United States Supreme Court, 
where the Attorney-General of the United States, after a full 
inyestigation of all the facts and circumstances, dismissed that 
appeal; so that Hannah S. Crane and these other parties to-day 
own an undivided one-sixth interest in that property. 

Now, instead of pursuing the course that was plainly open to 
them, instead of appealing to the court of California for a writ 
of possession to put them in possession of their interest in this 
property, these people have seen fit to come to the United 
States Congress, and in a decent way, one that conforms to the 
highest duties of citizenship, and ask for relief at the hands of 
the United States. 

Now, you undertake to say that you shall go back to 1854 and 
ascertain the bare value of that land at that time. Then you 
take one-sixth of it, and you compute the legal interest of 
California at 7 per cent and pay these people that amount. I 
want to ask you first if you take this step, if you turn this 
claim over to the Court of Claims to make such an award, do 
you as business men believe that Hannah S. Crane and her co- 
owners will accept such terms as that? Of course they are not 
entitled in equity, in morals, or in good faith to the benefit of 
any improyement that has been placed upon that property, and 
no honest man or woman would contend for that; but they 
have certain rights there, and I believe that we can well leave 
it to the Court of Claims to determine those rights under the 
provisions of this bill. 

Now, let me go over the facts in this case very briefly, in 
order that you may be advised of the exact situation. The 
United States Government appropriated $300,000 in 1854 to 
establish this mint at San Francisco. The land upon which 
they desired to establish the mint was owned by the firm of 
Curtis, Perry & Ward, a copartnership. Mr. Curtis, a mem- 
ber of that firm, carried on the negotiations with the United 
States Government in his own name. He held powers of at- 
torney from his two absent partners, but some question was 


raised as to the form of that power. So he conducted these 
negotiations. He entered into a contract with the United 
States Government to turn over the property, with buildings 
suitable for mint purposes, for the sum of $259,000. Now, 
at the time that contract was signed, one of these partners had 
died, although no one on that day, the date of the contract, 
knew that he was dead. 

The last will and testament of Ward, the third partner, was 
filed for probate. He had named his other two partners, Perry 
and Curtis, executors of that last will and testament. One of 
them, Mr. Perry, qualified, but Mr. Curtis failed to qualify. In 
his will Ward left his wife nine-tenths of his property. The 
court proceeded to probate his estate, and Perry, as executor, 
applied to the court for an order to sell the one-third interest 
of Ward in the property. It was appraised at $40,000. The 
executor proceeded to sell out to his othér partner, Curtis, the 
man who was negotiating with the United States, at the rate of 
$40,000 for the entire property, making $13,333 for the interest 
of Ward. Now, it is true that Mrs. Ward accepted that money, 
haying full knowledge of all the proceedings of the court; but 
the law of the State of California at that time provided that 
Ward could not devise this property, but only one-half of it. 
Under the laws of the State of California one-half of this prop- 
erty went absolutely to the widow, and the other was subject 
to testamentary disposition. 

The widow then ascertained that there had been some collu- 
sion or corruption in this transaction, and she immediately filed 
an action in the district court of the United States for the 
State of California, setting forth the facts of fraud and collu- 
sion, and before the United States Government had paid that 
man Curtis a balance of $183,000 upon his contract the United 
States Government was placed in possession of all these facts. 
Their attention was called to it. They had made one payment of 
$100,000 to this man Curtis, but the balance was not paid until 
after the United States Government was fully apprised of the 
claims of the widow. Now, under the law—— 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? I think the temper of the House is in favor of this meas- 
ure, as far as I can see. The only question is whether these 
parties shall obtain rent for a long period or whether their 
measure of damages shall be the value of the land at the time 
it was appropriated, together with interest thereon’ from that 
time down to the present. What objection have you to that 
measure of damages? 

Mr. BELL of California. I will state that 

Mr. LIND. Interest at that rate amounts to 350 per cent. 

Mr. BELL of California. I will not stop to figure whether it 
amounts to more or less. I will state first that I do not know 
these people at all or anything about whether they would be dis- 
posed to accept this; but it seems to me that there is just one 
proposition here, and that is for the United States to clear its 
title to the sixth sixth of this real estate, on which the United 
States mint at San Francisco stands. Now, why adopt a meas- 


ure 
Mr. GRAFF. This bill does not seek to deal with that ques- 


| tion at all. 


Mr. BELL of California. That is the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. This bill is simply for the purpose of recom- 
pensing the one-sixth interest. 

Mr. BELL of California. Does it not require a conveyance 
from these people to the United States, in order that the title 
may be perfected? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, should we pass the measure 
as you suggest, with your amendment, how do you know that 
these people will accept this? How do you know that you are 
going to accomplish what we are endeavoring here to do, clear 
the title of the Government to that property? 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not suppose we are compelled to accept the 
proposition of these people. We have a right to make a part of 
the proposition ourselves, and it seems to me that a reasonable 
view of it is that the same measure of damages ought to be made 
in this case as would be made in all other cases where property 
was wrongfully taken, or taken under a misapprehension of the 
title, and possession was taken; that the value should be deter- 
mined at the time of the appropriation of the property, and 
interest computed thereon from that date until now. 

Mr. BELL of California. Do you contend that that applies to 
real property? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think that would be a fair way. 

Mr. BELL of California. The gentleman would not contend as 
a principle of law that that has any application to real property? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from California yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BELL of California. Certainly. 
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Mr. MANN. I suppose no taxes have been paid on this prop- 
erty for the last fifty years? 

Mr. BELL of California. Does the gentleman mean by the 
people that are claiming this one-sixth? 

Mr. MANN. By anyone? r 

Mr. BELL of California. I presume not. 

Mr. MANN. Under the law of California, the title having 
been ascertained to be in these people, can they go back and 
assess and collect thxes for the past fifty years? 

Mr. BELL of California. I do not think they can. 

Mr. MANN. I think they could in most States, but I did not 
know how it was in California. If they could, it would make a 
great difference. s 

Mr. LIND. There is a limitation of seyen years, I think. 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
directly bearing on this matter. If the State can not recover 
any taxes it would have received on this land, why should the 
people claiming ownership in it, as they have not had to pay 
taxes, come here and ask the United States Government for 
the full value of the land and all interest which they claim to 
1 55 lost during this period of years? Is that a just propo- 
sition? 

Mr. BELL of California. If the gentleman from New York 
will pardon me, and take time to read the bill, he will find that 
there is no proposition to pay a certain sum. It is left to the 
Court of Claims to fix such indemnity as it thinks proper. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I would like to ask the gentleman from 
California if, in his judgment, he thinks it proper to pay these 
people the full yalue of the land and interest? 

Mr. BELL of California. No; that is a consideration that 
should be borne in mind in determining their indemnity. Now. 
I want to reply to the gentleman from Illinois. I will state 
to the gentleman that you are confronted by this situation: 
These people to-morrow can go into the courts of California 
and take ont a writ of possession and claim possession of their 
one-sixth interest in the mint property. 

Mr. PERKINS. But does not the gentleman know that the 
Government can take proceedings to condemn this property? 

Mr. BELL of California. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Suppose the Government. to-morrow institutes proceed- 
ings to condemn one-sixth interest of these people, what will 
be the basis of computing the amount they are to be paid? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will answer the gentleman. It will be the 
present value of the land, but it will not be fifty-two years’ rent 
accrued in the past and interest at 7 per cent from 1854. The 
gentleman must know that these people would have no right in 
any court to be allowed for rental further than the period pro- 
vided by the statute of limitations. They could not get a 
rental for fifty years, and that is why they introduce this bill, 
which gives them more than any court would give them. 

Mr. BELL of California. Under what theory of law could 
they not claim rent? = 

Mr. PERKINS. Because of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the gentle- 
man from California had five minutes. 

Mr. BELL of California. I will state to the gentleman from 
New York, who never does any talking upon the floor 

Mr. BAKER. I refuse to be insulted by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. BELL of California. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. BAKER. The gentleman from California has now had 
the floor over twelve minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point cf order that the gentleman from California has oc- 
cupied more than fiye minutes, and the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes, in order 
to discuss this question. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from New York will pardon 
me, I want to ask three minutes for the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia may proceed for three minutes, and then that my col- 
league from New York [Mr. BAKER] may have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the gentleman from California may proceed for three minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
state my position in this matter. It is entirely a disinterested 
one. I do not know one of these parties. I am not interested 
in the bill. It was not introduced by me. 

I desire simply to determine some method here by which the 
claims of these parties may be gotten rid of and the full title to 
this property vested in the United States. Now, under the pro- 
visions of this bill the Court of Claims, in making the contem- 
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plated award, may consider all these things that have been em- 
braced in tue amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. They 
may take into consideration the value of the property at the 
time it was appropriated, with interest at the legal rate in the 
State of California. They may take its value at that time and 
they may allow rental, or they may take its value at the present 
time without improvements. Certainly we can leave it to the 
Court of Claims to make such award in this case as may seem 
fit and proper in the premises. These people own this one-sixth 
interest. They could take possession to-morrow unless condem- 
nation proceedings were begun, and if condemnation proceed- 
ings were begun to obtain their title on behalf of the United 
States the Government would be compelled to pay the present 
value of that property. So all I say is this, that we may now 
provide sufficient ways and means of entirely getting rid of 
this question by leaving it to the Court of Claims and letting 
that court give such award and compensation, such rent or in- 
terest, as it may deem fit and proper. I trust this amendment 
will not prevail. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from California yield for a question? 

Mr. BELL of California. I do. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. What does the gentleman estimate 
would be the probable value of that property now without any 
improyements upon it? 

Mr. BELL of California. Oh, I do not know. That property 
since 1854 has increased one hundredfold in value, probably. 

Mr. LIND. You get 350 per cent. 

Mr. BELL of California. I get 350 per cent? 

Mr. LIND. In interest at 7 per cent—three and a half times. 

Mr. BELL of California, Yes. I did not understand your 
mathematics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the countless 
thousands of cases which are occupying the time of the courts 
of this country, taking up the time of the courts of the various 
States, entailing expenses and fees aggregating millions of dol- 
lars, and undoubtedly many of such cases are before the courts 
of the United States at this time. Now, what is the basis of 
this claim? The basis of this claim is that some one did not get 
a full recompense for his or her interest in a piece of land in the 
city of San Francisco some fifty years ago. No one claims that 
there was any labor value upon that land. No one claims that 
one day’s energy had been expended by anyone in the produc- 
tion of wealth and that wealth created by labor had been 
taken by the people of the United States in this way. Nothing 
of that kind. A ground rent had been created there in the city 
of San Francisco by the people then residing in San Francisco. 
That ground rent has been enormously increased since that 
time. It is not the result of individual human effort. 

The people who have the title to that land, or who claim title 
to that one-sixth of a 20-foot strip, did not create any of that 
land value. Nor did those from whom they claim to inherit it 
create one dollar more of that land value than any of the rest of 
the people of San Francisco, and the scores of thousands of dol- 
lars of value that may have been added since that time to that 
land is the direct result of increase in population; of increase 
in invention; of improvements in government; of improvements 
in transportation and exchange—in other words, all of the things 
which we call “ civilization.” Now, because the people of this 
country were so foolish fifty years ago as not to see the wisdom 
and justice of taking, in taxation, that value which they had cre- 
ated, therefore we who now constitute the people of the United 
States are called upon to go down into our pockets, the pockets 
of the people—we call it “ taking from the Treasury,” but it is 
delying down into the pockets of the people—and take out 
money to recompense these individuals for a claim that they 
have no justification for in morals. If the single tax had been 
in operation in the United States at that time this claim would 
never have arisen, could never have come before Congress, be- 
cause there would be no margin of ground rent to sell. 

The people would, by taxation, have taken every year the 
value of the rental, the annual value of the land, into the public 
treasury ; and it would make no difference to Mrs. Jones or Mrs. 


Smith, or whatever the name of the lady may be, whether she 


owned a one-sixth interest or not, because she would have no 
margin of rent to sell and therefore would not be able to rob 
present day labor—for ground rent is a tax upon the laborer of 
to-day and not upon his predecessor of a decade or more ago, 
and is paid out of wealth created now, from day to day. That 
is the policy that ought to have been put into operation at that 
time. It is the policy that should be put into operation now— 
the quicker the better—and when once that is done you remove 
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all such claims as this from the State courts and the courts of 
the United States; you clear up litigation all over the country. 
By thus reducing litigation you reduce the number of lawyers, 
and you turn the energy of those lawyers who come into this 
House and argue in favor of claims of this kind, in which, of 
course, they are not interested, into useful channels, turn them 
toward useful avocations, instead of having them use their 
brains and energy in endeavoring to convince us that there is 
justice in a claim which has no moral justification whatever. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the first amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the second amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill as amended 
be ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER BROOKLYN. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5392) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Brooklyn. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
ae A and directed to cause the foreign-built st 


in the United States, to 
the Uni States whenever it shall be 


made nm 
price of said 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, that is a bill reported from the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, is it not? Well, 
I make the point of order upon it. I withdraw the point. I 
think it has been decided to be in order. 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, I renew the point of order. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be passed without prejudice. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

HENRY LFE. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6375) for the relief of the executors of the estate of 
Henry Lee, deceased. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to executors of the estate of Henry 
Lee, late a merchant in the city of Boston, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, the sum of $3,750, being an excess of taxes improperly levied and 
collected on legacies and distributive shares of the personal property of 
the said estate, which tax wes, pala a the executors on March 15, 
1899; said pnan to be in for all claims by reason of such as- 
sessment and collection. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I ask that it be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us hear the report read. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will ask the gentleman from New York if he 
will not be willing to hear from the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. TIRRELL]? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am always glad to hear from the gentleman 
from Massachusettts; but he has a manner which is most per- 
suasive. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I am sure I can satisfy the gentleman from 
New York in this case. Under the act of Congress of June 13, 
1898, making provision for the war revenue, it was provided 
that legacies for one’s own children should be taxed, and the 
Treasury Department, by an erroneous construction of the law, 
decided that in ascertaining the per cent which should be taken 
out for that tax the total amount of the personal property which 
was left by the will should be the guide in determining the per 
cent instead of taking the separate legacies and determining the 
per cent from those legacies. Under that erroneous construc- 
tion of the law in the case of the estate of Henry Lee, of Boston, 
which was over $1,000,000, and which by his will was distrib- 
uted in part by legacies to his children, the tax upon those 
legacies to his children was determined by the high rate of per 
cent which the million-dollar estate or whole personal property 
would determine, so that, instead of paying a graduated rate 
upon the. different legacies from a dollar and a fraction to a 
hundred up to two twenty-five, they paid the highest amount 
which could be paid on the total estate. Now, there were other 
cases of that character, and those cases went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which decided, in 178 United States 
Reports, in the case of Knowlton v. Moore, that— 

The amount of each particular legacy or distributive share, and 
not the sum of the whole personal estate of a decedent, is the amount 


on which the progressive rate of tax is imposed by the war-revenue 
act of June, 1898, sections 29, 30, and by which the rate is deter- 


Now, then, the executor —— 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman right there—perhaps 
we can cut that shorter, and of course I am always anxious to 
save the time of the House—as I understand it, the revenue 
law provided for a higher rate where the estate was large? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And a lower rate where it was smaller, and 
this estate was assessed for the total amount of the estate at 
the higher rate and tax paid on it, and the courts afterwards 
decided and the Internal Revenue Commissioner decided that 
the tax should be graduated upon the legacy to each person? 

Mr. TIRRELL. That is right. 

Mr? PAYNE. And that was to be the amount, and if it had 
been properly assessed at the lower rate they would have paid 
a less amount than was paid, and this bill is for the difference 
between the two rates? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Exactly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am satisfied as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I move that the bill be ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that the bill be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES REGISTRY FOR STEAMER SUCCESS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9090) to provide United States registry for the steamer Success. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Mr. Chairman, I was to have an oppor- 
tunity for a few minutes to address the House when this bill 
came up for consideration. The bill was introduced by my col- 
league from the State of New York [Mr. Goutpen]. He is not 
here to take charge of the bill, and I request that I be allowed 
to say a few words with regard to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has the right. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the bill has been reported the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman. . 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, this kind of claim is not entitled 
to consideration at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the rule to be that 
on this day all bills may be considered except war claims and 
pensions and bills from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LIND. I was misinformed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9090) to r States registry for the steamer 
uccess. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
authorized and direct to cause the foreign-bullt steamer Hero 
wrecked at Colon, United States of Colombia, and ased and 
wholly owned by John W. Chittenden, of New York City, and repaired 
by the Baltimore Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company, be registered 
as a vessel of the United States under the name of Success whenever it 
shall be shown to the Commissioner of Navigation that the repairs on 
the vessel amount to three-fourths of the actual cost of the wreck to 
her owner. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
New York. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Mr. Chairman, the company interested in 
these bills is the Merritt-Chapman Wrecking Company, of the 
city of New York. It is a company engaged in the salvage of 
ships and the saving of life. It is a company which stands in 
the relation to people calling upon it for their work as a physi- 
cian does to his patient. They do not feel that they can refuse 
any request that is made upon them, and they never do. This 
plant, in which they have invested $1,000,000, and in which 500 
skilled workmen are constantly employed, stands ready at any 
moment, day or night, to answer any call which is made upon 
them from any part of the United States coast. 

Now, the only thing which is lacking in this particular case 
and in the one following it is the fact that these vessels were 
not saved in the waters of the United States. In every other 
particular they came within the statute; and I claim that as 
American citizens, having saved these ships, having spent more 
money upon them by many times than the value of the ships or 
the amount which they paid for them, they are entitled to this 
consideration at our hands; and I move, Mr. Chairman, that 
this bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask my colleague this question. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Who is the owner of this vessel? 


The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 


Mr. DUNWELL. The owner is the Merritt-Chapman Wreck- 
ing Company, of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why is it that it can not be registered under 
the general law? 

Mr. DUNWELL. Because this vessel was wrecked on the 
coast of Panama. They went down there, raised it, and brought 
it to the Baltimore Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company’s 
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yard, where it was repaired. The underwriters were obliged 
to take the vessel, because the owners abandoned it to them, 
and in order to save themselves and their wrecking charges this 
corporation had to purchase the vessel from the underwriters, 
which they did at an expense of $20,000, and it has cost this 
company nearly $70,000 for the repairs to place it in seagoing 
condition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the bill provides that it shall re- 
ceive the registry when the Commissioner of Navigation is satis- 
fied they have met the requirements of the present law in 
regard to the amount of repairs on that vessel. 

Mr. DUNWELL. That is right. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, as a member 
of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I have 
consistently opposed bills like the one now under consideration. 
There were five bills of this kind before our committee at the 
last session of Congress, these two and three others. I think 
minority reports were filed in each one of these cases. As to 
whether or not a minority report was filed in this case I do 
not remember. I have sent for the report. The minority of 
the committee have uniformly opposed the passage of this sort 
of bill for this reason: For nearly one hundred years it has been 
the policy of our Government, under Republican and Democratic 
Administrations, that the coastwise trade of the United States 
should be reserved for American vessels, constructed in the 
1 States out of our domestic material and by domestic 
abor. 

These bills changed that policy, but since three of them have 
been passed by this House, after a discussion, I do not propose 
to offer any objection to this one. 

I find that the minority have filed their views in this case, and 
they are contained in the report. They state as follows: 

Her purchase price was about $20,000; repairs, $68,998, and the 

5 of the vessel for purposes of coastwise trade about 

The law provides that three-fourths of the value of the vessel 
must be expended in the shipyards of the United States. I take 
it that part of the requirements have been complied with, so 
that the only question for this committee to decide is as to 
whether or not it proposes to change the policy of nearly one 
hundred years. It has decided so before, and I do not appre- 
hend there will be any difference now. I just wished to inform 
the committee concerning the action of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I would like to ask the gentleman. whether, 
as a matter of fact, or whether he knows it to be a fact, that 
Congress has passed bills similar to this under conditions sim- 
ilar to those prevailing here, awarding American registry to 
upward of 150 vessels? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I think that is right. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Then I should like to ask the gentleman 
whether, in view of that Congressional practice which seems to 
have prevailed, provided it is deemed wise to reverse the prac- 
tice, it would not be better to effect the change by some affirm- 
ative legislative enactment which will provide distinctly that 
American registry, as asked for in this bill, shall not be ac- 
eorded. Affirmative notice, which such legislation would afford, 
would warn American citizens not to go ahead and expend 
large sums of money, as was done in this case, where as much 
as $68,000 was expended on the repairs. 

The vessel, the subject of this bill, was wrecked on the coast 
of Panama. Had it been wrecked this year, instead of three 
years ago, it might have been held to have been wrecked on 
American territory and haye come within the provisions of the 
general law. I wish, indeed, that Panama was United States 
territory. It should be. Having been wrecked on Panama, 
and three years ago, it can not be claimed for the vessel that 
it is entitled to the benefit of the general statute allowing 
American registry to foreign vessels meeting certain conditions. 
The vessel was premature in being wrecked. The point I de- 
sire to make is right here. Would it not be better to have a 
general statute enacted prohibiting this practice of granting 
American registry than to now quit granting it, after American 
citizens have incurred great expense, anticipating Congressional 
favor to be exercised in their behalf, as has been the practice? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
that the question was raised. There is sufficient statute law 
now prohibiting this practice. I do think, since it has been 


somewhat general, that it be thought to be good public policy to 
continue the practice, to do so by amending the statute, after 
full and fair discussion. If the question was fairly presented 
to a Republican Congress to let no coastwise trade be done by 
foreigners, I do not believe any of this class of vessels would be 
ndmitted. If this Congress or any other Congress proposes to 
let into the coastwise trade all the vessels constructed abroad 


by foreign labor and built out of foreign material, we ought to 
say so squarely and make that a general policy instead of mak- 
ing it a policy of favoritism, as we do now, to encourage lobby- 


ing in the Halls here and in the committee rooms. This has 
been the policy for quite a number of years. This species of 
favoritism is injurious and of bad policy, giving public favors 
worth many thousands of dollars to these self-seekers, In this 
ease this bill will be worth $40,000 or so to the owners of this 
vessel. The result is that there are quite a number of old 
wrecks in the coastwise business of the United States that 
ought not to be there, but which displace the vessels constructed 
by our own good mechanics and by our own capital and out of 
our own material. Now, these vessels in the coastwise trade 
ought to be constructed in our own yards, and the fact that they 
are not is the one thing we object to, and in changing the policy 
the Members must understand that fact, and that if the policy 
should be changed it ought to be changed by a general bill in- 
stead of by these special bills. We advocated that at the last 
session of Congress in discussing one of the other bills which 
appeared then. 

Mr. SCUDDER. At the present time the only way it can 
be done is by special bills, such as this one under consideration, 
of which 150 have already been passed by the Congress. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. One hundred and fifty have 
passed in about fifty years—since the law was enacted allowing 
any foreign-built vessels to enter our domestic trade. While 
I have been a member of that committee, for about six years, 
we have only let through a few—about five or ten—five of them 
at this Congress, and more than at any time previous. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think this is the worst course in regard to ad- 
mitting foreign vessels to American registry that could be pur- 
sued. The general law is that when a foreign vessel is wrecked 
in the American waters and repairs have been put on in Ameri- 
can shipyards to the extent of three-quarters of the value, the 
Commissioner of Navigation can give her an American registry. 
This practice has let in a good many vessels, and I do not think 
it is good policy for the United States, because it encourages 
the repairing of many old wrecks and hulks that ought to be 
destroyed instead of trying to make vessels out of them for our 
coastwise trade. Now, Congress, as it has already been said, 
passed generally all these bills that came before it from the 
committee giving American registry to these vessels that had 
been repaired in American shipyards, and that had been 
wrecked in foreign waters—waters not of the United States. 

A few years ago, when I had the honor to be chairman of 
that committee, we kept out all those bills that we could, and 
very few of them got in during the four years that I was in the 
committee. We were against that policy. I think the House 
has always passed these bills when they came before it; but I 
should dislike to see the policy of the House made any more 
liberal by a general law, as is proposed. I do not want to ad- 
vertise to vessel owners that the hulks that are wrecked all 
over the globe can get into the coastwise trade of the United 
States if they can only keep them afloat long enough to get 
them into American shipyards and spend a certain amount of 
money on them. 

I would rather see our shipyards build new ships from begin- 
ning to end. But inasmuch as we have passed these bills when 
reported by the committee, I shall interpose no particular objec- 
tion; and especially I shall not do so in view of the fact that 
my ideas so seldom prevail in regard to private bills which come 
before the House, 


Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 


a question? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. SCUDDER. I think the gentleman from New York will 


notice that the report in this case recites the fact that this 
vessel was a comparatively new one. It is not one of the old 
hulks to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am glad to hear that, because we used to turn 
down vessels that were old hulks when I was connected with 
the committee. I am sorry to say that some of them finally got 
through afterwards. We turned them down because they were 
old hulks, and I remember that one of them, on its first voyage 
after it was repaired, turned over. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Turned itself down. 

Mr. PAYNE. Turned turtle, or something of that kind. They 
finally got it upright and got it in and got it through the com- 
mittee and through Congress, and an American register was 
given it. I can not remember the name of that vessel. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The name of this one is the Success. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a good name. 

On motion of Mr. DuNweE Lt, the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 
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UNITED STATES REGISTRY FOR STEAMER MARIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9091) to provide United States registry for the steamer Marie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Eusk: 
wrecked at Caibarien, island of Cuba, and purchased and wholly o 

the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking yy reese S) of New 

ork, and now under repair by the Newport News Shi din, d 

Dock — to be registered as a vessel of the United States 

er the name of Marie whenever it shall be shown to the Commis- 

sioner of Navigation that the repairs on the vessel amount to three- 
fourths the actual cost of the wreck to her owner. 


Mr. DUNWELL. Mr. Chairman, this is another bill of pre- 
cisely similar character to the one that has just passed the com- 
mittee, and I move that it be laid aside to be reported to the 
House wih a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to inquire if there are any more vessels 
of this fleet wrecked at Panama? 

Mr. DUNWELL. No; and they were not wrecked at the 
sanie time, either. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is the last one? 

The motion of Mr. was agreed to. 

Accordingly the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOSEPH B. SARGENT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
851) for the relief of Joseph B. Sargent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Joseph B. Sar pe out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise 8 e sum of 8583.67, the 
same being the value of property belonging to the sald Joseph B. Sar- 

t and fh y seized and for money Improperly, and unlawfully col- 
ected from him as alleged duties and penalties by United States officials 
at the port of El Paso, Tex. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE rose and was recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope my colleague will direct 
his attention especially to this assault upon the United States 
officers in the assertion that they unlawfully collected this 
money. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, the circumstances, as the 
committee understand them, are of a peculiar character. It ap- 
pears that the claimant, Mr. Sargent, in the spring of 1900 was 
traveling though Mexico with his wife, and while on his travels 
he purchased some small articles of Mexican ware—I think 
principally Mexican drawn work. The articles were intended 
for the use of the claimant’s family at home, purchased as 
these articles usually are purchased, for the purpose of present- 
ing them to members of the family as mementos. The total 
value of the articles was something in the neighborhood of $75. 
I forget the precise amount. When Mr. Sargent, the claimant, 
reached a place called Laredo, a customs station, he was halted 
by the customs inspector. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is that in this country? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Laredo, Tex. He was halted by the in- 
spector and was asked whether he had any Mexican work. He 
admitted that he had. He made no attempt at concealment at 
all. Mr. Sargent was very sick indeed, and it was necessary 
that he should proceed on his journey as rapidly as possible. 
He left his goods with the customs inspector, the inspector hay- 
ing said that he had no authority to receive payment of the 
duties, and Mr. Sargent says in his deposition before the com- 
mittee that he believed he would receive the bill for the duty 
at San Antonio. He left his address with the inspector, so that 
the inspector might have known how and where to communicate 
with him. He was much surprised, however, when he was ar- 
rested at San Antonio, charged with the crime of smuggling. 
Not understanding the law, fearing the consequences of indict- 
ment in a strange place and amid strangers, he submitted to the 
exactions of the Government officials and paid not only the 
amount demanded as duty, but paid additional penalties de- 
manded. 

I am not familiar with the language of the statute with re- 
gard to penalties, but it is claimed that the penalties were 
largely in excess of those that could have been exacted if the 
charge against Mr. Sargent could have been sustained. How- 
ever, a penalty of $100 was exacted and other penalties were 
also exacted by the collector. Had Mr. Sargent known how to 
reach this matter on appeal he probably would have had the 
errors corrected. He was unfamiliar with the law and unfa- 
miliar with the method of appeal in customs cases concerning 
the exaction of imposts by the United States authorities. He 
now comes to Congress for relief. There is an affidavit ap- 
pended to the report of the Committee on Claims which is quite 
full and clear. 

Now, instead of saying anything further, I much prefer that 


the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry], who has been 

very urgent in the advocacy of this claim and who made a very 

clear statement of it before the Committee on Claims, should 

as a statement, and I yield to the gentleman from Connec- 
cu 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman, this claimant, Joseph B. Sar- 
gent, is well known to me. He is an aged gentleman 80 years 
of age. He was traveling with his wife in Mexico, in an en- 
feebled condition, and while in Mexico procured some Mexican 
drawn work for little gifts here and there to his daughters 
and other relatives in the family. When he was passing from 
Mexico into this country his trunk was examined. Before 
this examination he was asked if there was anything dutiable 
in that trunk. He said not that he was aware of; that there 
was some Mexican drawn work there, but whether it was 
dutiable or not he did not know. After the examination he 
passed along and was arrested because of his attempt to 
smuggle goods into this country, as claimed by the custom- 
house official. 

Mr. Sargent makes a sworn statement in an affidavit which 
is appended to the report, stating all the facts connected with 
it. The idea that this man, 80 years of age, in an enfeebled 
condition, should attempt to smuggle goods at that time and 
place is preposterous. The customs officer made that claim 
and fined him more than five times the cost of the goods, 
amounting to five hundred and some odd dollars. 

Mr. Sargent was indignant and did what he could to show 
that he was wrongfully and unjustly dealt with. After he got 
home the customs officers claimed that they had made a mistake 
and that he ought to pay them $100 more. Mr. Sargent, as I say, 
was in this feeble condition, and after conferring with the attor- 
neys, instead of bothering with the matter further, he sent for- 
ward the $100. He now asks Congress to make that good. I 
can assert, Mr. Chairman, with all fearlessness and with truth- 
fulness, that Mr. Sargent, 80 years of age or so, traveling in an 
enfeebled condition, with his wife, would not have dreamed of 
such a thing as smuggling these goods, The collector of our 
own port in New Haven says that it is perfectly preposterous 
and outrageous the way and manner in which he was dealt with. 

Now, this bill comes from the Senate, was passed by the 
Senate, passed, I think, unanimously, and I know that some of 
the members of that body were very indignant at the time of its 
passage at the way in which this elderly gentleman was treated. 
I ask that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this case comes here and the 
report is based entirely on the affidavit of Mr. Sargent. There 
is nothing to show that the matter has been referred to the 
Treasury Department, or that the Secretary of the Treasury 
or anyone else has made any recommendation about it. Now, 
I notice that there are several affidavits here, and some of the 
statements in them are contradictory to the statement made by 
Mr. Sargent, who is undoubtedly a respectable gentleman and 
who is 80 years of age. For instance, here is the affidavit of 
José Benavides, which reads as follows: 


THE Stare or Texas, County of Webb: 

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared José 
Benavides, who, being by me duly sworn, de and says that he is 
an inspector ef customs at the port of Laredo, and as such inspected 
the passenger train from Mexico on the morning of the 4th of Ma 
1900, with the assistance of Inspector William ous a ; that while sald 
Simpson was examining the baggage of Mr. J. B. Sargent he called 
me to him and told me that he had found some drawn work, while 
Mr. Sargent had previously declared that he had se egg that was 
dutiable. Inspector Simpson then, before removing the drawn work 
from the asked „ Sargent: “Have you anything dutiable in 
your 8 oe which Mr. Sargent replied: “ Nothing on which you 
can charge duty.” 

We then 3 to take out the contents of the trunk, and when 
we reached the drawn work Mr. Sargent said, “I have a little drawn 
work, and here is the memorandum,” and gave us a list of it and 
wanted to pay the duty on it, but was told that it was a seizure and 
that he could not pay us the duty. He refused to give me his name 
or address until he was informed that we would be obliged to detain 
him until the matter was arranged, when he gave me his name and 
address written on the memorandum or list of the drawn work. 

We then took the drawn work and delivered it at the custom-house 
and reported the facts fully to the collector. 

José BENAVIDES, 
Inspector of Custome. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 22d day of September, A. D. 

1900. 


W. H. Mowry, 
Notary Public, Webb County, Teo. 
Then here is a letter from the collector, which I will read: 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Corpus Christi, T'ew., July 9, 1900. 
Messrs. BEACH & FISHER, 


New Haven, Conn. 
GENTLEMEN : Your letter of June 27 received, and in reply I have 


on the 
ed possession of any dutiable merchan- 


to say that Mr. 


ci el oe to evade payment of duty 
articles in question, 


t 
ving d 
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dise when questioned by the inspector. After the inspector found the 
drawn work in the bottom of the trunk, Mr. Sargent produced a memo- 
randum of the articles, which showed the Mexican value to be $217.50. 
This did not include 23 dozen doilies and two centerpieces found in his 
baggage. The total appraised value of the merchandise was $223.25 
Mexc. Cy., t 47.8 equals $106, which, with duty added, makes 5170. We 
do not count fractions of dollars in competing dutiable value. 

The law requires ent of a fine equal to treble the value of the 
merchandise, which is the foreign value with duty added. Mr. nt 
did not claim any discount, nor does his invoice show that said discount 
was allowed in Mexico. Through a clerical error I collected $410 in- 
stead of $510, which is the amount due the United States by Mr. Sar- 

ent. I have no authority to change that amount. Mr. Sargent is still 
ndebted to the United States in the sum of $100, which must be paid. 
After paying the $100 still due he can ask the Secretary of the Treas: 
ury to remit the fine, but I have no option in the matter. I hope Mr. 
Sargent will not force me to collect the $100 through the courts. 


Respectfully, yours, 
James J. Haynes, Collector. 
I think the House ought to have these facts from the other 
side as well as the letter and the affidavit of Mr. Sargent. I will 
now read the letter from the collector : 


ỌQFFICS OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Laredo, Tez., September 22, 1900. 
Honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge arg 5 of your letter dated 
September 11, 1900, and in Paget Be to submit the following — 5 

On the 3 8 4, 1900, 5 * — Saree one of the in- 
spectors whose du s to examine the baggage of passen: coming 
from Mexico, brought to the custom-house a package of linen drawn 
work and stated he had seized same from a Mr. nt who arrived on 
the train from Mexico that morning. On being asked for culars 
concerning the seizure, he said that Inspector Simpson had called to 
him to come over where he was examining the trunk of Mr. Sargent. 
Mr. Sargent was then arranging to close his trunk. Simpson asked 
Sargent in my presence, “ Have you anything dutiable in your trunk?” 
Sargent lied, “ Nothing on which you can collect duty.” We then 
took the clothes out of the trunk and found on the bottom the drawn 
work, 37 centers and scarfs, 12 handkerchiefs, and 24 dozen dollies. 

When we found the drawn work, Mr. Sargent said, “I have a little 
drawn work there on which I wish to pay e duty; here jis a list of 
it,” at same time taking a paper from his pocket and giving it to us. 
Simpson replied, “ You can not pay the duty, as you denied having any 
dutiable articles in your trunk, and the drawn work is seized.” I then 
asked Mr. Sargent for his name and address; he refused to give elther. 
1 then told him “I would have to arrest him or detain him and take 
him before the collector for attempting to smuggle the drawn work.” 
Mr. Sargent then wrote his name and address on the paper containing 
a list of the articles. I then sent for Inspector Simpson, who con- 
firmed the statement of Inspector Benavides, and also said that before 
opening the trunk he bad asked Mr. Sargent tbe usual question put to 
all passengers, Have you anything dutlable in your ba; er Mr. 
Sargent replied that he had nothing subject to duty. I then informed 
the inspectors that they should have detained Mr. Sargent, as under 
section 2802, Revised Statutes, he was liable to a fine of treble the 
value of the drawn work, and under section 3082, to prosecution by the 
district 5 

I then had charge filed with the United States commissioner for at- 
tempted violation of section 3082, Revised Statutes, and warrant wired 

nited States marshal at San Antonio, Tex., who arrested Mr. Sar- 
gent, on his arrival there. I also had the drawn work appraised. using 

e list and prices given by Mr. Sargent and the wholesale price list 
furnished by special Treasury agent from Aguas Calientes, Mexico, as a 
basis of value, A comparison of the prices on Mr. Sargent's list with 
the wholesale market value, as given by the special agent, shows that 
Mr. Sargent's claim of a 30 per cent d unt is not probable, as wan- 
— tourists rarely buy such articles at a lower price than the deal - 
ers who buy in large quantities and for sale at a profit, nor was an 
such discount shown on the memorandum of articles and prices thereof, 
which Mr. Sargent produced after the drawn work had been discovered. 
I inclose the original memorandum, by which you will see that no dis- 
count was allowed, nor was any such claim made by Mr. Sargent until 
after he returned to New Haven. I went to San Antonio on May 5 
and found Mr. Sargent at the hotel, he having given bond to appear 
that day before the United States commissioner. 

I explained to him the penalty he had incurred, and stated that if he 
would pay the fine of treble the value of the goods I thought the United 
States attorney would dismiss the charge against him of violation of 
section 8082, Revised Statutes. 

We went to the office of the commissioner, where Mr. Sargent agreed 
to pay the fine and the attorney had the charge dismissed. Through 
a clerical error I only collected $410 from Mr. t, when it should 
have been $510. I asked Mr. Sargent to give me his street address in 
New Haven, so I could send him a receipt for the money paid. He 
refused to give his address and said he wanted no receipt; that should 
he want one he would write for it. Mr. Bell, an agent in the 
Service Department, said to me, Here is the card of the United States 
marshal of Connecticut; send the receipt to him and he will deliver it 
to Mr. Sargent and will also send Sargent's address,“ at the same time 
handing me a card of Edson 8. Bishop, United States marshal, which 
J inclose. I did not discover the error in the amount I should have 
collected until I returned to Laredo, on the 6th of May. On the 7th 
I wrote Mr. Bishop, the marshal, inclosing receipt for the $410, and 

uested him to explain the error to Mr. t and collect the $100 
still due, After a lot of correspondence and loss of time Mr. Sargent 
paid the $100, for which receipt was sent to him. 

On page 8 of Mr. Sargent's affidavit he states he was given no op- 

rtunity to declare the articles until he asked an r to examine 
Ris baggage, when he mentioned the articles before they were seen by 
the inspector, This statement is false. He denied having any dutiable 
articles in his baggage when questioned by the inspector. He had no 
intention of paying duty on the drawn work if he could smuggle it 
through, and did not produce the list until after the inspectors ha 
covered the drawn work concealed in the bottom of his trunk. He did 
not leave the memorandum with the inspector 5 tha 
would be collected and the s rel because the r in- 


specto; 
formed him that the work had been seized and duty could not be 
thereon. He did not write his name on the paper or give his address 
until the inspector said he would be arrested and taken bef 
lector for attempting to smuggle the goods. 


ore the 
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In fact, nearly all the statements contained in the afidavit are un- 
true, and appear to have been concocted by some lawyer for the purpose 
of collecting a fee from Mr. Sargent. 


The fact that Mr. Sargent has been able to amass an enormous for- 
tune under the protection of our tariff laws does not justify him in 
attempting to violate said laws and defraud the revenue, nor should 
that fact relieve him of the penalty he has incurred. ardly a day 
peas but some poor unfortunate is punished by fine and imprisonment 
‘or smuggling small quantities of merchandise across the Rio Grande 
for the purpose of earning a few dollars to support their wives and 
children ; but when a rich man is caught he always sets up his wealth, 
social poston, or political influence as a reason why he should be al- 
lowed go free and as evidence of his not intending to defraud the 
revenue, etc. It is ro opinion that men like Mr. Sargent should be 
most severely punished, because they can not plead either N d or 
ignorance in extenuation of their t and I tfuliy urge that his 

tion for relief be not t inclose davits of Inspectors 

impson and Benavides card of Marshal Bishop, given me by Mr. 

Bell, and list of drawn work. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 

: JAMES J. HAYNES, Collector. 


So that it would seem that the committee has taken tle ex 
parte affidavits of Mr. Sargent and has paid no attention to the 
officers of the Government, whose duty it was to collect these 
customs duties upon these goods. If the affidavits of these col - 
lectors and inspectors are to be taken as true, why Mr. Sargent 
was trying to smuggle these goods. 

Mr. SPERRY. No person who knows Mr. Sargent would 
dream of his doing such a thing as that. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a rather hard charge to make against a 
good citizen, but anybody who has ever come across the 
Atlantic knows that the offense is not an unusual one, and even 
good citizens sometimes indulge in it for the purpose of evad- 
ing the revenue laws. It seems to me this committee ought 
not to report such a bill as this nor the House to pass it. 

Of course if Mr. Sargent had been unjustly treated, we have 
provided ample means for him to right himself before the courts 
and before the appraisers. There is no question but what he 
could haye done so. He employed lawyers very early, and of 
course I must infer that they were eminent and skillful lawyers, 
because he was a man of means, and the lawyers were in the city 
of New Haven. He employed them at the very outset of this 
case. They might have obtained full satisfaction for him in the 
courts, and if they did not it is his own fault. Now, to come 
here on ex parte affidavits and ask the House to pass this bill, 
it seems to me, is all wrong. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman, I will send up a statement un- 
der oath from Mr. Sargent in order that it may be read in con- 
tradiction of the statements which have just been read by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. = 

Mr. PAYNE. I think in justice to Mr. Sargent that ought to 
be done. 

Mr. SPERRY. But I will withhold the reading of it for a 
few moments in order to give opportunity to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PERKINS], who desires to make a statement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak a word 
or two in reference to this claim—not only in reference to this 
claim, but to a certain branch of the business of the Govern- 
ment which it illustrates. I never heard of this claim until this 
moment, but it so happens that I have known Mr. Sargent for 
years. He is a man of the very highest standing; a man 
who has not only accumulated wealth, but who has accumu- 
lated it honorably. He has been the mayor of the city in which 
he lives; a man who has paid out millions of dollars to his 
employees, and who, as is shown in this case, was stopped and 
arrested—insulted—on a charge made by some obscure official 
down at El Paso or Laredo that a man of his standing wanted 
to cheat the Government out of $70. The gentleman who re- 
ported the bill, the gentleman from New York [Mr. GOLDFOGLE], 
has done honorable work in protesting against the treatment 
which people of his own race and persuasion meet when they 
seek to return to Russia. 

I think that the citizens of the United States are often treated 
with as much ignominy when they return to their own land as“ 
are the Jews when they seek to enter Russia. They are treated 
in a manner which, if it occurred in Turkey, in Russia, in 
France, would cause earnest protests to be sent to every repre- 
sentative of the United States that proper reparation should be 
made for the insults to which respectable, honorable, upright 
citizens are exposed. What happens when a man lands in the 
port of New York? Does this Government—does this Congress 
approve the proposition that there is a presumption that every 
American citizen commits perjury? You are first asked to 
make your oath. Certainly it is decent to presume that an 
American citizen, when he makes an oath, makes it honestly. 
But, on the contrary, the moment an official at some port gets 
your affidavit, he turns round, and with the imputation that you 
are a smuggler and a perjurer, having first compelled you to 
make your oath, seeks to show how far your oath is false. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
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the gentleman a question. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if it is not at least a presumption that the present Administra- 
tion would appoint an honest man as collecor of customs, and 
if that honest man was appointed is it not the presumption 
that he would appoint competent men under him to see that 
nothing is smuggled into the United States? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Oh, that is the treatment 
from all officers. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; it is not. Anyone who has traveled 
knows that when he goes to any foreign country he is not sub- 
jected to indignities—to insult—if he makes the smallest mis- 
take, as, for instance, was the case with Mr. Sargent. He is not 
immediately charged and threatened with arrest. In no other 
country would a man like Mr. Sargent, the moment that his 
trunk was opened, have it said to him, “I will arrest you, and 
you will be fined 300 per cent.” j 

I say these are outrages, and when it comes to getting reve- 
nues for this great Government, these small impositions cost 
ten dollars for one that they bring. They are imposed, not to 
protect any large interests, but to protect a few greedy retailers 
in the city of New York. This bill, of which I knew nothing 
until this moment, I think is certainly a most meritorious meas- 
ure, and deserves to be passed by Congress, not only because 
Mr. Sargent is entitled to his money, but in a small way as a 
reproof for the manner in which the revenue laws of this coun- 
try are too often administered at ports of entry. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? I de- 
sire to ask a question of the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course I yield. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would ask the gentleman from 
New York if he is acquainted with Mr. Pat Garrett, the present 
collector of customs at the city of El Paso? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not that pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have to state that I have the 
honor of knowing this gentleman, and I know of his integrity 
and that he attends to the duties of his office as closely as any 
man in the United States, and I care not who it is, if he should 
overhaul him and find drawn work being smuggled into the 
United States Mr. Garrett would arrest that man and see that 
he paid the duty. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, the treatment Mr. Sargent has re- 
ceived is the treatment that has been received by thousands and 
tens of thousands of respectable American citizens. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from New York think we 
ought to pass a special bill for this case and leave the statute 
stand for everybody else? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] has suggested that there was ample remedy given to 
Mr. Sargent and that he might have had recourse to litigation 
in the court. The gentleman forgets that Mr. Sargent is a 
resident of Connecticut, that he was 80 years of age, that in 
order to recover, if indeed he could recover under the law, he 
would have had to bring his action in a Federal court located 
in Texas. He could not have tried his suit in the district where 
he resides, and he would have had to travel all across the coun- 
try with his witnesses in order that he might have secured re- 
dress against this outrage. Now, the least that the inspector 
could have done at El Paso was to treat this old gentleman, a 
citizen of this country, with respect, a respect to which he was 
entitled, not because of his age and infirmities, but because of 
the fact that he was one of our citizens. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to make an 
inquiry? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. As I understand it, his case arose at a dif- 
ferent port—not at El Paso, but at Laredo—before a different 
collector, an intervening customs district. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Well, wherever it arose, Sargent would 
have been compelled to go to this foreign jurisdiction in order 
to secure redress, which the gentleman from New York says 
the statute affords Mr. Sargent. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Is it not a fact that cases in a Federal 
court are brought on depositions, and that he could have made 
his deposition at his home and sent it on to the jurisdiction 
where the case was brought in Texas? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. In some cases depositions made have 
been taken and read in the court. 

Mr. McCARTHY. It would not have necessitated a trip to 
Texas for him or his witnesses in order to properly try the case. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That depends again upon circumstances, 
and, pardon me, if the collector of the district down there was 
as earnest and as zealous in pursuing Sargent in litigation, such 


as you suggest, as he appears to have been zealous and ear- 
nest in making the affidavit which he did, you can well imagine 
how Mr. Sargent would have been compelled to go down into 
Texas and not rest simply on the simple making of a deposition. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. What was the value of this drawn work? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. It is said to be a matter of seyenty-odd 
dollars. Am I right? 

Mr. PAYNE. Two hundred and seventy. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That is what the customs officers say, 
in order to protect themselves against the charge that we now 
make here on the floor of this House, that the seizure was an 
outrage. That is just precisely the kind of work that the cus- 
toms inspectors did down there; after finding seventy-odd dol- 
lars’ worth of work they appraise it at $270 to cover up their 
own offense. 

Mr. PAYNE. But wait a moment. Does the gentleman not 
know in his very report is exhibited a memorandum furnished 
by Mr. Sargent, showing the value of these goods, and it was ap- 
praised at his own appraisement? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. And the affidavit of Mr. Sargent states 
that these articles were of too small a value, that they were in- 
tended for gifts to be distributed among the members of his 
family, just as gifts are brought by those traveling abroad into 
this country and distributed and which always pass through the 
custom-house. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is not this case dependent upon the value of 
these goods; that if these goods were of the value of two or 
three hundred dollars Mr. Sargent probably knew he ought to 
pay the duty, and if they were of small value he knew that he 
ought not to pay duty? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The committee is not prepared to con- 
cede that. 

Mr. MANN. May J ask the gentleman what business Mr. 
Sargent was engaged in? 

Mr. PERKINS. He is a manufacturer of iron goods. 

Mr. MANN. He was acquainted, therefore, with the tariff 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know that he was. 

Mr. MANN. Any man engaged in the manufacture of iron 
goods for years that does not know about the tariff question 
needs a conservator. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. MACON. 
question? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. MACON, Did Mr. Sargent make an affidavit to the effect 
that he had no dutiable goods in his trunk? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. No, sir. It appears from his affidavit 
that he said he had goods in his trunk that he bought in 
Mexico, and having suffered from an acute disease and being 
compelled to hurry along, he left his address with the inspector 
and told him that if the goods were dutiable to send him a mem- 
orandum. Instead of doing that, the inspector at once secured 
a warrant and arrested him at San Antonio. 

Mr. MACON. That is Sargent's statement? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. And that is the statement the committee 
believes. 

Mr. MACON. And that is the statement the committee be- 
lieves? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MACON. You disbelieve the officer? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. We believe, in view of the peculiar con- 
duct of the inspector, that the affidavit of Mr. Sargent is en- 
titled to the highest respect. 

Mr. MACON. . In what way was the conduct of the inspector 
so peculiar? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. It was certainly so. 

Mr. MACON. In what way? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I will take the inspector’s statement. 
Here is what the inspector says. Inspector Simpson says after 
he removed the drawn work from the trunk he asked Sargent: 
“Have you anything dutiable in your trunk?” Mr. Sargent 
replied; “ Nothing on which you can charge duty.” Now, as- 
suming that that statement is true, it was an expression of Mr. 
Sargent on the law. 

Mr. Sargent believed at that time that the goods were not 
chargeable with duty. Take the inspector’s own words. Mr. 
Sargent answered. Nothing on which you can charge duty.” 
Now, if it was Mr. Sargent’s belief that these goods were not 
chargeable with duty, should not the inspector at least, under 


I hold the floor for the present. 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
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the peculiar circumstances of the case, assunfing for the sake 
of argument that the goods were dutiable, have sent to Mr. 
Sargent at the place designated by him, namely, San Antonio, 
a statement of the charges due, and no doubt the amount would 
have been remitted, and then the question as to whether they 
were dutiable or not might have been litigated or not litigated 
according to the choice of Mr. Sargent? 

Mr. MACON. If Mr. Sargent denied that he had dutiable 
goods in his trunk was he not as much bound to take knowledge 
of the law as the ordinary criminal would be when he commits 
a crime without knowing that he has violated the law? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If it be true that Mr. Sargent was of the 
opinion that the goods were not worth more than a hundred dol- 
lars, and they were intended for the use of himself and family, 
he was justified in declaring that the goods were not chargeable 
with duty. 

Mr. MACON. I understood that he stated he got them for the 
purpose of making present to some one in this country when he 
came home. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have always understood, and so has 
every other traveler that ever crossed the Atlantic,from this 
country to Europe and returned with goods purchased in the 
way that Sargent did, for the purpose of distributing the goods 
among the members of his family as gifts, they were then 
within the meaning of the words “ personal effects,” and there- 
are not chargeable with duty if they did not exceed $100 in 
value. 

Mr. MACON. On that hypothesis a man might bring in dia- 
mond rings that his family could put on their fingers, if he 
makes the statement that he wants to make them gifts. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE.. They would have to be very small to be 
worth less than $100, 

Mr. MACON. Many of them are worth less than $100. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That might be five diamonds. What dif- 
ference does it make, five diamonds or two diamond rings, or a 
brass ring, so long as the goods are not worth more than $100 
in the aggregate? 

Mr. MACON. Now, one other question I would like to ask 
you and then I will let you alone. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. You may go on. 

Mr. MACON. It has been stated here that the reason suit 
was not brought by Mr. Sargent for the return of this money 
was that he would have had to go all the way to El Paso or 
Laredo, wherever the transaction took place, before he sued the 
officer. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. He would have had to institute his suit 
there. 

Mr. MACON. Then I will ask this question: Why was it 
that he, being in New Haven, Conn., gave up the $100 for which 
they wrote to him, and that they did not collect from him down 
there by reason of a mistake, when they would have had to sue 
him at home for the $100? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. His experience justified him in the belief 
that they would have sent on another warrant and taken a citi- 
zen from the State of Connecticut under the process of criminal 
proceeding and have taken him down South for trial. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. How do you explain the 
fact that at his own home at New Haven, after making his state- 
ment to his own attorney, on the advice of that attorney, he 
then paid the $100, where if any suit were brought it would 
have had to be brought in his own town? 

Mr. SPERRY. If you could see the affidavit, you would know. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I did not know that he conferred with 
an attorney; but if he did his attorney may have told him that 
he was subject again to criminal arrest, and therefore desired 
to avoid being taken down South. = 

Mr. SPERRY. In his affidavit he explains the whole matter. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Knowing the statement 
of his own client and believing his statement to be true, he ad- 
vised that client not to incur criminal action. 

Mr. SPERRY. No; that is not true. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Sperry] says it is not true, and I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] will agree with me that what- 
ever the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Srerry] says will be 
accepted as the truth in this House. 

Mr. SPERRY. I call now, in view of the statements which 
have been made, for the reading of Mr. Sargent’s affidavit. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It has been said here that 
something I have stated is not the truth, and I think I ought to 
be permitted to call attention to the testimony as a matter of 
courtesy. I made the statement upon the strength of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] himself, 


that Mr. Sargent employed the attorney and on his advice paid 
the $100. if 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Srerry] is entitled to the floor, and asks for the reading of the 
affidavit in his time. 

Mr. PAYNE. How did my colleague get off the floor? I 
wanted to ask him a question. 

å Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The Chair seemed to take me off the 
oor. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLI- 
VAN] was asking me a question. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may bë 
regular in this discussion, I yield to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Sperry]. 

Mr. SPERRY. I now renew my request for the reading of 
the affidavit of Mr. Sargent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the affidavit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New Haven, January 16, 1902. 
STATE or CONNECTICUT, County of New Haven, 88: 

Joseph B. Sargent, of the city and 8 of New Haven and State of 
Connecticut, being duly sworn, de mere. 

I am the person referred to in Senate bill 2393, for the relief of Jos- 
eph B. Sargent, and the facts are, briefly, as follows: 

In the sp of 1900, while 5 with my wife in Mexico and 
intending to return by sea, I was sei: with a porera attack of acute 
diarrhea, which reduced me to a weak condition and excited aprehen- 
sion lest I should become seriously ill at a distance from home. I 
abandoned the balance of my proper trip and started for my broth- 
er's home, in Georgia, by rail. the course of our journey we had 
bought imens of Mexican drawn work, for which I paid $73.67 
United States money. These articles were intended to be given away 
2 i 3 of our family, and I did not know whether they were 

At Laredo, the custom-house station, I declared the goods, which were 
packed loosely in the trunk without concealment; was informed that 


they were dutiable, and offered to pay the duty. The exact course of. 


this part of the transaction was as follows: The trunk had been 
opened and rtlally examined without any questions having been 
asked me. lle the examination was in progress the inspector said: 


“Ts there anything dutiable here?” I replied,“ There are some articles 
which may be du able, but I do not know whether you will charge duty 
on them.“ He im lately asked, Is there anything made in Mex- 
ico?” and I promptly replied. Les; there is some Mexican drawn 
work.” Then the tor, after further turning over the contents of 
the trunk, drew out the drawn work. I asked him if it were dutiable, 
and he pee that it was, and I then produced the original invoice, 
and said that I would pay the duty. 

At no time was there the slightest concealment on my part, in fact 
or intention. The in tor stated that he could not receive duties 


some weeks, and was then acute, and my desire to continue the journey 

than | train. Thei recta tt 8 2 but 
an lose my e ing r then a ‘or my a gave 
su {t was for the purpose of giving 


and the charge of smuggling 

I was sick and anxious to get without delay to the home of my 
brother in Georgia, where I could rest before going home. I was 
without legal advice and ignorant of the law on the subject, except as 
advised by the collector and assistant district attorney. I was told by 
the assistant district attorney that the only thing for me to do was to 
settle or to go before the grand jury, which was not then in session, on 
the criminal charge of smuggling. I was not told and did not know 
that by filing a gg — protest at the time of payment I could have 
laid the foundation for a civil action to set my right. I was not 
acquainted in San Antonio except as I had made myself known to a 
customer of Sargent & Co. 

My arrest was a great shock, and the additional scandal and the pub- 
licity of the threatened criminal action weighed heavily on me, in may 
weakened condition of health, and I paid to the collector the demand 

malty ge aot 3 taking his receipt. I paid it under pressure of the 
threat of criminal procedure and to procure my release m arrest, be- 
cause I was too sick to resist or to make the effort to properly under- 
stand the matter. 

After my return home the collector demanded, by mail, an additional 
100, claiming that he had made a mistake of that amount in caleulat- 
ng the penalty. I consulted counsel with the idea of making him sue 

for it, and so eins an opportunity to vindicate myself, but was ad- 

vised that my ure to file a protest left no issues open which I could 

contest in the courts, except the correctness of the collector’s caleu- 
ons. 

I then paid the additional sum of $100 under protest, and petitioned 
the Secretary of the Treasury for relief, which was refused on the 
mistaken ground that I still had the goods. When this error was 
pointed out, my petition was again rejected on the ground tkat there 
was no authority for refunding the money. 

I have seen copies of affidavits and of a letter from the collector 
filed with the Secre of the Treasury, anë I declare that they are 
untrue in every material respect. The facts in defnil are as already 
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stated, and I will add that there was but one Inspector present when 
the drawn work was taken out of my trunk. 

I respectfully call attention to the fact that whatever occurred at 
Laredo happened before I left; that no new evidence against me is 
claimed to have been discovered after I went away. Therefore the 
very circumstance that I was allowed to leave Laredo corroborates 
my story, and, as it seems to me, hopelessly discredits the theory that 
I was caught in the act of smuggling. 

I am now 79 years old, and though for some years partially retired, 
have lived an active business life in New Haven for forty years, and 
have been the mayor of the city for four years. 

This arrest on criminal charge and the publicity given to the matter 
in the newspapers has subjected me to an indignity entirely unde- 
served, and at my age peculiarly humiliating. It seems that the only 
way that I can obtain vindication is by the action of your honorable 
committee, and I respectfully ask for the relief stated in the bill. 

The amount of relief asked for is made up as follows: 


IUD CORE OL: / TTT $73. 43 
Paid to the collector at San Antonlo ==- 410. 00 
Paid to the collector, by mail, under protest 00. 


Josxrn B. SARGENT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of January, 1902. 
[SEAL.] M. OLIVE WILLIAMS, Notary Public. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I want to say from 
my own personal knowledge that the statement which has been 
read I believe to be absolutely correct from beginning to end. 
Mr. Sargent is a man above reproach. There is no more dis- 
tinguished or honored citizen in the State of Connecticut. He 
is the employer of several thousand people and has an exceed- 
ingly large business in the city of New Haven, and is a man of 
ample fortune to whom the payment of $100 under protest to 
relieve himself from embarrassment or anxiety is of no moment 
whatever. This man has done just exactly what I think any- 
body would do under the circumstances, at 80 years of age 
and under the conditions that existed; a man of whom it is ab- 
solutely unthinkable to believe for one single moment that he 
would attempt to defraud the Government of the United States 
or anybody else of one penny. I believe absolutely every word 
he has stated in that affiadvit, and that a mistake was made by 
the revenue officials there in their eagerness to collect duties, 
pursuing the course which is often taken with people who try 
to come through occasionally and bring in some little trinkets. 
I believe Mr. Sargent acted honorably. 

Mr. MADDOX. Has there ever been any complaint made to 
the President of the conduct of these gentlemen down there? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. 

Mr. MADDOX. If your statement is true, that they have 
treated this man in this way, they ought to be removed. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox] that I do not wish to go into that ques- 
tion. I simply wanted to add my statement as to the respect 
and esteem in which Joseph B. Sargent is held in the State of 
Connecticut. It would be impossible to convince anybody in the 
State of Connecticut, no matter what his business, no matter 
what his politics, that Mr. Sargent was anything but a man of 
the highest character. His statement, signed by himself, I 
would rely upon for any amount of money. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You are acquainted with the 
claimant in this matter? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have met him. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is he an attorney at law? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe the gentleman is an 
attorney. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Myself? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You heard the affidavit read a 
moment ago, did you not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Don't you think that affidavit 
was drawn by a very. shrewd lawyer? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will say to my friend that I 
have had some experience with customs officers, and I can 
realize exactly the position in which Mr. Sargent was placed. 
I know the eagerness of our customs officials to discover and de- 
tect frauds. I have witnessed these things several times, when 
returning to this country. I can understand, without Mr. Sar- 
gent’s statement, how a man 80 years of age and sick should 
have said just what he said, should have left his goods there, 
should have paid his money, making a protest at the time he 
made the second payment, and should have come in an honor- 
able, square, straightforward way before this committee in 
Congress and stated his case and asked for relief. Gentlemen, 
we ought to give it to him. In my judgment, we ought fairly 


to give it to him as an honest and honorable transaction on 
our part. If a mistake was made, it is our business to correct 
it. The mistake was not made by Mr. Sargent. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman tell us what mistake the cus- 
toms officers made? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think they should have told Mr. 
Sargent the exact situation at the time, that his goods were 
dutiable, and that he would make a mistake in leaving the goods 
in their hands. I should have stayed right by them, if I had 
been there. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the law provide—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. He was sick, and he was a man 
80 years of age. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the law provide that when a person 
brings in goods without declaring them it is the duty of the cus- 
toms officers to seize them? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. As I understand the statement, he 
went and hunted up the inspector himself, just as I have done 
again and again, in a desire to get baggage inspected and passed. 

Mr. MANN. He came in on the train, I suppose; but even 
admitting that to be the case, he did not declare the articles, 
and the customs officers seized the goods under the law. The 
reason I ask the gentleman this question is because he is on the 
committee that frames this kind of tariff legislation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I want to say that just such cases 
as this are what to do more to bring the protective tariff system 
into disrepute than almost anything else that could be done— 
just exactly such things. I have had experiences myself which 
have convinced me of this fact. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that instead of 
relieving one case out of tens of thousands—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If this is wrong it ought to be cor- 
rected, no matter what the others are. If the others did not 
apply to have the wrong corrected, I do not see what can be 
done about it. This gentleman has made application. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that instead of re- 
lieving this one case, which he speaks of, out of thousands of 
others he ought to help report a new tariff bill covering the ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am ready for that proposition. 

Mr. MANN. We will await with interest the time when the 
gentleman reports a tariff bill. 

Mr. SIMS. I thought the foreigner paid the tax anyway. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I have risen to my feet for the 
purpose of moving that the committee rise; but for the purpose 
of securing some action on this bill I move that it be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, one single word. The bill ap- 
propriates, to be paid to Mr. Sargent, some $580. He paid $510. 
That is all he claims he paid, even after he paid this $100, after 
his attorneys in New Haven had been written to by the col- 
lector, asking for the payment of the hundred dollars, and after 
he had paid it, of course, under their advice. : 

I have been unable to find out on what theory, if he is to be 
paid anything, it is proposed to pay him a premium on this sort 
of thing. I understand from my colleague [Mr. GOLDFOGLE], 
who reported the bill and whom I do not see at this moment, 
that it is done on the theory that these centerpieces and doilies 
were wearing appearel, and were therefore exempt. 

But of course they are wrong and Mr. Sargent was in regard 
to that. There can be no theory on which they are exempt. 
The value of the goods was found in a memorandum which Mr. 
Sargent himself presented to the inspectors, and added to that 
the report they had from the consul in Mexico, where the goods 
were purchased. There seems to have been no mistake from 
beginning to end. I do protest against any committee of the 
House or the House itself coming in here and trying to arrange 
these matters out of court. It seems that this committee has 
been prevailed upon because Mr. Sargent is a respectable gen- 
tleman, and my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] appeared 
before the committee—— 

Mr. SPERRY. I appeared before the committee, but I have 
not spoken to anyone else. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I didn’t yield to my friend 
from Connecticut. I am afraid of him, for he could bring tears 
to my eyes any time. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, we are 
not to decide upon tears or sympathy; we are to enforce the 
law, and it ought to be enforced against Mr. Sargent, who is an 
employer of men, as it would be against the weakest and hum- 
blest of his employees. I am for dealing in these matters with 
exact justice. In Mr. Sargent’s case, he had the means to com- 
He could 


mand the best ability that money would purchase. 
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have made his protest and done whatever was necessary in re- 
gard to righting this wrong; he could have taken all the evi- 
dence in the city of New Haven that he desired to take; he 
could have employed lawyers in Texas or New Haven to enforce 
his rights. We ought not to sit here as a court in such a case 
as this. 

Mr. SPERRY. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York that Mr. Sargent may have had the means, but he didn’t 
have the health. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Payne) there were—ayes 35, noes 24. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the several bills to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. CAMPBELL, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 8183, which was found to 
have been reported from a committee not having jurisdiction ; 
that the committee also had had under consideration sundry 
bills and joint resolutions and had directed him to report the 
same back, some with amendment and some without, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be adopted and that the 
bills do pass. 

The SPEAKER. House bill 8113, reported by the committee 
that did not have jurisdiction, will, without objection, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
upon all the bills and amendments thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question may be considered as 
ordered upon the various bills with and without amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that, so far as it re- 
lates to Senate joint resolution 45, directing inquiry into the 
claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, and the Dill 
S. 351, an act for the relief of Joseph B. Sargent. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois modify 
his request for the previous question by excepting the two bills 
just mentioned? 

Mr. GRAFF. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modified request? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk reported the title of the first bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if he proposes to pass these bills this evening? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will state to the gentleman that I think 
these bills, to which there is no serious objection, might be dis- 
posed of at this time, and we could allow those to which there 
is any objection to be passed over until Monday. 

Mr. PAYNE. Having the previous question ordered, what is 
the particular point in having these bills passed at this time? 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, so much would be done. 

Mr. PAYNE. That can be done Monday just as well. It is 
now after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. GRAFF. Then I will not insist upon it. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16445) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes, with certain Senate amendments, and move that the 
Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the urgent defi- 
ciency bill, with certain Senate amendments. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendments. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Hemenway, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 


and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. R. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,“ approved 
February 21, 1903; and 

H. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 1994. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington ; 

S. 1421. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Houghton ; 

85 216. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Wells; f 
S. 183. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Courrier ; 

S. 922. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Devlin. 

S. 1576. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily M. J. 
Cooley; and 

S. 2414. An act granting an increase of pension to Elise 
Habercom. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday, December 19, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of James Kizer, administrator of estate of R. M. Glover, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations for defraying the expenses of col- 
lecting the revenue from customs—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Milli- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16160) granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license 
to make excayations and place footings in the soil of certain 
land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3142); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (II. R. 10313) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters, 
headquarters at New Orleans, La., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3143); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
15981) to authorize the Mississippi Central Railroad Company 
to bridge Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3144); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (II. R. 15810) to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3145); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5704) 
to incorporate the American National Red Cross, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3146) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16580) granting a pension to Kate Cushman 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16607) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Drum—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16622) granting a pension to William H. Bogle— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows : 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 16716) for improving the 
— 5 at Biloxi, Miss. —to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 16717) providing for an 
additional appropriation for the public building at Owosso, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 16718) for the extension and 
improvement of Massachusetts and Boundary avenues NW., 
Md pea D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16719) to 
increase the limit of cost for the purchase of site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Westchester, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 16720) permitting the 
building of a railroad bridge across the Red River of the North 
from a point on section 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, 
Marshall County, Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 
north, range 51 west, Walsh County, N. Dak.—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 16721) to refund certain 
excess duties paid upon importations of absinthe and kirsch- 
wasser from Switzerland between June 1, 1898, and December 5, 
1898—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 16722) to in- 
crease the limit of cost for the purchase of site and the erection 
of a public building at Crawfordsville, Ind—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 16723) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Muscogee, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A resolution (H. Res. 400) asking for 
all data in detail upon report made December 3, 1904, upon cot- 
ton acreage and production—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A resolution (H. Res 402) providing for 
the consideration of Senate bill 3728—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. BAKER: A resolution (H. Res. 403) asking informa- 
tion from the Attorney-General in regard to the so-called “ beef 
trust to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARST: A resolution (H. Res. 404) relating to politi- 
cal activity of letter carriers and the dismissal of James C. Kel- 
ler, Frank Cunningham, Warren Tumber, and H. W. Aldrich 
from the public service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 16724) for the relief of the 
widows of Union soldiers, sailors, or marines—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 16725) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gates D. Parish—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16726) granting a pension to Joseph Mat- 
thews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16727) to pay heirs of 
John Sevier, sr., for certain military services rendered to the 
United States by said John Sevier, sr. —to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 16728) granting a pension 
to Mary Stuart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16729) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha C. Baleomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 16730) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16731) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16782) granting a pension 
to Andrew M. Stamm—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16733) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles G. Turney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 16734) for the relief of Charles 
E. Danner & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16735) granting 
an increase of pension to John Haack—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 16736) granting an increase 
o pension to J. R. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 16737) granting a pension 
to Daphna Ketcham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 16738) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph S. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16739) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shoup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 16740) granting 
an increase of pension to Laura Coleman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16741) granting a pension to 
H. Edwin Goetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16742) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Finger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16748) granting an increase of pension to 
John Glass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16744) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Blevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16745) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16746) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16747) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred H. Martine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16748) granting a pension to Frona J. 
Wooten—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16749) granting a pension to George W. 
Cowan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 16750) for the relief of 
Charles Uerkvitz—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16751) granting a pension to 
Joseph J. Bodenhamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16752) granting a pension to John Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16753) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eli W. Knowles—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16754) granting a pen- 
sion to Gustave Trimter—to the Committee on Invald Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 16755) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Layard E. Benton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16756) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Riddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16757) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16758) granting an increase 
of pension to Florence M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 16759) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Dunlap—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 16760) for the relief of 
William Edward Bailey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 16761) granting a pen- 
sion to Jennie A. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (II. R. 16762) granting an increase of pension to | 381, of Hancock County, Me., in favor of a Bureau of Public 
Elias H. Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By -Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16763) By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the council of the city of 
granting an increase of pension to William P. Shelton—to the | Cleveland, Ohio, recommending use of granite in Federal build- 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. ing at Cleveland—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 16764) for the relief of admin- | Grounds. ; 

istrator of James B. Beavers, deceased, of Fairfax County, Va.— By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of New Prague Flour- 

to the Committee on War Claims. ing Mill Company, relative to customs-drawback law—to the 


By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 16765) for the relief of | Committee on Ways and Means. 
the legal representatives of Jonathan Holmes, deceased—to the By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the International 


Committee on War Claims. Press Association of Oklahoma and Indian Territories, urging 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16766) for the relief of F. P. Brower—to the | the removal of all restrictons from the sale of Indian lands ex- 
Committee on Claims. cepting homesteads—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 16767) granting an increase Also, petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention, 
of pension to James McPherson—to the Committee on Invalid | urging legislation to regulate freight rates—to the Committee 


Pensions. on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16768) granting a pension to G. W. Finley By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont; Petition of St. Johnsbury 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Woman’s Club, in favor of a constitutional amendment prohib- 
Also, a bill (II. R. 16769) granting a pension to Mary I. Dav- iting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
enport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Independent Cigar Manu- 
Also, a bill (II. R. 16770) granting a pension to Annie B. facturing Association, of Chicago, protesting against a reduc- 
Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tion of tariff on Philippine cigars—to the Committee on Ways 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16771) granting | and Means. 
an increase of pension to George W. Kinzly—to the Committee By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Woman's Club of St. 
on Invalid Pensions. Johnsbury, Caledonia County, Vt, for a constitutional amend- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16772) granting an increase of pension to | ment prohibiting polgyamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Buford P. Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HEARST: Petition of members of the Omaha 
By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 16773) granting a pension to | (Nebr.) Grain Exchange, favoring the enactment into law of 
John Mather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. bill H. R. 13778, known as the Hearst bill“ —to the Committee 
By Mr. VANDIVER: A Dill (H. R. 16774) granting an in- on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
crease of pension to John J. James—to the Committee on In- Also, petition of the citizens of Madison, Wis., favoring the 
valid Pensions. enactment of bill H. R. 18778, known as a “Hearst bill“ to 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 16775) granting | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
an increase of pension to Abraham Stine—to the Committee on | By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of the Grand Camp of the 


Invalid Pensions. Arctie Brotherhood, for a Delagate in Congress from Alaska— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16776) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on the Territories. 
John W. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, resolution of the Alaska Club, of Seattle, Wash., for rep- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16777) granting an increase of pension to | resentation in Congress for Alaska Territory—to the Committee 
David W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on the Territories. 
By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 16778) granting a pension to| By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany Dill granting an in- 
Jennie E. Keown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. crease of pension to Florence M. Baker—to the Committee on 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16779) for the relief of the | Invalid Pensions. p 
estate of Charles Baum, deceased—to the Committee on War By Mr. MANN: Memorial to Congress from the executive 


Claims. council of the Public Education Association of Washington, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16780) for the relief of William ‘Tellett’s | D. C., indicating some needs of public education in the District 
personal representatiyes—to the Committee on War Claims. of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany claim of Edward 
W. Bailey for injuries inflicted upon his person by United 
States marines while at target practice—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Bar Association of 
San Francisco, asking for better court facilities in the district 
Federal courts of California—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of citizens of Indianapolis, 
in favor of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. PUJO: Resolution of Headquarters of United Confed- 
erate Veterans, of New Orleans, La., with reference to bill S. 
2081—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of Thomas J. Holmes and 
James H. Holmes, heirs of Jonathan Holmes, to be paid for 
stores and supplies taken by United States Army, as provided by 
the bill for the relief of the legal representatives of Jonathan 
Holmes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Papers relative to claim for pension of 
G. W. Finley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for pension of Mary I. Dav- 
enport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James McPherson, asking for an increase of 
pension from $12 to $40 per month—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Annie Lee, in support of claims for 
5 as soldier's widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Affidavit in support of pension 
claim of J. H. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase of pension of 
Buford P. Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of 
George W. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of William J. Rainey, 
Ralph Janssen, and W. C. Hall, asking for an amendment to 
the United States Constitution making polygamy a breach of 
the Federal law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution favoring a sea- 
level canal across the Isthmus of Panama, unanimously adopted 
by the board of directors of the Philadelphia Bourse, December 
14, 1904—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Grand Army of the Re- 
public post, in favor of placing Maj. Gen. P. I. Osterhaus on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Fruit and Produce Exchange, 
in favor of amending the interstate-commerce laws as to regu- 
lating indiscriminate freight rates—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Simmons Hardware Company, in favor 
of the Boutell bill (II. R. 9302)—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis, opposed to bill S. 4596—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Edinboro (Pa.) Grange, No. 947; 
Waterford (Pa.) Grange, and Springsboro Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, against changing the antioleomargarine law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. A 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Nebraska Conference 
of the Epworth Assembly, on sundry matters, looking to the regu- 
lation of the Post-Office Department, the Philippines, Sunday 
working on Government works, to forbid the sale of intoxicants 
in all Government buildings, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill, 
against interstate telegraphing of race gambling bets, against 
gambling by guessing on newspaper coupons, and for expelling 
Senator. 3soor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of John Dority Grange, No. 
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Also, petition of R. H. Hartley, Dr. C. D. Woodruff, and A. C. 
Dickenson, in favor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of the Loyal League of the 
United States, favoring the placing of Maj. Peter I. Osterhaus 
on the retired list of the Army with the rank he held at the 
close of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: Petition of James C. Dahlman and 9 
other shippers of live stock, members of the South Omaha Live 
Stock Exchange, favoring the enactment into law of bill H. R. 
13778, known as the Hearst bill”—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to John J. James—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition and papers to accompany bill H. R. 
16713, granting a pension to William Cannon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of 10 members of the South Omaha 
(Nebr.) Live Stock Exchange, favoring the enactment into law 
of bill H. R. 13778, known as the Hearst bill — to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 19, 1904. 


Rey. Epwarp E. Hare, the Chaplain of the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

They shall call His name Jesus, for he shall save His people 
from their sins * + +, His name shall be called Emmanuel, 
which, being interpreted, is God with us. 

Let us pray. Even so, Father, He comes to save us from our 
sins. Thou art pleased to reveal Thyself to us in Him. And 
to-day we pray Thee for our homes and for this festival which 
we are to celebrate together, the festival of home, that Thou 
wilt be with Thy servants wherever they go, wherever they are, 
in this commemoration of a Savior’s birth. With our fathers 
and mothers, our brothers and sisters, our little children, with 
all that makes home glad and happy, be present, Thou, the 
Father, in the midst of Thy children, that we may have Thy 
love for our love, Thy strength for our weakness, Thy wisdom 
for our direction. Go with us wherever we go; stay with us 
wherever we are, 

And for this country we pray, that she may know what are 
the blessings of a Christian State, that these States may be 
bound together as brothers and sisters are bound together in one 
tie, that our rulers may be peace, that our exactors may be 
righteousness, and this that loving country whose God is the 
Lord. We ask it in Christ Jesus. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth as it is done in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those that trespass against us. And 
lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine 
is the kingdom and the power and the glory, forever. Amen. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PERKINS called the Senate to order ssi the Secretary 
read the following communication : 


WASHINGTON, December 16, 190}. 
To the United States Senate: 


I hereby appoint the senior Senator from California, Mr. PERKINS, 

to perform the duties of the chair during 
President roy tempore. 

Mr. PERKINS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer 

and directed that the Journal be read. 
THE JOURNAL. f 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn until Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

[A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was delivered to the Senate by Mr. FORSTER, one of his 
secretaries. ] 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING. its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion: 

An act (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Currier; 

l 
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Wan act (S. 216) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
ells 


An act (S. 922) granting an increase of pension to William 


S. Devlin; 


An act (8. 1421) granting an increase of ion to Char] 
L. Houghton; ni ES rg 
F piers (S. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Emily M. 

ey; 

An act (S. 1994) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington; 

An act (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Elise 
Habercom ; 

An act (H. R. 6498) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; and 
1 Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 4 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, December 21, 
1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


—ä— 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 
12, 1904. 


POSTMASTERS, 


ILLINOIS. 
Moses C. Thomas to be postmaster at Homer, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Illinois. 
MICHIGAN, 
William T. Hosner to be postmaster at Romeo, in the county 
of Macomb and State of Michigan. 
William C. Mertz to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Saginaw and State of Michigan. 
Louis H. Tovatt to be postmaster at Standish, in the county 
of Arenac and State of Michigan. 
Herman A. Wyckoff to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 19, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 16, 1904, 
was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL WEDNESDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT PASSED, 


The following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, were ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 11664. A bill to reimburse the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company for damage to union depot at Louisville, Ky., 
by blasting in the Ohio River; 

H. R. 3109. A bill for the relief of Noah Dillard; 

H. R. 3619. A bill for the relief of David B. Howell; 

H. R. 6351. A bill to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as 
hospital steward, etc. ; 

H. R. 3950. A bill for the relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, 
Nebr. ; 

H. R. 9758. A bill for the relief of the heirs of George Mc- 
Ghehey for services rendered as mail contractor; 

H. R. 11370. A bill to relieve the Italian-Swiss Agricultural 
Colony from the internal-revenue tax on certain spirits de- 
stroyed by fire; 

H. R. 2052. A bill for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and 
Joseph A. Springer; 

H. R. 6375. A bill for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of Henry Lee, deceased ; 

H. R. 10089. A bill for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of Lockport, 
Niagara County, N. Y.; 

H. R. 9091. A bill to provide United States registry for the 
steamer Marie; and 

H. R. 9090. A bill to provide United States register for the 
steamer Success, 


1904. 
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HOUSE BILLS AND RESOLUTION WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED, 


On the following House bills and resolution, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House with amendments, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to; and the 
bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 11802. A bill for the relief of Adolph Spiegel as the suc- 
cessor of the firm of Spiegel, Finkelstein & Co.; and 

H. R. 10558. A bill referring the claim of Hanna S. Crane and 
others to the Court of Claims. 

H. Res. 20. A resolution (in lieu of H. R. 2053) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of Hans Peter Guttormsen. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, were ordered to be read a third time, read the 
third time, and passed: 

S. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short; 

S8. 1753. An act for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy ; 

S. 1501. An act for the relief of James S. McIndoe; and 

S. 1352. An act for the relief of Lindlay P. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb. 


WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY. 
The Clerk reported Senate joint resolution 45, directing in- 


quiry into the claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, re-. 


ported from the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the information 
desired by the enactment of this joint resolution has. been in part, 
if not wholly, ascertained by a committee at the other end of the 
Capitol, its enactment here, therefore, may be entirely unneces- 
sary. I therefore move that the resolution, with the accom- 
panying papers, be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the votes by which 
the several bills and resolutions were passed be reconsidered, 
and that that motion lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, it will be so or- 
dered. N 

There was no objection. 


FARWELL, OZMUN, KIRK & CO. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 16160) 
granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. a license to make exca- 
vations and place footings in the soil of certain land belonging 
to the United States at St. Paul, Minn., and move that the rules 
be suspended and that the bill do pass. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the State of innesota, and 
engaged in business at St. Paul, Minn., be, and is hereby, granted a li- 
cense : 

First. To make a sufficient temporary excavation on the land of the 
United States adjacent to the property of said Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & 
Co., to wit: On lot No. 3, in block No, 31, of St. Paul proper, accordin 
to the plat thereof on file and of record in the office of e register o 
deeds in and for the county of Ramsey and State of Minnesota, to enable 
said Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. to properly point the foundation walls 
of the warehouse and mercantile building now in the process of con- 
struction belonging to said Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., and situate 
upon DE De of auditor's subdivision, No. 35, of St. Paul, Ramsey 
County, 

pba To place in the soll of the land of the United States in said 
lot No. 3, block No. 31, of St. Paul proper, at a depth of about 20 feet, 
immediately adjoining the boundary line of the two properties of the 
United States and of said Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., sufficient stone, 
concrete, and rock to complete a suitable footing for the westerly wall 
of said Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co.’s warehouse and mercantile build- 

now in the course of construction. 3 
ec. 2. That this license is given subject to the following provisions 
and conditions: 


First. That all stone, concrete, und rock or other substance placed by. 
said licensee in the soil of the United States shall be and remain the 
property. of the United States. 

Second. That said licensee shall indemnify and save harmless the 
United States from o cost or expense or damage which may in any 
way accrue to the United States by reason of any of the excavations 
aforesaid or by reason of the placing of any of the aforesaid footings 
im the ast iy Pome United States in such manner as shall be desig- 
nated. b; e tary of W 


Var. 

Third. That said licensee shall refill the excavations, pack the earth 
firmly therein, and restore the surface of all ees excavated, and 
leave the same in as good condition as it was at the commencement of 
any excavation made by said licensee. 

Fourth. That the work required or permitted by this Iicense shall 
not in any way interfere with any building of the United States or the 
use thereof, and shall be done under the supervision and subject: to the 
approval of the officer of the United States Army commanding the 
partment of Dakota, in charge of said army tomy 

Firth. Tha the event of the revocation or quishment of this 
license, any sum which ene | have to be ed in y prem- 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second may be. considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and a second is ordered. The gentleman 
from Minnesota is recognized for twenty minutes and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will be entitled to twenty minutes, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill 
granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co., a corporation of Min- 
nesota, a license to make an excavation on land belonging to 
the United States. This land is occupied by a building belong- 
ing to the United States, known as the headquarters of the 
Department of Dakota. This private corporation proposes to 
erect a warehouse on its own property, adjacent to the property 
of the United States. In doing so, it desires to properly place 
foundations of its building on its own property, and in order 
to do that it asks for this license to excavate temporarily about 
3 feet of the ground belonging to the United States down to 
a depth of about 20 feet. At that place, to properly point its 
wall, it desires by this act to place stone and concrete and 
what other material may be necessary upon the property of 
the United States at that depth, but not probably to exceed 
2 or 3 feet in height and some inches in width, at that point; 
then, by the conditions of this license, to replace this earth 
and what other material may be necessary, and leave it in 
exactly the same condition it was before this project was 
started, on the 5th of October last, and that any of the concrete 
or stone or whatever material is placed in the land of the 
United States shall become the property of the United States, 
and that this corporation shall indemnify and hold the United 
States harmless for any damages, trouble, or anything of that 
ee under regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is that provided in the bill? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes, sir; on page 2 of the 
bill, seetion 2 of the license. I would state that this was 
started in October; that this concern appeared before the Sec- 
retary of War. He had the matter investigated by the com- 
mander of the Department of Dakota, who has his office in this 
very building and has the charge of it. The department com- 
mander investigated this thing himself, and the War Depart- 
ment realizes that it is for the advantage of the Government 
in this particular if the building is hereafter to be extended, 
as is not probable, but if it should be, this concrete or stone 
or material placed in the earth would become a part of the 
party wall that would be necessary to be used by the United 
States Government, and that is what it practically is. So, 
under these circumstances, the War Department granted a 
temporary license to make the excavation until Congress should 
convene and determine what should be done, Of course, the 
concern has not touched the property. It has waited until it 
could see what action Congress should adopt. I am personally 
quite familiar with the situation. I visit that building nearly 
every day when I am at home. I believe it would not only not 
be a detriment to the building, but I believe, with the officers 
of the War Department, that it would be of advantage to the 
United States, beeause if necessary some time that could be 
used for a party wall without any expense to the United States 
Government. That is all provided in this bill. The Secretary 
of War has authority by this to make any regulations that 
may be necessary to protect the United States against any 
possible loss and require any sort of indemnity he may deem 
necessary. The Quartermaster-General and the Secretary of 
War have recommended this bill favorably, and it is recom- 
mended favorably by a unanimous vote of the Committee on 
Military Affairs: I believe the rules should be suspended and 
this bill should pass. 

Mr: MADDOX.. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second in order 
that the bill might be explained. I have nothing to say. I am 
satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill which has been reported 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds: (in the opinion of 
the Chair) having voted in favor thereof, the rules: were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT AND ENTRY IN ROUND VALLEY INDIAN 
RESERVATION, CAL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overlooked the bill H. R. 15011, 
which is on the Calendar as unfinished’ business under this 
order and will have preference over other motions. The Clerk 
will report the bill by its title. 


FFC 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15011) to open to homestead settlement and entry the 
relinquished and undis -of portions of the Round Valley Indian 
Reservation, in the State of California, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The note on the Calendar shows “ Pending in 
the House, under suspension of the rules, a second being ordered, 
Mr. BELL of California having used seven minutes in favor of 
and Mr. Livernasu five minutes in opposition to the bill.“ 
The gentleman from California [Mr. BELL] is entitled to thir- 
teen minutes and the gentleman from California [Mr. LIVER- 
NASH] to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to lay before the 
House, with brevity, my reasons for opposing the pending bill, 
I do this not expecting, within the limitations governing debate 
on a motion to suspend the rules, to prevail as against the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Interior and the report 
of the Committee on the Public Lands, but wishing the record 
to show that I am unconvinced by that recommendation and 
not persuaded by that report, and that I believe the action 
about to be taken will be regretted, as time goes on, by those 
among us who are deeply concerned that the relations of the 
United States to its Indian wards shall be above reproach. 

In Round Valley, northern California, is an Indian reserva- 
tion, said to be more extensive than the present needs of the 
Indians within its boundaries. The bill provides that the sur- 
plus lands, estimated to have an area of 62,419 acres, shall be 
opened to settlement “under the provisions of the homestead 
laws of the United States "—language exceedingly misleading. 

If this measure were otherwise unobjectionable, I submit 
that the House should not proceed to pass upon it in advance 
of careful consideration of the plight of the Indians of northern 
California in general; for it may well be that these lands, 
though not required by the Indians at present on the reserva- 
tion, are needed by Indians no less deserving of attention who 
are not in Round Valley and as to whom the Federal Govern- 
ment has been guilty of neglect. 

In this connection I remind the House of the numerous peti- 
tions it has received during the life of the Fifty-eighth Congress 
praying legislation in relief of the thousands of landless Indians 
in the State of California; and I shall lay before the House a 
memorial in that regard I have to-day received from the North- 
ern California Indian Association, and shall append to my re- 
marks a copy of this memorial and a copy of a letter and an 
accompanying earlier memorial from the same important body. 

From the later of these memorials I quote two paragraphs: 

In the early days of American occupation commissioners were sent 
out from Washington to make treaties with the Indians of California, 
and treaties were actually negotiated with some eighty or ninety bands. 
These treaties contained the provisions usual to such treaties of the 
time, but none of them were ratified by the United States Senate, and 
so, in the governmental view, never became operative. Nevertheless, 
although the Government has never recognized these treaties as binding 
upon itself, it has appropriated every advantage conferred by the 
treaties without in any manner carrying out its part of the agreement 
or paying any of the things agreed to be paid. The Government has 
not only seized the Indian lands which it agreed to ao in the 
3 but the Indian reservations also, and has sold the same to 

ttlers. 

Lerne! two or three tribes who resisted the occupation of their lands by 
whites received reservations, which are now either allotted or in process 
of being allotted. These Indians number about 1,700. The great bod 
of northern California Indians, who were faithful to their treaty obli- 
gations notwithstanding the bad faith of the Government, have received 
nothing—not even school privileges for their children or the equal pro- 
tection of the law. These Indians now number, as nearly as this peti- 
tioner is able to estimate, between thirteen and fourteen thousand. 

How unhappy is the situation of some of these wronged 
Indians may be suggested to the House by this quotation from 
the letter I have mentioned: 

A few years after the American 8 of California a treaty 
was made with the Colusa Indians by which they sold their lands to 
the United States, retaining as a reservation about 160,000 acres of 
land between Butte Creek and the Sacramento River. This land is 
now worth from six to eight millions of dollars. The treaty was never 
ratified, the Indians never received a cent of the money promised them 
in the treaty, and their reservation was occupied by settlers and taken 
up as Government land. The number of this tribe has been reduced 
in fifty years from about 1,000 to less than 100. A band of about 
forty are now living on one of the burial mounds of their ancestors, 
near Grand Island, Colusa County. They are huddled together on 
about 4 acres of land, in a wheat field, and surrounded by a barbed- 
wire fence. The sanitary condition is wretched, and their only water 
supply is a well 10 feet deep among the graves. 

Surely the Congress will sooner or later legislate to mitigate 
in some measure the grievous injustice the United States has 
visited upon the inoffensive California Indians left landless in 
the vast hunting grounds of their fathers. That legislation 
may follow the reservation plan of dealing with the Indians, or 
the plan urged by the Northern California Association (a small 
holding of land for every Indian), or some plan not yet proposed. 
But, sir, can it be wise at this stage of the case, with no plan 
agreed upon, to part with these Round Valley lands? Would it 
not, rather, be prudent to hold them as they are until we shall 


have given the landless Indians of the regions thereabout some 
thought in this assembly? 

All of this, Mr. Speaker, on the assumption that the bill is 
unobjectionable save on the ground thus far discussed. But it 
is not so free from flaw. g 

The measure provides for an appraisement of the surplus 
lands, but excludes “ improvements“ from this appraisement, 
and then continues: 

The said lands when surveyed and appraised shall be subject to set- 
tlement and entry under the provisions of the homestead laws of the 
United States; and all actual and bona fide settlers upon said lands on 
January 1, 1904, shall have a preference right to enter and hold the 
lands actually occupied by them, respectively, not exceeding one quarter- 
section, and they shall credited with the time they have actually 


occupied the same on the time required by law to perfect title as home- 
stead settlers. 


It seems to me, sir, an essentially improper policy for the 
Congress to make the trespass of squatters a basis of preferen- 
tial rights. No settler can be lawfully upon the lands affected 
by this bill; and if they are to be sold, it appears to be the 
plain duty of the Congress to abstain from giving the wrong- 
doer, the trespasser, superiority over the citizen who has not 
trespassed, the citizen who has done no wrong. 

At the very least, I think, the bill should carry an amend- 
ment providing that preference to squatters shall be given only 
on condition of payment (for the benefit of the Indians) of 
whatever, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior or 
by the findings of Federal appraisers, may be reasonable rental 
of the occupied lands for the period of unlawful occupation. 

To give a premium for trespass would be improper as a gen- 
eral proposition, I should say; but in this particular case I 
believe it would be improper in an extraordinary degree, be- 
cause some of the trespassers on these Round Valley lands 
gained and have held their squatter tenure by blood crimes. 
The history of Round Valley is written in scarlet, and the feuds . 
of the trespassers have filled many an unmarked grave. 

In concluding this statement of the reasons moving me to dis- 
satisfaction with the bill, I inform the House that Jam in re- 
ceipt of a letter from a gentleman connected with the Northern 
California Indian Association, mentioning, incidentally, a report 
to the effect that the lands it is proposed shall be sold contain 
“considerable deposits of lignite coal of the best quality yet 
discovered in California.” He does not vouch for the accuracy 
of the report, and I know nothing on the subject personally; 
but the letter gives me an additional motive for wishing my vote 
to-day to count against the hastiness of legislation the pending 
motion contemplates. 

Mr. BELL of California. 
question? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. With pleasure. 

Mr. BELL of California. You say that you have received a 
letter. Is that letter from Mr. C. E. Kelsey, secretary of the 
Northern California Indian Association? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. Of what date was that letter—De- 
cember 13? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I do not remember the date. The letter 
was received by me this morning. It is signed by Mr. C. E. Kel- 
sey, as secretary of the Northern California Indian Association. 
I do not mention the letter as proof that the report concerning 
coal deposits is true, for Mr. Kelsey writes of it as one writes 
of unverified reports and not as expressing any personal knowl- 
edge, and I know nothing of the matter myself. The circum- 
stance that there is such a report, however, appears to me an 
additional reason why the bill should not be rushed to passage 
under suspension of the rules, but should come before the House 
when reached upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Speaker, a careful reading of 
the bill now under discussion will show that the interests of the 
Indians of the Round Valley Indian Reservation in the State of 
California are-being amply protected and safeguarded by the 
provisions of the bill. After the original bill was introduced 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands it was then 
sent to the Secretary of the Interior for his opinion. The mat- 
ter was taken up in detail in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, in the office of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and with the Secretary of the Interior himself; 
and the bill now under consideration is a bill that has been 
drawn in the office of the Secretary of the Interior and unani- 
mously reported favorably to this House by the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

This Indian reservation in the State of California was not ac- 
quired from the Indians or through the Indians by any treaty 
stipulation. It was carved out of the public domain in the early 
seventies by Executive orders. In 1890 the Congress of the 
United States came to the conclusion that the reservation was 


Will my colleague yield to me for a 
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too large and ought to be reduced, and on the Ist day of Octo- 
ber, 1890, a law was passed in Congress reducing the reserya- 
tion and authorizing the President of the United States to allot 
to the Indians in severalty as much agricultural land as he 
thought they should haye, and also timber and grazing lands. 
After that allotment had been made by the President of the 
United States there remained some 64,000 acres of land cut off 
from the reservation. The land that has been relinquished is 

and mountainous and hardly habitable for human be- 
ings. The bill of 1890 provided that these relinquished lands 
should be appraised and then offered for sale after being sur- 
veyed in lots of 640 acres each. That was done. The lands 
were surveyed. They were appraised in 1894, and on the 19th 
day of April they were offered for public sale, but only 1,200 
acres out of some 64,000 acres were sold. 

Since then nothing has been done with this land. The In- 
dians have not had the use of it, they have not occupied it; but 
during the last ten years some poor white men have gone into 
those mountains and established their homes. They have not 
gone in there for the purpose of stealing anything from the In- 
dians. They have not committed trespass, they have not 
wronged the Indians in the slightest degree; but they have built 
their little homes upon these lands, and they now come to the 
United States Congress and ask you to provide a method by 
which they may gain title to those homes. 

This bill simply provides that these lands shall be surveyed in 
tracts of 160 acres each, and opened to homestead entry, and 
that these men who now live there may have the first right to 
enter, and receive credit for the time that they have lived upon 
the land. But before they can gain any title they must pay the 
Indians for the lands. The lands are to be reappraised, and no 
man now living there will be able to gain title to a single acre 
until he pays the Indians whatever the appraised price may be. 

My colleague from California [Mr. LivernasH] claims to 
have some special personal knowledge as to great wrongs that 
have been perpetrated upon the Indians of northern California. 
If he has such knowledge, I ask him why it has never been 
brought to the attention of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs? 
Does any man believe that if these grievous wrongs have been 
committed the Commissioner of Indian Affairs would not haye 
some knowledge of them? That department has its agent in 
Round Valley. That agent of the department has been con- 
sulted in regard to the provisions of this bill and he favors the 
passage of this measure. My colleague from California [Mr. 
IA1vVERNASH] also asserts that he has received a letter from a 
Mr. Kelsey, who is at the head of some organization to protect 
the landless Indians of California, I myself received a letter 
from Mr. Kelsey this very morning, dated December 13, 1904. 
He is supposed to be protecting the rights of the Indians of the 
State of California, and this is what he says: 

Would you kindly se 
unallotted lands of the Bound Valles” Prale Heer eu len Fg the 
always been our policy to advocate the elimination of reservations as 
fast as they can possibly be segregated. We do not therefore oppose the 


opening of Indian lands to settlement, contenting ourselves with seein 
or trying to see that the Indians receive fair prices and fair treatment 


According to the provisions of this bill, the Indians residing 
upon the reservation are amply protected. The lands will be 
impartially appraised, and the Indians will be given the money. 
They have not had possession of these lands for fourteen years. 
The white man has had possession, but only by squatter’s right. 
It is not right or proper that that great tract of land out there 
in the mountains should continue in its present condition. The 
white man ought to have an opportunity to settle upon it and be 
given a home. Some parts of it are almost inaccessible. I do 
not know why any white man should really want to make his 
home out there in those mountains, 50 miles from the railroad, 
where there is no level land; but some people have seen fit to go 
there. They have carried their lumber into those mountains 
over those trails on horseback. They have built a little school- 
house there in order that their children may be given a liberal 
education. They have done those things that comport with 
good citizenship. They have not committed any wrong. I stand 
here to defend them. I know them, and I know them to be good, 
honest, law-abiding citizens. They would wrong no one. All 
these tales about hidden and unhidden graves out there make 
good stories for the newspapers, but I do not know that any 
crime or any bloodshed has ever resulted from the segregation or 
relinquishment of these lands, and I am pretty well acquainted 
with the situation there. I trust that this bill, which has come 
from the Department of the Interior, which has received the 
sanction of the Committee on the Public Lands, after fair and 
impartial consideration, may pass this House by the requisite 
two-thirds vote. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit a question? 


Mr. BELL of California. I yield to the gentleman from 


Texas. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to know what committee 
reported this? 

Mr. BELL of California. The Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I wish to state that this is only 
in Tine with the policy adopted by the committees having charge 
of Indian affairs in the Senate and House—to open up all 
Indian reservations, especially reservations of this sort. As I 
understand it, this is an Executive reservation, laid off by order 
of the President. 

Mr. BELL of California. That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And as I understand the gentle- 
man’s statement—I have not had a chance to read the bill— 
allotment has already been made to these Indians. 

Mr. BELL of California. Fourteen years ago. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can you state to us how much 
land was given to each Indian and whether it was given to in- 
dividual Indians or to the family? 

Mr. BELL of California. I do net know. The original bill 
provided that the amount of land—agricultural, grazing, and 
timber land—should be left to the discretion of the President. 
As a matter of fact, I do not know how many acres were 
allotted to each Indian, but the Indians have been satisfied. 
There are 811 of them, I think, upon that reservation—men, 
women, and children—acecording to the last census, and they 
have some very rich land. They have more than they are cul- 
tivating, and some of them do not even keep the fences up, and do 
not make the proper use of it, as the situation is now. Their 
land is good level land in the floor of the valley. : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand, they had the 
choice of the entire reservation? 

Mr. BELL of California. They took the choicest and richest 
land of the reservation—the only level land there was. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The object is to open the rest for 
settlement? z 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. STHPHENS of Texas. As I understand, the price was 
set too high and a very small portion of it was selected. 

Mr. BELL of California. Only 1,200 acres. It was surveyed 
in too large tracts, so that a person had to buy 640 acres if he 
bought any. The object of this bill is to give them a right to 
take 160 acres under the homestead act. This bill authorizes 
the President to appoint a commission or special agent for the 
purpose of reappraising the land, and allows the settlers to pay 
for it in five equal annual installments. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not less than the appraised value? 

Mr. BELL of California. Not less than the appraised value. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. How many squatters, if the gentleman 
can inform me, are there on these lands? 

Mr. BELL of California. I think about forty families at the 
present time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to insert in the Recorp, as a part of my remarks, a 
copy of the original bill offered by me, a copy of the bill as sub- 
stituted by the Department, and the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill and report are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7631) to open to homestead settlement the relinquished 


rtions of the Round Valley Indian Reservation, in the State of 
‘ornia, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all lands 8 from the Round vane 
Indian Reservation, in the State of California, under an act entitl 
“An act to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of California, and for other purposes,” approved Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, are hereby opened to settlement under the provisions of 
the homestead laws of the United States, and all actual and bona fide 
settlers upon said lands at the time of the passage of this act shall have 
the preference to enter and hold the lands actually occupied ig Speer 
res ively, not exceeding one quarter section, and they shall ered- 
i with the time they have actually occupied the same on the time re- 


quired law to perfect title as homestead settlers.. 
—.— . That acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby 
re 


Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 
ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION, CAL. 

17 — 12, 1904.—Committed to the Committee ot the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. Mr. NerpHaM, 
from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the following re- 
port to 8 H. R. 15011: 0 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 7631) to open to homestead settlement and entry the relin- 
quished portions of the Round Valley Indian Reservation, the State 
of California, and for other purposes, report the same back to the House 
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of Representatives, and recommend the adoption of the following bill 
as a substitue therefor : 


“A bill to open to homestead settlement and entry the relinquished 


and undisposed of portions of the Round Valley Indian Reservation, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That all lands relin- 
uished from the Round er Indian Reservation, in the State of 
alifornia, under an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the reduction of 
the Round Valley Indian Reservation, in the State of California, and 
for other purposes,’ approved October 1, 1890, which have not hereto- 
fore been disposed of, shall be surveyed in accordance with the Goy- 
ernment surveys and reappraised, exclusive of improvements, by a com- 
mission of three disinterested persons, to be appointed by the President, 
or by a trusted inspector or special agent of the Department of the 
Interior, as the President, in his discretion, may direct. The said 
lands, when surveyed and appraised, shall be subject to settlement and 
entry under the provisions of the homestead laws of the United States; 
and all actual and bona fide settlers upon said lands on January 1, 
1904, shall have a preference right for ninety days after the same shall 
be opened to settlement to enter and hold the lands actually occupied 
by them, respectively, not exceeding one quarter section, and they shall 
be credited with the time they have actually occupied the same on the 
time required by law to perfect title as homestead settlers. Each entry- 
man of any of said lands shall pay for the same at the appraised price, 
payments to be made in five equal annual payments, with interest on 
all deferred payments at the rate of 5 per cent per annum. Com- 
mutation under section 2301, Revised Statutes, shall not be allowed of 
any entry made for any of these lands. 
“Sec. 2. That the funds arising from the sale of said lands shall be 
disposed of as provided in section 4 of the act of October 1, 1890, pro- 
viding for the disposal of the Round Valley Indian Reservation.” 


HISTORY OF THE LANDS, 


The lands affected by this bill were originally a part of the Round 
Valley Indian Reservation, in the State of California. By act of Octo- 
ber 1, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 658), it was provided: That the President 
of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to 
cause the agricultural lands in the Round Valley Indian Reservation, 
in the State of California, to be surveyed into 10-acre tracts, and to 
allot the same in severalty to the Indians belonging thereon, under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved February 8, 1887, entitled 
An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on 
the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses: Provided, That he may cause said agricultural lands to be 
allotted in such quantities and to such classes as he may deem expedient 
and for the best interests of said Indians: And provided further, That 
a sufficient quantity of said agricultural lands shall be reserved for 
agency, school, and mission purposes. In addition to the allotments of 
agricultural lands to said Indians in severalty, there shall be reserved 
a reasonable amount of grazing and timber lands for their use, to be 
used. by said Indians in common, or the President may at any time, in 
his discretion, cause the same to be allotted in aeveralt under the pro- 
visions of said act of Febru 8, 1887, in such quantities and for such 
classes as he may deem pen ent. Said ng and timber lands shall 
be selected by a commission of three disinterested persons to be se- 
lected by the President.” - 

By section 3 of the act of October 1, 1890, Congress further proviced 
that the unallotted grazing and timber lands should be surveyed into 
tracts of 640 acres, appraised. by a commission- of three disinterested 
persons, and when so surveyed and appraised these lands should be sold 
at public auction, after due notice, to the highest bidder, at a price 
not less than the appraised value and not less than $1.25 an acre. 

By section 4 of the act the funds arising from the sale of these lands, 
after paying the oy org of survey, appralsement, and sale, and after 
3 the ih ted oc ai ore 1 8 which are un- 
necessary to mention, were to pla e asury of the U; 
States to the credit of the Indians, ung une „ 

e said remainder o e grazing and timber lands was surve 
tracts of 640 acres, as nearly as possible, and the lands a 5 —.— 
$1.25 to $3 per acre, except one tract appraised at $3.50 and one at $5 
per acre. The report of the appraisement was approved by the Depart- 
ment August 7, 1893, and under the provisions of said section 3 of the 
88 1. . eee were eee! 5 pobile sale April 19 

, in accordance w. nstructions approv e Depar 8 
VVV i : 1 

The repo m the office at San Francisco, Cal., dated A 
1894, shows that only five of the tracts offered at said sale we ae 
ee of. Area of land sold, 1,223.43 acres, leaving 62,419.14 unsold 

or praos of bids. The register and receiver, in reporting upon the offer, 
stated : 

“The sale was not a successful one. In our opinion the pr 
reason is that the appraised value was too high and. in too large te 
a party being required to purchase a large quantity of poor land in 
order to get a small portion of good.” 

Since the public sale on April 19, 1894, no further action has ever 
been taken by the Department of the Interior looking to a further sale 
5 me arith It is the 62,419.14 acres above referred to that are affected 

y this f 

The committee has referred this matter to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the substitute bill that is now reported has been recommended 
by. the Secretary. 

The committee therefore recommends that said substitute bill do pass, 


Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BELL of 
California] surprises me by his denial of my statement touching 
crimes in Round Valley. I have lived in the California ‘county 


wherein this reservation lies, and am familiar with the blood- 


stained history to which I have alluded. In the hidden yalley 
mentioned here have been fought feuds Corsican in bitterness 
and violence. I had thought no Californian could be unaware 
of them. : 

Mr. BELL of California. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I regret my time has so nearly expired 
that I can not. : 

I am not impressed by the suggestion that I should have com- 
plained to the Interior Department concerning lawlessness in 
Round Valley. The existence or nonexistence of criminal vio- 


lence there is not to be established so. I fancy that Depart- 
ment has many cogent reasons to know of the truth of the 
statement I have made here to-day. c : 

Mr. BELL of California. If the gentleman. will yield to me, 
I have two minutes left of my time which I will give to him. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I yield to my colleague from California. 

Mr. BELL of California. Is it not a fact that the feud and 
these murders the gentleman has alluded to took place over the 
George White tract of land, about 40 miles in length, reaching 
from Round Valley into Humboldt? Is not that the feud that 
the gentleman refers to? l 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The feud of which the gentleman [Mr. 
Bert of California] makes mention has been the backbone of 
Round Valley’s violence; but the gentleman is in error in assum-’ 
ing that feud to have had no relation to reservation lands, and 
is mistaken if he believes it the only feud crimsoning the history 
of the fair valley it has disgraced. A score of graves give testi- 
mony of lawless struggles there directly and indirectly asso- 
ciated with the lands of the Indians. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman’s objection to the bill 
based on the provision that it gives preferential rights to those 
now occupying the land? : . 

Mr. LIVERNASH. That is one of my objections. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know how many 
families or persons now occupy this land? ' 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Not accurately. Practically all of the 
unallotted lands haying present value are occupied by squatters, 
however, H 1 

Mr. FITZGERALD. All of the 62,000 acres? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Practically all having present value. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In quarter-section holdings? : 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Ostensibly, in some cases: really, in oth- 
ers. The situation is not free from the dummy-settler abuses * 
with which the country has become familiar. E 

Mr. BELL of California. Is it not a fact that there are no 
over forty families upon the land? : 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I have already explained that I 
the number of settlers with accuracy. 

Mr. BELL of California. Under the provisions of this bill 
they can not acquire more than 160 acres, | ~~ t 

Mr. LIVERNASH. It is true thåt the bill restricts each en- 
tryman to the acquisition of 160 acres; but the experience of 
the United States with its timber lands abundantly demonstrates 
that restrictions of that sort do not in practice restrict. Dum- -` 
mies are put forward by daring land grabbers, and vast tracts 
fall into the ownership of a few manipulators. i 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask this 
question, as to how long these squatters, as the gentleman calls ` 
them, have been on these Indian lands how many years? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Some of them for more than fifteen 
years, others for less, ‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How old is this reservation? 
When was it segregated from the public domain and made an 
Indian reservation? í 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The reservation was established in the. 
seventies. I can not be more definite without consulting papers 
not at the moment available. ; 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How long ago? 

Mr. BELL of California? Back in 1870. . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Were not some of these men set- 


have not 


tlers on this land before it was made an Indian reservation? 


Mr. LIVERNASH. Possibly there may be such cases. I 
have not heard of any. 2 ) - 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that such men 
would be innocent purchasers in good faith? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The allotment of Round Valley Reserva- 
tion lands was authorizeđ in 1890, and sale of the unallotteđ graz- 
ing ånd timber lands was directed by the statute authorizing 
the allotment. I can not at the moment give detailed informa- -+ 
tion of the beginning of squatter tenure of each of the tres- 
passers now upon the unallotted lands, but this I know, that 
the men now on the lands are in fact and in law trespassers, At 
no time was their entry authorized by law. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a question of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, if the gentleman 
from California [Mr. LivernasH] will yield. I desire to know 
if it is attempted by this bill to open up the lands which were 
reserved for the use of the Indians for grazing and timber pur- ' 

ses? I see this bill comes from the Committee on Public’ 
Lands. If it is to open the land which was reserved for the use 
of the Indians for timber and grazing purposes, then the bill 
should have gone to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and not to 
the Committee on Public Lands. j 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the details of this matter can be 
answered more fully, I think, by the gentleman from California 
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[Mr. NEEDHAM], who, reported the bill. My understanding is 
that it is only agricultural lands. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, under the original adjustment with 
the Indians, by which they were authorized to reserve allot- 
ments, the grazing, timber, and agricultural lands were segre- 
gated for their use and conveyed to them. This is a surplus por- 
tion. 

Mr. CURTIS. It does not cover any part of the grazing or 
timber land which was reserved to the use of the Indians. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, under the original adjustment with 
directed to be sold and could not be sold. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ltv- 
ERNASH] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. In pursuance of the consent thus given, 
I append to my remarks a letter and two memorials touching 
the situation of the landless Indians of northern California. 
They are as follows: 


[Letter from Northern California Indian Association.] 


Tun NORTHERN CALIFORNIA INDIAN ASSOCIATION, 
San Jose, Cal., December 24, 1903. 


— 


Hon. EDWARD J. LIVERNASH, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: The annexed petition is the result of ten study of the 
condition of northern California Indians, and careful thought regard- 
— ee wisest measures to be taken on their behalf. We desire to 

the cooperation of all conscientious people in our endeavor to 
make public the facts in the case, and to induce Con to take effi- 
cient action toward the relief of these defrauded and, in many cases, 
destitute Indians. We your attention to the following instances, 
which are typical of the ‘ory and pon state of the vast majority 
of the Indians north of the Tehachapi Pass. 


MANCHESTER. 


At Manchester, in Mendocino County, a band of seven 
were living on land which Hisy had purchased K. day labor, but their 
title to which had never been legally recorded. hey had built houses, 
cultivated gardens, purchased horses and cows. Upon the death of the 
original owner of the land his successor claimed the Indians’ tract, 
plowed up their gardens, and ordered them to leave. Having no re- 
corded title, they were obliged to do so, losing all the result of their 
labor and courage as well. 


ears’ 


-five Indians 


COLUSA. 


A few years after the American 3 of California a treaty was 
made with the Colusa Indians by which they sold their lands to the 
United States, retaining as a reservation about 160,000 acres of land 
between Butte Creek and the Sacramento River. This land is now 
worth from $6,000,000 to $8,000,000. The treaty was never ratified, 
the Indians never received a cent of the money promised them in the 
treaty, and their reservation was occupied by settlers and taken up as 
Government land. The numbers of this tribe have been reduced in fifty 
ears from about 1,000 to less than 100. A band of about 40 are now 
iving on one of the burial mounds of their ancestors near Grand Island, 
Colusa County. They are huddled together on about 4 acres of land in 
a wheat field and surrounded by a barbed-wire fence. The sanitary con- 
dition is wretched, and their 8 supply is a well 10 feet deep 
among the graves. A band of about the same size is squatted on the 
levee near the village of Princeton. 


CRESCENT CITY. 


At Crescent City, in Del Norte County, are found about 60 Indians 
living upon the sea beach, where their forlorn little unpainted huts are 
liable to inundation at flood tides. Until a few years ago they lived 
upon land appertaining to a Government light-house station, where they 
took refuge from white 5 But the Government, too, failed to 
recognize Indian right o 8 The land was sold and the In- 
dians set adrift, to be caught, like flotsam and jetsam, among the sedge 
grass of the ocean beach bordering the land of their ancestors, where 
there was no longer a foothold for them. 

They are now living in great squalor and misery, and their moral con- 
dition is even worse than their physical, for in their destitution they 
have been forced into the position of a “tenderloin” district for a 
lumbering community. A recent statement of a prominent resident of 
Crescent City that the presence of the Indians there constituted a men- 
ace to the morals of the community is 8 not ill founded. 

The Indians of Sulphur Bank, numbering about forty, and of East 
Lake, numbering about thirty-five, both in Lake County, Cal., have 
recently received notice to “moye on” and leave the homes they have 
occupied for many years. Fully 10,000 Indians in northern California 
are liable to eviction any day. 

The story of the Warner's ranch Indians elicited the sympathy of the 
entire nation and won substantial aid from Congress. Rt Warnes 
ranch 300 Indians were to be rendered homeless. In northern Cali- 
fornia between the 5 Pass and the Oregon line, abont 600 
miles, 10,000 Indians are and have been homeless ever since the early 
days of white occupation. The present Indians are the survivors of the 
natives, numbering probably 150,000 when the State of California 
paea under the control of the United States. oy oneness and yir- 

ally unrecognized by State or Federal law, subject to persecution and 
slaughter by the white settlers, only a remnant remains to claim justice 
and protection from Government and people to-day. 

It is too late to set aside Indian reservations, were these desirable, 
and it would be useless to importune Congress to pay the full amount 
of money due in return for lands taken, but it is not too late to give 
our surviving Indians small holdi 5 or 10 acres each, that they 
may have an incentive to 5 living and advance in civilization. 
When security of tenure and educational advantages have been given, 
California Indians have shown ability to improve, just as others have 


done. 
When Government lands exist in the neighborhood of Indian villages 
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these can be utilized if of suitable character. But when none is found 
land must be bought and subdivided. 

The petition inclosed has the indorsement of the Indian Rights As- 
sociation, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has stated his ap- 
proval of Government aid to landless Indians of northern California. 

We should be glad to receive any assistance which you 2174 offer. 
If you will secure some signatures to the inclosed short petition and 
send the same to any Member of Congress it will be of prear value. 

On behalf of the Northern California Indian Association. 

Mrs. T. C. Epwarps, President. 

C. E. KELSEY, Secretary. 


[Memorial transmitted with the foregoing letter.] 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 


The 1 the Northern California Indian Association, hereby 
respectfully 5 tions and prays — honorable body for the relief of the 
landless Indians of northern California. 

The petitioner is a body corporate under the laws of the State of 
California, having its princip: lace of business in the city of San 
Jose, Cal., and is organ for “ evolent, charitable, and missionary 
purposes for the benefit of the Indians of California, among which pur- 
poses are the following: 

“To aid the Government and people of the United States in prevent- 
ing all oppression of Indians, and securing to each and every Indian 
the same rights, protection, and privil under the laws, whether 
national or State, as are secured to all citizens and inhabitants of the 
United States of whatever race or color. 

“To engage in and aid in educational, missionary, and other work 
among the Indians of California, for their benefit and advancement, in 
the same manner, as far as may be, as that pursued by the National 
Indian Association of the United States.” 

During the last nine years the petitioner has had occasion to investi- 
gate caret the conditions surrounding the northern California 

ndians and the causes of their present state. 

We find that outside of California it has been the universal practice 
of the National Government to pay Indians for their lands. We be- 
lieve we are correct in — Kae that in every other State and Territory 
the Indian title to the soil has been recognized by the Government of 
the United States and has been extinguished only by payment therefor. 
In northern California the Indians have never e a single dollar 
for their ownership of more than 100,000 square miles of the most 
beautiful and valuable country in the world. 

In the early days of the American occupation the National Govern- 
ment recognized the title of the Indians to their lands by mage 
treaties with them. We are informed that treaties were made wi 
between eighty and ninety bands of northern California Indians. These 
treaties contained the provisions usual to Indian treaties, but were 
never acted upon by the Senate, and so in the governmental view 
never became operative. Nevertheless, although the Government has 
never recognized these treaties as binding upon itself, it has appropri- 
ated every advantage conferred by the treaties without in any manner 
carrying out its own of the agreement or paying any of the things 
a to be paid. e Government has not only seized the Indian 
lands which it agreed to purchase in the treaties, but the Indian reser- 
vations also, and has sold the same to settlers. 

The two or three tribes who resisted the occupation of their lands by 
whites received reservations, which are now either allotted or in process 
of being so allotted. These Indians number about 1,700. The great 
body of northern California Indians, who were faithful to their treaty 
obligations, notwithstanding the bad faith of the Government, have 
received nothing, not even school privileges for their children or the 
equal protection of the law. These Indians now number, as nearly as 
— 5 petitioner is able to estimate, between thirteen and fourteen thon- 
sand. . 

The results of the failure of these treaties have been disastrous to 
the Indians of northern California. They secured the greater part of 
their living from the soil, and with the loss of their land, which has 
come sooner or later, their means of a livelihood is at an end, 
and they have been plunged into the extreme of destitution and misery. 
The vices and diseases imported with civilization have been fatal to the 
mapy, and the mortali been so great that it is estimated that 
their number 3 is not more than 12 or 15 per cent of their number 
sixty years ago. ith the loss of their lands the Indians have become 
squatters and tenants upon sufferance, and have been the victims of a 
constantly increasing series of evictions as the white population has in- 
creased and the pressure for land has grown greater. The uncertain 
tenure and enforced removals has lar; iy prevented missionary and 
school work among them, while race — — ice has for the most part de- 
8 their children from me —— 3 ee 3 has Tr 

ear been growing more desperate, an misery to w. some 0 
the bands have been reduced is now extreme. 

The few Indians who have lands are in far better condition. Most of 
these have received or are in process of receiving their allotments in 
severalty and have had educational and missionary instruction for 
many years past. The present unfortunate condition of the nonreser- 
vation Indians of northern California is 2 or perhaps wholly 
owing to their landless condition. And this landless condition results 
from the seizure of their lands by the Government of the United States 
without ig Sap therefor. We therefore earnestly petition and 2 
that lands granted to the landless Indians of northern California. 

We do not wish reservations established for them. Reservations 
would be very expensive for the Governnftnt, and, we think, undesir- 
able for the Indians in many ways. We ask that land be given them 
in severalty under tenure, and with the probationary period, or 
greater, of the gene allotment act. Our Indians have been more 
or less in contact with civilization for years, and are, we are con- 
vinced, ready for allotments in severalty. We do not ask for largë 
farms. Most Indians would be unable to use a large farm properly. 
Small tracts, we think, will be sufficient. We furthermore sincerely 
trust that these Indians will not be pauperized by gifts of ao or 
goods. The Indian standard of living is very low, but such as it is 
they earn what they have, and we should be sorry to see their inde- 
58 lessened in any manner. In our opinion the Government may 
n some measure repair the wrong it has done these people by givin. 
them individually small tracts of land and increasing the school privi- 
leges for their children. 

In the matter of schools the Government has already made a begin- 
ning. There are now in existence in northern California two training 
schools and six day schools maintained by the United States, chiefi 
for the landless Indians. These schools had an aggregate enrollment 
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during the last year of which we have . of 310, and an aver- 


age attendance of 218. A few pupils from this a ection attend other 
training schools. There are also schools su 8 private funds 
at Fall River, Aidin, Hopland, and Kelseyville, and a 3 attend the 
publie schools. Altogether less than are now attending any kind 
of school, and there are more than 3,500 children of school age among 
our nonreservation Indians. 

This petitioner has also made extensive inquiries as to the land avail- 
sa for settlement by these Indians. We find that there is very little 
3 the class called in California “ agricultural land” available for 

that the grazing lands are not well suited for the purpose; and 

rgely in the possession of cattlemen; that timber land can not 
Sain the law be allotted to 1 that only steep canyon sides, 
tops of ridges, barren peaks, and deserts remain in the hands of the 


Government. 
The allotments already made are chiefly of this character. And so 
and sterile are they that more than two-thirds of the Indians 
receiying allotments are compelled to reside away from their allotments 
in order to live. Heads of families resenting from 2,000 to 2,500 
Indians have now allotments. About 1, more live upon lands owned 


mselyes or by religious or charitable organizations for 


t body of landless Indians live in places remote from Gov- 
ernment lands. Very little of the vacant land is capable of he en | 
a living to anyone. To place these Indians upon such lands woul 
mean wholesale starvation. The Indians are intensely attached to the 
localities where they have lived for generations and refuse to live else- 
where. They also have the acquaintanceship and means of making 
their own living, such as it is, where they now are, and if they are 
granted lands in the neighborhoods where they now live they be 
no further ex to the United States; whereas if they be sent to 
any of ze Government land now they will be a source of 
es ar ears. to come. 

e therefore recommend and petition — our landless Indians be 
given small tracts of land in severalty where they now reside; that 
their own lands be given them wherever possible, and that a sufficient 
sum be a Se greene = purchase these tracts wherever there is no Gov- 
ernment The amount required for this purpose would 
FFF ived by the Government from the 
sale of the 2 the Indians under the 
treaties which the Government has accepted on the one hand and repu- 
diated on the other. 

The nonreservation Indians of northern California are further subject 
to certain disabiliti As these Indians did ee become citizens 


ent 


e since the failure of the treaties the General 
8 — udiated all responsibility for tħem as wards of the 
United — “ep has left these nonreservation Indians without any 
recognized legal status—a fact which has, in those parts of California 
rejudice against Indians is still strong, subjected them to 
ression and abuse. 
h hereunto a schedule showing the location and population of 
ch Indian settlement of which we have beem able to learn, and cer- 
fain correspondence the matters touched upon in this peti- 
n. 


THE NORTHERN CALIFORNIA poran ASSOCIATION. 


Schedule showing the location and numbers of the various bands of 
nonreseryation Indians of northern California, as accurately as the 
Northern California Indian Association is able to ascertain them at 

heron We estimate that there are at least 1,000 more not yet 
ocated : 

Apine en 

ne—Markleey: no comple 
— or— Buena Vista, ean 1 "Giinert, 
Jackson, 25 (have 320 ieres. o tan 


ar 20; 5; 
—— Honcut, 40; M ey, 15; Mountain Sp 
85 Reservoir, 10; Oroville 10; re 5. 


40; ; Cave City, 30; 3 Flat. 
10; ag a = 5057 1. Arey, 25 25: Valley Springs, 5 ; Washington 
Fla at, 35 ; West Poin 


Leesville, 305 Grand — see Cortina, 10; Stony Ford, 
15; Ninemile, 35 (on 40 acres y: Northern’ California Indian 
— i Sites, 6; Hyper oo Cooks Spring, 16; Wine 

Contra Costa—Byron, 20; oom 5. 

Del Norte—Island, 48; Rockbilly, 20 Sore ty ae 18; Bes —— 
57; Yontocket, 32; The Corners, 8; Toward Crossing, 35; te, ane 
= "Willow Cr Creek, 1; Cushlonhouse, 5; Chacha, 7; 

n 

El Dorado Blairs, 80; ogy 25 ree 205 Latrobe, 20; 
Mount Aukum, 5; Nashville, 7 Pigeon yg 5 15 
Rey, 125; River, 30 30; a Park, 183 Tennessee 
o—Big San brim valley, 15; 


0; Deer Park, 10 
well, 5; Lower — Creek; 30; Mead 28; Mill Creek. 120; Miller. 
“ay 3 > 45; Mountain, View’ 30: Pine Grove, 50; Sanger, 
uaw * camore, 
8 a ak Point, 20 S Grindstone s 20; — 5. 
Humboldt Korbel. Glendal : oe Creek, 


; Elk River, 2, 


C 
Orleans, 105; Trinity, 285 
12; ‘trinidad, 50; Big Lagoon, 15; Sto ome 5; Orick, 6; Lower 
Klamaths, off reservation and having no allotments, 160 (some estimate 


these as high as 300). 
Inyo—Bishop Creek, 120; Big Pine, 175; Fish Springs, 50; Irving, 
190; Indepe ence, 110; K er, 50; Lone Pine, 0 Lakeby, 10; 
eta, 18 Riverside, 20 oose, 25 


Milton, 10 Owengo, 10; 3 5 
Union, 100; © ara Springs, 

Kern—Kernville, 25; Sedie, 30; South Fork, 50; wees Basin, 
65: Weldon, 100; Agua Caliente, 60; Summit, 75; Tejon, 75. 

Kings—Mussell Slough, 75 (own 80 a 

Lake—Ashland, 10; Bachelor Valley. 0; 1 Kenney Valley, 15; Clover 
Creek, 15; Fairview, 20 (eviction threatened else; e, 65 (live on 
land owned by St. Turibius Mission); Taken rt, Tako Shore, 20; 
Loconomi, 30; Lower Lake, 20; Upper e, 160 ‘(own 160 acres) ; 

35 (eviction ps 

, 15; Gravelly Valley, 4 


Middletown, 15; Scott's Valley, "85; Sulphur Bank, 
have been begun) ; Spring Bran 


Lassen—Ash Valley, 50; Bieber, 25; Cedar Run, 35; oe 10; 


Cove, 20; Valley, 10; Hayden Hiin, 50; Jefferson Johnston- 
ville, 15; Juniper, 15; Mad Bend, 10; > bine Grove, 
5; Pitt River, 90; Richmond. Sos: Riverside, T 15; 'Amadee, 15; 
Honey Eake, 20; Janesville, 35; Little Valley, 10; «ions 
Valley 45; Milford, 10; Secret Faller. 105 ‘Soldier Bridge, 10; Susan- 
ville, 100; Willow Creek, 1 on, 5. 

Madera—Bailey Flat, 30; Clevelan 50; Coarse Gold, 10; Crane 
alley, 25; Flume, 40; Fresno Fl Fla 205 Gertrud ude, 30 30; . Hawkins, 35 ; 

n Mountain, San Joaqu ; Spri ey, a 5 

Marin—Census shows 25, now . 8 ty 8 co 


le, 307 Mariposa, Valley, 35; Kinsley, 35; ache 20; Firaga 
ville, — 50; Merced Falls, 26 (part of this band is in 
Merced County) ; e 2 Hornitos, 20. 

— Cah onville, 30; Usal, 10; 


8 jue Rock, 
; Bear Ni a 3; 3 sherwood, 155 Westport, 
inmit Valley, 5 


B 6: Fort Bragg, 30 

Wiittame Valley, 6; Willits, Carroll, 80 sg Caspar, 
Pinole), 2 (own 165 

otter Valley, 


12; Coyote Valley, <a ae 5 acres one 30 
15; Willow Creek, 12; Yorkville, 


acres); Little River, Mill C 

65 (own 14 acres) ; Red edwood ‘on 

25 (own 50 acres); Hopland, 80 (ave ‘been ordered to leave) ; Man- 
Northern California Indian Associatio — 25 

remainder of band in Mariposa Coun 


chester, 72 (on land eo b 
Merced—Merced Falls, 35 
150; 2 90; Bodie, 65; Bridgeport, 65; 


Mono—Antelope, 


rington, 70; Mono Lake, 20. 

a onterey—Arroyo 5 5 Bird Haven, 45; Milpitas, 45; Pa- 
cific, 15. 

Modoe—Cedarville, Aidin, 


45; Alturas, 155; arta 
weil, 10: Likely, 60; 

er Creek, „15; Widow Vaile 
5085 pa Jefferson, 20. 

Nevada Alen Ranch, 5; Chi 
posa, 10; Overton, 10; Pleasant V. 
Placer—Auburn, 25 Colfax, 35 

Plumas—Big nag re 


ony 30 Butte 115; eres Bidwell, 65; 
* 20; e 


20; Delmorma, 20; : Hope- 
Spring, 0 5 10; South Fork, 
À 0 South Davis Ereek, 1 
2 5; Indian Flat, 10; Mari- 
Todds y TEA 
Genesse, oe Green- 


ville, 65; Lassen B atte,” 60; Linco n View, 85; Nelson 
Point, 15; North Fork, 15; Pioneer, 105 Quincy, 20; Rich ch Bar, 253 
Taylorsville, 50; Union, 55 

to—Arcade, 35; — 20 Davis, 25; Granite, 30; Wil- 


Sacramen 
son, 15; Galt, 12. 

San Benito—San Juan, 40 (some have land). 

San Joaquin—Clement, 8. 

San Luis Obispo—East Santa Fe, 25; Fairview, 20; Los Berros, 253 
Oakdale, 5; Polar Star, 5. 

San Mateo—Redwood Ci zue; San Mateo, 30. 

alley, 20; Mount Pleasant, 10. 


Sierra—Alta, 10; Long 
Santa ta Cruz—Santa: Cruz, ih — e, 30. 
Paa 215 3 Harrison Gulch 10; Indian Spr 
u n = 
5; Oak ‘Knoll, — 8 


Rockland, ass, 
N Valley, 5 858 i 20 7 . 40; 
Mills, 90; Fort Crook 5; Hat rE creck; 20; Bunker a 35: ; Isl 
Mount Burney, 15; Montgomery Creek, 45; Pitt River, 40. 
Solano—Benicia, 5; Vacaville, 20. 


Sonoma—Bodega Bay, 23; Canfield, 10; 3 = Dry. Greek, 
5; Stewarts Point, 75; Dirigo, 90; Asti, 10; Markh Dry. Greek, 
30; Watson, 5; "10; 35; Piner, 10; Olvet bo 
pol, 10; Healdsburg, 10; Fulton, 7; EI Segoe 

Siskiyou—Forks: of Salmon, 10; Happy Camp, 50; Junction, 2505 
Lowden, 30; Rollin, 20; Etma, 65; Fort Jones, 1 0; G rn. s 
Highland, 15; Klamath, 5; Klamath City, 5; Meamber, 60; Greenview, 
20; Cleveland, 25; Lake View, 15; Lava 15; Sunnyside, 40; — 
yale, 20; Dunsmuir, 15; Pebble, 15; MeCloud, is. 

Stanislaus Buena Vista, 40; Tilden, 5. 


Sutter—Meridian, 15; Winship, 10. 


Tehama—Dry Creek, 75 Elkins, 45; presets Junction, 25; 
Jellys 1 20; Macon 8 rings, 5; Pine ae „ Teham a, 15. é z 

eaverville, F Dror complete reports). 

— Spr 5; — Piney 5; Eshom Valley, 30; Long 
|e 20; Gordon, 5; Lime, 3 „ 15; Porterville, 5; Vanda- 
i eme Bense, 15; Deer Fla 55 Groveland, 20; Quartz 
Mountain, 35; cag 45; Su Pine, 50; Little Garrote, 60. 

Yolo—Rumsey, 2 Cache 


Yube—Challenge ‘Ais 10; Clark, 10; Long Bar, 25; Oregon House, 

20: Strawberry Valley, 15. 
Total number Indians, 13,733. 
Number of —— 418. 


[Second memorial from the Northern California Indian Association.] 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 
3 undersigned, the Northern California Indian 3 hereby 
tfully renews its petition of last session and our honorable 
— the relief of the landless Indians in nor alifornia. 

The “petitioner is a body corporate under the laws of the State of 
California, having its principal place of business in the city of San 
Jose, Cal., and is organized for“ benevolent, charitable, and misssionary 
purposes tor pet naar of the Indians of California, among which pur- 

ses are the following: 
boss To ald the Government and the — of the United States in pre- 
venting all oppression of Indians, and securing to each and every In- 
dian the same rights, protection, and privileges under the laws, whether 


“national or State, as are secured to all citizens and inhabitants of the 


United States of 8 race or color. 

To engage in and aid in educational, missionary, and other work 
among the Indians of a for their benefit and advancement, in 
the same manner, as foe g be, as that pursued by the National 
Indian Association of the Unit States.” 

During the last ten years the petitioner has had occasion to investi- 
gate carefully the conditions . the Northern California In- 
dians and the causes of their present sta 

We find it to be a fact that elsewhere than in California it has been 
the universal practice a the Government of the United States to recog- 
nize the Indian right of ee — of the lands clalmed by the various 

tribes, and 1 but in California this right has been extin- 

guished onl ha payment therefor. In the greater part of the State of 
California ndian right of occupancy has been canceled and the In- 
dians have never received a single dollar for their rights in more than 
100,000 square miles of territory, 
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In the early days of American occupation, commissioners were sent 
out from Washington to make treaties with the Indians of California, 
and treaties were actually negotiated with some eighty or ninety bands. 
These treaties contained the provisions usual to such treaties of the 
time, but none of them were ratified by the United States Senate, and 
B0; in tha governmental view, never became operative. Nevertheless, al- 
though the Government has never recogni these treaties as binding 
upon itself, it has appropriated every advantage conferred by the 
treaties, without in any manner Se it, On its part of the agreement 
or paying any of the things agreed to paid. The Government has 
not only seized the Indian lands which it agreed to purchase in the 
ee but the Indian reservations also, and has sold the same to 
settlers. 

The two or three tribes who resisted the occupation of their lands 
by whites received reservations, which are now either allotted or in 
process of being allotted. These Indians number about 1,700. The 
I Boag of northern California Indians who were faithful to their 

ty obligations, notwithstanding the bad faith of the Government, 
have received nothing, not even school privileges for their children or 
the equal protection of thé law. The Indians now number, as nearly 
a this e is able to estimate, between thirteen and fourteen 
ousan 

The Indians last mentioned have surrendered their right of occu- 
pancy to the United States upon the promise of the Government to pay 
a stated consideration, and the consideration has not been paid. The 
Government is in the A pir a of one who has bought real estate and 
relies upon the invalidity of his own act to escape paying the a; 

rice. it seems clear to us that the Government can not honestly re- 

n both the land and the price. 

The results of the failure of these treaties have been disastrous to 
the Indians of northern California. Fy secured the greater part of 
their living from the soil, and with the loss of their land, which has 
come sooner or later, their means of securing a livelihood is at an end, 
and they have been plu into the extreme of destitution and misery. 
The vices and diseases imported with civilization have been fatal b 
the majority, and the mortality has been so t that it is estimated 
that their number to-day is not more than 12 or 15 per cent of their 
number sixty years ago. With the loss of their lands the Indians have 
become squatters and tenants upon sufferance, and have been the vic- 
tims of a constantly increasing series of evictions, as the white popu- 
lation has increased and the pressure for land has grown greater. The 
uncertain tenure and enfor removals has largely prevented mission- 
ary and school work anoir them, while race prejudice has for the 
most part debarred their children from the public schools. Their posi- 
tion has year by year been growing more desperate, and the misery to 
which some of the bands have been reduced is now extreme, 

Of the 13,500 nonreseryation Indians north of Tehachipi, about 2,500 
are scattered in small bands of from one to four families. The great 
body of them, numbering about 11,000, are isolated in small settlements 
of from 20 to 150 souls, aver: about 50. In these petty communi- 
tles the conditions are worse n upon any American reservation, for 
they are open to all the vicious and demoralizing features of civiliza- 
tion and cut off wholly from schools, missions, or anything that makes 
for good, and the Indians living in them are often without protection 
as to person or property and are liable to eviction at any moment. 

The few Indians who have lands are in far better condition. Most 
of them have received or are in process of receiving their allotments 
in severalty, and have had educational and missionary instruction for 
many years past. The present unfortunate condition of the nonreser- 
vation Indians of northern California is largely and perhaps wholly 
owing to their landless condition. And this landless condition results 
from the seizure of their lands by the Government of the United States 
without Peg bgp therefor. We therefore earnestly petition and pray 
that lands granted to the landless Indians of northern California in 
partial payment, at least, of their just claim against the nation. We 
should deprecate the payment of money or goods or household or farm- 
ing utensils as demoralizing in the extreme. We consider that reser- 
vations would be disastrous to the Indians, and would put them back 
fifty years in their advance toward civilization. 

It is our belief that individual allotments in severalty under the 
terms of the general allotment acts and with accompanying citizenship 
ean safely be given to these Indians and will for the most part settle 
the problem here. As most Indians are unable to use large farms 
properly, small tracts of a few acres to each family is all that is re- 


uired. 

z We are fully aware that there is a provision in the statutes by which 
Indians are entitled to select allotments from the public domain. From 
the passage of this act to April 1, 1904, 2,021 such allotments have 
been made in northern California, of which 148 have been canceled, 
leaving 1,873 now 1 The Indlans provided for by these 
1,873 allotments number about 2,800. 

Less than 1,000 are ponasa 40055 ownership of lands by them- 
selves or by others, leaving about 10, Indians who are landless and 
homeless and subject to eviction any ar More than 1,600 of the 
1.873 allotments are in the counties of Plumas, Lassen, Modoc, Siski- 
you, and Shasta, where the white population is not as yet very dense. 

This petitioner has also made extensive inquiries as to the land 
available for settlement se these Indians. We find that there is ve 
little land of the class called in California “agricultural land” avail- 
able for entry; that the ing lands are not well suited for the pur- 

and are largely in the possession of cattlemen; that only steep 
canyon sides, tops of ridges, barren peaks, and deserts remain in the 
hands of the Government. 

The allotments 1 made are chiefly of this character. And so 
barren and sterile are they that more than two-thirds of the Indians 
receiving allotments are compelled to reside away from their allot- 
ments in order to live. 

The great body of landless Indians live in places remote from Gov- 
ernment lands. Very little of the vacant land is capable of furnishin 
a living to anyone. To place these In upon such lands woul 
mean wholesale starvation. The Indians are intensely attached to the- 
localities where cee: have lived for generations and refuse to live else- 
where. They also have the acquaintanceship and means for making 
their own living, such as it is, where they now are, and if they are 
granted lands in the neighborhoods where they now live they 
no further expense to the United States; whereas if they be sent to 
any of the Government land now remaining they will be a source of 
expense for years to come. 


e therefore recommend and petition that our landless Indians be 
ven small tracts of land in severalty where they now reside; that 
eir own lands be 2. AFEN them wherever possible, and that a sufficient 

to there is no 


uired for this pu 
their necessities after ey 


sum be appropriat urchase these tracts wherever 
Government land available. The amount 
is far less than will be required to relieve 


are evicted from their 
portion of the sums which the Government has already received from 
the sale of the Indian lands. We do not ask this tardy justice for the 


resent homes, and will be but a very small 


Indians of northern California because they are hungry or poverty 
stricken or degraded—and some of them are all these—but because 
their present miserable condition directly results from the act of the 
Government of the United States. 

The nonreservation Indians of northern California are morally, and 
we believe legally, entitied to redress from the National Government; 
and we venture to suggest a form of relief that will not injure its 
beneficiaries. A further form of relief is the establishment of schools 
for the Indian children. The Government has established and is now 
supporting six day schools and two training schools, whose pupils are 
nearly all from these nonreservation Indians. These Government 
schools have an enrollment of about 350. ‘There are enrolled in the 
missionary and public schools about 300 more. A few school districts 
admit Indian children, but in the vast majority of districts racial 
prejudice debars those of Indian blood. We hope that in a generation 
or two this prejudice will pass away. In the meantime, fully 2,000 
eee 1 of school age are growing up without any instruction 
of any kind. 7 

The nonreseryation Indians of Northern California are further sub- 
ject to certain legal disabilities. As these Indians did not become citi- 
zens under the treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo, and as there has since 
been no legislation making them citizens, the State of California has re- 
garded them as subject to the protection of the National Government 
the same as other Indians, while since the failure of the treaties the 
General Government has repudiated all responsibility for them as 
wards of the United States. his has left these nonreservation Indians 
without any recognized legal status, a fact which has, in those parts of 
California where racial prejudice against Indians is still strong, sub- 
jected them to much oppression and abuse. 

THe NORTHERN CALIFORNIA INDIAN ASSOCIATION, 
Mrs. T. C. EDWARDS, Preside 
C. E. KELSEY, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER. The motion, as the Chair understands it, 
was to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended. The 
amendment. accompanies the bill. For greater security the 
Chair will direct the Clerk to report the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all lands relinquished from the Round Val- 
ley Indian Reservation, in the State of California, under an act en- 


nt. 


titled An act to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley Indian 
Reservation, in e State of California, and for other pu . 
isposed o 


approved October 1, 1890, which have not heretofore been 
shall be surveyed in accordance with the Government surveys and shall 
also be reappraised exclusive of improvements by a commission of 
three disinterested persons to be 1 by the President, or by a 
trusted inspector or special agent of the Department of the Interior, 
as the President in his discretion may direct. The said lands when 
surveyed and appraised shall be subject to settlement and entry under 
the provisions of the homestead laws of the United States; and all 
actual and bona fide settlers upon said lands on January 1, 1904, 
shall have a preference right to enter and hold the lands sosiy occu- 
pied by them, 5 not exceeding 160 acres, and they shall be 
credited with the time they have actually occupied the same on_the 
time required by law to perfect title as homestead settlers. Each 
entryman of any of said lands shall pay for the same at the appraised 
price, payments to be made in five equal annual payments, with inter- 
est on all deferred permeate at the rate of 5 pir cent per annum: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shail preyent homestead settlers from 
commuting their entries under section 2301, Revised Statutes, by pay- 
ing for the land entered the 1 price, receiving credit for pay- 
ments previously made. In addition to the price to be paid for the 
land the entryman shall pay the same fees and commissions at the 
time of commutation or final entry as now provided by law when the 
price of the land is $1.25 per acre: And provided furt That aliens 
who have declared their intention to become citizens of the United 
States may become purchasers under this act, but before proving — 
and acqui ng title must take out their full naturalization papers: A 
provided further, That all lands opened to settlement under this act 
remaining un of at the expiration of five years from the takin 
effect of Suis act may be sold and disposed of for cash, under rules an 


lations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


ec. 2. That the funds arising from the sale of said lands shall be 
dis of as provided in section 4 of the act of October 1, 1890, pro- 
viding for the of the Round Valley Indian Reseryation. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill as amended. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, two- 
thirds having voted to suspend the rules, the bill was passed. 

THE AMERICAN RED CROSS. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate bill 5704. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to recognition, as 
the gentleman understands, to move to suspend the rules, but he 
asks unanimous consent. Perhaps it will take less time, and 
there is no objection. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 


An act (S. 5704) to incorporate the American National Red Cross. 
Whereas on the 22d of August, 1864, at Geneva, Switzerland, pleni- 
praua res vely 8 Italy, Baden, Belgium, Denmark, 
n, Po ; ce, Prussia, Saxony, and Wurttemberg, and the 
ederal Council of Switzerland upon ten articles of a treaty or 
rom 


in effect, that 
in according relief to the sick and 


United States of America; and 2 
Whereas the International Conference of Geneva of 1863 recom- 
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mended “ that there exist In ey country a committee whose mission 
consists in cooperating in times of war with the hospital service of the 
armies by all means in its power;“ and 

Whereas a permanent organization is an agency needed in every na- 
tion to carry out the purposes of said treaty, and especially te secure 
supplies and to execute the humane objects eontemplated by said 
treaty, with the power to adopt and use the distinctive flag and arm 
badge ——- by said treaty article 7, on which shall be the sign 
of the Ked C for the purpose of cooperating with the “ Comité 
International de ours aux litaires Blessés” (International Com- 
mittee of Relief for the Wounded in War); and 

Whereas in accordance with the requirements and customs of said 
International body such an association adopt and a insignia 
was formed in the city of Washington, D. C., July, 1 
“The American National Association of the Red Cross,” reincorporated 


der Government supervision: Now, therefore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That Clara Barton, Hilary A. Herbert, Thomas F. 
J. Bell, Mabel Geo: 


è 
Dewey, William R. pati naon K 
Ison, Simon Wolf, James R. Garfield, Gifford 


Pinchot, S. W. Woodward, A, Logan, Walter Wyman, of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; ue H. elds, of Missouri; William H. Taft, 
F. B. Loomis, Samuel Mather, of Ohio; Spencer aoe Robert C. 
0 Cleveland H. George C. Boldt, William T. Wardwell, 
Jo. G. Carlisle, Geo: . McClellan, Elizabeth Mills Reid, Marga- 
ret Carnegie, of New York; John H. Converse, Alexander Mackay- 
Smith, J. Wilkes O'Neill, H. Kirke Porter, of Pennsylvania; Richard 

William Draper, Fred- 


Olney, W. Murray Crane, He 
erick H. G 
Lambert Tree, of Illinois; 


ander W. Terrell, of Texas; George Gray, of Delaware; Redfield 
Proctor, of Vermont; John W. Foster, Noble C. Butler, Robert W. 
Miers, of Indiana; John Sharp Williams, of Mississippi; William 


Alden Smith, of Michigan; Horace Davis, W. W. Morrow, of Califor- 
nia; Daniel C. Gillman, Eugene Lovering, of Maryland; J. Taylor 
Ellyson, of Virginia; Daniel Noyes, of esota; Emanuel Fiske, 
Marshall Fiske, of Connectient, ther with five other persons to be 
named 7 5 President of the United States, one to be chosen from 
each of the Departments of State, War, Navy, Treasury, and Justice, 
their associates and successors, are hereby created a corporate 
and aps in Hey District of Columbia. 


name of this corporation shall be The American 


the ju 
rsonal estate as shall be deemed advisable and to accept bequests for 


— — same to alter and destroy at pleasure; and to have the right to 
urposes hereinafter designated, as 


adopted by the several nations a: g 
lish by-laws and regulations not inconsistent with the laws of the 
United States of America or any State thereof, and generally to do ali 
such acts and things (including the establishment of iay frr for 
the election of associates and successors) as may be necessary to ca 
into effect the provisions of this act and promote the purposes of sai 
tion; and the corporation hereby created is designated as the 
organization which is authorized to act matters of relief under said 
treaty. Im accordance with article 7 of the the delivery of the 
brassard allowed for individuals neutralized in of war shall be 


4 purposes of this corporation are and shall be 
First. To furnish volunteer aid to the sick and wounded of armies in 
time of war, In accordance the spirit and conditions of the con- 
ference of Geneva of October, 1863, and also of the treaty of the Red 
Cross, or the treaty of Geneva, of August 1864, to which the United 
States of America gave its adhesion on 1, 1882. 

Second. And for said purposes to perform all the duties devolved 
upon a national society by each nation which has acceded to said treaty. 

Third. To V have been 
hitherto held and to all the — 5 whieh 


co 
pealed and the tion created thereby is hereby dissolved. 

Fourth. To act in matters of volun relief and in accord with the 
military and naval authorities ss a mediam of communication between 
the people of the United States of America and their Army and Navy, 
and to act in such matters between similar national societies of other 

vernments — a the Comité International de Secours” and the 

vernment and the people and the Army and Navy of the United 
States of America. 

Fifth. And to continue and carry on a system of national and inter- 
national relief In time of ce and apply the same in mitigating the 
sufferings caused vy pestilence, famine, fire, floods, and other great 
5 calamities, to devise and carry on measures for preventing 

e same. 


Src. 4. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any person within the jurisdiction of the United States to 
and fraudulently hold himself out as, or resent or pretend 
himself to be, a member of, or an agent for, the p — — ational 
Red Cross, for the purpose of soliciting, collecting, or recetving money 
or material; or, any — to wear or display the of the Red 
Cross, or any insignia colored in Imitation thereof for fraudulent 
purpose of inducing the belief that he is a member of, or an agent 
r, the American National Red Cross. Nor shall it be lawful for 
person or corporation, other than the Red Cross of no 
now lawfully entitled to use the sign of the Red Cross hereafter to 
use such sign or any insignia colo in imitation thereof for the pur- 
poses of trade or as an advertisement to induce the sale of any ele 
whatsoever. If any person violates the provisions of this sectio 
he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable to a fine o 
not less than one nor more than five hundred dollars, or imprisonment 
for a term not exceeding one year, or both, for each and every offense. 
The fine so collected shall be paid to the American National Red Cross. 
Sec. 5. That the governing body of the said American National Red 
Cross shall consist, in the first instance, of a central committee num- 
bering eighteen persons, to be appointed in the manner following, 


namely: Six by the incorperators herein named and twelve by 
President of the United States, one of whom shall be designated by the 
President to act as chairman. It shall be the duty of the central com- 
mittee to organize with as little delay as e State and Territorial 
societies, including the District of Columbia, under such rules as the 
said committee may prescribe. When six or more State or Territorial 
societies have been formed, thereafter the central committee shall be 
com as follows: Six to be appointed by the incorporators, six 
by the representatives of the State and Territorial societies at the annual 
meeting of the incorporators and societies, and six by the President of 
the Saa 2 — — — shall — cig agg G by him as chair- 
man and one ea nam y him from Departments of Sta 
War, Navy, Treasury, and Justice. 2 125 

The first six members of the central committee elected by the incor- 
porators at the first annual meeting, and the first six members of the 
central committee elected by the State and Territorial delegates, shall 
when elected select by lot from their number two members to serve one 
year, two members to serve two years, and two members to serve three 
years, and each su uent election of members shall be for a period 
of heed years or ayy pn successors = duly 3 and qualify. 
The members o e central commi a t the Presi- 
dent at the annual meeting shall serve for one — * 

aun By death, resignation, a aiaa Anae A g A 
occur ea resignation, or o e chairmanship or 
the membership of the tral — 


by temporary appointments to be made by the remaining members of t 
ah in which the vacancy or vacancies Tas occur, — — p 


g- 
The central committee shail have power to appoint from i em- 
bers an executive committee of seven fi p irigi 


ee. 

The Secretary of War with: after th 
2323732. ĩð2 ] ? .. tea by n — 
— Sx of 9 — ng incorporaters. hereunder, Cka A least 

ays’ ereo: one or more newspapers, anni 
meet of said incorporators, their 8 and —— — 
iia 
1 


be held in said city on the first after 

December, the first of said fon Ring wy held in December, 

D —— members shall constitute a quorum at any annual or 

= by pre . = 3 —.— f Seat af se 11 
rators, 0 „ nor a mee of Sta 

. — o under the — — of th pS hy 5 

Suc. 6. That the said American National Red Cross shall on the 1st 


to the tary 
War a report of its proceedings for the preceding year, inelnding a full, 
i and ditures whatever 


complete, and report of receipts 
which report shall be duly audited by the War t, and a 
copy —— report tted Congress the War De- 


Suc. 7. That C shall have the t 
thin ce ak aoe ongress right to repeal, alter, or amend 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second upon the bill, with a view of hearing an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. By action of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the gentleman from Ohio moves to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which has just been reported. The gentleman - 
from Mississippi demands a second. Is there objection to eon- 
sidering a second as ordered? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before that re- 
quest is put to the House, does this bill carry any appropriation 
of any sort? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It does not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Nobody named in the Dill 
receives a salary or remuneration whatever? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. None whatever. I will ask, Mr. 
Speaker, that the report of the committee be read as an explana- 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, before submitting that 
request, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I think 
the bill is an excellent one, one that is most meritorious, and I 
think there is one paragraph in it that is dangerous, and I 
eg like to ask the gentleman what committee reported this 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether they looked into and considered the paragraph in this 
bill that provides that no person using the sign of the red cross 
now in their business as an advertisement or otherwise shall be 
allowed to do it hereafter, under pains and penalties provided 
in the bill. Now, I would like to ask as to whether that is liable 
to bring back on the Government a claim for reimbursement for 
driving people out of business or taking away their rights 
which already attach to these trade-marks. I think otherwise 
the bill is without objection and a most meritorious one, one 


t that should be passed in this House; but I do think that clause 


seems objectionable, and I ask the gentleman when he moves to 
suspend the rules if he will not by unanimous consent allow the 
House to diseuss the question and let us hear from him in re- 
gard to this particular 

The SPEAKER. There will be twenty minutes on a side for 
discussion if a second is ordered. 

Mr. MANN. I think you are wrong about what that pro- 
vision is. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask that that provision be 
read that has been referred to by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report 
section 4 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un- 
lawful for any person within the jurisdiction of the United States to 
falsely and fraudulently hold himself out as, or resent or pretend 
himself to be, a member of, or an agent for, the American National 
Red Cross, for the purpose of soliciting, collecting, or recelving money 
or material; or for any person to wear or display the sign of the 
Red Cross, or any insignia colored in imitation thereof for the fraud- 
ulent purpose of inducing the belief that he is a member of, or an 
agent, for, the American National Red Cross. Nor shall it be law- 
ful for any person or corporation, other than the Red Cross of Amer- 
ica, not now lawfully entitled to use the sign of the Red Cross, here- 
after to use such sign or any insignia colored in imitation thereof 
for the pu of trade or as an advertisement to induce the sale of 
any article whatsoever. If any person violates the provisions of this 
section, he be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable to a 
fine of not less than one nor more than five hundred dollars, or impris- 
onment for a term not eee one year, or both, for each and every 
3 une so collected shall be paid to the American National 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I see the bill provides that it shall 
apply to people who are not now entitled by right to use it. I 
presume by that the people who now are using the sign, label, 
or trade-mark or otherwise would not hereafter be prevented 
from using it, and I wanted to know whether the committee 
looked into that or not. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. In reply to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama I will say that this specific point was not discussed in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, but this bill passed the Senate 
unanimously after, I understand, a very careful consideration. 
It was given very careful consideration in the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, but I do 
not remember that that particular point was touched upon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, unquestionably the bill is a meri- 
torlous one and should be passed and the only objection I had 
was that I did not want to see the Government put in the atti- 
tude where somebody might come here demanding damages 
from the Government or to be recouped for our passing a law 
giving to a private corporation certain rights and which took 
away other rights; but I am rather inclined to think from hear- 
ing the paragraph read the second time that that is protected. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question and my question is directed at the very matter 
the gentleman from Alabama wanted to get light upon. In 
Brooklyn, where I live, I have noticed lately that some druggists 
have put signs in their windows; the window itself has been 
made a sign. A glass window has been inserted in there with 
the sign of the Red Cross advertising their specialties. 

Now, then, I understand the purpose of this clause, or the 
effect of it would be, that that man can continue that form of 
advertising, but anyone who up to the present time had not 
adopted that method would be debarred from doing it in the 
future. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, in reply to the gentleman, I 
would state that those persons are not now legally entitled to 
the use of the sign of the Red Cross. 

Mr. BAKER. You say that they are not entitled to the use 
of the sign of the Red Cross? 4 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This provision provides that only those 
now lawfully entitled to use the sign shall do so. 

Mr. BAKER. Does the gentleman say that these druggists 
shall have no right to continue the use of such signs? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am not aware of the druggists to 
whom the gentleman refers. I do not know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York that it is only directed against those that are 
not now legally entitled to use the sign. Now they are legally 
entitled to the use of it, simply for the reason that they have 
never been prohibited by law from its use. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me, I see 
that subsection 3 of section 3 provides for the repeal of the act 
under which the existing society is organized. I will ask the 
gentleman whether there is in that act any provision which 
gives exclusive right to the use of this Red Cross symbol to the 
Red Cross incorporation? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am not familiar with all the pro- 
ag of the present act of incorporation. That is the act of 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Can the gentleman give some explana- 
tion of the reason for the disbanding provision of the bill as to 
the existing corporation? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, in reply to the gentleman, I will 
say that there are many good reasons, as I understand it, for a 


reorganization of the society. I might say that one reason is 
that the records have been kept so loosely that nobody knows 
who are and who are not at present members of the Red Cross 
Society. One of the objects of this bill is to so provide on its face 
that there can be no doubt who are the original incorporators. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering a second 
as ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the 
gentleman from Ohio is recognized. If no one desires to use 
the time 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill a question or two. I would like 
to ask whether the committee considered the power of the 
National Government to incorporate a society of this kind, and 
whether they also considered just what the corporation’s pow- 
ers are in respect to these State and Territorial subcorporations, 
if I may use that phrase? The language of the bill seems to 
be very general. There is no designated domicile of the corpo- 
ration. It does not state whether it is a citizen of the District 
of Columbia, or of what community. It gives no idea as to 
how these subcorporations are to be organized and what rights 
they are to have, whether they are to be citizens of the State 
in which they are organized and subject to such State’s law, 
or simply subject to the National Government. It seems that 
the bill has ignored many legal features entirely. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think the gentleman is right 
in believing this bill provides for any subcorporation or that 
it does not specifically provide that the headquarters of the 
society shal be in Washington. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does provide that the headquarters shall 
be in Washington, but there is nothing that states that the 
corporation shall be a citizen of the District of Columbia. I 
presume that is implied. Then I wanted to know what the 
relations of these subcorporations, as I have called them, are to 
the head corporation, whether they are separate societies, 
whether they are to be societies under the control of and to 
report to the central society and to be governed by it and its 
representatives, or are they to be corporations of the States 
in which they exist? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. We could not, by anything incorpo- 
rated in this bill, create associations of the different States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I readily understand that; but here is an 
attempt to create certain subsocieties, and I simply wanted to 
call the attention of the gentleman to the very loose phrase- 
ology. I do not think any lawyer from the reading of this bill 
could tell what the rights of these corporations were. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that my un- 
derstanding is that a number of these State corporations at 
present exist, and the only authorization in this bill is that the 
central committee shall see to the organization of these other 
eight associations, which, after they have organized to the num- 
ber of six or more, shall be entitled to one-third representation 
upon the governing committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You consider that this national society can 
be given control by this act of the State societies? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think they can be given control. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then for what purpose was it put in there 
that they shall organize other societies? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The purpose is to diffuse the different 
branches of the society and make them cover as much territory 
as possible. 

Mr. SHERLET. The gentleman will understand that I am 
not trying to oppose in any way the purpose the committee has 
in view, but it seems to me that this bill, as drawn, has disre- 
garded a great many important legal questions as to the rights 
that this corporation will have. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] to section 5, which is simply to provide 
for societies, not for corporations, except for the central corpora- 
tion in the District of Columbia? It provides for a society, not 
an incorporation, and by any language that I can see in the bill 
it does not assume to incorporate. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Neither does it assume to state what the 
rights of those societies are to be or to define the rights of the 
national society at all—that is, the legal rights of it. I have 
just read the bill hurriedly, but I believe that if the gentleman 
will read it also he will find there are no provisions establishing 
the legal status of this society other than giving it a name, pro- 
viding for the holding of meetings, and a few other matters, 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems that when they get incorporation they 
are to have a governing or central body composed of six to be 
appointed by the corporation here, six by the representative 
State or Territorial societies at the annual meeting of the incor- 
porators or societies, and six by the President of the United 
States, one of whom shall be designated by him as chairman, 
and one each to be named by him from the Department of State, 
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War, Navy, Treasury, and Justice. 
stand it, for their duties. I happen to know that this bill has 
been drawn with a good deal of care and by the friends of the 
Red Cross pretty generally. Some eminent lawyers have been 
engaged in looking it over and putting it into shape, and per- 
haps that is the reason it is open to criticism by my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 


And it provides, as I under- 


Mr. SHERLEY. I do not wish to reflect upon the legal 
ability of anybody having the bill in charge; but it seems to 
me it is very loose in regard to those things. I do not know of 
any national law that regulates corporations other than a Dis- 
trict law in regard to the powers of District corporations. Of 
course in relation to national banks there is a law. Most of 
the States have very specific provisions which make unneces- 
sary the setting forth of these details in an act incorporating 
a company, but it seems to me this bill should specify the 
powers and rights of this corporation. 

There has been a great deal of trouble in the past in regard 
to the management of the funds of the Red Cross Society. It 
is going to handle a great deal of money. It does business all 
over the world, and it seems to me that to bring this bill here 
in its present shape and ask the House to pass it under a sus- 
pension of its rules is to take a great deal for granted. Per- 
sonally I do not wish to take the responsibility of holding it up. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see that any power is given over these 
funds except to the corporation which is to exist here in the 
city of Washington. The societies do not appear to have any 
contro] over them. They sit down and look wise. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know whether they do or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. The real power is in the incorporators, and I 
see that a number of gentlemen who are Members of this House 
are named as such. One is the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Witn1ams]. The control of the funds is in the hands of 
this corporation, and I have no doubt that they will be well 
cared for, at least as long as the present incorporators live and 
can attend to business. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow 
the Chair to make a suggestion in his capacity as an individual 
Member of the House? ‘The Chair did not hear fully what the 
gentleman from New York said, but in section 5 of the bill is a 
provision for certain machinery in the respective States, not 
incorporated, to select people who shall become members of the 
society created by the corporation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to agree with 
that view; but the point to which I desire to call the attention 
of the House is this: Not only is there very loose phraseology 
in regard to these subsocieties, but there are no provisions here 
defining the powers of this corporation. Its power to contract 
debts, many of the things connected with the incorporation of a 
company that are usually put either in the articles of incorpora- 
tion or are supplied by the general law of the State, are ignored 
in this bill, so that you have here practically nothing but a skele- 
ton corporation. Now, it may be the desire of the House to cre- 
ate just that sort of a society, but it strikes the as very incom- 
plete legislation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that my information is that this bill was drawn by Hon. 
Richard Olney, of Massachusetts, and ex-Secretary of State John 
W. Foster. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I desire to answer the gentleman by saying 
that I think it is unfair to respond to an inquiry of that kind by 
simply throwing it back upon two very distinguished lawyers. 
They, no doubt, know infinitely more than I do about the matter, 
but that does not answer my inquiry about why these things are 
not provided for in the bill. It is no answer to say that these 
lawyers drew the bill. We have to take the responsibility of 
passing it. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ohio 
yield for a question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Les. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio to the language of section 4, commencing in line 17, 
page 6: 

Nor shall it be lawful for any person or corporation, other than the 
Red Cross of America, not now lawfully entitled to use the sign of the 
Red Cross, hereafter to use such algn or any insignia colored in imita- 
tion thereof for the purposes of trade or as an advertisement to induce 
the sale of any article whatsoever. 

The ‘language that I have read would seem to include all 
trade, whether within the borders of a State or whether it is 
interstate commerce, and trade between the different States. 
Did the committee consider whether or not Congress would have 
any power to prohibit the use of the sign in commerce purely 
within the borders of a State? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman evidently was not in the 
Hall at the time that that exact point was brought up. 


Mr. BONYNGE. I was; but I do not think that particular 
question was asked of the gentleman from Ohio. The gentle- 
man from New York suggests that we can regulate the use of a 
trade-mark. In the Committee on Patents we have been en- 
gaged in framing a law for the revision of trade-marks, which 
has brought this matter to my attention. 

The act of 1870, regulating the use of trade-marks, did, ac- 
cording to its provisions, cover all trade, whether interstate com- 
merce or trade within a State; and by the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, in 100 U. S., the law was held 
to be unconstitutional, for the reason that it did apply to com- 
merce purely within the borders of a State, and was not done 
under the section of the Constitution which gave us power to 
regulate interstate commerce. For that reason I think the lan- 
guage of this section would be unconstitutional, and not within 
the power of Congress to pass, provided the language could be 
held, as I think it clearly can be held, to apply to all trade, 
whether interstate commerce or not. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think that any language in this 
bill could be construed to interfere with any lawful right now 
existing. j 

Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires to address the 
House in opposition, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof) ihe rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bill of the following title : 

H. R. 15590. An act to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes; ” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

II. R. 14623. An act to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, 
entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes,” and to amend an act approved March 
8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenue for the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an 
act approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act to establish a 
standard of value and to provide for a coinage system in the 
Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the more efficient admin- 
istration of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 


Senate concurrent resolution 89. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost 
of improving the harbor of Blaine, Wash., to meet the demands of 
commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 85. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee, consisting of three Senators and three Repre- 
sentatives, to be ge age by the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively, is au- 
thorized to make the necessary arrangements for the inauguration of 
Sov President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of March next; 
an 

Ordered, That Mr. Spooner, Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. Bacon be the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
its appropriate committee as indicated below : 

Senate concurrent resolution 89: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an 
examination and survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost 
of improving the harbor of Blaine, Washington, to meet the demands of 
commerce— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, CALIFORNIA, 
Mr. GILLETT of Cait“ornia. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


Committee on the Public Lands be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 5567) to exclude from the Yosemite 
National Park, California, certain lands therein described and 
to attach to and include the said lands in the Sierra Forest 
Reserve, and that the rules be suspended and the bill do pass, 
an identical House bill, No. 15191, having been reported favor- 
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ably by the Committee on the Public Lands, and being now on 
the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. G- 
LETT], by direction of the Committee on the Public Lands, moves 
to that committee from the further consideration of a 
bill which will be reported by the Clerk, and he moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


p 4 south, ran 
and meridian in Mariposa County, 
section 23, township 2 south, range 19 east, on which is located the 
Merced grove of big trees, which tract shall be and remain a part of 
the Yosemite National Park and subject to all the provisions of the act 
of October 1, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, excluded from said Yo- 
semite National Park, and is hereby included in and made a part of the 
Sierra Forest Reserve: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior may require the Lae age of such price as he may oon pro 
Tor privileges on the lands herein from the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park accorded under the act of February 15, 1901, relating to 
rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other public lands, 
and other acts eee rights of way over public | to which 
this is supplementary, and the moneys so received from the privileges 
ed on th from the Yosemite National 
Park shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States to be ex- 
ed, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the man- 
agement, improvement, and pees of the Yosemite National Park. 
Sec. 2. That none of the lands patented and in private ownership in 


Src. 3. That 
ts passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for a second, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Does the gentleman from New 
York desire an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do desire a brief explanation. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I will say that when the Yosem- 
ite National Park was established arbitrary lines were run and 
a great deal of territory was taken in not of any value for 
scenie purposes. In the northwest corner of the park, in Mari- 
posa County, is a large tract of land lying in the foothills, and 
there are about 60,000 acres of patented land included therein 
and a great many mines. 

Under the rules and regulations governing the park the peo- 
ple can not improve this land; they can not construct sawmills 
to cut timber; they can not operate and work their mines; 
they can not develop the water power, and this is to enable 
them to develop the business enterprises and industries of that 
county. This bill is intended to take it out of the national park 
and put it info the forest reserve. It has been subject to the 
rules and regulations controlling the government of reserva- 
tions. Most of the people living there own all of this land, and 
this part to be taken out is patented land, and this bill is to 
give them an opportunity to improve and develop that part of 
the country. That is the purpose and object of the bill. 

‘I will say to the gentleman from New York that since this 
bill was prepared—and it was prepared by the Secretary of the 
Interior—two commissions have been appointed to examine and 
investigate that part of the country, and they have reported fa- 
yorably on the bill and that it ought to pass. It is to relieve 
a large amount of patented land, territory not suitable for a 
park, and Jand that is not needed as a part of the national park. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand the bill provides that there 
shall be no change of land within the portions of the forest 
reserve for lands elsewhere. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That was carefully guarded. 
No patented lands in that section can be included as a basis for 
any loose scrip. It was carefully put so that it should be no 
basis for loose scrip to be located on lands elsewhere. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no further debate desired, the 
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 
` The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted therefor, the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill H. R. 15191 will 
Tie on the table. ' 

There was no objection, 


RESTORATION OF CERTAIN MIDSHIPMEN TO THE NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
following resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, be 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order at To Bees after the reading of 
the Journal of the 5th day of January, 1905, to take up and co ler 
House bill 12273, a bill granting authority to the Presiđent, in his dis- 

—— This shall 


eretion, to restore certain mi pmen to the naval service. 


be a contin order until bill shall be disposed of. 


shall not interfere with the consideration of appropriation bills, con- 
ference reports, matters of high privilege, and — ord 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
the character of the resolution, and what is the reason for it; 
pag the reason these mjdshipmen ask to be restored to the 

avy 

Mr. LACEY. This is a resolution in regard to a bill which 
the gentleman from New York understands very well, and so 
does the House. We had a debate on it at the time of the ad- 
journment of the last House, but there was not time to dispose 
of it. This only fixes the time to consider it. 

Mr. PAYNE. These young gentlemen were under court- 
martial and were dismissed? 

Mr. LACEY. The motion was not carried in the last session 
of Congress by a two-thirds vote, and there was no time for a 
roll call to complete the division upon the bill, although a very 
large majority was for the bill—162 to 97. The proposition now 
is to fix a time so that it can be considered and disposed of. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What were these midshipmen 
charged with? 

Mr. LACEY. They were charged with hazing. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is a regular form in the 
case of the dropping of cadets whereby they may be reinstated 
if they are entitled to it under the general law? 

Mr. LACEY. No; there is no possible way in which they can 
be reinstated at all except by some action of Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. These cadets have run the usual 
gantlet of legal regulations and have been found inadmissible 
to restoration, and it is now sought to give the President power 
to restore them. 

Mr. LACEY. In his discretion entirely. I do not care to 
debate the matter at any length now, because we discussed it 
very fully at the close of the last session of this Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman desires to 
make a special order and give preference to this matter, and I 
think we ought to have some explanation. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. I will go on and explain it in 
full. I thought the gentleman was here in the last Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I was here, but a good many 
things have intervened since then. 

Mr. LACEY. We had no suspension days at the end of the 
session, the usual six days being limited to just three or four 
hours in the last Congress, because the motion fixing the date of 
adjournment was not agreed to in both Houses until just a few 
hours before the adjournment. In the case of this bill a mo- 
tion was made to suspend the rules and pass the bill. It was 
debated, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] taking one 
side and myself the other, and we got so far along that we were 
within just a few minutes of the time of adjournment, so that 
it was impossible to have a roll call; so the bill went over at 
that time. Now, after a conference with the gentleman from 
Missouri as to the propriety of haying a time fixed so that this 
may be heard in the ordinary way and not under suspension, 
this proposition, as I understand it, is not objectionable to him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, what is this? 

Mr. LACEY. It is merely to fix a date for the discussion of 
the naval cadet bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to consider it? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. That is all. I do not think it will serve 
any useful purpose to spend any time discussing the merits of 
the bill. This is a motion simply setting down a day when the 
merits of the matter may be discussed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why does the gentleman set a day for 
the consideration of this bill by motion to suspend the rules 
5 mot by a special rule from the omnipotent Committee on 
R ? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, this is one of the ways of fixing a day. 
It is not at all an unusual thing. 


. 


Fixing a date for the House 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. It is very unusual in my experience of 
six years in this House. 


Mr. LACEY. I do not so regard it. This is a resolution that 
often comes on individual suspension. This is the unanimous 
request of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that this time be 
fixed. The date was chosen immediately after the holiday ad- 
journment before other important matters would come in, so 
that there would be ample time in which to dispose of it. 

Mr. DENNY. Was this the same resolution that was before 
the last session? 

Mr. LACEY. No; that was the bill itself. The motion was 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. This is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules and fix a day for considering the bill; that is, to 
consider the same bill that we had up at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does this provide for the 
consideration of the bill in the House? 

Mr. LACEY. The consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the House? 

Mr. LACEY. That would follow. It would have to be con- 
sidered in the House. š 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My object is to find out in 
what shape it would come in, whether it could come in in such 
shape that it would be amendable and discussable under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, certainly; it is amendable. That would 
be entirely under the control of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
again reported. 

The Clerk again reported the resolution. 

Mr. LACEY. Of course it will be disposed of under the rules 
of the House, subject to amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the 
House, if the gentleman moves that this bill be taken up, would 
he not be entitled to an hour and in the position to move the 
previous question and shut off all debate on the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, certainly; that is always the rule in any 
case. Of course I would not do so. There would be ample 
time in which to discuss it. The House can control that. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is not this one of the differences also, that 
* here a two-thirds vote is required, and in the House a majority 
vote would pass the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but now it is not amendable, and then it 
would be amendable. 

Mr. FINLEY. To carry this resolution now a two-thirds | 
vote is necessary here. ; 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, certainly. Most of these matters are fixed 
by unanimous consent, setting down a day when a matter will 
be discussed. I should prefer to have asked unanimous consent, 
but this being suspension day, it could be disposed of in this 
way. But as there is objection, unanimous consent can not be 
had. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then the gentleman is not willing to take the 
chances of the passage of his bill under a suspension of the 
rules? 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman understands the condition as to 
a quorum at this time. I would not want to press a matter 
upon which there was a real controversy in a very thin House 
on a suspension day like this. This only fixes the time—I felt 
free to do it—to settle the time when the matter could come be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman’s resolution 
fix the time fer its consideration in the House? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no time fixed in the resolution. That 
will be entirely in the control of the House. 

Mr. FINLEY. It will be a continuing order? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. . 

Mr. MANN. I would like to say to the gentleman it is not en- 
tirely in control of the House; it is in control of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question. 

Mr. LACEY. The House will vote it down if it does not 
want it. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose the gentleman does not move the pre- 
vious question, then that would be the continuing order of busi- 
ness until the end of the term of the Congress. 

Mr. LACEY. Any Member of the House could move the pre- 
vious question; any Member of the House could move to lay it 
on the table. 

Mr. MANN. But it is not supposed that any Member of the 
House will move the previous question. As a matter of practice, 
the gentleman will have control of the time of the House—— 


You can move the previous 


Mr. LACEY. Not at all. : 

Mr. MANN. Outside of appropriation bills and special orders 
until this is disposed of, which probably will not be until the 
4th of March. f 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will have control of time in the 
House for one hour, and after that the House can do as it 
pleases about it and bring the matter to a vote on the previous 
question without further debate, as the temper of the House re- 
quires or suggests. It is entirely in the control of the House, 
and that is the object of bringing this resolution, and it is 
brought up in this form so there can be no criticism that there 
is any effort to cut off or stifle debate. È 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why should the House make 
a preference for this resolution? Why should it be taken up out 
of its order and be made a special order of the House and given 
a day when so many matters of vast importance can not be 
gotten up at all? 

Mr. LACEY. This bill is on the Private Calendar, and there is 
no proyision in the rules by which it can ever be reached. There 
is provision for claims, there is provision for pensions. If these 
boys had deserted from their ship, there is a provision for a spe- 
cial time to consider the removal of the charge of desertion and 
it could have a special day, but these three young men never 
practically would have any way to reach the ear of this House 
except in this way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
tees. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. because it is not on the House Calen- 
dar; it is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to say to the gentleman, why 
could not this bill be called up when it is reached on the Pri- 
vate Calendar the same as a bill which gives an American regis- 
try to a vessel? I think the gentleman is wrong in saying it 
can not be called up under the rules of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. On last Friday the Pensions Committee had the 
whole day, the Committee on Claims had a whole day, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims had a whole day. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman, last Friday—he 
may not have been here ` 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; I was here. 

Mr. PAYNE. They called up two bills from the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, two private bills, and they 
were passed; it was held they had the right to pass them and it 
has been held so repeatedly before, and if this bill is on the Cal- 
endar the gentleman can call it up. 

Mr. LACEY. This matter has been fully debated in the 
House, Mr. Speaker, as fully as possible in a very full House, 
and there is no reason why now, as we approach adjournment, 
the bill should not be finally disposed of. Now, that being 
the ease, a bill of this importance, a bill involving the questiön 
of whether three young men should be permitted to serve in the 
Navy of the United States, if the President on proper showing 
should regard it as a proper exercise of his discretion, ought to 
have its day and be disposed of. 

This bill originates in the House and has to be considered in 
the Senate, and it ought to be acted upon at an early day. All 
I ask now under this resolution is merely an opportunity to 
haye the bill duly considered in the House. 

Mr. FINLEY. Can you not get your bill up under a suspen- 
sion of the rules? : 

Mr. LACEY. That requires a two-thirds vote and has to be 
passed without amendment. There is no reason why we should 
take a two-thirds vote to pass this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Can you make a motion of that kind again 
under the rules, this bill having been defeated once? 

Mr. LACEY. The motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill failed. 

Mr. MANN. 


There is the call of commit- 


The motion to suspend the rules and pass the 


| pill failed; now, is the gentleman authorized under the rules 


to make the same motion in regard to the same bill again? 

Mr. LACEY. I think so. I think there is no question about 
that. But that is not the proposition. There is no purpose of 
that kind here. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted the bill killed, and I wanted it killed 
so that it could not be called up again. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman wants it killed, there is a 
chance to vote on it, and to vote it down. 

Mr. MANN. I think there is an easier way. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; if the gentleman does not want to be 
fair 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman ought not to say that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman ought not 
to say that. All of us have bills on the Calendar of a public 
or ptivate character that we can not get up, and if we asked a 
day to be set apart for the consideration of each one of these 
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bills the gentleman would probably be one of the first to rise 
and say, “ Why take a day on this particular bill,” if he were 
opposed to it. Certainly he would. So that it is not quite right 
for him to say that the gentleman is not fair when he does not 
want to advance a bill to which he is opposed. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says the easiest way to kill 
it would be to have a vote upon it, and decide whether the bill 
should pass or not. Certainly the gentleman would not have 
the rules changed so that the only way to kill a bill would be 
to vote it down. Is the gentleman prepared to take that posi- 
tion in the House—that he wants this House to vote on every bill 
that comes up? What do we want the rules for? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman understands 
that a man who is opposed to the bill does not really want to 
advance its chance. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman about this bill. It seems that this bill leaves the 
question of restoring these boys to the academy to the President. 

Mr. LACEY. Wholly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there a precedent for that? 

Mr. LACEY. I think not. ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you put that power in the 
hands of the President? 

Mr. LACEY. It is under a new law. These dismissals were 
under a new law, and there being no other way it is made in 
this manner. Now, if these men wanted to go into the Army if 
they had been dismissed from West Point, all they would have 
to do would be to wait two years after the graduation of their 
class and then they might be appointed im the Army. In the 
Navy it is different. They can not be appointed as commis- 
sioned officers in the Navy at any time unless they have gradu- 
ated. There is no way for men, however well qualified, if any 
little slip caused them to be dismissed, as for hazing, there is 
no way under existing law by which they could ever be ap- 
pointed in the Navy. A man could be appointed a lieutenant in 
the Army after two years. The provision is to permit the ap- 
pointment of these young men after the present class shall have 
graduated, and after the next class that follows shall also have 
graduated it puts them at the foot of their own class and the 
foot of the next class, appointing them, not in the academy, but 
at sea. They will suffer a severe punishment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman has more than 
answered my question, I want to ask him another question. 

Mr. LACEY. They do not ask to restore them to the class, 
but to appoint them to the Navy of the United States as ensigns 
at the foot of the next class. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you not take that sort 
of burden off the President and allow Congress to provide for it? 

Mr. LACEY. Congress has no appointing power. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can not that be done by statute? 
We make generals and grow epaulettes here by legislation as 
long as a horse’s mane. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. I will answer the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garnes] frankly. Congress tried to do that in one case, 
and the President of the United States, Mr. Harrison, vetoed 
the bill on the ground that Congress could not by name appoint 
anybody to an office in the Army or Navy. We could not prop- 
erly pass a bill appointing these men. It is only permissive and 
leaves it in the discretion of the President after all. I will re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was in hopes that this bill might be left to 
rest peacefully upon the Calendar after it had had a day in 
court at the last session of Congress. I believed then, and I 
believe now, it is a bad bill. I do not believe in hazing. I do 
not believe it is manly or courageous. It is not a thing for a 
cadet to engage in, and Congress has been endeavoring to stop 
it, the Government has been endeavoring to stop it, and we 
seem to be on the highway to success. 

These three young men, notwithstanding that they indulged in 
hazing, come to Congress—as anybody does who has the least 
ghost of a chance of securing a hearing here and getting on the 
soft side of Members—and ask us to remedy the disability and 
allow the President to reappoint them and rehabilitate them in the 
Academy. If we took up all of the cases of people who were dis- 
missed from the Army and Navy for consideration here, we would 
not have time to do anything else, and even could not give them 
avery long hearing. Inasmuch as this is the last session, and that 
in the last two months many important matters are to be disposed 
of, I do not believe we ought to appoint a special day and make 
this a special continuing order, until it is reached and disposed 
of in the course of business. It would take nearly all the ses- 


sion, judging from what I know of the feeling that was devel- 
oped when it was before the House before.. At that time the 
committee could not get the necessary two-thirds to pass the bill, 


and I hope it will not get the necessary two-thirds to-day in 
order to set down any date om which to pass the bill. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] says in that case he had a ma- 
jority before of the House in favor of the bill when it came up 
under the two-thirds rule. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEP- 
PARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. During the preceding session of this Con- 
gress I introduced a bill for the reinstatement of the cadets who 
had been dismissed from the United States Military Academy at 
West Point. I endeavored to have that bill attached as an 
amendment to the bill of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
when the latter bill came before Congress on the last day of the 
preceding session. Some one on that side objected and the nec- 
essary unanimous consent was refused. I am in sympathy with 
the purposes of the bill of the gentleman from Iowa, and I shall 
not embarrass his proposition to-day by attempting to connect 
my bill with it; but I wish to give notice now that should the 
gentleman from Iowa succeed I shall expect the same considera- 
tion to be extended to the cadets who have been dismissed from 
West Point as shall be given to the cadets who were dismissed 
from the Naval Academy. I want to make this statement in 
justice to the cadets who were dismissed from West Point as 
well as in justice to myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will allow three minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The statement just made by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Suerparp] illustrates how far this matter 
will extend. A great scandal arose in the country a few years 
ago over the abusive treatment received by various cadets at 
the Military and Naval academies, and, as a result, Congress 
determined that those who would in the future be guilty of 
hazing should be punished by expulsion. As a result of legisla- 
tion by Congress, and a violation of the law by certain cadets, 
they were expelled from both academies, and immediately an 
appeal is made to Congress in these bills to restore them. If 
these bills be passed it is certain that there will be a continual 
stream of applications from cadets dismissed under the general 
law to give, as proposed in the pending bill, the President 
power to reinstate them or to place them in the military or 
naval service by direct appointment. 

This bill was fully debated in the last session when a large 
number of Members were present. It was found impossible 
then to pass it under a suspension of the rules. To-day, when 
most of the Members of the House have gone home for their 
holiday vacation, an effort is made, under a suspension of the 
rules, to put this bill in a position where it may be passed by a 
majority vote of the House. I am opposed to the bills restoring 
these dismissed cadets to the academies. - I believe that if these 
bills are beaten now there will never be any necessity in the 
future for similar bills to be brought into the House. We have 
effectively stopped hazing of cadets at these two academies, I 
believe that is what the people of the country wish, and I give 
notice now that I shall require a quorum before this resolution 
can be passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a few years ago in the House 
there was a great uproar because of hazing at West Point and 
Annapolis. A committee was appointed to make investigation. 
As a result of that investigation, the House took some action. 
I am frank to say that, as a college graduate myself, I did not 
have and do not have the abhorrence of hazing that some gen- 
tlemen on the floor of the House exhibited here at that time; 
but the officers in command of the Naval Academy at Annapo- 
lis followed the ideas enunciated here by the House and by 
Congress. They complied with the requirement which we put 
upon them, and, as a result, three boys were court-martialed 
and expelled for hazing. The question for Congress to deter- 
mine is. whether they will slap in the face the officials of our 
academies and say to them: “ While we talk against hazing, 
we restore those who are court-martialed for that offense.” 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. When you were in college, 
however, you drew the line in hazing at crippling and maiming 
for life and taking human life, did you not? 

Mr. MANN. I draw the line now at giving precedence to 
bills of this character for the purpose of reflecting upon the 
officials of these academies. If the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZGERALD] had not given the notice he gave, I think 
there are a number of other men on the floor of the House who 
might have given that notice. This bill was debated in the 
last session. It did not pass. It has had its day in court. 
It has no license to take precedence over all other business in 
this House during the next month, perhaps, or two months, 
I say this with great deference to the gentleman who intro- 
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duced this bill. I think it is a credit to the size of his heart 
that he has come here to ask the restoration of these boys. I 
know that in this case his heart, big as it is, has overcome his 
judgment, but that ought not to affect the rest of us. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if persistence on 
the floor of the House is to be the measure for breaking down 
the efficiency and strength of the regulations in the naval 
and military academies of the country, I think this will give 
the House an opportunity to voice that sentiment. 

This bill provides that cadets, who were furnished with the 
splendid opportunities offered by the Government, but who 
failed in their obligations to their duty, and who under the 
regulations of the United States Government were displaced, 
shall enter the service of the Government without passing the 
examination required of others who have performed all the 
requirements. This bill bears upon its face the preposterous 
principle that a violation of the regulations of the academies 
shall be the price of preferment there. Every time that prin- 
ciple is advocated here I think we should take occasion to de- 
feat it, and to destroy these efforts which are being made to 
give preference to those who violate the rules and regulations 
of the academies, and to place the stamp of our disapproval on 
the practice of hazing, as this Congress has heretofore done. 

Discipline is the essence of efficiency in-the Army and Navy, 
as it must needs be in the academies to prepare cadets for the 
service. 

A young man singularly favored by an appointment where 
so many deserving ones aspire, and knowing, as he must, that 
he must be a gentleman and conform to regulations, and who, 
at the very first step, violates rules and regulations that justly 
bring him under displeasure and results in his dismissal, is 
not an object of sympathy or charity, but justice. That justice 
was meted out under the well-regulated provisions of the law 
against hazing in this case by trial and dismissal. 

The offense is not mollified but aggravated by the high posi- 
tion lost and by the severe attitude against these ungentle- 
manly practices of hazing, which has of late years character- 
ized Congressional action. Waiving for the present the abso- 
lute necessity of upholding the arms of our academy authori- 
ties in enforcing rigidly the edict of Congress, let us look into 
the us nature of this proposed measure, It contem- 
plates that ungraduated cadets, having served an incomplete 
course in the Academy, shall be appointed to the Navy on a 
parity with other faithful and well-equipped and graduated 
cadets who have not violated regulations and who have not 
been found wanting. That one under a ban of court-martial 
and dismissal should be restored to the same place as the de- 
serving is to stultify the legislative body and open the flood 
gate to all manner of abuse and unwise legislation. 

Surely if relief is granted in this case it can not be denied 
to others similarly situated, and thus all wholesome and neces- 
sary regulations, the heart of our naval and military arms, are 
set aside. 

In a matter so important, the relief here sought, so undesery- 
ing, should urge us to deny at the very first step the considera- 
tion of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS of: Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, two years ago I 
was a member of the Board of Visitors representing this House 
at the Naval Academy. On that occasion the question of hazing 
was being agitated very seriously, because the offenses which 
attracted the attention of the country had just been committed. 
The commandant of the Naval Academy said to me, as a Mem- 
ber of this House, “ If Congress will stand by us we can put this 
hazing down.” ‘The order was issued. Certain offenses were 
committed, and in pursuance of the regulations of the academy 
these boys were expelled. I have just as much kindly feeling 
toward schoolboy pranks as any Member of this House, but on 
this particular occassion it is something, in my judgment, that 
. goes far beyond and deeper even than the ordinary hazing that 
takes place at schools and colleges. In my judgment, there is a 
principle involved in this thing. These men, both at Annapolis 
and at West Point, are to enter the naval and military service 
of our country, and the first duty that is taught a soldier and a 
sailor is that he must obey. ‘There can be no success in the 
Army and in the Navy unless that is inculcated ab initio into 
everyone who is to serve the military or naval forces of our 
country. The regulations of the Naval Academy were well 
known to these boys; due notice had been given. A great pub- 
lic agitation had been raised on this question, and the public 
and popular sentiment of the country had been shown as to 
which side it lay. And yet, in spite of all that, these boys de- 


liberately, with full warning, committed this breach of military 
discipline and broke the regulations of the academy. In my 
judgment, it will be subversive of all discipline in our nayal and 
military colleges if this thing is to be indorsed by the Congress 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylyania. When this bill was up before 
I expressed the same views, and I said that so sure as this bill 
passed you will have other legislation knocking at the doors of 
Congress to remedy other evils and reinstate persons who have 
committed other crimes. As soon as that bill was before Con- 
gress ‘another was introduced mitigating the punishment of two 
cadets at West Point. 

Mr. Speaker, it will not only break down the discipline of 
these institutions, but I think when we have the strong testi- 
mony of those who are in charge that immediately we ought to 
pay some heed to the judgment of those who have been put in 
control. In my judgment if this passes it will be subversive 
to all discipline, not only there, but it will affect the discipline 
of the service at large, both in the Army and in the Navy. 

x Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I surrender the balance of my 
me. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BRICK]. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I think there has been some mis- 
understanding about the nature of this event. I have not for- 
gotten when I was a boy. I do not suppose that there is any 
gentleman in this House, when he was a boy at school, that 
committed any more or less of a trivial attempt than these 
three boys are charged with here. Within a few months of 
graduation, within a few months, according to their standing 
in the Naval Academy, when they would, no doubt, have stood 
the examination and have been graduated. These boys who 
committed whatever offense there was only broke the rules by 
requiring in private, in five or ten minutes, a few harmless 
gymnastie exercises, without any cruelty, without any harm to 
the boys alleged to have been hazed. While it was an infraction 
of the rules it was a very trivial offense that could be called 
hazing only in name. Now, there is no gradation in the pun- 
ishment that is given under the rules. Here is a most trivial 
offense committed by these boys, and yet they shall be damned 
and damned foreyer by the strict performance of the rule. 
They have served until within two or three months of gradua- 
tion at the expense of the Government. These boys, manly fel- 
lows, never could have been convicted of the offense if they had 
refused to tell. The boys against whom the offense was commit- 
ted refused to tell, and yet these boys stepped forward and, with 
the manhood of boys in this class of American manhood, admit- 
ted what they had done. If it had not been for that, if they 
had refused to have confessed or had equivocated or lied about 
the matter, they would have been graduated and been in the 
Navy to-day. This bill does not propose to put them back into 
the institution; it does not propose a slap on the officers of that 
institution; it casts no slight upon them. Congress is simply 
to equalize the matter. They have been punished for a trivial 
offense with a punishment that the greatest offense they could 
have committed would have deserved. It seems to me that 
with the feeling of boyhood left in us Congress will, if it is 
allowed, equalize this or have a day set at all events, so that 
we may go into the merits of this case and have it settled by 
Congress as to whether these boys should be damned forever 
for this slight offense. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Lacey) there were—ayes 35, noes 77. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the reso- 
lution was not agreed to. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 14623) to 
amend an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to amend an act approved March 8, 1902; entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other „and to amend an act approved March 2, 
1903, entitled “An act to establish a standard of value and to 
provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to 
provide for the more efficient administration of civil government 
in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments. 
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The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a con- 
ference. ; 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move, if it be in 
order, that this bill be referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, which reported the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion to refer 
takes precedence over the motion to nonconcur. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia to refer the bill 
with the Senate amendments to the Commitee on Insular Affairs. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate resolution 84, 
authorizing the granting of permits to the Committee on Inau- 
gural Ceremonies on the oceasion of the inauguration of the 
President-elect on March 4, 1905, and so forth, with an amend- 
ment in the shape of a substitute, and move to suspend the rules 
and pass the same as amended. I would like to say, Mr. 
Speaker, before the amendment is read, that this is a bill 
reported by the House Committee on the District of Columbia, 
substituting the word “ Capitol buildings” instead of the words 
“ Library of Congress,” it having been demonstrated by a canvas 
of Members that there was very strong opposition to the use 
of the Library building for the purposes of the inaugural ball. I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution, as amended, be read 
instead of the resolution and the amendment separately. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to omit the reading of the Senate joint reso- 
lution and to read in lieu thereof the proposed substitute. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 84) authorizing the granting of permits to the 
committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of the inaugura- 
tion of the President-elect on March, 4, 1905, ete. 


Resolved, etc., That the Superintendent of the United States Capitol 
Buildings and Grounds is hereby authorized and directed to grant a 

rmit to the committee on inaugural ceremonies for the use of the 

nited States Capitol buildings in the city of Washington on the occa- 
sion of the inauguration of the President-elect on the 4th day of 
March, 1905, subject to such restrictions and regulations as the said 
President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and the said Superintendent may prescribe in respect of the period 
and manner of such use. 

Sse. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant 
permits, under such restrictions as he may deem necessary, to the com- 
mittee on inaugural ceremonies for the use of any reseryations or 
other public spaces in the city of Washington on the occasion of the 
inauguration of the President-elect on the 4th day of March, 1905, 
which, in his opinion, will inflict no serious or permanent injuries 
vpon such reservations or publie spaces or statuary thereon; and the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia may designate for such 
and other purposes on the occasion aforesaid such streets, avenues, 
and sidewalks in said city of Washington as they maa deem 

roper and necessary : Provided, however, at all stands or platforms 
47. be erected on the public spaces aforesaid shall be under the 
5 of the said inaugural committee and in accordance with 
the plans and designs to be approved by the Engineer Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia, the officer in charge of public buildings 
and grounds, and the Superintendent of the United States Capitol 
Buildings and Grounds: And provided further, That the reservations 
or public spaces 8 by the stands or other structures shall be 
restored to their original condition before such occupation, and that 
the inaugural committee shall indemnify the War Department for any 
damage to structures of any kind whatsoever upon such reservation or 


spaces. 

1 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are here- 
by authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the inaugural 
committee for the inaugural ceremonies, March, 1905, to stretch suitable 
overhead conductors, with sufficient nurs wherever necessary and 
in the nearest practicable connection with the present supply of light, 
for the purpose of effecting the said illumination: Provided, That if it 
shall be necessary to erect wires for illumination purposes over any park 
or reservation in the District of Columbia, the work of erection and re- 
moval of said wires shall be under the supervision of the official in 
charge of said park or reservation: Provided further, That the said con- 
ductors shall not be used for the conveying of electrical currents after 
March 7, 1905, and shall, with their supports, be fully and entirely re- 
moved from the streets and avenues of the said city of Washington on 
or before March 15, 1905: Provided further, That the stretching and re- 
moving of the said wires shall be under the supervision of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, who shall see that the provisions of 
this resolution are enforced; that all needful precautions are taken for 
the protection of the ponie, and that the pavement of any street, ave- 
nue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as condition as before enter- 
ing upon the work herein authorized : Provided further, That no expense 
or damage on account of or due to the stretching, operation, or removing 
of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be incurred by the 
United States or the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That $18,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, pay- 
able from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and 
from the reyenues of the District of Columbia in egua] pans is hereby 
appropriated to enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to maintain public order and protect life and property in said District 
from the 28th of February to the 10th of March, 1905, both inclusive. 
Said Commissioners are hereby authorized and directed to make all rea- 
sonable regulations necessary to secure such preservation of pubie order 
and protection of life and property and fixing fares by public convey- 
ance and to make special regulations respecting the standing, move- 


ments, and operating of vehicles of whatsoever character or kind during 
said perlod. Such regulations shall be in force one week prior to said 


inauguration, durin, 
to, and shall be 
lished in the District of Columbia; and no penalty prescri for the 
violation of any such regulations shall be enforced until five days after 
such 3 Any person violating any of such regulations shall 
be liable for each such offense to a fine not to exceed $100 in the police 
court of said District, and in default of payment thereof to imprison- 
ment in the workhouse of said District for not longer than sixty days. 
And the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
hereby likewise 1 to be expended by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia for the construction, maintenance, and ex- 
penses incident to the operation of temporary 3 stations 
and information booths during the period aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
and they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inaugu 
ceremonies such ensigns, flags, and so forth, belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States (except battle flags), that are not now in 
use and may be suitable and proper for decoration and may, in their 
judgment, be spared without detriment to the p service, such flags 
to be used in connection with said ceremonies by said committee under 
such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed by the said Sec- 
retaries, or either of them, in decorating the fronts of public buildings 
and other places on the line of march between the Capitol and the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion and the interior of the reception hall: Provided, That 
the loan of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, and so forth, to said - 
chairman shall not take place prior to the 28th day of February, and 
they shall be returned by him by the 10th day of March, 1905: Pro- 
vided further, That the said committee shall indemnify the said De- 
partments, or either of them, for any loss or damage to such fl not 
necessarily incident to such use. That the Secretary of War is hereby 
author’ to loan to the inaugural committee, for the purpose of car- 
ing for the sick, injured, and infirm on the occasion of the inauguration 
of the President of the United States, March 4, 1905, such hospital 
tents and camp appliances and other necessaries, hospital furniture, 
and utensils of all descriptions, ambulances, horses, drivers, stretchers, 
and Red Cross flags and poles belonging to the Government of the 
United States as in his judgment may be spared and are not in use by 
the Government at the time of the inauguration: Provided, That the 
inaugural committee shall indemnify the War Department for any loss 
or camag to such hospital tents ard appliances as aforesaid not nec- 
essarily incident to such use. 

Sec. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph 
Company and the Postal Telegraph Company to extend overhead wires 
into the United States Capitol aiding and to such points along the 
line of parade as shall be deemed by the chief marshai convenient for 
use in connection with the parade and other inaugural purposes, the 
said wires to be taken down within ten days after the conclusion of 
the ceremonies on the 4th day of March, 1905. 

Sec. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to issue steam railroad companies in said District permits 
to temporarily occupy additional parts of the streets for the purpose 
of accommodating the traveling public attending the inaugural cere- 
monies in March, 1905: Provided, That such temporary occupation 
shall not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall be subject to con- 
ditions prescribed by said Commissioners: Provided further, That no 
temporary tracks shall be laid upon or over any of the parks of the city. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BAKER and Mr. MADDOX demanded a second. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] 
will take their places as tellers, the question being on ordering 
n second. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 86, noes 1. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MogRRELL] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] is entitled to be recognized in opposi- 
tion to the motion for twenty minutes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I think the Chair is mistaken. 
I think that I am entitled to the twenty minutes under the rules. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will remember, I 
think the gentleman from New York rose before the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX. But I think the gentleman did not demand a 
second. 

Mr. BAKER. I did demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair is inclined to think, under the 
circumstances, that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
is entitled to recognition for twenty minutes. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the House to page 4 of the report accompanying this res- 
olution. On that page reference is made to the law which was 
enacted as an amendment to the legislative appropriation bill 
which was passed April 28, 1902, which stated as follows: 

That hereafter no public N or the approaches thereto, other 
than the Capitol building and the White House, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall be used or occupied in any manner whatever in connection 
with ceremonies attending the inauguration of the President of the 


United States, or other public function, except as may hereafter be 
expressly authorized by law. 


I may say that this amendment was strongly advocated when 
it came up for passage. 


said inauguration, and one week subsequent there- 
published in one or more of the daily ee e pub- 
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By the substitute amendment which I have offered it will be 
seen that in authorizing the use of the Capitol we are keeping 
within this amendment which was passed immediately following 
the last inauguration. Further on in the letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, Mr. Hitchcock, dated December 12, 1904, 
he recites the following: 


Rega) the merits of so much of the resolution as to this 
Department, it may be stated that the Pension Office has in 
lor years been used for inaugural balls, and is, I am ad pecul- 
55 adapted for such ceremonies. 
hether or not its use should be permitted as contemplated in this 


resolution is problematical. The according of the use of the building 
will necessitate the suspension of business in the Pension Office for a 
considerable period, the safe removal and satisfactory storage in prac- 
tical! 1 quarters of all pending file cases from the court of the 
building, the removal to places of safety of furniture from as many of 
the floors of the building as will be utilized, the absolute surrender of a 
number of rooms on such floors, and the fixing in gare in the great 
court of the building and along the balconies of ting and other 
decorations of an inflammable character, to sa nothing of the installa- 
tion of additional electric lights, which will in probability be 
required on that occasion. The handling of furniture in removal from 
the rooms for storage racks and injures it considerably, and the dan- 
ger of damage in the removal and handling of papers and records is 
necessarily great. 

The element of danger from fire and loss of papers attendant upon 
such occupancy of the building is one which can not be lightly passed 
over when jt is considered t the loss of gr and evidence in 
pending claims, which can not be duplicated, would be irreparable and 
work great injary upon reg’ deserving claimants, doubtless prevent- 
ing favorable action by the Bureau on their claims and necessitating 
the petitioning of Congress for relief. Aside from the large mass of 
records and papers in the various divisions of the office in everyday 
bev in the voce! = 5 5 great 3 it 5 building. the mind 7 
there are e upper on o e e rs in 
1,650,400 adjudicated pension sie and on the floor of 1 court 
there are 369 file cases, in four sections, containing 450,000 pending 
a pacas and abandoned files. All this material is of infammable 

racter. 


tion, in 1901, to say 
and the furniture by 
3 oyees of that Bureau, 
I aa eredibly 5 in value $30,000 


three fires occurred 


March 2, 1901, at 9.80 a. m., on the first landing of the northern 
wag Hi | caused by a leakage from a gasoline torch. 

March 3, 1901, at 1.40 p. m., ca by the ignition of a lot of straw 
at the back of the musicians’ stand. 

March 3, 1901, at 7.12 p. m., in the second balcony, caused by the 

king of an electric-light globe, the hot glass falling on the decora- 
tions and igniting them. 

These fires were extinguished without doing any great amount of 
damage, but they show the possibility of similar fires occurring in the 
future if the building is for the same purpose. 

The Commissioner of Pensions in submitting a report on March 21, 
1901, as to the result of the use of the Pension Office building for the 
inaugural ball stated, among other that as little loss of time 
as 3 took place, and I am under many obligations to the 
employees of the Bureau for their eral supervision and care of the 

operty and papers, but I desire to say to you now that this build- 
Ing should never again be used for the purpose of the inaugural! ball.” 

n view of the 3 igre above, 1 on, po deem it = 

ient to express any opinion as to the propriety o e passage o 
ped resolution aboye mentioned, believing Piat the question presented 
is one which should be settled in such manner as Congress in its 
«wisdom deems best. 
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, 
Secretary. 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


I call attention to the fact that he says all this material is of 
inflammable character, and he calls attention to the fact that 
there were three fires, slight as they were and promptly extin- 
guished owing to the very efficient services of the fire depart- 
ment of the District, but nevertheless there were, he felt called 
upon to state, on the occasion of the last inauguration three dis- 
tinct fires. He winds up his report to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia by saying, “ What I desire to 
say to you now is that this building should never again be used 
for the purpose of an inaugural ball.” 

When the suggested bill, since passed by the Senate, was sub- 
mitted by the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia of the House to the Secretary of the Interior, asking his 
opinion in this matter, he wrote back stating, as his letter shows, 
that he desired that in the bill he should not only be authorized, 
but absolutely commanded, to give the Pension building for this 
purpose, as he did not think it was fair that one man should 
have the responsibility of any such authorization. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia had before them 
the gentleman in charge of the Library of Congress, Colonel 
Green, and he said that no damage could be done to that build- 
ing that might be of a serious character, but he called atten- 
tion, however, to what would be a very serious defect in its 
use for that purpose, viz, that there was in the center of the 
large reading hall desks which were of such a permanent char- 
acter that they could not be utilized. He also called attention 
to the fact that there was but one entrance to the building. The 
committee then came to the conclusion that this, the Capitol 
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building, inasmuch as it was authorized by law to be used for 
such purposes, would be a proper place to. hold the ball, for the 
reason that it did not, as the use of the Pension Office would, 
incur an expense to the Government of some $30,000 on account 
of the cessation of labor of the clerks there, and also for the 
reason that it did not practically stop the execution of public 
business for a month, which is the case when the Pension Office 
is used. Moreover, that in this building there would not be the 
same danger of fire. 

We have here our own efficient Capitol police force and fire 
department ; we have our own light and heat plants, and we have 
a building thoroughly adapted for that purpose. On the ground 
floors we have plenty of space for cloakrooms and restaurants; 
we have three distinct exits to the front besides the exits to the 
rear in case of fire. Therefore the committee was of the opinion 
that this would be the place to hold the ball. 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mow oe would it take to get the Capitol building ready for 

Mr. MORRELL. That of course depends entirely upon the 
question of the decorations. It was the opinion of some of the 
gentlemen that the Capitol building itself, being of such a hand- 
some character, the amount of decoration would not be neces- 
mo as large as would be the case if the Pension Office was 


u 
Mr. BURKETT. Would they have to refloor all this Rotunda 


out here? 
Mr. MORRELL. No; I should say not. 
Mr. BURKETT. Would that floor be carpeted? 
Mr. MORRELL. I should think so. 
Mr. BURKETT. Would they have to do more electric wiring? 
With respect to electric wiring, the build- 
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Mr. MORRELL. 
ing, so far as I have seen, is pretty thoroughly wired now, and 
what wiring would have to be done would not be very consid- 
erable. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the gentleman know, or has the com- 
mittee had hearings as to how much they are going to pay to 
prepare this hall for this inaugural ball, how long it will take 
them to prepare it, and what the character of repairs will be? 

Mr. MORRELL. It was the opinion of the Superintendent of 
the Capitol Building that all the decoration that would be neces- 
sary here could be done without interfering with the business 
of Congress in any way, shape, or form. I consulted with Mr. 
Brown, and he seemed to think that, too. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURKETT. I would like to ask the gentleman, before he 
sits down, this question: Does this ball contemplate the use of 
the committee rooms of both Houses of Congress, both the Sen- 
ate Chamber and the House of Representatives? 

Mr. MORRELL. As the bill reads, it provides for the use of 
the Capitol building. The amendment further provides that all 
necessary regulations shall be made by the Superintendent of 
the Capitol Building. 

Mr. BURKETT. As I understand, this ball is a private insti- 
tution? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Not a Government function, and in no way 
under the jurisdiction of the Government or control of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. MORRELL. It is entirely, as I understand it, in the 
hands of the civic committee. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is giving the use of the Capitol to the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia to hold this public ball in. Is 
that the idea? 

Mr. MORRELL. Well, it is supposed to be of such national 
importance—not perhaps importance, but national interest, the 
President attending the ball, and people coming from all over 
the country, Maine to California, Michigan to Florida, in order 
to be present at this function—that it is thought it would be a 
quasi public use for it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Do I understand the gentleman to say itis 
a public affair, or do they charge an admission fee? 

Mr. MORRELL. An admission fee is charged; and that ad- 
mission fee, as I understand it, goes largely toward paying all 
the expenses of conducting the other parts of the inaugural cere- 
monies. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the gentleman know of any other pub- 
lie building, in his town or in any other town in this country, 
that is ever given up for use for anything that is not strictly of 
a governmental nature? 

Mr. MORRELL. The Pension Office has been given up for 
this purpose, and it is likewise a public building. 

Mr. BURKETT. I am asking outside of this city. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 
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Mr. MORRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would it not be well to reserve the House 
and Senate and the Supreme Court Chamber for the benefit of 
the House and Senate and their relations? There is plenty of 
room in the Capitol, and some consideration ought to be shown 
for the House and Senate. 

Mr. MORRELL. I imagine that all regulations of that kind 
would be made by the Superintendent of the building after con- 
sultation with the President of the Senate and Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I just threw out a suggestion for your con- 
sideration; that is all. . - 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for three or four minutes? 

Mr. MORRELL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, as an original 
proposition I should be unalterably opposed to permitting a 
public building to be used for purposes of this kind. But for 
years and years it has been the custom to use some public build- 
ing. It has been done for Democratic inaugurations and Repub- 
lican inaugurations. It would now seem petty and spitely for 
me to raise an objection of that sort. I want to express this 
view, however, now: That the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, knowing beforehand that every four years there is going 
to be an immense accession of people here at the inaugural 
celebrations, will keep that promise which they once before 
made to Congress, or to its committees, rather, to erect a build- 
ing suitable for such purposes as this, and suitable for general 
convention purposes as well. 

But the point that I want to call the attention of the House 
to now is this. Here is the language of the measure before us: 

That the reservations or public spaces occupied the stands or 
other structures shall be restored to their original condition before such 
occupation, and that the ina committee shall indemnify the War 
8 for any damages structures of any kind whatsoever on 
such reservations or spaces. 

That language, I am informed, though I have not lately read 
it, was in the bill providing for exactly this purpose at the last 
inauguration. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the prac- 
tical difficulty there, and I wish to ask unanimous consent, 
which I think will not be objected to, that an amendment be 
made, which I will state in a moment. I will first explain the 
reasons for it. After the last inauguration the Sec of 
War ordered the inauguration committee then in existence to 
take down some scaffolding in front of the State, War, and Navy 
Department. That order was not complied with. Afterwards 
that scaffolding took fire and burned up, and on page 1463 of the 
Record of February 7, 1902, you will find a picture of the Gov- 
ernment property there—of those magnificent gates as they were 
before the fire and as they appeared afterwards. It cost the 
Government of the United States $3,000 to make the repairs. 
There were $5,000 in the treasury of this District inauguration 
committee. The War Department asked the District Committee 
to indemnify them. They not only did not do that, but treated 
the War Department with a great deal of contempt, under all 
the circumstances, as you will find by reading the facts as dis- 
closed by Mr. Bell of Colorado, in his speech upon that occa- 
sion. Out of the $5,000 in hand they refused to pay the $3,000, 
and the Government could not compel them to do it, because 
the committee was not incorporated and therefore could not be 
sued. 

Now, I wish to ask unanimous consent, and I hope it will be 
granted, that after the language which I have read the follow- 
ing be inserted: 

And shall give bond, with security approved by the Secretary of War, 
to do the same. 

That is, to indemnify. I hope that will be done, and that the 
gentleman in charge of the bill will not object to it. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
echo the wish of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS]: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all I wanted to say, 
Mr. Speaker, in this connection. I ask unanimous consent, then, 
that the pending resolution be considered with the language 
added : 

After the word “spaces,” in line 25, page 2, add the following lan- 
guage: “And shall give bond, with security approved by the Secretary 
of War, to do the same.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man who is to give this bond, if they are not incorporated? Are 
they to give bond individually? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will have to give it 
themselves, all of them; sign it themselves, and have the sure- 
ties sign it. 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Then suppose there is no 
money left over this time as there was the last time, are they 
to be held personally liable? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They ought still to pay for 
aay damage done. Listen to the language of the bill being con- 
sidered : 

To be restored to their original condition, before such occupation. 


Of course that does not take in the act of God, or the act of 
the public enemy, or any unavoidable cause. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The only question, Mr. 
Speaker, is that they are a voluntary committee, and it seems to 
me that if they have to give an individual bond, then if damage 
is done in this celebration, and there are no funds left over, 
would it not make them personally liable? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will excuse 
me—I hate to say this—this is a money-making affair. They 
rent all these seats that are put upon these public reservations. 
They charge for them; and the last time they turned the money 
back—T started to say to the incorporators, but unfortunately 
they were not—but to the people of the District of Columbia, in 
some way, I do not know just exactly how. At any rate they 
had the money in the treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that they sub- 
scribe the money in advance and pay it in, and when the inau- 
guration ceremonies are over they always pay back in full, and 
the last time they had four or five thousand dollars besides that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am informed, although I 
do not know it to be a fact, that at every inauguration they have 
some money left over. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I had no idea of objecting, 
unless injustice was going to be done to these men. To make 
them personally liable when performing a public function, if no 
funds were left over, I think would be severe punishment. 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee can control that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? [After a pause] The Chair hears 
none; and the motion is to modify so as to cover the substitute 
with an amendment. Does the gentleman reserve his time? 

Mr. PAYNE. I reserve my time. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL], who proposes this resolution, 
are based, apparently, upon the assumption that there must be a 
ball; and throughout the discussion the assumption, even of 
others who have taken part in the debate, has been that there 
must be this social function. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption for a moment? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to state to the gentleman that 
he entirely misunderstood the tenor of my remarks, if from them 
he thought I was of the opinion that there must be a ball. 

Mr. BAKER. I am glad to hear that the gentleman does not 
agree that a ball is necessary, and it is because I am of that 
opinion myself that I am opposing this bill. 

It is entirely true that whoever does this, especially on this 
side of the House, will be credited with personal hostility to a 
Republican President; but that is the situation that any man 
who opposes any custom which he believes to be wrong invari- 
ably has to meet. 

I recognize the truth of the position taken by a distinguished 
Democrat on this side—that it would very likely be construed as 
petty and spiteful; and yet I deny that any action of this char- 
acter necessarily involves its being petty or spiteful. If this 
custom is, as I believe, a wrong one—the mixing up of public 
duties with social functions—then it is the duty of this House, 
or at least of those who agree with me, and certainly it is my 
duty, to oppose that admixture, regardless of whether it has 
been in operation a hundred years or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the leader of this House has said that when 
“the show ” is over the public building—the Capitol—is to be 
returned to its original condition. So far as “the show ”—it is 
not my expression, I am simply adopting the expression of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]—so far as the show is 
a public one, so far as anybody in the United States can come 
and participate in this show, I should not make any objection; 
but when a few individuals get together for their own social 
prestige, which we are constantly hearing of on this floor, when 
public carriages are used, as they have been used, to maintain 
the social prestige of minor officials of the Government, when 
any action is taken by this House the effect of which is to create 
a social prestige for some individual or some class, I am opposed 
to that. I am opposed to the use of public buildings for any 
such purpose. I should oppose this measure if a Democrat had 
been elected and if a Democrat was to be inaugurated on March 
4. It is not a question of Mr. Roosevelt. His personality is 
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not involved in this proposition at all. 


The question is, Should 
public property be used for social functions? I say not. I am 


opposed to the use of it for any such purpose. 

Mr. SIMS. Having got rid of a saloon in the Capitol, you do 
not want to turn it into a ballroom. 2 

Mr. BAKER. I am opposed, as I said, to the use of any pub- 
lic building for social functions. It is none of our business what 
the President of the United States may choose to do with the 
salary which is paid him. He can spend all of it on social func- 
tions if he wishes to. It is no business of any person in the 
United States what he does with that, but it is the business of 
the people, and it is the business of the people’s representatives 
to see that by their act no class distinctions are created, such as 
will be fostered by this ball. You are tending to create, you are 
accentuating, that social-prestige idea which to my mind is abso- 
lutely undemocratic. I am opposed to the whole idea of the bill, 
and I would oppose it just as fervently if a Democratic Presi- 
dent had been elected. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
THAYER] desires some time. I believe I have a few minutes 
remaining. 


The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER. I yield such time as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts desires. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I do not oppose this resolution 
at all on the ground upon which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] opposes it. I hope that the inauguration of our 
President will be as grand as was ever held, and commensurate 
with the dignity and standing of this nation. I believe the only 
place in this city where it can be brought about with regal 
splendor is where it has been heretofore held, at the Pension 
building. There is no building in this city, so far as my .ac- 
quaintance goes, so well adapted to the holding of a grand ball 
and demonstration such as we have had in years gone by as the 
Pension building. 

And the talk that has been made by the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. MORRELL] that a great deal of time is lost by rea- 
son of clerks being out of employment for a short time while 
preparations are made for the ball I do not understand is borne 
out by the facts. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is well known that when 
the Pension building was built the architect had in mind the 
preparation of that magnificent hallway for the purpose of in- 
augural balls. I think one of the grandest sights I ever wit- 
nessed was the electrical effect that was produced there four 
years ago when the inaugural ball was held there. While the 
Congressional Library_is one of the finest in the country, or in 
any country, it is devoted to the purposes of a library and not 
to the purposes of a dance hall. I doubt if you could make it 
as beautiful as you can the Pension building, and it was these 
views I wished to submit as to the amendment that has been 
offered. 

I do not believe that there is much expense entailed on the 
Pension Department by reason of these clerks being deprived of 
work for a few days. I understand that that work is carried 
on in such a way that very few are deprived of the opportunity 
to continue their labors. That large hall—one of the grandest, 
as it seems to me—is peculiarly adapted for purposes of an in- 
augural ball. ‘The Congressional Library—beautiful as it is 
nights, far more beautiful than the Pension building in its orig- 
inal state—is not, it seems to me, so well adapted for arrange- 
ments for a ball. I do not know how you are going to dance in 
large numbers in the Congressional Library, either on the first 
or second floors, as has been suggested. I object to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee and hope it will not prevail. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has twelve minutes. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I asked for a copy of the reso- 


lution, and in that was the amendment for the Library building. - 


Since speaking I am told that there is another amendment pro- 
posed that names the Capitol instead of the Congressional Li- 
brary. I want to know in whose fertile mind originated the 
idea of turning the Capitol into a dance hall, even for one night? 
I am more opposed to holding the ball in the Capitol than I was 
to changing it to the Library building when I understood that 
the amendment had that in view. By all means I think it 
would be beneath the dignity of the American people to permit 
any portion of this Capitol to be used as a dance hall one night 
even in the three hundred and sixty-five. I most seriously ob- 
ject to it, more seriously than I did to the amendment in rela- 
tion to giving it to the Library building. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pov]. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I concur with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the inauguration of the President of the 


United States should be conducted in a manner which comports 
with the dignity of this country as a world power. The 
inauguration of a President of the United States is no ordinary 
event. I do not believe that the ceremonies should be con- 
ducted in a niggardly manner, The District of Columbia Com- 
mittee was confronted with this proposition, Whether the cere- 
monies should be conducted in the Library building, or the 
Pension Office, or the Capitol. So far as I am concerned, I 
would not consider the Library for one moment. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. POU. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. Did the committee take into consideration at 
all Convention Hall, in this city, with a view to making an 
appropriation to have that used for the ball? 

Mr. POU. I think not. 

0 aa PRINCE. Would not that be large enough to hold the 
a 

Mr. POU. I am not informed as to that. z 

Mr. PRINCE. Would not it be a place where none of the 
public service would be in the slightest degree interfered with, 
either by the disturbance in the Capitol, by the removal of files 
from the Pension Office, or by defacing the Library? 

Mr. POU. I do not think that building was considered by the 
District Committee and therefore can not answer the inquiry 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did the gentleman consider 
the Census building in that connection? 

Mr. POU. I think not. Only these three buildings were 
considered by the committee. Every other building seemed to 
have been eliminated by the inaugural committee. As for the 
Library, I believe the decorations are too delicate and too ex- 
pensive to be exposed in the slightest degree to damage or de- 
facement. Then the question was narrowed down whether the 
ceremonies should be held in the Pension Office or in the Capitol. 

Mr. DINSMORE. On what ground does the gentleman say 
that the Library was not to be thought of? On the ground that 
it would destroy it? 

Mr. POU. No. ; 

Mr. DINSMORE. I think it would be utterly ruined. It 
would be permanently disfigured and injured, and I think the 
same thing is true of the Capitol. 

Mr. POU. I am informed by gentlemen that so high an au- 
thority as General Wilson declared that the Library would be an 
ideal place and that there was practically no danger to the 
building. Gentlemen who appeared before the committee as- 
sured us there was no danger of injury to the Library building, 
but the committee thought there might be some slight danger, 
and therefore it was eliminated from consideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it would hardly diminish the attendance if 
dancing should be barred, and if dancing is not allowed will 
any gentleman say that it is improper for the President to hold 
an inaugural reception in this building? The idea strikes me as 
being proper. ‘There is small danger of fire, the expense would 
be moderate, and there is no danger of injury to the building. 
But the District Committee is not wedded to the use of any par- 
ticular building. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mon- 
RELL] has merely reported in favor of the building against which 
we believe the fewest objections can be urged. 

The Pension building was favorably considered, but the com- 
mittee was confronted with the statements of the Secretary, 
quoted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that there was 
danger of fire and that in case of fire there would be irrepar- 
able injury. We were informed that there had actually been 
two or three slight fires at the last inauguration and, therefore, 
it was not thought wise to report in favor of the use of the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man, if there is any danger of fire at the Pension building, would 
there not be far more danger here in the Capitol building? 

Mr. POU. Of course there is danger of fire anywhere. Some 
risk has to be run anywhere, but the destruction of papers and 
documents in the Pension Office would cause incalculable dam- 
age. Furthermore, it was argued that there would be consider- 
able expense in the use of the Pension Office. The committee 
seemed desirous of reporting in favor of the building exposed 
to the smallest danger and which could be used at moderate 
expense. By elimination it was agreed to recommend the Capi- 
tol building. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I can see no impropriety in 
conducting the inaugural ceremonies of the President of the 
United States in the Capitol building. I do not think a dance 


should be permitted in this building, but I am informed that but 
few, comparatively speaking, ever indulge in dancing, but it is 
more a gathering of the people with a view to commingling with 
each other and a desire to have an opportunity of meeting the 
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President of the United States. If dancing is objected to, I sup- 
pose that could be eliminated; but, so far as I am concerned, I 
see no possible impropriety in holding the ceremonies to inaugu- 
rate the President of the United States under the dome of this 
building. Under all the circumstances, it seems to me that it 
would be the part of wisdom to adopt the recommendation of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] and grant the use 
of the Capitol as the proper place to hold these ceremonies. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, if the resolu- 
tion is passed, will or will not that throw the entire matter into 
conference, leaving the conferees free to select either the place 
designated in the bill or the Pension building, or the Census 
building, or any other place? Would not the committee then 
have full authority? 

The SPEAKER. If the House will indulge the Chair, the 
Chair will state that he will not be bound by any opinion until 
we have arrived at the river, if we ever do. But the Chair takes 
it that it is proper to say that as at present advised the 
object of the Senate bill being to grant a public building for the 
inaugural ceremonies referred to, and the proposed amendment 
by way of a substitute designating another public building, it 
seems to the Chair that a conference committee would have 
jurisdiction to determine the use of any public building in its 
agreement for the inaugural ceremonies. Of course when the 
conference report was submitted, if it did not meet the views 
of the respective bodies, it would not be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That was my view, Mr. 
Speaker, but I wanted the House to understand it, so that we 
could vote intelligently. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. If the House now should vote down the proposi- 
tion of the committee, which is that the Capitol building be 
substituted for the Pension building or the Library building, 
then would there come before the House now the original 
proposition of the Senate to use the Pension building? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the gentleman by 
saying that there is now before the House a proposition to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. It will be all voted upon together. If 
the motion fails that is the end of it so far as p under 
suspension of the rules is concerned. Now, then, this bill is re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. To-day 
is not District day, and the bill will be precisely in the position 
as if the motion to suspend the rules had not been made, viz, 
being on the Union Calendar, it would remain there and come 
up and be in order on District day, which would be, as the Chair 
recollects, the second Monday in January. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and ask if this is a vote upon the report of a 
conference committee. As I understand it, we are not now 
called upon to concur in the report of some conference com- 
mittee? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Therefore, if we vote in favor of the 
proposition suggested by the gentleman from Pennslyvania 
[ Mr. Morretz], we do not necessarily send it to a conference 
committee? 

The SPEAKER. No; but the Chair anticipated that in the 
event of the motion prevailing it would be followed up by a 
motion asking for a conference with the Senate on the substi- 
tute. Perhaps that might be included by unanimous consent, 
although the Chair is inclined to the opinion that it would be 
in order, in the event the resolution is passed under the sus- 
pension of rules, to move to ask the Senate for a conference. 
Then it would be for the Senate to determine whether it would 
grant a conference or to consider the House amendment, as it 
saw proper. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We are now voting upon whether or not 
we will agree upon an amendment which the Senate has put 
upon the bill. Is that the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. To pass a bill with an amendment covered 
by a motion 

Mr. BARTLETT. An amendment offered by a House com- 
mittee? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
the House votes a substitute for the bill as it comes from the 
Senate ft goes back to the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. If the House votes for the substitute for 


the amendment, of course it goes back to the Senate. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Then in the natural course that is the end 
of it? 
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The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TALBOTT. If the Senate does not concur, they ask for 
a conference. 

The SPEAKER. That would require another step; either 
could be done. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Would that be the procedure, that the Sen- 
ate must ask for a conference on a disagreement between the 
two Houses? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, answering that question, would 
say it is done both ways. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry. Af- 
ter attaching to this substitute, as was suggested by the Chair, 
a request for a conference, would not that necessitate a confer- 
ence beween conferees on the part of the Senate and on the part 
of the House? . 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The Senate might grant a con- 
ference or the Senate might go ahead and accept the proposi- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES], or such additional time 


as he requires. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it has been settled, 
sir, that we will inaugurate a President [applause], and I am 
glad of it. [Applause.] I tried hard to have another selected 
to be the honored guest on that occasion, but failed. It has 
been settled also, which I regret, that we are to have as a part 
of that inauguration an inaugural ball and celebration. Now, I 
do not believe in inaugurating any President that way. A sim- 
ple taking of the oath comports with my ideas of an inaugura- 
tion. But it has been settled that we are to have a ball and 
certain ceremonies at one of two places; certainly at some 
place. [Laughter.] These are all facts, gentlemen. We must 
face the situation as it is. 

Now, where is the best place? I think, gentlemen, there is 
but one place to have this occasion, and that is the place where 
they have been having it—the Pension Office. [Applause] If 
you are going to have the affair as arranged, have it decently 
and in order. The Capitol is not a proper place to have it. 
Why, there is always some dancing, Mr. Speaker, and I am sat- 
isfied that the distinguished Speaker knows that as well as I do. 

A MEMBER. And he will be there. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the Speaker will be there. 
Now, where in the world will my friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Pou] dance in the Capitol? Where would anybody? 
Now, I speak seriously, where would anybody 

Mr. BURLESON. In the Dome. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; they would not at all, and 
you know it better than anybody. On the Dome the gentleman 
is an expert. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that 
the Library is a proper place. That is where we are supposed to 
educate not the feet but the head, and while we may have 
failed in many instances [laughter], gentlemen, to educate the 
head, we keep that to ourselves. Let us at least leave the Li- 
brary for future developments in that respect. If we go there 
we may injure it; I believe we will. Therefore, gentlemen, the 
inevitable is presented of going to the Pension Office, and that is 
why I am going to vote that way. [Applause.] 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have three or four min- 
utes remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 


ing. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, it has been said these ceremonies 
should be carried on in a “regal” manner. If I understand the 
expression it means kingly. If I understand the meaning of 
the word “ king,” it has no application to a republic, and I am 
opposed to anything being done in this country in a “ regal, 
kingly manner.” I want it done in a democratic and simple 
manner. I am surprised that the great advocate of the “simple 
life“ should have such ardent friends upon this floor demanding 
that he be inaugurated in a “ regal manner.” 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will recognize 
that demand did not come from this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BAKER. I recognize the literal truthfulness of the re- 
mark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but I also recognize 
that the sentiment for this inaugural ball, which in my judg- 
ment is no part of the inauguration ceremonies and which takes 
place hours afterwards—in my judgment that demand does 
come from the supporters of the distinguished gentleman who is 
to be inaugurated on the 4th day of March, and who, if I remem- 
ber aright, has said he is not going to recommend the reading 
of any other book than the Simple Life. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more, and that is this: The 
whole tendency of legislation in the United States is to the crea- 
tion of special interests through the granting of special privi- 
leges. As a result of the creation of these special privileges, 
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you have enabled a few individuals to become enormously 
wealthy, wealthy beyond anything that the world has seen be- 
fore. The natural and inevitable result of this is that the 
female members of the families who have secured this enormous 
wealth should want to display their wealth in the most osten- 
tatious manner to demonstrate their superiority over everybody 
else. Now, it is proposed to hold this ball, which simply gives 
an opportunity to that class of people to parade their jewels, 
their gowns, and their finery; so that it can go all over the 
United States, through the channels of the press, that “ Mrs. 
Tom Jones” attended the Presidential ball, and that she was 
arrayed in such and such finery; the dress alone is believed to 
have cost $5,000 and her jewels to be worth a king's ransom. 
[Laughter.] And it is proposed to use this magnificent Capitol, 
the property of all the people, as a medium for advertising this 
vainglorious and vulgar display of the Mrs. Tom Joneses” in 
every community of the United States. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
amend the bill by inserting “Pension Office” in lieu of the 
“Capitol.” [Applause.] It is very evident that that is the 
place for it. I fully agree with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in regard to this Capitol, also the Library. The Pen- 
sion Office is the place, or the Census Office. I understand 
from reading the newspapers that the committee are very 
anxious to know what they are to do in respect to this matter. 
I think we can settle it here this afternoon, by just getting 
unanimous consent to concur with the Senate in making it the 
Pension Office; and I ask unanimous consent to make that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 


- mous consent to modify the motion by offering to substitute the 


Pension Office in lieu of the Capitol. 

Mr. MORRELL. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPRAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know whether this request is in order or not. I would ask 
unanimous consent of the House that a motion to substitute the 
Pension Office for the Capitol be considered by the House as 
in order. I ask this so as to get an expression from the House. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to suspend the rule and 
pass the bill with the House substitute by way of an amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was rejected. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, IN THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direttion of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill H. R. 15981 as amended. 

Mr. THAYER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THAYER. It seems to me that we ought to dispose of 
this resolution in some form to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry, but 
an argument. 

Mr. THAYER. What I wanted to ask is this 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
However, if the gentleman thinks he has a parliamentary in- 
quiry, the Chair will hear it. 

Mr. THAYER. After that introduction, Mr. Speaker, what I 
wanted to know was whether it would be a proper motion to be 
considered to recommit this resolution with instructions to re- 
port, in place of the Capitol, the Pension Bureau. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution or bill is not even before the 
House. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk may 
read the amendment, which is the whole bill, instead of the origi- 
nal bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the amendment, 
instead of the bill, be read. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15981) to authorize the Mississippi Central Railroad Com- 
pany to bridge Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ar Central Railroad Company, 
a railroad corporation 3 incorporated and organized under the laws 
of the State of Mississippi (formerly the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Rail- 
road Company), its successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to construct and maintain the bridge mentioned in the act ap- 
prora March 2, 1903, entitled “An act to authorize the Pearl and 

af Rivers Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River, in the State of 
Mississippi,” under and subject to the act, pro- 
vided the actual construction of the bridge therein authorized be com- 
menced within one year and completed within three years from the date 
of approval of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


rovisions of the said 


No second was demanded. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds (in the opinion of 
the Chair) having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


WESTERN ALASKAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] 
is recognized. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, when I asked to be 
recognized the gentleman from Indiana was not present. I 
understand the gentleman is now present, and I ask that he be 
recognized. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the rules be suspended 
and that the bill S. 5088 be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the 
Committee on Territories be discharged from further considera- 
tion of the Senate bill, that the rules be suspended, and that the 
bill do pass. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 5088) to aid the Western Alaska Construction Company. 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the Western Alaska 
Construction Company to hereafter operate its railroad in the district 
of Alaska for a period of five pas the passage of this act without 
the payment of the license fee of $100 per mile per annum on each 
mile operated, as provided in section 29, chapter 1, of the act entitled 
“An act for making further provisions for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1 : Prov 5 
however, That this exemption from said license fees is upon the condition 
that said company shall build at least 10 miles of railroad each year; 
but if more than 10 miles be built in any one year it shall be credi 
to the work of the succeeding year. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. : i, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRICK] is 
recognized for twenty minutes in favor of the bill and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Rosrnson] is recognized for twenty 
minutes in opposition. . 

Mr. BRICK. I yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Powers]. ; 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the bill which has 
passed the Senate and which we are now considering is iden- 
tical with one that has been reported from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories of the House. I do not say it was reported unani- 
mously, but I believe it was reported unanimously with but one 
exception. In my judgment it is a meritorious bill. It calls 
for no subsidy, it calls for no aid from the Government. There 
is a corporation which has begun to build a railroad between 
two places in Alaska, the names of which I will not stop to 
look up, as I do not now recall them. They are some 50 miles 
distant from each other The company has transported to that 
section of Alaska a million or more dollars’ worth of property. 

There is a regulation or statute by which all railroads in 
Alaska pay a hundred dollars a mile tax each year. This is 
the only standard-gauge railroad in the Territory of Alaska, and 
they ask, inasmuch as they desire to put in money to build this 
road, though it can only be constructed at great cost, simply 
this, that upon condition that they will go on and complete the 
50 miles of road at a rate of at least 10 miles a year they may 
be exempted from this tax of a hundred dollars per mile for a 
term of five years. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether or not the Government incurs any obligation? : 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. None whatever. We guarantee 
nothing. The company has simply asked, as they are building the 
only standard-gauge road in Alaska, which will be a great bene- 
fit to the Territory, and as we all desire to open up Alaska, this 
small relief from taxation, which will certainly contribute mate- 
rially to that end. The President, in his message, I think, rec- 
ommends something of that kind, and you will recall that you 
passed last year a bill appropriating a certain amount of money 
to make surveys for wagon roads. Certainly it does seem to me 
that on condition that they will build 10 miles of standard-gauge 
road a year for five years they should be exempted from this 
$100 tax a mile during that five years. Afterwards, when the 
five years have passed, they are to pay the tax. As this is the 
only standard-gauge road there, it seemed to the committee— 
that is, a majority of them—that it was advisable to encourage 
the building of such railroads in Alaska by granting the relief. 

Mr. BURKETT. I remember hearing something last year of 
a bill for extending the time of another road. Does this bill ex- 
empt all railroads that undertake to build from tax, or does it 
exempt this special railroad? 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. This bill simply applies to this 


road, and, as I have stated, is the only standard-gauge railroad 
in Alaska, 


1904. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Are there any narrow-gauge roads there? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think there are, but I do not know 
how many. 

Mr. BURKETT. There are others contemplated? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think it is likely. 

Mr. BURKETT. If it is a good thing to encourage railroads, 
why do you not exempt all who wish to build railroads from 
their taxes while building? I remember at least one or two 
bills, or possibly more, that went through here last year, ex- 
tending the time for the beginning of operations, and I suppose 
they must either begin this year to build railroads or their time 
will expire again. If they should think they were entitled to this 
relief, then they will have to have another bill. If this particu- 
lar railroad shall be exempted from tax because it is going to 
build, why should not other railroads that are going to build be 
exempted? In short, if it is a good thing, why not have a gen- 
eral law instead of special acts? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I will say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Burkert] that, as far as I am concerned, I 
should favor exempting any railroad if they came and asked 
exemption from taxation for the term of five years, provided 
they would build 10 miles of standard-gauge and good railroad 
a year. 8 

Mr. BURKETT. I am not questioning the correctness of 
the gentleman’s position, but why this special bill to relieve this 
special railroad rather than a general bill to relieve all rail- 
roads for five years, if they will build standard-gauge railroad? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This railroad came to us and pre- 
sented this case, and we have thought it a meritorious one. 
None other has done so. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is this the only consent that was given to 
the railroad? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes; and if they will go on and 
build 10 miles of road a year, and 50 miles in five years, I can 
readily see that, instead of being a loss, there will be a gain. 
Besides, I think that some real encouragement like this is very 
proper, indeed, in so far as opening up Alaska is concerned. 

Alaska, in my judgment, has many possibilities that we do 
not really appreciate or know of. We have found that she has 
been a large producer of gold, and I believe there are vast quan- 
tities of lumber there. We know but very little about that coun- 
try, and when a railroad- corporation comes here and does not 
ask us to give it a dollar in any shape or manner, and offers to 
build a road between two points where there should be a road, 
and the only concession asked is that the company may be ex- 
cused from paying a hundred dollars a mile tax for five years, 
on condition that it build at least 10 miles of road a year, I 
think upon the whole that it is right and proper. I believe the 
whole committee, with one exception, were of that opinion. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Who assesses the hundred dollars per mile 
tax? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think there is some statute or 
regulation in reference to Alaska by which railroads are as- 
sessed a hundred dollars a mile on every mile that they build. 
Alaska is very largely a judge-governed country. It has no 
Delegate on this floor to voice its needs. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. May not that tax be necessary to provide 
ordinary revenues for the Territory? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Admitting it to be necessary, I am 
confident that the treasury of Alaska will receive much more 
money in a short time by the building of this railroad than it 
would receive if it was not built. 

Mr. PALMER. How much does this tax amount to? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. One hundred dollars per mile. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. How many miles are constructed now? 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Very little—about 20 miles; but the | 


corporation has contracted for construction and has a large 
amount of material there. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Twenty miles, at $100 a mile, amounts to 
$2,000 on the road already constructed. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is that law that taxes them a hundred dol- 
lars a mile a general law on all railroads or on just this one 
railroad? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think there is a statute that taxes 
all railroads in Alaska $100 a mile. 

Mr. BURKETT. I remember when the matter was up before, 
but I do not recall anything of that sort. I thought possibly 
that is was a provision in the franchise of this particular rail- 
road. 

Mr. BRICK. I think that is right. 

Mr. BURKETT. I think it must be in the franchise of this 
railroad. 

Mr. POWERS cf Maine. No; I think it is the general law. 


XXXIX——27 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Maine has expired. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Now, I will repeat, it seems to me 
that it is desirable to encourage the opening up of Alaska by 
railroads, and that where a corporation comes here and offers 
to build 50 miles more road on condition that it be exempted 
from tax for this short time, it is not asking very much and that 
it is wise to grant this concession. 

Mr. PAYNE. The exemption is only on this 50 miles, is it 
not? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I think it is on all of the road. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where is this road to be built? 

oes POWERS of Maine. From Solomon City to some other 
poin 

Mr. PAYNE. We came very near putting a bill through to- 
day, which finally went to the Committee on Insular Affairs, to 
guarantee 4 per cent on bonds in the Philippine Islands to help 
railroads. I agree with the gentleman that this little thing 
ought to be done for Alaska. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is this exemption limited to 50 miles? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This exemption is limited to the 
road they build. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And there is no limit on that? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. No;. the more they build the more 
they will have exempted for five years, but the more they will 
have to pay taxes on after the five years expire. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The form in which the statement was made 
indicated that possibly the tax was to be remitted on only 50 
miles. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not know but they had some road already 
built. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They have 20 miles built. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. They have 20 miles pretty well con- 
structed. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a small matter, and if it will tend to the 
development of the country it ought to be encouraged. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. The Senate Committee on Terri- 
tories unanimously agreed that it was proper, and I believe our 
committee, with one exception, has reached the same conclusion. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does this railroad connect the 
waters of the Pacific with the upper Yukon River? 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. It is on the Seward Peninsula. 

Mr. MANN. It would be very peculiar if the building of a 
railroad would make an all-water route. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is in connection with the Solo- 
inon River. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I was not on the subcommittee and 
have not the details so much as some other gentlemen who have 
the bill in charge. But I do think that when a corporation 
comes from Alaska and asks no subsidy, no guaranty—asks 
simply that they may be relieved from taxation provided they 
built a good standard-guage road, the only standard-guage road 
in the Territory, for a certain number of years—that it is not 
asking very much, and that this House will be pleased to con- 
cur with the Senate and grant it the relief. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is a subsidy to the extent of the remission. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. It is simply a remission of the tax 
provision. We have only 20 miles of railroad there, and by re- 
mitting the taxes we hope to get 50 miles more road and have 
a larger basis by which we can get more money for the Terri- 
tory in the near future, and also substantially aid in its devel- 
opment. 

Pi r. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want the gentleman to under- 
stand that my questions were not put in mere idleness. I haye 
seen in my own State the evils growing out of exemption of 
great railway corporations from taxation. One of the greatest 
railway corporations in the State of Texas for twenty-five years 
did not pay a penny of taxes to the State, county, or munici- 
ality. . 
: Me, POWERS of Maine. Wasn’t that an exemption for a 
long term of years, or was it for all time? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. For twenty-five years. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. This is only for five years, and as 
Alaska has no Delegate here to look after her interests, I trust 
that gentlemen will grant the request and pass this bill. 

Mr. BRICK. Will the gentleman from Indiana use a part of 
his time? - 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is a measure 
to relieve the railroad in Alaska from the payment of taxes of 
all kinds. 

The Alaska government is very much in need of funds. A 
subcommittee of the Senate visited Alaska and saw the neces- 
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sity for more money to run that government. Alaska is coming 
to the United States asking the Treasury to provide for educa- 
tion and for other expenditures for that Territory. A proposi- 
tion of road promoting has been presented to the House. 

In 1900 this House passed the only taxing bill now existing 
in Alaska, providing a license fee in the form of a license. Un- 
der that law, general in its form, railroads are taxed $100 a 
mile, Transportation companies in every occupation, from the 
highest to the lowest, are taxed for the needs of the Alaskan 
government. This is an effort by piecemeal to tear down that 
well-considered proposition that raises revenue for that govern- 
ment. It is ill advised, in my judgment, because other com- 
panies—the transportation companies and other enterprises for 
the promotion of Alaska, chaotic as it is and as the conditions 
are now—make it inadvisable at this time to have a piecemeal 
revision. Others are not relieved, and they will be clamoring be- 
pae tħey are not relieved but are contributing to the needs of 

aska. 

If we pass this bill it will be a precedent, for it is a subsidy, 
in that it relieves them from the payment of all taxation—it re- 
lieves them from any taxes, 

Under the law passed in 1890, in order the secure revenue 
breweries are taxed $1,500 per annum; bowling alleys, $15; 
bottling works, $200 per annum; drug stores, $50; electric-light 
plants, $300; freight and transportation lines propelled by me- 
chanical power, river and lake steamers, $1 per ton on net ton- 
nage; physicians are taxed $50; pawnbrokers, $300; ships and 
shipping, ocean and coastwise, $1 per ton per annum, net; steam 
ferries, 8100 a year; toll roads and trails, $200 per annum, all 
adding to the industries of that country. It provides that all 
moneys received from licenses shall, except as otherwise pro- 
vided by law, be covered into the Treasury of the United States, 
moe such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
provide. 

Now, section 3 of the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertrne] provides: 


Src. 3. That no money shall be paid or advanced under the 


provisions. 
of this act until it shall have been made to ap 


railroad have been actually constructed in a workmanlike manner, in- 
cluding the per laying of ties and rails the same; and as and 
when it shall be made to a to the ‘action of the Secretary of 


the Interior that each section of at least 5 miles of such railroad has 
been so actually constructed in such workmanlike manner, it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to certify the same to the 
Treasurer of the United States, and the Treasurer of the United States, 
upon the receipt of such certificates, shall pay or advance unto the 

estern Alaska Construction Company, under the provisions of this 
act, the sum of $10,000 per mile for each and every mile thereof so 
actually constructed; but such sums so paid by the Treasurer of the 
United States shall not exceed the total sum of $1,000,000 in any one 
year upon 100 miles of such railroad actually constructed, and in no 
event shall the total sums of money advanced or loaned under the pro- 
visions of this act exceed the sum of $5,000,000, based upon a total con- 
struction of 500 miles of such railroad. 


The bill further provides, as fcllows: 


And shall constitute a first lien upon the railroad thus added, includ- 
ing its roadbed, epen; rolling stock, terminals, and all other prop- 
erty, in favor of Government of the United States, until all sums so 
advanced shall haye been returned to the Treasury of the United States 
in lawful money ; and all moneys advanced or loaned under the provi- 
sions of this act shall become due and payable at tħe expiration of 
twenty years after the same shall be loaned; but nothing this act 
shall be construed to prevent the repayment of any sums so advanced at 
any time before the expiration of such period of twenty years. 


That was the original proposition which was brought before 
this House by the bill and is before the committee, providing 
that in twenty years they shall have a loan of a million dollars, 
to be repaid at that time. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? That is not this railroad, is it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I am speaking on the gen- 
eral subject of railroads. I say it is in this same bill. 

Mr. BRICK. Where is that? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is H. R. 13741. 

Mr. BRICK. What railroad? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. “To promote railroad r- 
tation in Alaska” is the title of the bill, and it provides that no 
money shall be paid or advanced until at least 5 miles of such 
railroad has been actually constructed, and it Is not to exceed 
the total sum of $1,000,000 in any one year, and that in no event 
shall the total sum advanced or loaned exceed the sum of 
$5,000,000. There is a further provision that it shall be lawful 
for the Western Alaska Construction Company to operate its 
railroads in the district of Alaska without the payment of the 
license fees of $100 per mile, which is the bill now sought to be 
passed by the House; and in view of the needs of revenues, this 
House having sanctioned a uniform license fee in order to raise 
funds for the Alaskan government, why should we relieve this 


particular railroad and not relieve the transporting companies 
and the vessels doing business along the shores of Alaska? 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentleman a 
moment? That bill never was reported to the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I am not saying that But 
I say that this House must guard itself along the line of pro- 
moting by subsidy in any form railroad construction, unless it 
FGW 

Mr. BRICK. Then I understand the only reason for reading 
the bill is by way of illustration or as matter of argument. 
The Committee on Territories never reported that bill, and they 
really refused to report the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am not saying that they re- 
fused to report the bill. They have not reported it. 

Mr. BRICK. As I understand it, they refused to do so. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man who came before us, who was the special agent of the com- 
pany asking this relief from taxation, made a number of state- 
ments in which it was shown that in September of the year 
before his examination, which was last year, this railroad had 
carried 1,200 passengers, at from a few cents a mile to as high 
as 25 cents a mile, and on page 6 of his statement he makes this 
statement : 


We carried a thousand paenga in the month of September. 
u bill we are going put before you simply asks for five years’ 
relief. 


There is only one tax there and that is the tax of $100 a mile. 
On page 11 the gentleman said: 


We have worked three years. We have never asked one thing from 
the Government. We do not count on it now, although we hope to get 
it. It is certalnly worthy of your consideration. 

Mr. W. H. Duvall was the gentleman before our committee, and 
that was the statement made by him on that subject. Now, in 
view of the fact that this House, in a well-considered measure, 
provided only for the license fee to raise revenues for Alaska, 
and that this is, piecemeal, tearing down in favor of the rail- 
roads and not favoring the other industries which are equally 
burdened and are equally promoting the enterprises there, I 
think it would be unsafe to grant this relief, and for the further 
reason that, by whatever name you please to call it, it is a sub- 
sidy, and is the entering wedge for relieving that corporation of 
all taxation absolutely, because there is no property tax, and 
would be unjust to the other industries. The Senate committee 
that went there said, You must get up new means of raising 
revenue for Alaska. A taxation on the export of gold furnishes 
a field for more revenue for Alaska, and the salmon fisheries 
present a field for the raising of more reyenue.” They further 
enumerated, in their report. made last year, the necessities for 
more revenue instead of less. In view of these facts, it is a seri- 
ous question whether an enterprise, which went to Alaska and 
has already an equipment of 20 miles of railroad, should be 
relieved from bearing its just burden of the government and 
making others bear that burden. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that entering the domain of providing a subsidy in any form, ex- 
cept by keeping along the well-regulated lines of giving them 
lands by the checkerboard or any other system, is ill advised. 
For that reason I present the question to the House, and ask 
that the House refuse to grant this unreasonable boon to that 
corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER], or more time if he 
desires. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Territories, 
which had this matter in charge, gave extended hearings to 
those interested in this construction company. I think we all, 
including the gentleman from Indiana, came to the conclusion 
that that committee representing the company were perfectly 
sincere and were not out for the purpose of asking for anything 
they did not deserve. They were not a stock-jobbing concern, 
but people in large measure from New York who had gone up to 
Alaska and agreed to put in $1,000,000 in building a little rail- 
road there about 52 miles in length. They had built about 21 
miles and found it was so very expensive to build a road up 
there that they asked to be relieved from this tax or license fee 
of 5100 a mile for the remaining course of about 40 miles. 

To illustrate that, Mr. Speaker, I have only to say it costs to 
get freight up there between three and four hundred dollars a 
ton, which at once you can see is out of all proportion as com- 
pared with the ideas we usually have for transportation. They 
pay 30 cents a tie at Seattle, and it costs them a dollar when 
they get it up there, purely by reason of the extra expense of 
freight. Now it seemed to us that if this road was built it 
would be a great advantage to the people of Alaska. It would 
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open up from the river up to the interior, where the freight 
would be reduced many times, and the result would be it would 
be of immense value to those who have interests there. Now, I 
think I am as much opposed to granting subsidies to railroads 
or to shield railroads from contributing their just share of taxa- 
tion as any ordinary man, but it did not seem to me what they 
asked was anything unusual, anything wrong, or done with the 
purpose of getting anything out of the Government. 

They found in building that road it has cost much more than 
they thought it would and many times what it cost to build a 
railroad in ordinary places. They were willing to put in over 
$1,000,000 of money—their indebtedness was only about $200,- 
000—to build 52 miles of road, and if they could be relieved 
from paying this tax or license of a hundred dollars per mile 
they would go on and build that road within the next few 
years, and it seemed to the committee—the entire committee I 
think—that it was very proper that they should make this de- 
mand and very proper that we should grant it. I do not remember 
Mr. Duvall stating that he was asking something he thought he 
would not receive, as the gentleman from Indiana thinks he did 
state. If he did it was probably because he was aware he was 
before a very conservative committee that would look and see 
if there were any cats in the meal anywhere. Now, there was 
not one of the committee who did not believe that this was an 
honest company which, if relieved from a hardship which was 
almost impossible for them to bear, would construct this little 
road over this 52 miles. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. What time did the gentleman use himself 
in opening debate? 

Mr. BRICK. I used no time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LOVERING]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, this is an exceptional case if 
there ever was one. These men propose to construct a railroad 
on the Seward Peninsula in Alaska from a point 35 miles from 
Nome, running along the Solomon River to Council City, a dis- 
tance of about 50 miles. They have found it extremely difficult 
to build. The road has to be laid upon an icebound foothold 
which never thaws. The season is very short and there are only 
four months in the year in which to construct this road, and 
after it is constructed there are only four months in the year in 
which it can be operated. The Western Alaskan Construction 
Company came and asked for a very slight concession here. It 
is very necessary that they should have it, because they have 
already put a million dollars up there in the way of a road and 
in the way of material. They are losing the interest on that, and 
when they undertake to reckon any income at present it is abso- 
lutely on the other side of the account. They have nothing to 
speak of, nor will they have until the road is completed up to 
Council City. a 

The development of Alaska is more dependent upon the rail- 
roads than upon anything else in the world, and railroads are 
as good as money itself to the country, for they will open up 
the Territory; they will open up and develop property that must 
yield enormous revenue eventually to the Government, and the 
sooner the railroads are built, the sooner that revenue will be- 
gin to accrue. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] has cited facts 
that are irrelevant, in my judgment—saying that there is so 
much tax on breweries, and so much tax on saloons and bil- 
liard rooms and that sort of thing—and gives that as a reason 
why railroads should be taxed. These breweries, saloons, and 
billiard rooms are not necessary to the development of the coun- 
try, but railroads are necessary to its development. There is 
enormous mineral wealth there, and this wealth can only be 
brought out of the ground and into use by railroads. These men 
have the entire equipment of their road there ready to lay down, 
and they have only been able to lay about 10 miles a year, and 
they haye only four months in each season in which to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is apparent to the Members of this 
House that they are granting a very small favor in passing this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to 
consume any more time? 

Mr. BRICK. I would like to ask my colleague if he wishes 
to occupy any more of his time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
a speech to close? 

Mr. BRICK. I may say something myself. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have nothing further to offer. 
I have no call for time. 

Mr. BRICK. I will ask for a vote. 


Is the gentleman going to have 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I call for a division, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 12. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor of the motion) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill H. R. 13744, being a similar bill, now 
on the House Calendar, will, without objection, lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

AMERICAN RAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and call up Senate joint resolution 79, which I have been in- 
structed by the Committee on the District of Columbia to call 
up, instead of the House joint resolution 160. The resolution 
has already been read before the House and passed through the 
committee, and I would like to have it called up. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report this joint resolution 
by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 79) grantin. 
part of the Government reservation in 
can Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to submit an inquiry to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
that this is a similar bill to the House bill, that the bill has 
already been read before the committee at a former sitting, 
and asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Right there, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if he has incorporated in that 
bill the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WIILIAus ], or if he will do so? 

Mr. MORRELL, If it is not incorporated, I will have it 
incorporated. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman to incorporate that. 

Mr. MORRELL, All right, sir; I will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, modifies his motion, 
and as the Chair understands, the motion will be to suspend 
the rules and pass the Senate bill with an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know when the parliamentary status 
will be reached, but when that point is reached I wish to de- 
mand a second. 

The SPEAKER. That time has not arrived yet. Has the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania or the gentleman from New 
York the amendment referred to? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not the amendment. 

Mr. MORRELL. The amendment was attached to the bill at 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my suggestion to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I find that is another bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his objection, 
and the motion will operate upon the Senate bill. The gentle- 
man from Illinois demands a second. Is unanimous consent 
given that a second be considered as ordered? The Chair hears 
no objection. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor- 
RELL] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. MORRELL] declines to explain to the House the 
nature of his bill, it is incumbent upon me to take my time for 
that purpose. 

This bill is a bill proposing to give for private exhibition 
purposes a portion of the Washington Monument grounds lying 
between the Washington Monument and the Executive Man- 
sion—that is, at the intersection of B street and Fourteenth 
street, on the northerly side of the Washington Monument 
grounds. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Between that and the Corcoran Art Gallery? 

Mr. MANN. Between B street and the Washington Monu- 
ment: 

Use of the public reservation fronting on the south side of B street, 
between Fourteenth street and Sixteenth street. 

This authority is granted to the American Railway Appliance 
Exhibition. 

It is the intention to hold an international railway congress 
in Washington, I think, in May next. Some of the manufactur- 


the temporary occupancy of a 
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Railway Appliance Exhibition desire to have at the same time 
an exhibition of railway appliances, and for this purpose they 
ask permission to make use of that Washington Monument lot 
between the dates of March 20 and May 25. This is the same 
proposition which was before the House on Friday last, when I 
raised a point of no quorum. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very strenuously opposed to the passage 
of any bill of this character for the reasons which I then stated, 
and which I may state briefly now. We have had a debate this 
afternoon which illustrates the effect of the passage of a bill 
like this. If it were a new proposition to grant the use of the 
Pension or any other public building for the inaugural ball in 
this city, the proposition would not be entertained favorably by 
one-tenth of the Members of this House. 

Now, here is the entering wedge wherein they propose to com- 
mence to grant to exhibitions and expositions, conventions and 
congresses, which convene in Washington the use of a portion 
of the public-park system. In my own city of Chicago, which 
I have the honor in part to represent, in addition to the great 
public parks which we have there, the citizens are to-day, 
through their proper authorities, millions of dollars 
of money for the creation of what they call “ small parks,” play- 
grounds for the children, and conyenient for the purposes for 
which they are designed. 

The Washington Monument grounds ought to be preserved as 
a public park, free from spoliation by anybody. All of the 
parks in Washington, in my judgment, ought to be preserved for 
park purposes, an not for exhibition purposes; and if this bill 
becomes a law, granting to these very worthy and very estima- 
ble gentlemen engaged in a laudable purpose the right to use 
this park for exhibition purposes, Congress will not be able in 
the future to refuse to follow the precedent and give to any 
other convention or exhibition that comes along the right to 
use a public park. 

And, Mr. Speaker, of all the public parks in Washington 
which ought not to be used in such a way, this is the principal 
one; right at the base of the Washington Monument, right be- 
tween the Washington Monument and the Executive Mansion. 

I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any provision in this 
bill for the licensee to restore the grounds, after he has used 
them, to their original status? 

Mr. MANN. I see that there is such a provision in section 5 
of the bill. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any security given with 
that? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mon- 
RELL] can answer that in his time better than I can in mine. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what security is to be 
given in this bill by this company to restore the grounds after 
they have been used? 

Mr. MORRELL. I understand on looking over the bill that 
there is no provision for such security, and I would be willing 
to accept an amendment embodying a provision that such secur- 
ity shall be given before the use of the grounds is allowed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would state, Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield to me for just a moment, that in the 
arrangement for the St. Louis Exposition grounds, there was a 
provision by which the exposition company placed a large sum 
of money aside for the purpose of restoring the grounds and 
making them exactly as they were when the exposition concern 
took charge of them. Certainly such a provision ought to be 
made here if this bill is to pass. À i 

Mr. MORRELL. I will state to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that I overlooked section 5, which provides that— 

mmittee shall roper bond, appro 
5 1 the District o Gina hármas. patga 
claims for damages in any manner from their occupation of 
public space under this act. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, if the gentleman will yield 
just a little bit further 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That language does not exactly 
cover what I have in mind. The authorities might decide that 
there has been no damage. In other words, that great deep 
sink holes dug in the ground, and changes of that kind, do not 
constitute an actual damage, when we know that it would be a 
damage to the appearance of the grounds and to public safety. 
There ought to be a provision requiring them to put the ground 
back into the same condition in which they find it. 

Mr. MORRELL. If the gentleman will draft an amendment 
of that kind to the section, I shall be glad to accept it and ask 
that it be incorporated in the bill. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will draft the amendment and 
submit it to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I have examined the amend- 
ment drawn by the gentleman from Tennessee and I accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not accept an amend- 
ment under a motion to suspend the rules. Unanimous con- 
sent may be given to offer the amendment, and as the Chair 
supposes that is the intention of the gentleman, the Chair will 
direct the Clerk to report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the act the following words: 
restoration of the grounds to their original condition.” 

So that it will read: 

Save the District of Columbia harmless from any claim for damages 


arising in any manner from their occupation of public space under 
this act, and for the restoration of the grounds to their original 


condition. 
Is there objection to modifying the motion 


“And for the 


The SPEAKER. 
to suspend the rules so as to let the motion cover the amendment 
as well as the Senate bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, because I think the bill is too 
bad to be perfected by one amendment, although it is a good 
one, I object. Does the gentleman wish to use any more of his 
time at present? 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the House has been 
sufficiently inflicted by me as far as this bill is concerned, and 
as I have no particular desire to hear the sound of my own 
voice I do not care to consume any more of my time. : 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Mappox] such time as he desires. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I shall not take up any very great 
length of time, except to concur with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] that we are about to establish a precedent now, as 
we have done in a great many other cases, a precedent to which 
there will be no end; and, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas sitting beside me [Mr. BURLESON], a dangerous and far- 
reaching precedent. I think now is a good time to stop it. 
Being opposed to it, I propose to take advantage of every hon- 
orable method to defeat the bill. One of those methods is to 
require the presence of about 190 men to pass the bill according 
to law. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor suspending the rules and 
passing the bill—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should like to call the attention 
of Members, so that we may vote understandingly, to the fact 
that in the second line of the bill authority is granted— 
under such restrictions as the Secretary of War may deem necessary. 

So that it will be entirely possible for him to prescribe that 
the grounds shall be restored to their original condition, if he 
sees fit to do so. But you must trust entirely to the discretion 
of the Secretary in that 

Mr. MANN. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I quite agree with my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and my friend from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] 
that we should not pass this bill. We are suffering to-day from 
doing something that we ought not to have done at first, as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has very well said. We 
are setting a precedent for doing what? For putting a manu- 
facturing concern of some sort, an exhibition—where? Right 
under the shadow of the Washington Monument and hard about 
the shades of the White House. People go to look at the Wash- 
ington Monument—as they should do—from all over the world, 
and the very first thing they would see is this building, and they 
would say, Well, what sort of a manufactory have you right 
at the base of the Washington Monument? Did Washington 
have anything to do with this?” How can you associate that 
sublime structure, that magnificent monument, with a lot of 
great shrieking machinery on one side of that sacred shaft? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, I would as soon think of putting a locomotive 
shop in a graveyard as to think of placing this building within 
the precincts, the sunshine and shadows, of that shaft that 
marks the memory of the Father of our Country. 

I am surprised that the gentleman from Pennsylyania, who is 
so industrious, so patriotic, who is an honor to his State on 
stated occasions [laughter], with his tight clothes, and his long 
epaulets, and his shining sword, and his great captivating Napo- 
leonesque hat [laughter], should come here, Mr. Speaker, and 
propose this outrage, putting this building within the sunshine 
and the glory of the precincts about that magnificent Monument; 
of having a lot of shrieking, whistling, smoking machinery and 
greasy men laboring around about that place. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I must at least pay 
the compliment to the gentleman from Tennessee of thanking 
him for the charming picture which he paints of me, one which, 
of course, will go down now to history, having been said by the 
gentleman upon whom Tennessee relies. 

I remember a verse that appeared not long ago in one of the 
papers published in the District, which went something like 


Jonx Wester GAINES, JOHN WESLEY GAINES, 
Thou of stupendous brains; 
‘Tennessee on thee relies, 

JOHN WESLEY GAINES. 

[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have heard the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania accused of everything in the 
world but having “stupendous brains.” [{Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRELL. No; thank God! Never in that vein. [More 
laughter. ] 2 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, 
hh ar net having voted in the affirmative, the motion was 
ost. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
ee for his approval, the following joint resolution 
and bill: 

H. J. Res. 176. A joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th 
day of said month; and 

H. R. 14468. A bill to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the consideration of letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from 
the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of appropriation 
for a corps of student interpreters in Japan and Korea, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes), the House, under its previous order, adjourned until 
Wednesday next at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: $ 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for steam light- 
house tender for Hawaiian waters—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in the 
account of expenses of special and select committees—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for rebuilding 
the superstructure of the light-house at Horseshoe Reef—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting the annual 
report of the Director of the Bureau of the American Repub- 
lics—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

* A letter from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting the eighteenth annual report of the Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a 
statement of the condition of the work of construction of public 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication-from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for a keeper’s 
dwelling and boathouse at the light station at Sunken Rock, 
St. Lawrence River, New York—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for construction 
of an oil house at Point Reyes (California) light station—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for an oil house 
at the Point Arena (California) light station—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for a brick oil 
house at Piedras Blancas (California) light station—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for construction 
of a light-house tender for the twelfth light-house district—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation to reconstruct 


the range lights and fog-signal house at East Superior, Wis.—to 


the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs of 
range lights in the channel entering the harbor at Toledo, Ohio— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for construction 
of keeper’s dwelling at the Genesee (New York) light station— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for site and con- 
struction of a keeper’s dwelling at Black River (Ohio) light- 
station—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs to the 
light-house tender Manzanita—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for a site for an addition to the Wash- 
ington post-office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 5 5 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for continuing the construction of 
the United States penitentiary at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of the United States on the Interna- 
tional Prison Commission, a report on the subject of tubercu- 
rn the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
report of the auditors of Porto Rico on receipts and expenditures 
from November, 1903, to October, 1904—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
port of the receipts and disbursements by the treasurer of Porto 
Rico from November, 1903, to October, 1904—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. BONYNGE, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16560) to authorize the 
registration of trade-marks used in commerce with foreign na- 
tions or among the several States or with Indian tribes, and to 
protect the same, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3147); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 16692) granting a pension to Gertrude L. Tall- 
man—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16227) granting an increase of pension to John 
Morrison—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16760) for the relief of William Edward 
Bailey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 16727) to pay heirs of John Sevier, sr., for cer- 
tain military services rendered to the United States by said Jobn 
Sevier, sr.—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 13368) to pension army teamsters—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 16781) to make an 
additional appropriation for post-office and court-house build- 
ing at Florence, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 16782) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 16783) granting to the 
Batesville Power Company right to erect and construct canal 
and power stations at Lock and Dam No. 1, upper White River, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 16784) to give the United 
States Marine Corps the same pay as the Ordnance and Engi- 
neer Corps of the United States Army receiye—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. m 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16785) to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to extend, enlarge, and im- 
prove the post-office and custom-house building at Springfield, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 16786) for the erection of a 
public building at Chippewa Falls, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HINSHAW : A bill (H. R. 16787) to give each soldier 
of the civil war a land warrant—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 16788) for the erection of a 
public building at Ironton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 16789) for the prevention of 
fire from electrical apparatus on steam vessels carrying pas- 
sengers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 16790) making 
Norwalk, Conn., a subport of entry—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 16791) establishing regular 
terms of the United States circuit and district courts at South 
Bend, Ind.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 16792) providing that all 
contributions exceeding $50 in amount hereafter made to the 
expenses of political parties at elections where Presidential 
electors and Representatives or Delegates in Congress are 
chosen shall be reported to the clerk’s office of the district 
court of the United States or Territory for the district in 
which the donors reside, and for the publication of such re- 
ports—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16793) to amend section 1854 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, restricting appointments 
to office of members of the legislative assemblies in Territo- 
ries—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16794) provid- 
ing for an additional appropriation for the public building at 
Flint, Mich—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16795) author- 
izing the appeal of a test case from the citizenship court of the 
Indian Territory to the circuit court of appeals of the eighth 
circuit at St. Louis and to determine the legal status of inter- 
married citizens and their descendants—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16796) to pro- 
vide for the further construction of locks and dams on the Cum- 
berland River, and making appropriations therefor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16797) for 
the purchase of a post-office building at Asbury Park, N. J.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16798) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell certain 
tracts of land in the counties of Wabasha and Dakota, State of 
Minnesota, which have been allotted to certain Indians and to 
purchase for said Indians or their heirs other lands in lieu 
thereof—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 16799) making Texas City, 
Tex., a subport of entry in the customs collection district of 
Galveston—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 16800) to regulate the im- 
migration of aliens into the United States, its Territories, pos- 
sessions, and the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16801) to prevent the naturalization of 
anarchists, and so forth—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16802) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enter into con- 
tract for the collection and disposal of garbage, ashes, and so 
forth—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16803) for the 
advancement of officers of the Navy below the rank of rear- 
admiral—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 16804) to amend article 1, 
chapter 1624, Statutes of the United States of America, entitled 
“An act to ratify and amend an agreement with the Indians of 
the Crow Reservation, in Montana, and making appropriations 
to carry the same into effect”—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16906) to amend section 12, chapter 1495, 
Statutes of the United States of America, entitled An act for 
the survey and allotment of lands now embraced within the 
limits of the Flathead Indian Reservation, in the State of Mon- 
tana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after allot- 
ment! to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 66) for 
the publication and binding of 6,000 copies of the Biography of 
the Signers of the Declaration of Independence, 4,000 for use 
in House, 2,000 for Senate—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 67) 
directing the Secretary of War to cause an examination and sur- 
yey to be made and to submit the cost of building a sea wall at 
Hull, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 68) directing the See- 
retary of War to cause an examination and survey to be made 
and estimate submitted of the cost of restoring Green Harbor, 
at Marshfield, Mass., to meet the demands for a harbor of ref- 
uge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 69) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause an examination and survey to be made 
and estimate the cost of improving the harbor at Wareham, 
Mass., to meet the demands of commerce—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
70) relative to the collection of war statistics—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A resolution (H. Res. 405) to expedite 
the distribution of public documents in the House folding room— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16805) granting 
a pension to Fred A. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16806) granting a pension to 
Mariam T. Shreye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 16807) granting 
an increase of pension to E. C. Jordan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. re 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16808) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16809) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Colter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 16810) granting an increase 
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of pension to Christian White to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16811) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16812) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Nix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16813) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Laura A. Hinkley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16814) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 16815) granting an increase of 
3 to Michael L. Essick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16816) granting a pension to Matilda Mer- 
rick .Goodrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16817) granting a pension to B. Annie 
Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16818) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi Fieming—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16819) for the relief of 
the estate of Harriet G. Woods, deceased, late of Hawkins 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16820) granting an increase of pension to 
Elkanah M. Wynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 16821) to fix the grade 
on the retired list of Col. James W. Powell, United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 16822) granting an increase of 
penson to George W. Simon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Als, a bill (H. R. 16823) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. McNelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16824) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16825) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16826) granting an increase of pension to 
James Leavy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16827) granting a pension to Lizzie Hun- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 16828) granting an increase 
of pension to James Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 16829) granting an increase 
of pension to James Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16830) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16831) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Hanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 16832) granting an increase 
of pension to William Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16833) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan R. Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16834) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harris—to the Cou.mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16835) granting a pension to Mary E. Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16836) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Chubb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 16837) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances J. Evans—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16838) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16839) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16840) granting an honorable discharge to 
James M. Rogers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 16841) for the relief 
of the heirs of Andrew E. Hodges, deceased, late of Florida—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 16842) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lydia P. Kelly—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16843) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Mountz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER (by request): A bill (H. R. 16844) re 
ferring the claim of the legal representatives of George Chor- 
penning, deceased, against the United States to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16845) granting an increase 


of pension to Orion B. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 16846) granting a pension to 
Henry Langley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 16847) granting a pension to 
Carrie F. W. Durkee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16848) granting a 
pension to Ellen F. Fahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 16849) granting 
a pension to E. H. Holden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16850) to cor- 
rect the military record of William Hommelsberg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16851) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim Marble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16852) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Etts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16853) granting a pension to Alfred Frost— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16854) granting a pension to De Witt C. 
Foreman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16855) granting a pension to Thomas 
Watt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16856) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathaniel T. Gourley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16857) granting a pension to Henry Dil- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16858) 
granting an increase of pension to Myron G. Watrous—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 16859) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16860) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin A. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 16861) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary L. Walker—to the Committee-on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 16862) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Reynolds—to the Committee on Invaljd 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16863) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Ross to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 16864) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Tuley—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 16865) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. McCauley—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 16866) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Nicholls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 16867) granting a pension 
to Deborah W. Annable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 16868) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaiah E. Mehring—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A pill (H. R. 16869) grant- 
ing a pension to William O. Pierce—to the Committee on In- 
valld Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 16870) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Milton M. Boggs—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16871) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 16872) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fannie M. Bristol—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 16873) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Swett—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 16874) granting an increase 
of pension to Reuben Terry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16875) granting an 
increase of pension to Simon A. Snyder—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16876) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 16877) granting an increase 
< pension to Samuel Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16878) granting an increase of pension to 
William Spriggs— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 16879) granting a pension 
to William H. Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 16880) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas Walters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 16881) for the relief of the 
heirs of Harry A. E. Pickard—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16882) for the relief of Francisco Armijo— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16883) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16884) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian Maxsam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16885) granting an increase of 
pension to James Cronwhite—to the Comniittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16886) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 16887) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Louden—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16888) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Benson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16889) granting an 
increase of pension to Oregon Boughner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 16890) granting 
an increase of pension to Philander G. West—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16891) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16892) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hoynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 16893) to relieve 
James Faerly (or Farley) from the charge of desertion—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 16894) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Conner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 16895) granting a pen- 
sion to Wilmot Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16896) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16897) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16898) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16899) granting a pension to Margaret S. 


Sturges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 16900) for 
the relief of James Welch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 16901) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Olmsted—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 16902) to release William 
H. Flaherty, of New York City, from a portion of his liability as 
contractor for the light-house in the Chesapeake Bay, near the 
mouth of the Craighill channel, to be known as the Baltimore 
light-house—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 16903) to amend the 
military record of Robert J. Wallace, late of Company O, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 16904) granting 
a pension to Louis Sherard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16905) to correct the mili- 
tary record of George J. Johnson, Company B, Fortieth New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of pneumatic- 
tube service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of Stonecutters’ Associa- 
tion of Buffalo, N. Y., opposing the substitution of granite for 
Ohio sandstone in the Cleveland Federal building—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Affidavits to accompany bill for relief of 
Fellx G. Stidger to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Richardson 
County, Nebr., for prohibition of intoxicating liquors in Indian 


Territory statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Lamoine Grange, No. 264, 
in favor of establishing a Bureau of Public Highways—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Edward A. Williams and Wal- 
ter E. Bennett, of Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of granting 
further powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of H. Schmitt and 4 other citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, in favor of granting further powers to Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. E. Cornell and 14 other citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, in favor of restriction of liquor traffic—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 15914, 
granting an increase of pension to David A. Carpenter—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage League, of Pawtucket, 
R. I., against restriction of suffrage in Arizona and Oklahoma 
on account of sex—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Building Trades Council of Pawtucket, 
R. L, in favor of the Hearst bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
16332, for relief of Herbert O. Kohr, granting him a pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of the local union of United 
Mine Workers of America of Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of 
bill H. R. 89—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Helpers’ Division Lodge No. 9 of the 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers, of Horton, Kans., in favor of 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Lodge No. 34, of the Brotherhood of Boiler 
Makers, of Topeka, Kans., in favor of ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Typographical Union of Atchison, 
Kans., in favor of the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: Resolution relating to the right of Alaska 
to representation in Congress—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Oakland Board of 
Trade, Pittsburg, Pa., relative to river improvements to the 
Gommittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill II. R. 
11810, for a publie building at Red Wing, Minn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition and affidavits relative to the mat- 
ter of John Hood v. The United States—To the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of Hon. Seth Low and others, 
asking that provisions be made for such collection of statistics . 
of and relating to marriage and divorce as shall bring the report 
on this subject which was made by the Department of Labor un- 
der an act of March, 1887, down to the latest practicable date— 
to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Henry Langley, praying for re- 
lief by special pension legislation—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the United Confederate 
Veterans, favoring legislation to provide for the care of the 
graves of Confederate soldiers in Northern States—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition asking the passage of bill H. R. 
13778, known as the Hearst bill "—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Papers to accompany bill 
for relief of William H. Etts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Thomas Watt— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Lemuel 8. 
Ranney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Ephraim Mar- 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition asking for legisla- 
tion increasing pension of John Hart, of Fayette, N. ¥.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 16750) 
for the relief of Charles Uerkyitz—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany claim of Joseph J. 
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Bodenheimer, Company E, Seventy-second Regiment Missouri 
Militia—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Waitsfield, Vt., in favor of a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of citizens of Virginia, in favor of bill 
H. R. 13778, known as the “ Hearst bill“ to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HBARST: Petition of citizens of Vincennes, Ind., 
asking for the enactment into law of bill H. R. 13778, known as 
the “Hearst bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of South Omaha Live Stock Ex- 
change, favoring the enactment of bill H. R. 13778, known as the 
“Hearst bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Poquet Motor 
Company, of Westport, Conn., favoring bill H. R. 9302—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the C. C. Cobb Company, of 
York, Nebr., in favor of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of the Nebraska Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, in favor of reorganization of the consular service—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, in favor 
of bill H. R. 98302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 15855, 
granting increase of pension to Loren T. Austin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16417, granting increase 
of pension to Silas I. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ' 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of General John Sedgwick 
Post, No. 37, Grand Army of the Republic, of York, Pa., request- 
ing the passage of bill H. R. 6506, granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Corporal Skelly Post, No. 9, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Gettysburg, Pa., urging passage of bill H. R. 
16683, granting a pension to Jesse Peters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of United Confederate Veter- 
ans of New Orleans, La., requesting that Congress take appro- 
priate action looking to the care and preservation of the graves 
of the Confederate dead—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing increase of pension to Fannie M. Bristol—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Papers in support of bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Reuben Terry—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Michigan, in fa- 
vor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, in favor of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Petition of citizens of Louisi- 
ana, in favor of bill H. R. 13778, known as the“ Hearst bill ”— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
to increase the pension of Simon A. Snyder—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Grimes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jackson, Ohio, asking for an 
increase of pension for William Spriggs—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10704—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Petition for remedial legislation in 
freight tariffs—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of millers of Canton, Kans., in favor of the Loy- 
ering bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Macksville and Stafford County, 
Kans., relative to the word “sex” in the statehood bill—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of millers of Wichita, Kans., in fayor of the 
Lovering bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of heirs of William Loughridge, 
deceased, late of Washington County, Md., praying reference of 
war claim to the Court of Claims for use of his farm during the 
war of rebellion for $2,300—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of heir of Bridget Knott, deceased, late of 
Montgomery County, Md., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William T. Walters, of Poolesville, Montgom- 
ery County, Md., administrator of the estate of Thomas Walters, 
deceased, praying for reference of claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Oakland Board of Trade, 
Pittsburg, in favor of appropriations for improvement of Monon- 
gahela and Ohio rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. ; 

Also, petition of Hon. William C. Graham and Henry Wheeler 
& Son, of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of a bill liberalizing the cus- 
toms-drawback law—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Niezer & Co., of 
Monroeville Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 13778, known as the 
“Hearst bill“ —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a 
pension to Charles E. Benson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of James T. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By. Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution of Commercial Club of 
Minneapolis, Minn., relative to pneumatic-tube system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of business men of New York, 
in favor of the Hearst bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public of Gowanda, N. X., in favor of international congress—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. f 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., ` 
and Charter Oak, Iowa, favoring the enactment of bill H. R. 
13778, known as the Hearst bill ”—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 21, 1904. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. Hare, offered the following 
prayer: 

There were shepherds abiding in the field, keeping watch over 
their flock by night. And the angel of the Lord came upon 
them; and the angel said, Fear not; for, behold, I bring you 
good tidings of great joy, which shall be to all people.” And 
there was with the angel a multitude of the heavenly host, prais- 
ing God and saying, “ Glory to God in the highest, and on earth 
peace, good will toward men.” 

Let us pray. Father, these holidays come to us and bring us 
back to the greatest of memories and the greatest of hopes. And 
Thou also art with us, to give us Thy strength, Thy life, and 
Thy joy. Thou wilt share our joys, and we, Father, will enter 
into Thine infinite love. Help us to help Thee, that we may press 
forward these glad tidings of peace on earth and good will among 
men; that we may enter into that service of Thine which shall 
bring men closer and closer to each other, and so closer and 
closer unto Thee. 

We pray for this Senate. We pray for all who love and are 
loved by these who are here. We pray for all this nation, seek- 
ing God, if happily they can find Him, and remembering the 
blessing which came to us when He who is the Son of God was 
born in a manger. Father, we ask it in His name. Amen. 

Our Father who art in heayen, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth as it is done in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses 
as we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not 
into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the king- 
dom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Monday last, when, on request of Mr. Lopcr, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

An act (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; 

An act (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. McIndoe; 

An act (S. 1753) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy; 


426 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 21, 


An act (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short; 
rast act (S. 5088) to aid the Western Alaska Construction 
mpany 
An act (8. 5567) to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, 
California, certain lands therein described and to attach to and 
include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve; and 
An act (S. 5704) to incorporate the American National Red 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 

rosa bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
a 

An act (H. R. 2052) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and 
Joseph A. Springer ; 

An act (H. R. 3109) for the relief of Noah Dillard; 

An act (H. R. 3619) for the relief of David V. Howell: 
wees (H. R. 3950) for the relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, 

r. ; 

An act (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as 
hospital steward, etc. ; 

An act (H. R. 6375) for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of Henry Lee, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. 9090) to provide United States registry for the 
steamer Success; 

An act (H. R. 9091) to provide registry for the steamer Marie; 

An act (H. R. 9758) for the relief of the heirs of George 
McGhehey for services rendered as mail contractor; 

An act (H. R. 10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of Lock- 
port, Niagara County, N. Y.; 

An act (H. R. 10558) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane 
and others to the Court of Claims; 

An act (H. R. 11370) to relieve the Italian-Swiss Agricultural 
Colony from the internal-revenue tax on certain spirits de- 
stroyed by fire; 

An act (H. R. 11664) to reimburse the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company for damage to union depot at Louisville, Ky., 
by blasting in the Ohio River; 

An act (H. R. 11802) for the relief of Adolph Spiegel as the 
successor of the firm of Spiegel, Finkelstein & Co.; 

An act (H. R. 15011) to open to homestead settlement and 
entry the relinquished and undisposed of portions of the Round 
Valley Indian Reservation in the State of California, and for 
other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. 15981) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to 
bridge Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

An act (H. R. 16160) granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & 
Co., license to make excavations and place footings in the soil 
of certain land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
RUDOLPH Forster, one of his secretaries, announced that the 
President had on the 19th instant approved and signed the fol- 
lowing acts: 

An act (S. 3329) granting a pension to Mary E. Strong; 

An act (S. 5184) granting a pension to Ethel Talley; 

An act (S. 5263) granting a pension to Annie M. Eopolucci ; 

An act (S. 5484) granting a pension to Burnetta B. Lehmann; 

An act (S. 2578) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 


Beezley ; 

An act (S. 2745) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard; 

An act (S. 2893) granting an increase of pension to Emanuel 
Morter; 

An act (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Williams ; 

An act (S. 8175) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
H. Coleman; 

An act (S. 3414) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wheeler; 

An act (S. 3502) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Willis; 

An act (8. 3640) ENE A REDENE AE SSP NTE 
Stevens 

An act (S. 8791) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Tenney 

An 220 (S. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Chad- 
bourne H. Warren; 

An act (S. 4690) granting an 5 of pension to Andrew 
W. Switzer; 

An act (S. 5416) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
H n; 

aah (S. 5423) granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
Morton; 


An act (S. 5492) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Holden; and 
e (S. 5556) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

oba 

The message also announced that the President had on the 
20th instant approved and signed an act (S. 2114) to fix the 
rank of certain officers in the Army. 

The message further announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed an act (S. 708) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to authorize the building of a bridge 
across Thief River, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being, under the 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until Wednesday, Jan- 
uary 4, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 21, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Counen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father, ever near to us, we draw near to Thee with inex- 
pressible gratitude for life and all its attendant blessings—the 
golden fields of harvest which feed the body, the vast fields of 
knowledge which feed the mind, the rich fields of religion which 
feed the soul and make for righteousness. 

At this season of the year we turn to Thee with peculiar 
gratitude for that greatest of all revelations which came to us 
in the incomparable life and character of Thy Son, who taught 
us to say Our Father, which makes the whole world akin. 
Help us, we beseech Thee, to hallow Thy name by living these 
eternal truths that Thy kingdom may come and Thy will be 
done on earth as it is in heaven. 

Be very near to each of us, O God, our heavenly Father, as 
we separate for a little while to go to our homes, the dearest 
spot on earth, in remembrance of Thine own best gift to the 
world, and may we by our generosity and kindness to our loved 
ones, our friends, and especially to those who are less fortunate 
than we, get a little nearer to the Christ life, and bring us to- 
gether again without the loss of any, richer, nobler, purer to do 
Thy work, and everlasting praise shall be Thine through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Forster, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolution of the following title: 

On December 17, 1904: 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1904, on the 20th day, 
of said month. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16445. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15590. An act to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes.” 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith the report of the Commissioner of Corporations, 
covering the period from the organizaton of the Bureau to June 30, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE House, December 21, 1904. 


1904. 


NATURALIZATION OF ALIENS. 


The SPEAKER. also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and 
ordered to be printed: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewth, for your consideration, a report and recommenda- 


tions from the ry of State of the United States on the subject 
of the naturalization of aliens in the United States. 


P THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Wurte Housr, December 21, 1903. ; 
PERMITS FOR COMMITTEE ON INAUGURAL CEREMONIES, 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
call up for passage Senate joint resolution No. 84, authorizing 
the granting of permits to the committee on inaugural cere- 
monies on the occasion of the inauguration of the President- 
elect on March 4, 1905, ete. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 84, authorizing the granting of 
the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of 
ration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, etc. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the Senate 
joint resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
be reported, so that we can understand what it is. 

The SPHAKER. The resolution has already been reported 
and considered by the House. Does the gentleman desire more 
than the title reported? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We can not tell by the title what is 
contained in it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama-asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution may again be reported. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, before the resolution is again 
reported I would like to state that it is the resolution exactly 
as it came from the Senate. Having consulted with the mem- 
bers of the District of Columbia Committee, in view of the very 
evident desire of the House—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Chair holds that the reporting of the title of a resolution is 
reporting the resolution to the House? 

The SPEAKER. By no manner of means. The Chair was 
under the impression, without considering the matter particu- 
larly, that on the consideration of a House bill touching the 
same subject it was read in full; but the Chair overlooked the 
fact that this is a Senate joint resolution. It has not been 
read in the full House, so that, without unanimous consent, the 
gentleman is entitled to have it reported, and in the judgment 
of the Chair it ought to be reported. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I do not know that there is any objec- 
tion in the world to the resolution 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit 
the Chair to conclude—unless objection is made to its consid- 
eration prior to its being reported, and objection can be made 
if any Member desires to make it when the title is read, or the 
objection could be made after the joint resolution is read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would say to the Chair that I do not 
know that I have any objection to the resolution, but in these 
unanimous-consent cases, where it commits every Member of 
the House to thé proposition, I think the best practice is to 
have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair quite agrees with the gentleman 
from Alabama, and without unanimous consent it is the right 
of any Member to demand the reading of the resolution; and, 
as it has not been read before, the Chair, upon his own motion, 
would direct the reading of it. 

The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reselved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to grant a permit to the committee on inaugural ceremo- 
nies for the use of the Pension building, in the city of Washington, on 
the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect on the 4th da 


of March, 1905, subject to such restrictions and regulations as the sai 
Secretary may prescribe in respect of the perlod and manner of such 


rmits to 
e inaugu- 


use. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant per- 
mits, under such restrictions as he may deem necessary, to the com- 
mittee on inaugural ceremonies for the use of any reservations or other 
public spaces in the city of Washington on the occasion of the inaugu- 
ration of the President-elect on the 4th day of March, 1905, which, in 
his pte will inflict no serious or permanent injuries 5 — such res- 
ervations or public spaces or statuary thereon, and the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia may designate for such and other p 
on the occasion aforesaid such streets, avenues, and sidewalks in said 
city of Washington as they may deem proper and necessary: Provided, 
howerer, That all stands or platforms that may be erected on the pub- 
lie spaces aforesaid shall be under the supervision of the said inaugural 
committee and in accordance with the piana and desi to be approved 
by the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia, the officer 
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in cha rintendent of 
the United States Capitol and Grounds: An provided fur- 
ther, That the reservations or public spaces occupied by the stands or 
other structures shall be restored to their original condition before such 
occupation, and that the inaugural committee shall indemnify the War 
8 for any damage to structures of any kind whatsoever upon 
such reservation or spaces. 

Src. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the inaugural 
committee for the inaugural ceremonies, March, 1905, to stretch suit- 
able overhead conductors, with sufficient supports wherever necessary 

in the nearest practicable er Peay with the present supply of 
light, for the purpose of effecting the said illumination: Provided, That 
if it shall be necessary to erect wires for illumination purposes over any 
park or reservation in the District of Columbia, the work of erection and 
removal of said wires shall be under the supervision of the official in 
charge of said park or reservation: Provided further, That the said 
conductors shall not be used for the conveying of electrical currents 
after March 7, 1905, and shall, with their eae be fully and en- 
tirely removed from the streets and avenues of the said city of Wash- 
ington on or before March 15, 1905: Provided further, That the stretch- 
ing and removing of the said wires shall be under the supervision of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall see that the pro- 
visions of this resolution are enforced; that all needful precautions are 
taken for the protection of the public, and that the pavement of any 
street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as g condition as be- 
fore entering upon the work herein authorized : Provided further, That 
no expense or damage on account of or due to the stretching, operation, 
or F of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be 
curred by the United States or the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 4. That $18,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, pay- 
able from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia in equal parts, is hereby 
appropriated to enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to maintain public order and protect life and property in said District 
from the 28th of February to the 10th of March, 1905, both inclusive. 
Said Commissioners are hereby authorized and directed to make all 
reasonable regulations necessary to secure such preservation of public 
order and protection of life and property and fixing fares by public con- 
veyance and to make ial regulations respecting the standing, move- 
ments, and operating of vehicles of whatsoever character or kind during 
said period. Such regulations shall be in force one week prior to said 
inauguration, during said inauguration, and one week subsequent thereto, 
and shall be published in one or more of the daily newspapers published 
in the District of Columbia; and no penalty prescribed for the violation 
of any of such regulations shall be enforced until five days after such 
Scena Any person violating any of such ulations shall be 
lable for each such offense to a fine not to exceed $100, in the police 
court of said District, and In default of payment thereof to imprison- 
ment in the workhouse of said District for not longer than sixty days. 
And the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
likewise appropriated, to be expended by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the construction, maintenance, and expenses inci- 
dent to the operation of temporary public-comfort stations and informa- 
tion booths during the period aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy pe; 
and they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inaugura 
ceremonies such ensigns, flags, and so forth, belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States (except battle flags) that are not now in 
use and may be suitable and proper for decoration and may, in their 
judgment, be spared without detriment to the public service, such flags 
to be used in connection with said ceremonies by said committee under 
such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed by the said Sec- 
retaries, or either of them, in decorating the fronts of public buildings 
and other places on the line of march between the Capitol and the 
Executive Mansion and the interior of the reception hall: Provided, 
That the loan of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, and so forth, 
to said chairman shall not take place prior to the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, and they shall be returned by him by the 10th day of March, 
1905: Provided further, That the said committee shall indemnify the 
said Departments, or either of them, for any loss or damage to such 
flags not necessarily incident to such use. hat the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized to loan to the inaugural committee, for the pur- 

se of caring for the sick, injured, and infirm on the occasion of the 

nauguration of the President of the United States, March 4, 1905, 
such hospital tents and camp appliances and other necessaries, hospital 
furniture, and utensils of all descriptions, ambulances, horses, drivers, 
stretchers, and Red Cross flags and poles belonging to the Government 
of the United States as in his ju ent may be spared and are not in 
use by the Government at the e of the inauguration: Provided, 
That the inaugural committee shall indemnify the War Department 
for any loss or damage to such hospital tents and appliances as afore- 
said not necessarily incident to such use. 

Sec. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph 
Company and the Postal 9 8 to extend overhead wires 
into the Pension building and to such points along the line of parade 
as shall be deemed by the chief marshal convenient for use in connec- 
tion with the parade and other inaugural san! rp the said wires to 
be taken down within ten days after the conclusion of the ceremonies 
on the 4th day of March, 1905. 

Sec. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to issue to steam railroad companies in said District 
permits to temporarily occupy additional pares of the streets for the 
purpose of accommodating the traveling public attending the inaugural 
ceremonies in March, 1905: Provided, That such napo occupation 
shall not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall subject to con- 
ditions prescribed by said Commissioners: Provided further, That no 
temporary tracks shall be laid upon or over any of the parks of the city. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? f 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
rigbt to object. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, reserving also 
the right to object, I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that the other day when this matter was under consider- 
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ation unanimous consent was granted to amend by requiring a | ported under these circumstances? In other words, if I do 


bond with proper security, to be approved by the Secretary of | not object, may I then raise the question of consideration? 


War, to be given in order to enforce compliance with the require- 
ments of the resolution. I therefore now suggest to the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MORRELL], that the words“ and provided that a bond with secur- 
ity, approved by the Secretary of War, to comply with the fore- 
going requirements be required” be inserted at the end of sec- 
tion 2, which is where it would properly follow. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I accept the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania a question in reference to this 
resolution. I would ask what committee reported this resolu- 
tion to the House? 

Mr. MORRELL. The original resolution with the amendments 
in the shape of a substitute was reported by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Was that the bill which was called up 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] several days 
ago on a motion to suspend the rules, and on which the House 
refused to suspend the rules? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes; that is the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, as that resolution, amended as 
it was by the Committee on the District of Columbia, came up 
and the House refused to suspend the rules, it went back to the 
Calendar still in the state it came from the committee, with the 
proposition to hold the ball in the Capitol instead of in the Pen- 
sion building, did it not? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to know whether the committee 
has taken any action since that time, or if it has authorized the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] to call this matter 
up and present the Senate resolution instead of the resolution 
that was agreed upon by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. MORRELL. The committee was unable to have a formal 
meeting; but I have seen the members of the committee, and 
from a poll of those members have been instructed to ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate 
resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask the gentleman if he can 
inform me how many members of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia have been in town since the day before yesterday, 
when the House refused to allow this matter to be considered? 

Mr. MORRELL, There were ten members that I was able 
to see. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman favor me with the 
names of the members who agreed outside of the committee to 
this proposition? 

Mr. MORRELL. Messrs. SAMUEL W. SMITH, ALLEN, WADS- 
WORTH, MORRELL, Morcan, Stemp, Davis of Minnesota, WILEY 
of New Jersey, MEYER of Lousiana, and Pov. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There has heen no formal meeting? 

Mr. MORRELL. There has been no formal meeting of the 
committee; it was impossible to get one. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the absentee members do not know 
that it is now proposed to change the proposition which came 
from the committee? 

Mr. MORRELL. No; of course it would be impossible for 
them to know that, but-in view of the discussion which was 
held before the committee when this matter came up I am of 
the opinion that the members of the committee who are not 
here would be very willing to have the Senate resolution sub- 
stituted for the House resolution, particularly in view of the 
importance attached by the gentlemen in charge of this civic 
demonstration to having a decision arrived at at once. The 
matter was very thoroughly discussed by the committee at the 
time, and I think the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], 
a member of the committee, will bear me out in the conclusion 
that I have stated. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do, Mr. Speaker, most emphat- 


ically. 

Mr. MORRELL. And I would also call upon the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], who was present and who knows 
what the temper of the committee was. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Yes; that is so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will permit, I understand that this is coming on 
now by unanimous consent, and I would like to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, which is this: If unanimous consent is given 
for the consideration of this bill, would it then be in order to 
raise the question of consideration in the House—that is, with- 
out first objecting to unanimous consent, so that the whole 
House may determine whether they shall consider a bill re- 


The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent to 
consider a bill. The Chair knows nothing of any bill or resolu- 
tion except the Senate resolution with the amendments as re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and the 
Chair has not caused them to be read, but if unanimous consent 
should be given, it would be touching a bill in existence, and 
that is on the files of the House with proposed amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. Now, 
if unanimous consent for consideration is given for this bill, it 
seems to the Chair that the gentleman could not then raise the 
question of consideration, because that would seek to immedi- 
ately undo what had been done by the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am inclined to think the Chair is cor- 
rect in the ruling. I merely wanted to know what my position 
was in the matter. I will say this to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. MORRELL], that I do not wish to be placed in the 
position of objecting to a bill of this kind for the inauguration 
of a President who belongs to an opposite political party than 
the one to which I belong. I think it would look inopportune 
and in bad taste for a direct objection to this bill to come from 
this side of the House, and therefore I do not propose to raise 
an objection to this bill for that reason myself, but I wish to 
say that I do not think it is a proper way to present a bill of 
this kind with a serious matter involved. Over three years ago 
by law the Congress of the United States notified these inaugural 
committees and the people of Washington that they must pro- 
vide some place to hold this inaugural ball without endangering 
the public buildings here. If the Pension building was burned 
down it would destroy records there that could not be replaced. 
It would destroy evidence that might deprive hundreds and 
thousands of soldiers of their pension rights, and I think it is 
a very serious question to present to this House in this way 
without a quorum at this time, when a large number of the Mem- 
bers have left here and when nearly one-half of the committee 
which reported the bill are not here, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania proposes to make an entire change of tactics and 
ask to do something that the committee reported against. Now, 
I think, under these circumstances, the House ought not to con- 
sider this bill at this time, as there will be plenty of time after 
the Christmas holidays, and it is only because I do not think it 
is in good taste for an objection to this particular bill to come 
from this side of the House that I do not raise a personal ob- 
jection to it myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, if I 
may I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question or two, if he is willing. As I understand, the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia first voted in favor of the 


Library of Congress, and so reported the resolution. Is that 


correct? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. MANN. And then they switched and voted for the Capl- 
tol. Is that correct? 

Mr. MORRELL. That is correct; yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now they switch and vote for the Pension 
Office. 

Mr. MORRELL. That action was taken by the committee, 
I will inform the gentleman, on account of the very evident 
disposition of the House day before yesterday, when this bill 
was under consideration, in favor of the Pension building, and 
it was only in view of the fact that I had received, being in 
charge of this bill, specific directions to report the bill with an 
amendment in the shape of a substitute that I did not agree 
to the request which was made by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. MANN. Well, of course the gentleman understands very 
well I am not making any criticism of his action in the matter, 
but did the gentleman understand the other day that the people 
who voted against this proposition voted against it only because 
they were in favor of the Pension Office as against the Capitol? 

Mr. MORRELL. No; some were evidently against any build- 
ing being used, and I might say personally I am on principle 
opposed to having any Government building used myself, but at 
this time no other building is available, and it was, as I stated 
before, evident, very evident from the disposition which the 
House manifested day before yesterday, that they desired the 
Pension building. . 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman gives his opiniom I would dis- 
agree with the gentleman. 

tt. MORRELL. That was my opinion. 

MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if the mem- 
bers of the Committee on the District of Columbia, which has 
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charge of this matter in the House, change their minds three 
times in the course of three or four days, that the membership 
of the House ought to have a chance to express its opinion. And 
at the present time there is not one-quarter of the membership 
of the House here. 

Mr. MORRELL. By all manner of means. I have no objec- 
tion to having as much discussion of the resolution as desired. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands that there is not 25 
per cent of the membership of the House in the Chamber. 

Now, will the gentleman turn to page 4 of the resolution and 
give a little light to me? I find this provision as reported to the 
House, on line 11, page 4: 

Said Commissioners are hereby authorized and directed to make all 
reasonable regulations necessary to secure such preservation of public 
order and protection of life and property and fixing fares by public 
conveyance and to make special regulations respecting the standing, 


movements, and operating of vehicles of whatsoever character or kind 
during said period. 


Does not the gentleman understand that under that provision 
it is within the power of the District Commissioners to increase 
the cab fare as well as street-car fare? Probably they would 
not increase the street-car fare. - 

Mr. MORRELL. I think, Mr. Speaker, in view of the high 
character of the gentlemen who compose the Commission, that in 
all probability—in fact, I am sure—they would not do anything 
which would be unjust to the people who come here at the time 
of the inauguration. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is all right. The gentleman answers 
in a very good way, from his standpoint. What I want to know 
is whether the provision of this resolution authorizes the Dis- 
trict Commissioners to increase the cab fare while our people 
from outside the District are here during that week; and if it 
does not, what is its purpose? f 

Mr. MORRELL. It was not done, I presume, with the idea of 
increasing the fare, but to keep the cabmen from overcharging 
those who come here. 

Mr. MANN. But that could not be possible, I would state, be- 
cause the statute now regulates the fare. Here we have a propo- 
sition giving to the Commissioners a right to change that and 
fix the fare, and we all know what will be the result, I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MORRELL. Well, then, if the gentleman will make a 
motion to strike that out I will agree. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. What would be the result if any change 
was made by the Commissioners? 

Mr. MANN. I can not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. You say you know what the result would 
be. What would it be? 

Mr. MANN. I think that the result will be that cab fares will 
be doubled or trebled. 

A MEMBER. Oh! 

Mr. MANN. What other purpose is there in having such a 
provision in the resolution? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. My opinion is that they would be regu- 
lated so that they could not double the fare. 

Mr. MANN. They are already regulated; but this proposes 
to change the regulations we have already and give to the Com- 
missioners the power to fix the fare. That is what it says in 
the resolution. 8 

Mr. OLMSTED. What would prevent the House, when the 
resolution is under consideration, from providing that they 
shall not be increased? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania knows very 
well that it is not practicable, as a rule, to make such amend- 
ments to the language of a bill in the House. The committees 
are the proper places to do it; and in view of the fact that this 
resolution comes back to the House three times 

Mr. OLMSTED. Whatever was done in committee would not 
be effective unless passed by the House. I am sure no gentle- 
man here wants the rates of fare increased, and I know for 
_ myself, once haying had to pay $20 for a carriage to attend an 

inaugural ball, I do not want it any higher, and I will join with 
the gentleman in putting in such a limitation as he suggests. 

Mr. MANN. I have great confidence in the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and their ability to perfect this resolution 
and put it in proper shape, notwithstanding the fact that they 
have changed their minds, and I therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER THE HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, January 
4, 1905, at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an ‘estimate of appropriation for a light-house 
near Southwest bar shoals, Chesapeake Bay—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report 
of the finances of the Department with detailed report of ex- 
penditures from the contingent fund, ete—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Venus, Henry Dashiel, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Pilgrim, Priam Pease, mas- 
ter—to the Committtee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Cincinnatus, William Mar- 
tin, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig General Warren, Issacher 
Stowell, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brigantine Eliza, Thomas Wood- 
re een the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Ceres, Rothwell 
8 master to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
p 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ketch John, Henry Tib- 
752 master —to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop Hawk, Joseph 
ae 5 the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printe 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Neptune, Hezekiah 
aas ETN the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Lucy, Eliakim 
Benham, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Sally Butler, Alex- 
ander Chisolm, master—to the Commiitee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop Two Friends, Peter 
ee master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
p 3 

A letter from thè assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Eliza W. Harper, administratrix of estate of Thomas J. Whit- 
man, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Noah Folts against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Benjamin F. Lillard, administrator of estate of Benjamin 
Lillard, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Lawrence H. Rousseau, Carrie M. Boone, Oliver P. Ander- 
son, Jacob Bedtelyou, William B. Britton, Alfred A. Garlock, 
Samuel E. Hill, Maria Kerby, Elizabeth B. Waller, John H. 
Ward, and John S. White against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 3 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10137) to establish 
a naval militia and define its relations to the General Govern- 
ment, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3148) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16133) granting a pension to Thomas J. Gibbs, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, PETITIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 16907) to 
secure the use of the United States rural mail equipment and 
to place the rural service on a paying basis—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 16908) to amend section 
5398 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 16909) authorizing the pur- 
chase or acquirement of land adjoining the Fort Hamilton Res- 
ervation, New York City—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 16910) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Gulfport, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 16911) providing for a tax 
on wood alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 16912) to create a new divi- 
sion of the eastern judicial district of Texas and to provide for 
terms of court at Palestine, Tex., and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 16913) to provide a lepro- | 


sarium for the segregation of lepers and to prevent the spread 
of leprosy in the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16914) to provide for the investigation of 
leprosy with special reference to the care and treatment of 
lepers in Hawaii—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 16915) limiting the hours of 
labor for railroad employees—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 16916) to amend section 5480 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16917) to provide for con- 
demning of the land necessary for joining Kalorama avenue and 
Prescott place—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 16918) authorizing the Zenith 
Terminal Company to construct a bridge over the St. Louis 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 16919) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in 
Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16966) granting relief to 
certain persons in the military and naval service of the United 
States during the period of the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) 
flirecting the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates 
for the improvement of the inlet to Three-mile Harbor, in 


town of East Hampton, Suffolk County, N. ¥.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 183) 
fixing the date of the election of electors for President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress, and the date for 
the assembling of Congress—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 


j 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 16920) granting an increase 
of pension to Stilwell Truax—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16921) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Weiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16922) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Baber—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 16923) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Laura C. De Vane—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16924) granting a pension to Edward 
Ousley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGHE: A bill (H. R. 16925) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16926) granting an increase of pension to 
Van B. Straight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHBEAD: A bill (H. R. 16927) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Soupene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 16928) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Prentice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16929) granting an increase of pension to 
John Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16930) granting 
a pension to Eliza Farnsworth—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 16931) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Gething—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16932) granting a pension to Louisa E. 
Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16933) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16934) granting prize money to George W. 
Cromis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 16935) granting a pension 
to Julius C. Crimder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16936) 
granting an increase of pension to James P. King—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16937) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Haskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16938) for the relief of America Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 16939) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred Rowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16940) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16941) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert W. Underdown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16942) for the relief of the personal rep- 
resentatives of John Gates, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 16943) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucy E. Rumer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 16944) to remove the 
charge of desertion against William H. Springer, late a private 
in Battery H, First Rhode Island Light Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 16945) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alvin B. Franklin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16946) granting an increase 
of pension to William Huddleson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 16947) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathaniel C. Sawyer—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 16948) granting an increase 
of pension to Julius Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 16949) granting a pen- Also, petition of the Anti-Saloon League of Illinois, William 


sion to Amos Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 16950) for the relief 
of Nicholas Welter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 16951) granting a pension to 
Levi Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16952) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Pierpoint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 16953) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Ryan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16954) 
granting an increase of pension to Hamilton L. Dickey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 16955) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Green—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16956) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Uhll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 16957) granting an increase of 
pension to Juliette L. Davidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16958) 
pa ee ac Ra per or a aoc 
£ rs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 16959) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Wilde—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 16960) granting an increase 
of pension to Dominick Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16961) granting an Increase of pension to 
Lydia McCardell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16962) 
granting an increase of pension to James J. Creigh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 16963) granting a pension 
to Jane Elizabeth Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16964) granting an increase 
of pension to Sires B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16965) granting an increase of pension to 
D. T. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16967) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew R. McCurdy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 16968) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16969) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frederick Reck—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 16970) granting a pension to 
William F. Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 16971) to grant an honor- 
able discharge from the military service of the United States to 
Henry Schwethelm—to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 16972) granting a pension to 
John N. Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16973) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon Millison—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16974) to grant an honorable discharge to 
James C. Thorpe, and to pay a pension of $20 a month to his 
widow, Elizabeth I. Thorpe—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 16975) for the relief of the 
administrators, as such, of the estate of Ira T. Jordan, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EMERICH: A bill (H. R. 16976) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of Toledo, Ohio, in 
favor of bill H. R. 13778, known as the Hearst bill — to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Charley Sheppards and 18 other residents 
of Indian Territory, remonstrating against the medical regis- 
tration law—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Kent & Purdy Paint Company, in favor of 
amending the customs-drawback law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


H. Anderson, superintendent, in favor of restricting liquor 
regulations in the Territories now included in the statehood 
bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Whittier Citrus Union, in favor of the 
Hearst bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Henry Adams, chairman of the committee on 
Freedman’s Bank, for relief in the adjustment of the affairs 
of the defunct Freedman’s Bank-—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Association of Danville, Va., 
in favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of C. B. Champion, of Antwerp, Ohio, in favor 
of the Hearst bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of Jersey City Subdivision, No. 53, 
of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, asking aid in pro- 
hibiting the excessive hours that locomotive engineers on many- 
railroads are now held on duty—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of business men and citizens of Kansas City, 
Mo., in favor of bill H. R. 13778, known as the Hearst bill“ 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the general assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church in the United States, for the amendment 
of the Hamilton statehood bill so as to protect the Indians from 
the drink peril—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Oakland Board of Trade, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of river improvements to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, in 
favor of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution of St. Louis Merchants’ 
Exchange, in favor of the arbitration treaties of a second peace 
on at The Hague—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Affidavit of J. H. Holmes, in matter to 
accompany bill granting pension to Edward Ousley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers in support of bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stilwell Truax—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill granting an increase of pension 
to John C. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Edward Neiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Report of the United States engineers and 
resolutions adopted by commercial organizations, favoring the 
completion of the national harbor of refuge at Point Judith—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Central 
Falls, R. I., protesting against the exclusion of the word “sex” 
from the statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Kaw Valley Com- 
mercial Club, in favor of improvement of the mouth of Kansas 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition asking for passage of Hearst bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, 
indorsing bill to regulate interstate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. è 

By Mr. BURLEIGH : Petition of Rainbow Grange, No. 203; 
Nerona Grange, No. 206, and Pamola Grange, No. 265, all of 
Hancock County, Me., in favor of establishing a Bureau of Pub- 
lic Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolution of the Illinois Lumber Deal- 
ers’ Association, urging the passage of the Cooper-Quarles bill 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Seranton Board of Trade, indorsing 
resolutions adopted by the Interstate Commercial Law Conven- 
tion, held at St. Louis October 28 and 29, 1904, urging the early 
passage of the Cooper-Quarles bill (H. R. 6273)—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of Sharon Presbyterian 
Church, of Cass County, Mo., in favor of further restriction of 
the liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, additional evidence to accompany bill for the relief of 
Lyda P. Kelley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church of Clinton, 
Mo.—John H. Bright, moderator; J. G. Middlecoff, clerk—re- 
lating to interstate gambling by telegraph—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Henry 
Mountz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition protesting against the word 
Bg ” in the statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. : 2 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution of the Interstate Commerce 
Law Convention, favoring enlarging the powers of Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of farmers and ranchmen of 
Wheatland and Chugwater, Wyo., asking for the enactment of 
bill II. R. 13778, known as the “ Hearst bill“ to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of Nicholas Nelter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ 
Association, in favor of the Hearst bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Bracken Brothers, of Polo, III., in 
favor of rural free delivery parcels post for local retail deal- 
ers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of the committee on philan- 
thropic work of the Wilmington Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of Pennsylvania Dairy Union, 
in favor of the Adams bill, to increase the appropriation for 
agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Outdoor Art League of California, in 
favor of the Calaveras big-tree bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, of Pittsburg, in favor of the pneumatic-tube service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Affidavits to accompany bill 
granting a pension to Andrew R. MeCurdy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Outdoor Art League, favoring 
the Calaveras big-tree bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, 
favoring bill to regulate interstate transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 2 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany bill to correct the 
military record of Schwethelm—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of the Druggists’ Association 
of Montgomery County, Pa., in favor of bills S. 198, H. R. 9303, 
S. 3984, H. R. 12646, and H. R. 13679, and against bill H. R. 
9302 and those pending for a parcels post to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Pennsylvania Dairy Union, in favor of 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of citizens of Somerset County, in 
favor of bill H. R. 183778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. é 

By Mr. WYNN: Resolution of the commercial organizations 
of San Francisco, urging the adoption of a pneumatic-tube 
service for mail delivery in San Francisco—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January 4, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Parts Geson, a Senator from the State of Montana, and 
Henry M. TELLER, a Senator from the State of Colorado, ap- 
peared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday, December 21, 
1904, was read and approved. 

NATURALIZATION OF ALIENS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins) laid before the 
Senate the following message from the President of the United 
States; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Immigration, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


1 transmit herewith for your consideration a report and recommenda- 
tions from the Secretary of State of the United States on the subject 
of the naturalization of allens in the United States. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Waite House, December 21, 190}. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the report of the Commissioner of Corporations, 
corne the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 


Wuite House, December 21, 1904. 
ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate communi- 
cations from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final ascer- 
tainment of electors for President and Vice-President for the 
States of North Carolina, New Jersey, Nebraska, Idaho, Iowa, 
Wyoming, Indiana, New York, Utah, Massachusetts, Montana, 
Missouri, Maine, and Oregon; which, with the accompanying 
papers, were ordered to be filed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement of the present condition o2 the work of construction 
of public buildings under the charge of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. P 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Agriculture relative to an appro- 
priation of $150,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
“General expenses,” Bureau of Animal Industry, Department 
of Agriculture, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting pursuant 
to law the annual report of the attorney-general of Porto Rico; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER IN ALASKA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 12th ultimo, the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon “ Introduction of Domestic Reindeer in 
the District of Alaska;“ which, on motion of Mr. NELSON, was, 
with the accompanying report and maps, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the annual 
report of the Director of the Bureau of American Republics for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


POSTMASTERS IN IDAHO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of April 20, 1904, the report of Post-Office 
Inspector M. C. Fosnes, together with accompanying papers, 
upon the investigation made by him relative to postmasters in 
Idaho living in polygamy. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am not prepared to say now what, if any, 
action I shall desire to have taken upon the report. That is a 
matter for future consideration. I move that the communica- 
tion and the accompanying report and papers be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT AID TO EXPOSITIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of December 4, 1903, a statement 
showing in detail all the sums appropriated by Congress since 
the beginning of the Government to the present time in ald of 
expositions and fairs, both international and local; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. | He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the an- | sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 


nual report of the superintendent of buildings and grounds, 
Library of Congress, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
eighteenth annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Public Printer, transmitting, in response 
to resolution of January 6, 1904, a statement showing the 
amounts due certain employees of that Department for leave 
of absence granted, but not taken, because the condition of the 
work was such that their services could not at the time be 
spared; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of Joseph Kerehner, sr., et al., heirs at law 
of Galius Kerchner, deceased, v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
John Allman v. The United States; which, with the accompa- 
nying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Thomas Rodgers v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
John H. Marshall v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. t 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
The Primitive Baptist Church (colored), of Huntsville, Ala., v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
‘assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the trustees of Fletcher Chapel, of King County, Va., v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the heirs of Pierre Sauve, deceased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Frank J. McWorthy v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Amanda E. McFarlane, widow of John McFarlane, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Harriett 
F. Hibben, widow of Henry B. Hibben, deceased, v. The United 
States ; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
trustees of Andrews Chapel, of Stafford County, Va., v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Davidson County, Tenn., v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church, Gravelly Springs, 
Ala., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
John M. Forsyth v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Vinnie J. Thompson, executrix of James M. Thompson, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set 
out in the findings by the court relating to the vessel sloop 
Hawk, Joseph Hart, master; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. a 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 
the court relating to the vessel ship John, Henry Tibbetts, mas- 
ter; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 
the court relating to the vessel brig Neptune, Hezekiah Flint, 
master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 
the court relating to the vessel schooner Lucy, Eliakim Benham, 
master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 
the court relating to the vessel ship Sally Butler, Alexander 
Chisholm, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 


the court relating to the vessel sloop Tico Friends, Peter Pond, 


master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spollation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel ship Venus, Henry Dashiell, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 4, 


assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel brig Pilgrim, Priam Pease, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel ship Cincinnatus, William Martin, 
master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court.of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
eourt relating to the vessel brig General Warren, Issacher 
Stowell, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel brigantine Eliza, Thomas Wood- 
bury, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conelu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel ship Ceres, Roswell Roath, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills which had been received from the House 
of Representatives were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

An act (H. R. 2052) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and 
Joseph A. Springer ; 

An act (H. R. 3109) for the relief of Noah Dillard; 

An act (H. R. 3619) for the relief of David V. Howell; 

An act (H. R. 3950) for the relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, 
Nebr. ; 

An act (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as 
hospital steward, etc. ; 

An act (H. R. 6375) for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of Henry Lee, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. 9758) for the relief of the heirs of George 
McGhehey for services rendered as mail contractor ; 

An act (H. R. 10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of Lock- 
port, Niagara County, N. Y.; 

An act (H. R. 10558) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane 
and others to the Court of Claims; 

An act (H. R. 11664) to reimburse the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company for damage to union depot at Louisville, Ky., by 
blasting in the Ohio River; and 

An act (H. R. 11802) for the relief of Adolph Spiegel as the 
successor of the firm of Spiegel, Finkelstein & Co. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

An act (H. R. 9090) to provide United States registry for the 
steamer Success; 

An act (H. R. 9091) to provide United States registry for the 
steamer Marie; and 

An act (H. R. 15981) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi. 

The act (H. R. 15011) to open to homestead settlement and 
entry the relinquished and undisposed of portions of the Round 
Valley Indian Reservation in the State of California, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The act (H. R. 16160) granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & 
Co. license to make excavations and place footings in the soil of 
certain land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn., 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The act (H. R. 11370) to relieve the Italian-Swiss Agricultural 
Colony from the internal-reyenue tax on certain spirits de- 
stroyed by fire, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a large number of letters, mainly 

addressed to me, in reference to interstate-commerce legislation. 


I present them so that they may be referred to the proper com- 
mittee, because many of them are argumentative upon the ques- 
tion what ought to be done. Most of them favor the passage 
of what is known as the Quarles-Cooper bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petitions will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of New York City; of the Board of Trade of Boston, Mass; 
of the People’s Institute of New York City; of the Coal Club 
of Boston, Mass.; of the Bar Association of Chicago, III., and 
of the Bar Association of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the 
ratification of international arbitration treaties; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Momence, 
III., praying that an investigation be made into the conditions 
existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oconee, III., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Ste. Marie, III., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. > 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Moline, III., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pro- 
tection of the Indians against the liquor traffic in the new 
States to be formed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of 
the Manufacturers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the ratification of international arbitration treaties; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City, Mo., and a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newton 
County, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“Hamilton statehood bill;” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry pharmacists of St 
Louis, Boonville, Centralia, Jefferson City, Kansas City, Mary- 
ville, Sedalia, Windsor, Mexico, Mound City, Plattsburg, and 
Springfield, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the patent laws relating to 
medicinal substances; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
5801) for the relief of the estate of Saphira E. Stalcup; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the Studebaker 
Brothers’ Manufacturing Company, of South Bend, Ind., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made to deepen the channel at the 
mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Subdivision No. 25, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Terre Haute, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employ- 
ment of any locomotive engineer who has not had at least three 
years’ experience as a locomotive fireman; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the National Woman’s 
Society of Bighorn County, Wyo., praying for the adoption of 
a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I present a petition praying that 
provision be made for such collection of statistics of and relat- 
ing to marriage and divorce as shall bring the report on this 
subject, which was made by the Department of Labor, under an 
act of March 3, 1887, down to the latest practicable date. 

The petition is signed by Hon. Seth Low; Rev. David H. 
Greer, bishop coadjutor of the diocese of New York; Dr. Mor- 
gan Dix, rector of Trininty Church; Rev. William T. Manning, 
vicar of St. Agnes Chapel; Nicholas Murray Butler, president of 
Columbia University; Vernon M. Davis, justice of the supreme 
court of the State of New York, and others. I move that the 
petition be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on the Census. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ pure-food bill;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
clause in the statehood bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York, 
remonstrating against the proposed reduction of 75 per cent 
from the present Dingley tariff rates to be levied on cigars, 
tobacco, ete.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pro- 
tection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be 
formed; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Central Falls, R. I., and a petition of the 
Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Providence, 
R. I., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
suffrage clause of the statehood bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Subdivision 
No. 25, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
employment of any man as a locomotive engineer who has not 
had at least three years’ experience as a locomotive fireman; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Fairplain, W. Va., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 190, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Huntington, W. Va., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Fortnightly Literary Club, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
8007) for the relief of Maramon A. Martin, late private, Com- 
pany A, Sixth West Virginia Infantry; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clarksburg, 
Huntington, and Buckhannon, all in the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pro- 
tection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be 
formed; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ANKENY (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented a 
petition of the Western Pine Shippers’ Association, of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation defining the 
duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented a peti- 
tion of Coeur d’Alene Subdivision, No. 443, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Washington, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the employment of any man as a loco- 
motive engineer who has not had at least three years’ experi- 
ence as a locomotive “fireman; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr, Foster of Washington) presented a peti- 
tion of the Woman’s Temperance Union of Oak Harbor; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Laconner; of the 
Ephphatha Club, of Dellingham, and of Fairhaven Temple, 
No. 22, Rathbone Sisters, of Dellingham, all in the State of 
Washington, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. > 

He also (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented resolu- 
tions adopted by the Indian Rights’ Association held at Lake 
Mohonk, N. Y., relative to an alleged omission in the statehood 
bill of Indian Territory and Oklahoma regarding no statute 


imposing penalties for violations of the provision prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in that Territory, ete.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Washington Equal Suf- 
frage Association, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the adoption of 
a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. ö 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of the Dubuque Trust 
Company, of Dubuque; of the Commercial Exchange of Des 
Moines; of C. A. Paul and sundry other citizens of Odebolt; of 
John Looft and sundry ofher citizens of Ledyard, and of J. B. 
Schmoker and sundry other citizens of Vincent, all in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of the board of agriculture 
of Burlington County, N. J., and a memorial of the board of agri- 
culture of Cape May County, N. J., remonstrating against the 
repeal or modification of the present oleomargarine law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and common council 
of Millville, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made to open 
to navigation the channel of Maurice River in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of Local Union, American 
Society of Equity, of Rochester, Minn., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation reducing the tariff on Canadian 
wheat; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Duluth, 
Minn., and a petition of the American Society of Equity of 
Rochester, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial from the executive 
council of the Public Education Association of Washington, 
D. C., indicating some needs of public education in the District 
of Columbia. At the request of some very worthy people I ask 
that it be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and the memorial will be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Epping, N. H., and a petition of the 
Equal Suffrage Association of Claremont, N. H., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the 
statehood bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petitino of sundry citizens of Keene, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to 
be formed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Temperance 
Society of New York City, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called“ Hamilton statehood bill;“ which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. B. Chatfield, J. A. Wat- 
son, W. H. H. Warman, and George H. Zellars, committee on 
schools, in the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the salaries of teachers and officers 
of schools in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Rindge, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings, grounds, and ships; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of the Norfolk Alumni 
Association of the University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Va., 
praying that an appropriation be made to provide for the con- 
struction of the Jefferson Memorial road from Charlottesyille, 
Va., to the tomb of Thomas Jefferson, at Monticello, in Albe- 
marle County, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the Dill 
(S. 5775) for the relief of the trustees of Zion Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, of Spottsylyania County, Va.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Norfolk, of 
the board of directors of the Commercial Association of Dan- 
ville, and of 38 citizens of Emporia, all in the State of Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry pharmacists 
in the State of Missouri, praying for the adoption of certain 
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amendments to the patent laws relating to medicinal sub- 
stances; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the completion of the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
R. I.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of St. Louis and of sundry citizens of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri, and of sundry citizens of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Missouri Federation of 
Women's Clubs, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ pure-food ” bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Labelle, Mo., and a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Christian Church of Labelle, Mo., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Kenmare, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation relative to the free importation of Canadian wheat; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens on the Fort 
Rice Abandoned Military Reservation, N. Dak., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to relieve them from the necessity of 
paying the appraised value of the land settled upon, in addition 
to fulfilling the other requirements of the homestead laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of E. O. Dietzman and 
sundry other citizens of Richland Center, Wis., and a petition 
of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First Baptist Church 
of Racine, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to 
be formed; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 168, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Oshkosh, Wis., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation reducing the duty on to- 
bacco and cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Springfield, Bloomington, and Omro; of the 
Federated Trades Council of Madison, and of Woman’s Relief 
Corps, No. 47, Department of Wisconsin, of Lancaster, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment of the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for untaxed denaturalized alcohol for 
industrial purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. i 

Mr. LONG presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 
5904) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Martin; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
5905) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. Reed; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 17 citizens of Jackson County, 
Kans., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution acknowledging the authority of Christ and of the law 
of God; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Eli Good and sundry other 
citizens of Marion of C. E. Eklund and sundry other citizens of 
Vilas, of M. F. Lawson and sundry other citizens of Coffeyville, 
and of M. J. Randall and sundry other citizens of Cherokee 
County, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the protection of Indians against the 
liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Santa Clara, Cal, praying that the treaties with the Five Ciy- 
ilized Tribes of Indians may be maintained inviolate; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians. 

We also presented petitions of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Los Angeles; of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Sacramento; of Gold Hill Grange, No. 326, Patrons of 


Husbandry, of Gold Hill; of the Farmers’ Institute of Gold Hill, 
and of the Merchants’ Credit Association of San Francisco, all 
in the State of California, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the California State Board of 
Trade, of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, of the 
Board of Trade of Oakland, and oz the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Oakland, all in the State of California, praying that an 
appropriation be made for deepening the channel of Oakland 
Harbor, in that State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to deepen and improye the harbor of Honolulu, Territory 
of Hawaii; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of Los 
Angeles, Cal, and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. : 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish a pneumatic-tube service for mail delivery in that 
city; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Palermo, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to 
be formed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 144) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Rawlins, in the State of Wyoming, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2269) for the relief of Capt. Archibald W. Butt, 
quartermaster, United States Army, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6019) to authorize the parish of Caldwell, 
La., to construct a bridge across Ouachita River, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6184) authorizing the Mississippi Central Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Pearl River at or near 
Smiths Ferry, Lawrence County, Miss., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing, 
I report a resolution to provide for printing for the use of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor 10,000 copies of the report 
of the Commissioner of Corporations, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, there f Depa 
Commerce 224 1 ates 10.80 — — . ecient 
of Corporations covering the period from the organization of the Bu- 
reau to June 30, 1904. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would like to inquire if there 
is any objection to printing with that report the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States from which the Commis- 
sioner of Corporations is so confident that court will recede? I 
recall that during a political discussion some eight years ago 
the party to which I belong was savagely assailed because it 
ventured to express a hope, probably an opinion, that the Su- 
preme Court might be induced to recede from its decision of the 
income-tax case. In the face of that aspersion against our 
party the gentlemen who made it are now. proposing to print 
a large number of a report that expresses even greater confi- 
dence that the Supreme Court will recede from its well-con- 
sidered decision, and I would like to have the decision which 
the report criticises printed with the report itself. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas 
moves to amend the resolution reported by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In what respect? 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish that the resolution may 
be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire whether 
such an order to print is customary. It is a Senate resolution, 
is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A Senate resolution reported 
from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a Senate resolution, and the 
cost comes within the limit of $500. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire whether 
it has been customary for the Senate to pass resolutions of 
this sort, providing for printing for one of the Departments. 
I should also like to inquire whether the Department has not 
authority now and the means to print its own report for its 
own use? This is nothing that is to be printed for the use of 
the Senate. We are not to get a copy of this new print of the 
report, and we do not get any copies of the reports of a De- 
partment or of commissioners and bureau officers until the 
yolume is printed. We will not have it for six months. It 
seems to me that if there is a necessity for printing this docu- 
ment we ought to have the benefit of the printing. I do not 
remember that we have been in the habit of passing resolutions 
authorizing a Department to print the report of the Secretary 
or of the bureau officers of the Department. Perhaps some 
Senator can inform me what has been the practice. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am at agreement with the statement of the 
Senator from Connecticut. I think this is rather an extraor- 
dinary procedure. But if we are to print this document under 
a resolution of the Senate it must be printed, I take it, as a 
Senate document, and then I think it entirely proper not only 
to print the report of the Commissioner of Corporations, but 
also to print in its entirety the decision which the Commissioner 
of Corporations criticises. I myself have no desire to urge 
the passage of the resolution. My whole desire in the matter 
is that if the report is to be printed those who read it may 
have the benefit of having before them while they read it the 
decision of the court which it assails. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The report may be printed as a 
Senate document, but this is a Senate resolution authorizing 
the printing of 10,000 copies of the report for the use of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. Of course the 10,000 
copies will go there and not to our folding room. I wish the 
matter might lie on the table until we can have an opportunity 
to examine it further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will go over until 
to-morrow. 


REPORT OF MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in behalf of the Merchant 
Marine Commission I desire to make a final report, a partial 
report having been made at a previous day in the session. I 
submit my report in writing. I will not ask that the report 
shall be read, but I will ask that 10,000 copies of the report as 
submitted be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that 10,000 copies of the report submitted by him be 
ordered printed for the use of the Senate. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the report I submit 
three volumes of testimony taken by the Commission, and I 
desire to request that 2,000 copies of the report as submitted 
and the testimony be printed and bound in cloth for the use of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
will be taken as the sense of the Senate. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that to be done only by a resolution of 
the Senate? As I understand it we can not authorize the print- 
ing of a document that will cost over $500 by a resolution of the 
Senate, and those volumes look to me like they would cost more. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that the volumes are already in print, in plates, and it occurred 
to me, without making a very careful investigation of the matter, 
that the printing would not probably cost over that amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the information of the Senate, several 
inquiries haying come in, I will state that the third volume con- 
‘tains a very careful index of the testimony, and I feel sure that 
Senators will have no difficulty in acquainting themselves thor- 
oughly with what the Commission has done, which I trust may 
meet the approval of the bodies which authorized its creation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GORMAN. I concur with what has just been stated by 


the Senator from Missouri. 


I think it is a very unfortunate 
way to order the printing of documents, outside of the rule, 


and outside of the law. Fifteen hundred or sixteen hundred 
copies will be printed for the use of the Senate and the House 
under the general order when it is ordered to be printed. I think 
the better rule in all these cases, particularly in this, as it is a 
joint commission of the two Houses, is that whatever extra cop- 
jes are to be printed shall be ordered by a concurrent resolution 
of the two Houses. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire 
will withdraw his request and let the ordinary number be 
printed, and then introduce a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will withdraw the request. I think the 
Senator from Maryland is entirely right in the position he takes. 
I somewhat inadvertently made the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraws the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So far as additional copies are concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So far as additional copies are 
concerned. 


GOOD SHEPHERD INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6067) for the relief of the 
Good Shepherd Industrial School, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment. ‘The bill is but eight lines long, and the amount 
is less than $300. The money is due an industrial school, and I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to the Good Shepherd Industrial 
School, of Milwaukee, Wis., $298.11, in payment and settlement 
for amount expended by said Good Shepherd Industrial School 
in the transportation of fifty-four Indian girls from Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Devils Lake and other points in North Dakota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. WARREN. I beg leave to report back from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 9548) for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported 
by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman 
Act,” and I submit a report thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask permission to state 
that the bill just reported is what is known as the “ omnibus 
claims bill.“ We have not passed a measure of this kind for 
three years. Only two such bills have heretofore become laws. 
The one now reported carries a smaller appropriation and bene- 
fits a larger number of claimants than either of the preceding 
bills. The amount is less than one-third of that of the first 
omnibus bill, while the number of claimants is more than double 
that of either of the bills passed. 

There are over sixteen hundred claimants, and the amount 
of money appropriated direct is a little over $2,500,000. It is 
also proposed to refer to departments of the Government, in- 
cluding Court of Claims and Court of Admiralty, the demands 
of some twenty claimants. The bill also extends relief to about 
a dozen claimants, enabling the balancing of accounts where 
no money is appropriated. 

The bill is made up of a clear list of Bowman and Tucker 
Act Court of Claims findings, amounting to over $1,350,000; 
French spoliation claims, amounting to a little over $750,000; 
miscellaneous Court of Claims findings, nearly $80,000; miscel- 
laneous claims, amounting to a little over $375,000. 

As to the first three, all have had trial in the courts. In 
the miscellaneous class many are made up in amount from 
statements rendered from Departments of the Government to 
the Congress, and still others—and these are comparatively few 
and for small amounts—the Congress, House or Senate, or 
both, have passed upon both the merits and the amounts to be 
paid. Many of the claims have passed both Houses of Congress, 
and the majority of them have passed the Senate during the 
present Congress, and therefore the footings of this bill would 
3 the total of claims allowed during the three years 


passed. 

Items in the bill are recommended entirely without reference 
to locality, but, assuming that inquiry may be made while con- 
sidering the measure, a table has been prepared showing that 
the claimants are from forty-four of the fifty-four political 
divisions of the United States. 
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I trust the bill may receive the early attention of Senators, 
for I shall feel it my duty to call it up for consideration within 
a few days. 

I ask unanimous consent that there may be printed 500 extra 
copies of the bill and 200 extra copies of the report. I am ad- 
vised in the document room that extra copies will be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the senior Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MINNEAPOLIS, 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5889) to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River, to report it favorably with amend- 
ments. I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] to the report. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. We have no conception in this part of the 
Chamber as to what business is going on in the Senate. We 
would like to know what is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Arkansas 
reported favorably a bill, and the Senator from Minnesota asked 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. The bill has 
been read for the information of the Senate. Is there objection 
to its consideration? 

Mr. TELLER. What is the character of the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. It is a bridge bill. It authorizes the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by 
the Committee on Commerce will be stated. 

The first amendment was, after the word “city,” in line 9, 
page 1, section 1, to insert: 

Provided such location is suitable to the interests of navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 2 
insert: 

And until the plans and location of the bridge are approved by him 
the bridge shall not be built or commenced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, after section 3, the follow- 
ing additional section: 

Sec. 4. That all street-railway companies desiring the use of said 
bridge shall be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of cars over the same and the approaches thereto upon pay- 
ment of reasonable compensation for such use, and in case of disagree- 
ment as to the rates, terms, and conditions of such use all matters at 
issue shall be determined by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void unless the bridge herein 
authorized is commenced within one e and completed within three 
years from the date of approval hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6189) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Devils Lake, in the State of North Dakota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6190) for the relief of certain 
receivers of public moneys, acting as special disbursing agents, 
in the matter of amounts expended by them for per diem fees 
and mileage of witnesses in hearings, which amounts have not 
been credited by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment in the settlement of their accounts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also (for Mr. McCumber) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 
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A bill (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Van Norman; 

A bill (S. 6192) granting an increase of pension to James 
McGinnis; 
whites bill (S. 6193) granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 

A bill (S. 6194) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Moorhouse; 

A bill (S. 6195) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Feigley ; and 

A bill (S. 6196) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Dickinson. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 
uses bill (S. 6197) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

usse: 

A bill (S. 6198) granting an increase of pension to George 
K. Green ; 

A bill (S. 6199) granting a pension to Eliza Stone; 

A bill (S. 6200) granting an increase of pension to William 
Crawford ; 

A bill (8. 6201) granting a pension to Maggie Swan Engler 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6202) granting an increase of pension to L. H. 
Canfield (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6203) granting an increase of pension to Ross 
Wheatley (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S: 6204) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Barnes (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6205) granting a pension to Mary E. Wood (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6206) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kneisly ; 

A bill (S. 6207) granting a pension to Faldean Wealland; 

A bill (S. 6208) granting a pension to Ernest L. Tolson; 

A bill (S. 6209) granting a pension to Elizabeth Griffith; 

A bill (S. 6210) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Corby (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6211) granting an increase of pension to Susan V. 
French ; 

A bill (S. 6212) granting an increase of pension to Juliette L. 
Davidson ; 

x A mi (S. 6213) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
oel; 

A bill (S. 6214) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McCormick (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6215) granting an increase of pension to John Heck; 

A bill (S. 6216) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Talbott (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6217) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Neilson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6218) granting an increase of pension to Adam E. 
King (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6219) to equalize the 
rank and pay of certain retired officers of the Marine Corps; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6220) to increase the limit of 
cost of public building at Hagerstown, Md.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6221) to re- 
move the erroneous charge of desertion against the military 
record of Henry Shaver; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCRBARY introduced a bill (S. 6222) for the relief of 
the estate of George Denny, sr., deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6223) for the relief of the estate 
of R. M. McClelland, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6224) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
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Benny ; 

A bill (S. 6225) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ryan 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6226) granting an increase of pension to William 
Coxton (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6227) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Robert Hoop; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS (for Mr. Morean) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6228) for the relief of Jesse F. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 6229) for the relief of James A. Paulk; 

A bill (S. 6230) for the relief of Jane P. Paulk; and 

A bill (S. 6231) for the relief of the estate of Aaron Paulk, 
deceased. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6232) to provide for cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States at Selma, Ala.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6233) concerning a public build- 
ing in Selma, in the State of Alabama; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 6234) granting a pen- 
sion to Almie C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6235) granting a pension 
to Louisa Amen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6236) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James A. Knight; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 6237) for the relief of 
Louise Powers McKee, administratrix; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6238) to create the 
National Board of Corporations and to provide for the regula- 
tion thereby of corporations engaged in interstate, Territorial, 
district, or insular possessions business; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to suggest that that is a bill which 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it certainly 
involves questions of constitutionality. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will state that I was in some doubt as 
to whether the bill ought to go to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce or the Judiciary Committee, and as far as I am con- 
cerned I will not insist on its reference to the committee I sug- 
gested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6239) to remove the rec- 
ord of dishonorable discharge from the military record of 
Thomas C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 6240) to provide for a collateral inheritance tax 
and for the fees, costs, and charges of the administration of 
the estates of decedents in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 6241) to provide for condemning the necessary land 
to join Kalorama avenue and Prescott place; 

A bill (S. 6242) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to advertise for proposals and to enter into 
contract for the collection and disposal of garbage, and so forth 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 6248) to further regulate the issue of licenses for 
restaurants or eating houses in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 6244) to change the lunacy proceedings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia where the Commissioners of said District are 
the petitioners, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 6245) authorizing the appointment of a master 
builders’ examining board in the District of Columbia, and pro- 
viding for the examination = licensing of persons as master 
builders, and for other purpos 

Mr. GALLINGER W a bill (S. 6246) for the relief 
of Horatio McIntire; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commitee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6247) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Alton, III.; which was read 
twice by its. title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6248) granting an increase of pension to Namie 
L. P. Schmitt; 

A bill (S. 6249) granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
Allen (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (8. oho r a pension to Evans Blake (with 
accompanying 

A bill (S. 6251) n an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6252) granting a pension to Margaret Wilkins 


(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6253) granting a pension to Daniel B. Stone (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 6254) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Matthews (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6255) granting a pension to Annie Percey (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6256) granting a fifteen-day 
leave of absence to rural free-delivery letter carriers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6257) for the relief of George A. Nowland, admin- 
istrator of James B. Beavers, deceased; 

A bill (S. 6258) for the relief of James T. Caldwell; and 

A bill (S. 6259) for the relief of James T. Caldwell (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. STONE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6260) for the 
relief of Isaac Stover; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ane the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6261) permitting the build- 
ing of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at the city 
of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a 
point on lot 7, all in section 3, township 29 north. range 24 west 
of the fourth principal meridian; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 6262) granting an increase 
of pension to Seth M. Tucker; which was read twice by its. 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6263) granting a pension to 
Daisy E. Burrill; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6264) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Herbst; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Charles Herbst, dependent and totally blind son of 
Michael Herbst, Company G, First Missouri Engineers, together 
with the affidavits of Charles Herbst and Mary Herbst. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6265) granting an in- 
3 of pension to Jane Miller; which was read twice by its 
e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Jane Miller, by W. Ritchhart, guardian of her per- 
son and estate, and the petition of W. Ritchhart, guardian, to- 
gether with certificate of probate court as to appointment, etc., 
and certificate of county assessor and affidavits of M. E. Aspin- 
wall, John H. White, J. A. McLean, and L. E. Whitney. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6266) for the relief of 
ca Foster, surviving partner; which was read twice by its 

le. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany. the bill I present the peti- 
tion of R. L. Foster, surviving partner, for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims. I move that the bill and accom- 
panying petition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 6267) granting a pension 
to Albert E. Lyon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adria M. S. Moale; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6269) for the relief of 
Ira Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 6270) directing the issue of a 
check in lieu of a lost check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague 
& Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6271) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas O’Toole; which was read twice by its title, 
and refered to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Frye), introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6272) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Dearborn ; 

A bill (S. 6273) granting an increase of pension to Walter S. 
Eldridge (with accompanying papers) ; and 
855 bill (S. 6274) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 

wer, 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6275) granting a pension to Jennie Morrow; 

A bill (S. 6276) granting an increase of pension to W. K. 
Eggleston ; 

A bill (S. 6277) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wilder ; 

A bill (S. 6278) granting a pension to Priscilla L. Hamill; 

A bill (S. 6279) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Blake; 

A bill (S. 6280) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Nix; 

_ A bill (S. 6281) granting an increase. of pension to Harriet 
Williams (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6282) granting an increase of pension to James 
Luther Hodges (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6283) granting an increase of pension to Levi E. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 6284) granting an increase of pension to Patrick J. 
Margan; and 

A bill (S. 6285) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Stannah. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6286) for the relief of 
the members of the band of the Second Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6287) granting an increase of 
pension to Lawrence Mericle; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6288) granting an increase of 
pension to Anthony Barrett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 6289) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Norris; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6290) granting a pension to 
Nancy Cochran; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. By direction of the Merchant Marine 
Commission, I introduce a bill, which I ask may be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 6291) to promote the national defense, to create a 
force of naval volunteers, to establish American ocean mail lines 
to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and to provide reve- 
nue from tonnage was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


RAILROADS ENGAGED IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that 
it may lie on the table subject to my call. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 86) creating a commission to frame 
a national incorporation act for railroads engaged in interstate 
commerce was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 3 
AMENDMENT TO STATEHOOD BILL, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $8,524.10 to pay the owners of the Norwegian steamer 
Ragnar for damages arising from the collision between said 
steamer and the U. S. army transport Sumner, in the Yangtze 
River, China, on March 18, 1902, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment relative to the estab- 
lishment of courts of probate in the Indian Territory, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 


Ordered, That Norman S. Bull be permitted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the affidavit of Dr. Walter Seelye, heretofore filed by 
him in support of the bill granting him an increase of pension, there 
having been no adverse report on said bill. 


USE OF MONEY IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS, 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I submit the resolution which I 
send to the desk. I ask that it may be read and lie on the table, 
subject to my call, as I desire to address the Senate upon it at 
some future time. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 


Whereas Thomas W. Lawson, a prominent citizen of Boston, 
and a capitalist of reputed large fortune, in a si 
in Eve yes Magazine, a responsible and widely circulated publi- 
cation, has specifically char; that he conspired with certain other 
well-known capitan to ra a large corruption fund to be used to 

romote the election of the Republican candidates for President and 
ice-President in 1896, and that they did raise $5,000,000 to be ex- 
pended to turn at least five of the doubtful States ;” and 

Whereas during the campaign of 1904 it was directly and emphat- 
ically charged by Judge Alton B. Parker, a prominent candidate for the 
office of President, and by other citizens of great prominence and high 
repute, belonging to both the Republican and Democratic parties, as 
well as by many important and responsible journals, that large sums of 
money had been contributed by, or extorted from, numerous trusts and 
corporations to be used to influence the election then ensuing for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States; and 

Whereas the President in his last annual message, sent to Congress 
on December 6, 1904, took official cognizance of the growing tendency 
to corrupt the electorate, and did in direct terms recommend the enact- 
ment of a law against bribery and corruption in Federal elections: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and is here- 
by, authorized, 8 and directed to make inquiry into the mat- 
ters stated in the foregoing preamble, and also, generally, into the sub- 
ject of the use of money in Federal elections, so as to ascertain as far 


Mass. 
ed article published 


as possible the extent of the evil, and to report to the Senate at the first 


session of the Fifty-ninth Congress, by bill or otherwise, the legisla- 
tion said committee may deem i 6 to prevent or suppress bribery 
and corruption in such elections. Said committee may sit during the 
vacation of the Senate, and shall have authority to send for persons 
and papers and to compel the attendance of witnesses. 


POWERS OF DESIGNATED PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I submit the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, a Senator from the 
State of California, designated by the President pro tempore to perform 
the duties of the Chair during his temporary absence, be empowered 
to sign as Acting President pro tempore the enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions coming from the House of Representatives for presentation 
o ie Prerano of the United States, and that the President be noti- 

ereof. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Connecticut what reason there can be for the 
passage of such a resolution as this? Task the Senator if, under 
the rule which the Senate has adopted authorizing the President 
pro tempore to designate a Senator to occupy the chair in his 
absence, such designation does not carry with it full and com- 
plete power for the Senator so designated to perform any and 
all duties that are incumbent upon the President pro tempore 
of the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think there is 
a question as to whether the designation by the President pro 
tempore of a Senator to act in his place and discharge the duties 
devolving upon the chair carries with it the right to sign en- 
rolled bils. The precedent of the Senate is that a resolution 
should be passed in such a case. In 1892, I think, the Presi- 
dent pro tempore designated me to act as Presiding Officer dur- 
ing his absence of perhaps a fortnight. The question then 
arose as to whether, under such designation, I would have the 
same power to sign enrolled bills as the President pro tempore 
has, under the rules. There being a doubt about it, a resolu- 
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tion similar to the resolution which I have now presented was 
prepared and passed at that time. 

There is no constitutional power devolved upon the President 
pro tempore of the Senate to sign enrolled bills, and I do not 
know of any law which requires him to sign such bills. There 
may be, but I think there is not; so that he signs bills by virtue 
of a custom which has sprung up, and that custom has certainly 
come to be an unwritten law. 

The rule authorizes the designation by the President pro tem- 
pore of a Senator to act as Presiding Officer during his absence. 
who shall perform all the duties of the chair. It is quite pos- 
sible that that is of itself sufficient to authorize the Senator 
acting as Presiding Officer under such circumstances to sign 
bills, but on a former occasion it was thought better that there 
should be an actual authority given by the Senate, and I think 
it is better that there should be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution Will be again 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
that resolution is necessary. If we adopt it we shall practically 
say that every time we have a condition similar to that exist- 
ing at the present we must pass such a resolution. I should like 
to know from what committee this resolution came? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not advised that 
it has been referred to any committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The resolution did not come as 
a report of any committee. If the Senator was paying atten- 
tion to what I said when inquired of by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] regarding the matter, he would have known 
that I had made quite a full explanation of my object in offer- 
ing the resolution. 

The question arose as to whether the occupant of the chair 
under the designation of the President pro tempore was author- 
ized or would be justified in signing enrolled bills presented 
for the signature of the President pro tempore. The question 
was submitted to some members of the Judiciary Committee, 
and later to me. While I am not prepared to say that such a 
resolution is necessary, I believe it is better to pass it rather 
than to have any question arise as to the regularity of the pas- 
sage of bills. I think the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
gave the matter some attention. Certainly, on a previous occa- 
sion the Senate passed a resolution identical in terms with the 
one which I have offered. That resolution was presented by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], who, I think, in- 
vestigated the matter, and thought it was better that such a 
course should be taken. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TELLER, I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not catch the entire pur- 
port of the resolution. I gather, however, that it relates to 
the question as to whether the temporary occupant of the chair 
under the appointment of the President pro tempore can be 
authorized to sign an enrolled bill. As the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] has alluded to myself, I will state that, in 
response to the request of the present occupant of the chair, 
I did give the matter some little consideration and I came to the 
conclusion from a legal standpoint that the present occupant of 
the chair, or anyone occupying a like position, would not be 
authorized to sign such a bill. I will state to the Senator 
from Connecticut that while I have a well-defined view upon 
the subject it is not one based upon any very thorough investi- 
gation; but I have given him the benefit of the view which I 
entertain. I do not think that anyone can be invested with 
the power to sign such a bill unless he is the President of 
the Senate or one standing in the next position, which is also 
one authorized by the Constitution; that is, the President pro- 
tempore. 

The ground upon which I base my doubt as to whether or 
not it is legal for one occupying the chair by designation of 
the President pro tempore to sign a bill is this: I have not made 
an examination of the Constitution so that I can quote it lit- 
erally, but I believe I am correct in stating that the Constitu- 
tion requires that the President of the Senate shall sign 
enrolled bills. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not. 
Mr. BACON. It does not? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not. 
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Mr. BACON. 
Houses? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Constitution is si- 
lent on the subject. È 

Mr. BACON. As to signing bills? 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I confess that in that I was under a 
mistaken impression. But at any rate, Mr. President, the 
ground upon which I based the opinion which I gave in 
response to the question of the present occupant of the chair 
was that anyone who signed enrolled bills must be an officer 
elected by the Senate or must be directly authorized by the 
Senate thereto. 

The opinion which I gave to the present occupant of the chair 
was submitted in the absence of any such resolution as is now 
proposed. Whether the pending resolution, if adopted, will cure 
the trouble, or remove it, I am not now prepared to say. I 
think, however, that the matter is of sufficient gravity for it to 
go to a committee for investigation before it is finally acted 
upon. Of course, if I am in error, as I am assured by the Sen- 
ators who sit around me I am, in my assumption that the Con- 
stitution does provide for the signature of enrolled bills by an 
officer of the Senate, then some such resolution will be suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is a question which seems 
to be so intricate that it strikes me it ought to go to a committee 
for investigation—either the Committee on Rules or the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. I do not like to interfere with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], but it seems to me the resolution 
ought to go to some committee in order that an examination 
may be made regarding the subject. It will be exceedingly an- 
noying every time a new designation is made of a Presiding 
Officer for the Senate to be obliged to pass a resolution of this 
kind. Instead of providing for the present case by a special 
resolution, it seems to me, if the question can be covered by a 
general resolution to include everybody called to the chair un- 
der such circumstances, so far as the authority to sign bills is 
concerned, that would be just as easy as this, and it would save 
controversy hereafter. 

I dislike to interfere with the resolution at this time, but yet 
I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut whether it is not bet- 
ter that the pending resolution should go to some committee, 
so that we may have a report upon it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The difficulty about it, Mr. 
President, is that there seems to be something of an emergency. 
The bills which had accumulated—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Please let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bills which had accumu- 
lated at the conclusion of the session before the holiday recess 
are quite numerous, and they have not yet been signed; they 
have now been delayed for a fortnight, and it is therefore nec- 
essary that they should be passed, especially the urgent defi- 
ciency bill, which can not go to the President until it is signed 
by the Presiding Officer. On account of the importance of the 
bills about which this question has arisen I thought it best to 
Saye any question by the passage of such a resolution as that 
which I have offered. Afterwards this matter can be referred 
to the Committee on Rules with reference to making some gen- 
eral rule to cover such cases; but I trust the Senator will allow 
this resolution to pass. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to suggest to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that we can in a few moments change this into a gen- 
eral resolution, which will cover this case and all similar ones, 
and then we can proceed without any controversy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. Let the resolution 
lie on the table, 

Mr. TELLER. Instead of the resolution applying merely to 
the present occupant of the chair, I am sure it can be made 
broad enough to cover all such cases, so that there will be no 
such controversy hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the resolution, then, lie on 
the table for the present. ) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate resume the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I submitted this morning, author- 
izing the Senator occupying the chair under designation of the 
President pro tempore to sign enrolled bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
The Senator from Connecticut asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the resolution named by 


Does it say the presiding officers of the two 
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him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the reso- 
lution is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I submit an amendment to the 
resolution which I proposed this morning, and I ask that the 
amendment may be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Connecticut has the right 
to modify his resolution. 

. Mr. CULLOM. Let the entire resolution be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I strike out all after the word 
So ” in the resolution and substitute what I send to the 

hair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word “Resolved,” at the beginning of the resolution, and to 
insert in lieu thereof: 

That whenever a Senator shall be designated by the President pro 
tempore to perform the duties of the chair during his temporary ab- 
sence he shall be empowered to as Acting President pro tempore, 
the enrolled bills and Joint resolutions coming from the House of 
resentatives or presentation to the President of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have submitted the proposed 
amendment to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and to 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. I think it is now 
satisfactory, and I ask that the amendment may be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment to the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I now ask that the resolution as 
amended may be passed. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


‘A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnow NIN, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16445) to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 

ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes. 
j ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the presiding officer : 

An act (S. 5704) to incorporate the American National Red 
Cross; 

An act (H. R. 15590) to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes;” and 

An act (H. R. 16445) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 


RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5888) to allow the Minneapolis, Red 
Lake and Manitoba Railway Company to acquire certain lands 
in the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS). The bill will 
be read for the information of the Senate, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; and to enable the 
people of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire whether or not the 
motion which was pending when the Senate went into execu- 
tive session on December 16 last is not still pending before this 
body. The Record shows that immediately upon the announce- 
ment by the Chair that the motion was before the Senate and 
under consideration the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopar] moved that the Senate go into executive session, and 
the Senate went into executive session and thereafter ad- 
journed, pending the consideration of the motion to take up 
the pure-food bill. The question I desire to raise is whether or 
not that motion is now pending before the Senate? 8 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the motion was not then 
disposed of, it was simply a pending motion at that time, and 
the Chair thinks it fell with the adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. We could not hear the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
when the Senate was in session on December 16 a motion was 
pending before it The Senate declined to take any action upon 
the motion. Therefore the Chair holds that when the Senate 
adjourned the motion fell. 

3 COCKRELL, Was the motion pending in the morning 
ur 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; it was pending after the morning 
hour, after 2 o’clock. I should like to call the attention of the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate to the proceedings that were 
os I quote from page 363 of the Recorp of December 16, 

Mr. Herzpcrn. I move that the Sen roceed 
of House bill 6295, known as the “ anal Tes — yong * 
tion of agreeing to that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho moves that the 
— proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of Which will be 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6295) for prev 
or misbranding of foods = drugs, and ka 9 . aon 


for other purposes. 
Mr. Lopez. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of 3 K 2 
. HEYBURN. 
ME LORAN That dow mot Wale ny MAGNO nt ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. McCumper. I demand the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Tks Paascoene peo terspore: cThs question Je om agrestiig fo 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate ro tial pd ‘the 
consideration of executive business, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. Is there a second? 

Res Pa sea auapees: er qaietion a an ogre 
tion of the — from Massachusetts. 8 

The motlon was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business, etc. 

Now, Mr. President, the question I desire to submit is whether 
or not the motion which was made, having a special character 
of precedence, such as attaches to a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, merely suspended the con- 
sideration of the pending motion or whether it cut it off entirely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
under Rule XXII of the standing rules of the Senate, when the 
motion to go into executive session, which is a privileged motion, 
was agreed to, the motion of the Senator from Idaho died. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I would inquire whether, under the 
circumstances under which that motion was pending, it was not 
notice to this body, within the ordinary method of procedure, 
that that bill would be called up immediately on the reconvening 
of the Senate for business after the holidays? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a question for the Sen- 
ate alone to determine. Under the rules of the Senate and of 
parliamentary law, as the Senator from Idaho is aware, when a 
Senator rises in his place and addresses the Chair, and is recog- 
nized, he is entitled to the floor. The junior Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] rose and addressed the Chair, and was rec- 
ognized; and his motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill is now before the Senate. The title of the bill will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. BATH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns], and am not at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAX LI. I 
take the liberty of transferring that pair to the junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 


` Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from New York [Mr. Derew], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 


I have a gen- 
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eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. 
If he were present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], 
who is absent. I transfer the pair to the senior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morean’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama is necessarily absent, and is paired 
with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. I transfer 
the pair to the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare], and will 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], who 
is absent. I transfer the pair to the Senator from Rhode Island 
[ Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent without a pair. That will leave the 
Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from Rhode Island 
paired, and I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. I 
should like to inquire whether he has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. STONE. Then I will refrain from voting. If he were 
present, I should vote“ nay.” ` 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 
I understand an arrangement has been made whereby that 
Senator stands paired with the junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye], thereby allowing the junior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] and myself to vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I haye a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. He is absent. I transfer 
the pair to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER], and 
let my vote stand in the affirmative. 

Mr. KEAN. My colleague [Mr. DRYDEN], who is necessarily 
absent, is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (after having voted in the nega- 
tive). I should like to inquire if the junior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair is informed that 
he has not voted. - 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. Then I wish to withdraw my 
vote, as I have a general pair with him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
QuaRLES] is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I understand that other ar- 
rangements have been made for the junior Senator from North 

Dakota [Mr. McCumser], leaving me at liberty to vote. I un- 
derstand that Senator will stand paired with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. DIETRICH]. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK] is necessarily absent from the Chamber, attending 
duties of a public nature. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allee Dick Hansbrough Platt, Conn. 
Allison Dillingham Kean Platt, N. Y. 
Ball Dolliver ge Scott 
Bard Elkins Lon Spooner 
Beveridge Fairbanks McComas Stewart 
Burnham Foraker Millard Warren 
Crane Fulton Nelson Wetmore 
Cullom Gallinger Perkins 
NAYS—17. 

Bacon Cla, McCreary Teller 
Bailey Cockrell Martin Tillman 
Bate Dubois Newlands 
Berry Foster, La. Overman 
Blackburn Gorman Pettus 

NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich Daniel Hopkins Morgan 
Alger Depew Kearns Patterson 
Ankeny Dietrich Kittredge enrose 
Hurrows Dryden Knox Proctor 
Burton Foster, Wash Latimer uarles 
Carmack Frye McCumber immons 
Clapp Gamble McEne Smoot 
Clark, Mont. Gibson _ McLaurin Stone 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Mallor. Taliaferro 
Clarke, Ark, Hawley Mitchell 

berson Heyburn Money 


So the motion was agreed to; and the, Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read in full. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to ask for the reading of the 
bill for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is next in order. The 
Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator wish to press the mo- 
tion before the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] explains 
the bill? 

Mr. BATE. Just as the Senator may prefer. I will yield to 
him if he wishes to proceed at this time. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the motion now pending, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Bare] has moved the recommitment of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. It will be satisfactory to me to 
haye the vote taken on that motion. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son] says he is willing that the motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee may be voted on now. 

Mr. BATE. Do I understand that the Senator from Minne- 
sota is willing the question shall be taken on my motion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the Senator from Minnesota is 
willing to defer his explanation of the bill until the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee can be disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. Very well, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Barter], that the bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words on 
the motion to recommit this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly, the Senator should have that 
opportunity. 

Mr. BATE. Before the question is put on my motion I desire 
to state very briefly the condition of matters here in the last 
week or two, so as to justify my motion. My motion is no re- 
flection whatever upon the committee. We do not so intend it, 
nor do we intend to reflect upon anyone else; but a peculiar 
situation surrounded us just as we assembled here on the 
conclusion of the Christmas holidays, when there was, and 
has been since, but little opportunity for the consideration of 
such matters as this bill involves. Not only that, Mr. President, 
but the members of the committee upon our side—and by “ our 
side” I mean the Democratic side; I mean the side that is 
against this report—all of the committee are absent on our side 
except myself. I came two or three days after the beginning of 
this session, and I think the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEW- 
LANDS] came a day or two after I did. There was not then a 
single man upon the committee opposed to this bill who under- 
stood the situation, except one Republican [Senator Barp], who 
did his duty in aid of the investigation faithfully and well. 

That being so, testimony nevertheless was heard. I do not 
know how much testimony was taken, but there were perhaps 
some six or eight witnesses, I went to the committee, having 
been duly and properly notified on each occasion. I ascertained 
for the first time, when the hearing of the testimony was nearly 
over, that the evidence given by the witnesses had not been 
taken down stenographically. I took but little part in the 
matter beyond giving my presence there on two or three oc- 
easions and asking a few questions. But we are in that con- 
dition. The members reflecting the views of our side of the 
committee were absent, and we have but a few present here 
to-day of those who differ from the propositions of this bill 
and who could make a minority report. I want an oppor- 
tunity to join with my fellows, who agree with me in regard 
to this bill, to make a minority report. We have not had such 
an opportunity. 

When I called on the clerk of the committee to find where the 
testimony was upon which was based the majority report, and 
on which I could base a minority report, I discovered that there 
was no testimony there; that the testimony of not a single 
witness had been taken down. I was not present when it had 
been given and my committee colleague from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLANDS] was not and had not been present, neither had any 
oe meber of the committee. That is the situation governing 

s 

Here is a question big with results, Mr. President, involving 
the life of four Territories that wish to be admitted into the 
Union as States. If you make an error in this legislation now, 
you can not correct it; but if you fail to pass this bill and let it 
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go, you can remedy it in the future by legislation that will come 
hereafter. 

I want, as one member of the minority, to join in a report 
against the passage of this bill, and we want time in which to 
do it. We ask the Senate at this time that we may be allowed 
to do it. 

I see no great necessity for pushing this legislation, urging 


and driving it through with whip and spur. We want time to 
properly consider it. It has been sprung upon us at this short 
session. There were only five or six, perhaps seven or eight, 
witnesses who appeared before the committee, and those hear- 
ings occurred, I beg to say, during the sessions of the Senate—a 
good part of them. That testimony was given during the after- 
noons, when I was engaged here, and my colleague, the only 
one present, was also engaged here in the Senate in other mat- 
ters. It is not customary to take Senators from their places in 
this Chamber, where they have important public duties to per- 
form, and summon them down to a committee room to the 
neglect of their duties in this Chamber. That is not the cus- 
tom, neither is it right. No order appears upon the Journal of 
the Senate granting permission to Senators to absent them- 
selves from their duties here in order to appear before a com- 
mittee. Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that there is 
a courtesy in this thing, and that the Senate ought to allow the 
minority of the committee an opportunity to prepare a minority 
report and also to examine such testimony as they see fit to do. 

I wish to further say that I should like to cross-examine 
every one of the witnesses who have been heretofore examined 
before the committee, so as to form the basis for what I believe 
to be a just and proper report, and also in regard to what I have 
heard some of them have stated. I did not hear their testi- 
mony and knew nothing of it whatever, except in a single in- 
stance, when I asked probably a few questions. Therefore I am 
striking in the dark, and this Senate is striking in the dark upon 
this matter. There is not a Senator within the sound of my 
voice who knows one scintilla of the proof in connection with 
this bill, which involves the life of States as it does the future 
of the country. It seems to me a sort of revolution, a change 
in the policy of the Government, for the policy of our Govern- 
ment heretofore, as I understand it, from the days that it started 
under the ordinance of 1787, with the Northwestern Territory 
down to the present, was to make small States, so that their 
management might be convenient and economical. That has 
been the policy. 

Now, Mr. President, here are four Territories, among them 
the Indian Territory, with all that is involved in it and of the 
most delicate character for a man who wants to do justice to 
that ill-used and unfortunate people. That is one phase of the 
question. Another is Oklahoma, which has sprung up like 
magic, now having within its boundaries some four or five 
hundred thousand people. As to those two Territories we de- 
sire to prepare and submit a minority report, and we ought to 
have an opportunity to do so. 

Then take the other two. Why, Mr. President, it has been 
said, and it is uncontradicted, that the two Territories which 
you propose now to make into a State are larger than all New 
England, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania combined. 

When Dakota came here for statehood some six or eight 

. years ago, I do not believe there was a single man upon our side 
of the Senate who objected to it. I do not believe there was any 
objection made to it from any quarter. Why was the proposi- 
tion made to divide Dakota? It was because it was thought to 
cover too large an area, which it was claimed was not in accord- 
ance with the theory of our Government to have small, compact 
States for convenience and economy. 

As I have said, there is a revolution going on, and we are to 
enlarge States so that we shall have fewer Senators in this 
Chamber to speak the voice of the people for the States and the 
people thereof. Dakota then was divided because it was too 
large, and here in the case of two large Territories, either larger 
than Dakota, we propose to put them together and to make one 
State of them. This is a Territory, Mr. President, that has a 
history—a history that should not be lost sight of. 

President Buchanan, I find in looking into the history of these 
matters, as far back as 1857, when he was President, urged and 
recommended that Arizona should be an independent Territory. 
She then belonged, as you know, under the treaty of Guadalupe- 
Hidalgo, to the United States, as New Mexico. Mr. Buchanan 
urged then that it should be made into a Territory. 

Nature has divided these Territories. Look at their geog- 
raphy and you see that there is a mountain range from 4,800 
to 10,000-feet high, with few passes along it to connect the ex- 
treme points of that country. There are but few pathways 
there, and their intercourse is infrequent. This is a natural 
divide, called the Great Continental Divide.” Nature has sepa- 


rated these two Territories, Mr. President, and having so sepa- 
rated them, that Mr. Buchanan recommended its separate ad- 
mission. 


Furthermore, in 1863, as appears by the records, Mr. Lincoln 
also recommended it. And not only did he recommend it, but 
it was passed during his Administration—on the 23d of Febru- 
ary, 1863, I believe it was, that the bill went to him as Presi- 
dent. He kept it but a day and sent it back with his approval, 
and it became the law on the 25th day of February, 1863. Yes, 
this same Arizona, as a Territory, received the sanction of Mr. 
Lincoln. Not only that, but if you will read the language you 
will see that it says that it shall remain a Territory “ until it 
becomes a State.” 

Shall we go back on what Mr. Lincoln said and did—upon 
what Mr. Buchanan said? They were the great men of that 
day? Shall we do that? Have we not, as the minority of the 
committee, a right to look into these matters and make a report 
and bring it to the attention of the Senate and appeal to their 
patriotism and their sense of right? That is what I am asking 
for and nothing more. 

I make no reflection upon the committee. It was due to lack 
of time. It was due to the fact that it was the early part of 
the session. It was the Christmas holidays coming before it 
could be consummated. It is nobody’s fault. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, do not let our country suffer because of it. 

Santa Fe is described in the bill which was just read as the 
capital of the State to be formed of these two great combined 
Territories. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bevertmce], the 
chairman of this committee, can come here from Indiana in 
less time and more comfortably than a person can go from the 
extreme point of Arizona to the capital of the proposed State— 
Santa Fe. Look at the inconvenience of it. 

In addition to that, there is the want of economy. The mem- 
bers will get their mileage. We know something of that here. 
Let Arizona, as Mr. Lincoln said, remain a Territory until she 
becomes a State. 

The remedy is for us to see what the truth is, and what is 
best to be done, and do it. If we now commit an error, as I 
said in the beginning, we can not remedy it. I wish to im- 
press that upon the Senate, upon its honesty, upon its patriot- 
ism, upon its intelligence. We can not remedy the evil if we 
go wrong here now and make a State of a Territory; whereas. 
by postponing it we may prevent an error and a folly, and by 
future legislation the proper thing can be done. 

That is what I have to say about this matter, Mr. President. 
I do not know that there is anything else I wish to say now. I 
shall, at a subsequent time, if we get into the debate, have some- 
thing to say more particularly and minutely in regard to this 
matter. I am on that committee, and it so happens that my 
name is mentioned first on the minority side. That is one of 
the reasons why I now speak to you in behalf of the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I have only one word to 
say in response to the statement made by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Bare], and that is this. The Senator will bear 
me out in the statement that he and every other member of the 
committee who were in Washington were duly and formally no- 
tified of each meeting of the committee, and that in addition 
thereto the chairman of the committee personally notified mem- 
bers by telephone so that there could be no mistake. And any 
person who failed to attend the meetings of the committee did 
so after having had due notice. 

The hearings that were had were accorded to those who asked 
for them before the committee, and there was no request from 
either side of the committee table for a stenographie report, 
because, no doubt, of the fact that the House committee, which 
originated the bill, had had extended hearings lasting for very 
many weeks, and had made both a majority and a minority re- 
port, which were accessible to all. È 

I think this is a correct statement of the facts in the case, and 
that the Senator from Tennessee will bear me out in it. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to haye it understood that 
I did not mean to say there was no notice. The chairman gave 
us notice, and he did it also by telephone. I wish to do him 
full justice in that respect. I think he did all he could to get us 
there. I think he really felt that he had a majority on his side, 
and he wanted us to make a quorum. ; 

With a view of testing this matter I will call for the yeas and 
nays upon my motion, and I hope the Senate will extend that 
courtesy to us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Territories, and 
on that motion he demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
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Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES}. 
In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. Our pair is rather 
elastic. I voted against taking up the bill, but I will refrain 
from yoting on this question. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCumser]. He being absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I will 
allow the pair I announced this morning on a former yote to 
stand, and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. KITTREDGE (when his name was ealled). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Black- 
BURN], who is here but is not now in the Chamber. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay” and he would vote yea.“ I with- 
hold my vote. : 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Pnocronl. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 
I transfer the pair to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Penrose] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama is paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hawtey]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). As stated this 
morning, I have a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. I transfer the pair to the senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. I 
transfer the pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
pRIcH] and will vote. I vote “nay.” I should like to have 
this announcement apply to any other vote to-day. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If 
he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Under the an- 
nouncement regarding pairs made this morning, which I wish 
to stand for the day, I shall vote. I vote “nay.” ' 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. KEAN. My colleague [Mr. DRYDEN] is necessarily ab- | 


sent, and on this vote he is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. 


the day. 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31, as follows: 
YEAS—15. 
Bacon Cla Me Pettus 
Bailey rell Martin Teiler 
Bate Gorman Newlands Tillman 
Heyburn Overman 
NAYS—31. 
ee Cullom Fulton Perkins 
Allison Dick Gallinger Platt, Conn. 
Ankeny Dietrich Hansbrough Scott 
Ball Dillingham Kean Spooner 
Dolliver Lodge Stewart 
Beveridge Elkins Long W 
Burnham Falrbanks Millard Wetmore 
Crane Foraker Nelson 
NOT VOTING—44. 
Aldrich Daniel Hopkins Money 
er earns Morgan 
Blackburn den Kittredge Patterson 
Burrows Dubois Knox Penrose 
Burton Foster, La Latimer Platt, N. Y. 
Carmack Foster, W McComas Proctor 
Clapp rye McCumber uarles 
Clark, Mont. Gamble McEne immons 
Clark, Wyo. ibson Mellau Smoot 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Malio Stone 
Culberson Hawley Mitchell Taliaferro 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I propose to occupy a few 
moments in making a brief statement in reference to the main 
features of this bill and what it proposes to accomplish. 

This bill came from the House at the last session, having 
passed that body on the 19th of April last. It came here too 
late at the last session to receive any consideration by the com- 
mittee at that session, but during the present session the Com- 
mittee on Territories, haying the bill in charge, have given it 


careful consideration and heard various parties both in favor 
of the bill and against it. 

The bill proposes to create two States; first, to unite the 
Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory into one State. 
Indian Territory, including Oklahoma, was in 1834 set apart 
as a Territory for the benefit and use of the Five Civilized 
Tribes and such other Indians as might be located there, with 
the consent of the tribes. But the pressure to acquire wild and 
unoccupied Iands in the western part of the Indian Territory— 
that portion not occupied by the tribes—became so great that 
finally, in 1890, Congress passed an act establishing the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, segregating it from the Indian ‘Territory, 
and in segregating it and making it into a separate Territory, 
owing to the location and lands occupied by the Five Civilized 
Tribes, the eastern boundary of Oklahoma, as you will see by 
the map on the wall [indicating], became a very ragged and ir- 
regular bo . The map on the wall represents the two 
Territories, and you can see the red line between them. 

It was contemplated by the provisions of the act establishing 
the Territory of Oklahoma that by and by the two Territories 
would be merged in one State. I wish to call attention to this 
provision briefly. After describing the boundaries of Okla- 
homa, the act creating the Territory of Oklahoma provides: 

Whenever the interests of the Cherokee Indians in the land known 

as the Cherokee Outlet shall have been extinguished and the President 
shall make proclamation thereof, said Outlet shall thereupon and with- 
out further 1 lation become a part of the Territory of Okl. 
Any other | within the Indian Territory not embraced within these 
boundaries shall hereafter become a the Territory of Oklahoma 
whenever the Indian Nation or a tribe o such lands shall signify 
to the President of the United States in manner its assent that 
such lands shall so become a part of the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
the President shall thereupon make proclamation of the same. 

So that the act establishing the Territory of Oklahoma really 
contemplated that in the future these two Territories should be 
merged and united as one State. 

Most of the Senators who were here two years ago will re- 
member that when the statehood bill was under consideration 
providing for the establishment of four States I advocated the 
importance and necessity of uniting these two Territories—Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory—into one State. I called attention 
to the character of the transportation facilities of the two Terri- 
tories; I called attention to the make-up of the population of 
the two Territories; and I called attention to the natural re- 
sources of the two Territories, showing that the one in natural 
resources was the complement of the other, Oklahoma being in 
the main a grazing and agricultural Territory, while Indian 
Territory was not only to some extent an agricultural Territory, 
but also a country possessed of a large quantity of valuable 
timber, including pine, valuable coal lands, and lands contain- 
ing gas and various minerals. 

I am now glad, Mr. President, to know that the views I ex- 


I wish this announcement to stand for | pressed in the remarks I made two years ago on this subject 


have in the main found approval both in Oklahoma and in 
Indian Territory. As I understand it to-day, most of the peo- 
ple in both of those Territories are agreed that it is for the best 
interests of both Territories that they should be united in one 
State. 

If we look at the size of these Territories we can see that as 
separate distinct States they would be very small indeed for 
Western States. Oklahoma has an area of 38,830 square miles 
and Indian Territory 31,000 square miles. By uniting the 
two the area of the State to be known as “ Oklahoma” would 
be 69,830 square miles, or a total of 44,691,200 acres. If we 
compare this size and area with the tier of States immediately 
north of it we find this to be the condition: Of the State imme- 
diately north of it, Kansas, has an area of 81,700 square miles; 
Nebraska, immediately north of it, has 76,840 square miles; 
South Dakota has 76,850 square miles, and North Dakota, 
70,195 square miles. So the proposed State of Oklahoma will 
practically be about the same size as the State of North Dakota, 
and a trifle less in area than the other States in the same tier 
of States. 

If we look at the matter of population, we find that the popu- 
lation of these two Territories is more than enough to make a 
strong and prominent State. According to the census of 1900 
Oklahoma had a population of 398,331 and Indian Territory 
392,060, showing that the two Territories at that time had 
pretty nearly an equal population. Most of the population of 
Indian Territory is white. There are somewhere between 
eighty and ninety thousand—I do not recall the exact fi 
who are regarded and treated as members of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, but most of these, the larger share of them, are nearly 
white, and some of them are entirely white. 

Among the eighty or ninety thousand who are regarded as 
members of the Five Nations there are only about twenty to 
twenty-five thousand full-blood Indians. The remainder are 
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partly diluted Indians, mostly white, and a large number of 
white people who have become members of the tribe by mar- 
riage and adoption, and some freedmen, the descendants of those 
who in ante-bellum days were slaves in that Territory. The 
bulk of the population of the Indian Territory in 1900—nearly 
four-fifths of it—was composed of white people who had settled 
there by the permission and with the consent of the Indians and 
who had been largely instrumental in extensively developing 
the great resources of that Territory. 

The records of the land offices show that there has been an 
immense increase in population in the two Territories. Mr. 
President, I have no doubt that to-day there is a population of 
more than a million people in the two Territories combined. 
Indeed, there are many who claim there are upward of 1,200,000, 
and I am not prepared to dispute even that statement. 

The bill proposed to give the State of Oklahoma, composed of 
these two Territories, with that population, five Representatives 
in Congress, divided by the bill into five separate and distinct 
districts. They would almost be entitled to that representation 
upon the basis of the census of 1900, and if we take the present 
population as a basis, they would be entitled perhaps to six, if 
not seven Representatives. The basis of representation in the 
House under the census of 1900 is, in round numbers, 194,000. 
The population of the two combined, taking the census of 1900, 
would be 790,391. I am satisfied, as I said a moment ago, that 
those Territories have a population to-day in excess of a million 
people. The Land Office records, the homestead. entries which 
haye been made, and everything else go to show that there has 
been a great immigration into that country. 

Now this bill provides that the people shall hold a constitu- 
tional convention. That convention shall consist of 109 mem- 
bers, 55 to be elected by the people of the Territory of Okla- 
homa and 54 by the people of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator state the population of Okla- 
homa in 1900 and also of the Indian Territory at that time? 
Nr. NELSON. Certainly. I can give the Senator the figures. 
I thought I had given them. 

. Mr. CLAY. Is the representation in the convention to be 
based upon the population of each Territory at that time? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. The population of Oklahoma in 
1900 was 398,331, and the population of the Indian Territory 
was 392,060. There was a difference of a little more than 6,000 
in the population of the two. On that account we have in the 
constitutional convention given Oklahoma Territory one more 
delegate than we have the Indian Territory, which would be 
the exact and fair ratio upon the basis of the population as it 
stood in 1900—55 delegates for Oklahoma and 54 delegates for 
the Indian Territory. . 

These delegates are to be elected by the people of the two 
Territories, and they are to be elected in Oklahoma conform- 
able to the election laws of that Territory in distriets estab- 
lished by the governor, the chief justice, and the secretary of said 
Territory. They are to be elected in the Indian Territory in 
and by districts to be established by the judges of the United 
States court in that Territory. These delegates are to be 
elected in Oklahoma by the qualified electors who are entitled 
to vote, and in Indian Territory by the white adult males and 
the Indian adult males, members of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
The constitutional convention must meet on the fifth Tuesday 
after the election of delegates. The bill requires certain pro- 
visions to be incorporated in the constitution as a condition for 
admission as a State. These provisions, which are described 
in the bill, are substantially the same provisions that have been 
incorporated in the laws admitting other Territories as States. 

The bill provides that the capital of the Territory is to 
remain at Guthrie, now the capital of Oklahoma Territory, 
until 1910. After that time it may be removed therefrom; 
may be changed by a vote of the people of the Territory. 

The bill further divides the proposed State into two Federal 
judicial districts, to be known as the eastern and the western 
districts. The eastern district is composed of what is now 
Indian Territory and the western district of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory. Courts are to be held at two places in Oklahoma 
Territory, and, by an amendment which we propose to offer, 
two places for holding court will also be given to Indian 
Territory. 

After the constitutional convention has adopted a constitu- 
tion the same must be submitted to a vote of the people. If 
ratified by a vote of the people, it is then submitted to the 
President of the United States. If he finds that the constitu- 


tion is conformable to the provisions of the bill and republican 
in form, the President is authorized to issue his proclamation, 
8 Oklahoma becomes a State, but not before March 4, 

The reason for this delay is that, under the provislons of 
existing treaties and laws, the Indian nations will not cease 
to exist, nor the tribal relations of the different Indian nations 
be broken up, nor allotments in severalty to the Indians com- 
posing the Five Civilized Tribes be completed, before that time. 
The allotments have now been nearly completed. From 
the last report of the Dawes Commission I see that the 
Commission expects to have the allotments substantially 
completed by the expiration of the fiscal year 1905. I believe, 
under the law, the life of the Commission is to expire at that 
time. So there will be no impediment, so far as the rights of 
the Indians are concerned. Under the laws and treaties 
allotments of two kinds have been made to the Indians—so- 
called homestead allotments, consisting in most cases of 40 
acres (in one case 160 acres), and other additional allotments. 
Under the treaties and laws in reference to these allotments 
there were certain restrictions placed upon the sale of the 
allotted lands. The homesteads are inalienable for twenty-one 
years, the other allotments for five years. By a paragraph in 
the last Indian appropriation act many of the restrictions 
upon alienation were remoyed, except in respect to the home- 
stead allotments given to the Indians. 

The provision in the last Indian appropriation act, approved 
So 21, 1904, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, is as fol- 
ows: 

And all the restrictions the alienati f 1 
of either of the Five Civilized Tribes of . — — — 8 Neen 
blood, 5 po minors, are, except as to homesteads, hereby removed, and 
all restrictions upon the alienation of all other allottees of said tribes, 
3 minors, and except as to homesteads, may, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, be removed under such rules and regula- 
tions as the oeras d of the Interior may prescribe, upon application 
to the United States Indian agent at the Union Agency in charge of the 
Five Civilized Tribes, if said agent is satisfied upon a full investigation 
of each individual case that such removal of restrictions is for the best 
interest of said allottee. The finding of the United States Indian agent 
and the approval of the Secretary of the Interior shall be in writing 


a be po recorded in the same manner as patents for lands are re- 
co p 


The bill gives to the State of Oklahoma two sections of land 
for school purposes. Sections 16 and 36 in every township are 
given for school purposes, and sections 13 and 83 in every town- 
ship within certain counties or reservations are given for State 
institutions of various kinds, such as universities, normal 
schools, and other State institutions. This grant of two sections 
to a township in the Territory of Oklahoma for school pur- 
poses will amount, if filled—and I take it it can be filled, for the 
reason that wherever lands are taken, purchased, or occupied by 
settlers on these special sections the State may select lieu lands 
in place of them—if this grant of two sections to a township is 
filled it will amount to 1,413,803 acres. (See Governor Brodie's 
report for 1904, p. 159.) The lands in sections 13 and 33 
granted amount to nearly 100,000 acres. In addition to this 
the State is given a special grant in lieu of what is known as 
the swamp-land grant, which was given to the older States west 
of the Mississippi River. In lieu of this swamp-land grant the 
State gets 900,000 acres for the purpose of constructing various 
buildings and maintaining various State institutions. So that 
in all the State is granted by this bill nearly 2,500,000 acres of 
valuable land. 

Now, all these lands are within the limits of what is now 
Oklahoma Territory. There are none of these lands within the 
limits of the Indian Territory, for the reason that the lands in 
the Indian Territory belong to the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
have been allotted to them, as I have explained, in severalty. 

A question was suggested to me by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker], and I take pleasure in answering him. In all 
the school-land grants made to the Territories of sections 16 
and 36 the grant has always been in this form that it should 
inure to the educational purposes of the Territory and to the 
future State. So there is no doubt at all but that this school- 
land grant will inure to the entire State—the people of the In- 
dian Territory as well as the people of Oklahoma. 

Now, owing to the fact, as I stated a moment ago, that Indian 
Territory belongs to the Indians, it is not possible for the Gov- 
ernment to make a school-land grant in that Territory, as we 
do in the Territory of Oklahoma. The people of Indian Terri- 
tory will get their share of the school-land grant in Oklahoma. 
The bill makes a specific grant of $5,000,000 on this account, so 
that practically you may say that Indian Territory contributes 
$5,000,000 to school purposes for the new State as against the 
school-land grant given Oklahoma. In other words, if Indian 
Territory had been in the matter of public lands in the same 
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condition as Oklahoma Teritory we could have given a similar 
school-land grant in Indian Territory, but not being able to do 
that, in lieu of it we give $5,000,000, which is not more than one- 
fourth of the value of the school-land grant to Oklahoma. It 
is not fair to take the school-land grant which has been given to 
Oklahoma as a Territory and spread it all over the new State 
and have Indian Territory contribute nothing. 

Mr. BAILBY. Will the Senator from Minnesota permit me 
to inquire 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the land grant heretofore made the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma for school purposes was substantially the 
same that has been made to other Territories? 

Mr. NELSON. I think so. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, as a matter of fact, were not those 
other grants intended for a State, and were they not supposed 
to be sufficient, or if not entirely sufficient for school purposes 
at least such as the Federal Government was willing to make? 

Mr. NELSON. Well, that is a question which is hard to an- 
swer. I am not able to say what was the intention and the 
purpose of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. When that land grant was made there was no 
proposition pending here and no expectation existing anywhere 
that Oklahoma would be united with the Indian Territory for 
the purpose of creating one State, and the land grant to Okla- 
homa at that time was assumed to be a fair grant to a Territory 
yet to become a State. If that is true 

Mr. NELSON. I am not prepared to say whether that was 
the assumption or not, but I wish to call the Senator's atten- 
tion—I think he was out of the Chamber—to something I 
stated at the outset. I called-attention to the act creating and 
establishing the Territory of Oklahoma, pointing out how it con- 
templated in the future that the land of Indian Territory might 
be united with Oklahoma into one State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was not outside of the Cham- 
ber. I had read the very excellent speech delivered two years 
ago by the Senator from Minnesota, which I intend the Senate 
shall have the benefit of again during the course of this dis- 
cussion, and I knew that that statement had been made repeat- 
edly. But, admitting that that was true, then the original 
land grant to Oklahoma must have been made in contemplation 
either of its becoming a State as it stood or of its becoming a 
State in connection with the Indian country, and in either event 
the land grant, then, was intended to be such a grant as had 
been made to former Territories which were to become States, 
and this $5,000,000 is a pure gratuity. 

Mr. NELSON. It is not a gratuity, for the reason—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to say here, if the Senator will permit 
me, lest that statement 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lest that statement standing alone should be 
misunderstood, I am not opposed to seeing this Government 
give all it can for educational purposes. I myself would rather 
spend it for schoolhouses than for battle ships. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say, Mr. President, that in most of 
the earlier States which were formed west of the Mississippi 
the school land grant was limited to sections 16 and 36—to 
only two sections in each township. When we admitted Utah 
as a State four sections of land were, for the first time, given 
for school purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was based upon a difference between the 
value of the land conveyed there and the land conveyed to the 
other States. 

Mr. NELSON. In this case here was a grant given to the 
Territory of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I am not prepared to 
say what the intention of Congress was. We can only judge 
of the intention to-day by the phraseology of the grant as to 
whether the intention of Congress was that that was to be 
deemed sufficient for these public and educational purposes for 
a State of the area of Oklahoma Territory or whether it was to 
be deemed sufficient for a State composed of that and any por- 
tion or all of the Indian Territory annexed to it. I stated a 
moment ago that in respect of the establishment of the State of 
Oklahoma, although the constitution may be ratified by an 
election of the people prior to 1906, yet the Territory can not 
become a State by proclamation until March 4, 1906. That is 
for the reason that not until that time’ will all the tribal rela- 
tions and tribal governments be broken up and all the tribal 
lands be allotted and distributed. 

I shall not now take up any further time of the Senate with 
the case of Oklahoma. I will only add that $75,000 is appro- 
priated for the expenses of the constitutional convention. Out- 
side ef that $75,000 and the $5,000,000 for school purposes, to 


which I have referred, the bill contains no other appropriation 
for Oklahoma. 

I will now for a few moments refer to the other proposed 
State. The bill also proposes to create a State out of the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico. Upon the face of the map 
those two Territories seem an immense region, and if the num- 
ber of superficial square miles and nothing else be taken into 
account it would seem to be an immense State, out of all pro- 
portion with most of the States; but if you take into account 
the population of the two Territories, the character of the 
resources of the two Territories, and the pace and measure of 
their development you will find that while superficially they 
may seem a large State, yet in reality in the matter of popula- 
tion, resources, and development they will not be equal in popu- 
lation, resources, development, or possibilities to the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma alone. 

I will call the attention of Senators to the population ot 
New Mexico, so that you can see how slowly the Territory has 
been growing. New Mexico was created a Territory Septem- 
ber 9, 1850. At that time it embraced Arizona. The total popu- 
lation of New Mexico in 1850, including Arizona, was 61,547; in 
1860 it was 93,516; in 1870 it had dropped down to 91,874. That 
was owing to the fact that Arizona, with a population of about 
nine or ten thousand, had in 1863 been cut off from New Mexico. 
In 1880 the population of New Mexico was 119,565; in 1890 it 
was 153,593, and in 1900, the last census, 195,310. 

From these figures you can see how slow has been the growth 
of the Territory of New Mexico. If you allow the same per- 
centage of growth which occurred from 1890 to 1900 to the 
population from 1900 to 1905—that is, a percentage of 0.271 for 
the decennial period, the population of New Mexico to-day, at 
the end of five years, would be 221,774. This would be the 
ease if you assume that the growth of the Territory has 
been at the same ratio from 1900 to 1905 as from 1890 to 1900, 
I think this is a fair assumption. I shall hereafter show in 
more detail how scant and slow has been the growth and de- 
velopment of New Mexico. 

Arizona was cut off from New Mexico and created a Ter- 
ritory February 24, 1863. In 1870 Arizona had a population of 
9,658 ; in 1880, a population of 40,440; in 1890, a population of 
88,243; in 1900, a population of 122,931. These figures show 
that the growth of Arizona Territory, with all of its immense 
area, has been very limited and on a scant scale. Now, if we 
allow the same percentage of growth from 1900 to 1905 as you 
do from 1890 to 1900, Arizona to-day would have a population of 
161,931, and in that population there are something like twenty 
or twenty-two thousand Indians not taxed, members of tribes, 
who are not really entitled under the Constitution to represen- 
tation. 

The population of the two Territories, then, to-day, giving 
them the same ratio of increase from 1900 to 1905 as the ratio 
of increase from 1890 to 1900, would be 383,705; or, with a lib- 
eral estimate, a population of 400,000 in round numbers. And 
this, Mr. President, entitles them to what the bill proposes to 
give them—two Members in the House of Representatives. 
These members are to be elected by districts—what is now 
Arizona constituting one district and New Mexico one district. 

If we look at these Territories from the standpoint of their 
area, it seems immense. Arizona has an area of 113,020 square 
miles; New Mexico, 122,580 square miles—the two together hav- 
ing an area of 235,600 square miles, while the area of the State 
of Texas is 265,780 square miles. The area of the proposed State 
composed of Arizona and New Mexico is 30,180 square miles 
less than the area of the State of Texas. 

Mr. CLAY. While the Senator is on that point, with his 
permission I should like to ask him, Is it not true that the 
population of Arizona is largely American? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly it is; with the exception of the 
Indians. 

Mr. CLAY. With the exception of the Indians? 

Mr. NELSON. There are perhaps 25,000—and I do not know 
but 30,000—Indians of allkindsin Arizona. Butthere are about 
22,000, if my recollection is right, who are members of tribes 
and not taxed, and so are not entitled to representation. 

Mr. CLAY. There are but few Mexicans in Arizona? 

Mr. NELSON. That is my understanding. 

Mr. CLAY. The feeling between the people of Arizona and 
the New Mexicans has been bitter for a number of years. Is 
it not true that the population of New Mexico is mostly Mexi- 
can, and is it not also true that the population of Arizona is 
bitter against combining the two Territories as one State? 

Mr. NELSON. I do not know as to the bitterness against 
combination, but I want to say that I do not think that there 
is any bitterness between the people of Arizona and the people 
of New Mexico. I do not think that there is any hostile feel- 
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ing between them. There is, however, some hostility between 
what you might call the political classes, those who are aiming 


to hold office and be represented in Congress. I think there is 
no feeling of hostility to the people of New Mexico. 

I want to correct an impression of the Senator. I do not 
think the majority of the people of New Mexico to-day are 
what we call “ Mexican.” I do not think they number more 
than one-half, and some say only two-fifths, which perhaps may 
be correct.. I think the governor of the Territory claims that 
two-fifths of the people of New Mexico are known as Mexi- 
cans—that means that they are of Spanish descent—while 


the balance of the population are of the same class we find in |- 


our Western Territories. My own notion is that now about 
one-half are Mexicans. 

Mr. CLAY. I was simply going by the speech of the Senator, 
made, I believe, two years ago in regard to the population of 
New Mexico. 

Mr. NELSON. My impressions have not changed. I am now 
stating what the governor of New Mexico states. He states 
that two-fifths of the population are Mexicans. My own opin- 
ion is about half are what may be called Mexicans, while the 
other half are Americans, coming from various States and local- 
ities, very much the same character of people you find in 
Arizona and in the grazing, cattle, and mining States of the 
West. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. I frequently visited New Mexico in early 
days, and was then quite familiar with conditions in that Ter- 
ritory. The speeches and proceedings in the legislature were 
first in one language, generally English, and then translated by 
an interpreter into the Spanish language. This was the case in 
the courts as well as in the legislative body. The public schools 
taught the Spanish language in those counties where they had 
public schools. In some counties only parochial schools were 
maintained. In fact, New Mexico appeared to be a foreign 
country. The customs and practices of old Mexico before the 
recent revolutions in that country were maintained. Soon after 
Arizona was carved out of New Mexico A. P. K. Safford was 
appointed governor on my recommendation. I had many con- 
versations with him with regard to the conditions there. I told 
him that it was very important that Arizona should not follow 
the example of New Mexico; that the proceedings in the legis- 
lature, in the courts, and in the schools should be in English. 
After a very severe struggle he succeeded in having the English 
language adopted for all purposes in Arizona. The result is 
very satisfactory. The Mexicans who reside in Arizona have 
become Americans by mingling with American people and speak- 
ing the same language. Several gentlemen from Arizona have 
appealed to me in opposition to the union of the two Terri- 
tories. The principal objection urged is that New Mexico is 
still a foreign country, and that they do not desire to be con- 
trolled by people who speak a foreign language. I am not very 
familiar with the present condition of New Mexico and I would 
like to be informed by the Senator from Minnesota whether or 
not it is true that a foreign language is still in use in the legis- 
lature, the courts, and schools of New Mexico, and if that mat- 
ter has been investigated by the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield to the Senator, but I should like 
to say to him that if he will bear with me for about ten or 
fifteen minutes I will cease speaking, in order to accommodate 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom], who desires to make 
a motion to adjourn on account of the death of a colleague in 
the other House. I shall resume my remarks subsequently, 
and if the Senator will postpone his queries until that time he 
may then ask me such questions as he may desire. 

I did not, Mr. President, catch all of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Srewart] about the people of New 
Mexico; but I think it is true, as he stated, that to a consider- 
able extent they use interpreters in the courts, in legal and in 
official proceedings, and that they have interpreters not Only 
for witnesses, but that the speeches of the lawyers are inter- 
preted to the jury, the charge of the court is interpreted to the 
jury, and in many instances interpreters go into the jury room 
when the jury find a verdict. While that has beer the condi- 
tion in New Mexico, I am informed that under their school sys- 
‘tem; which has been largely extended and improved, the old 
order of things is gradually disappearing, and what are known 


as “ Mexican” people are gradually but surely becoming Ameri- 
canized. That is my information, but I may be wrong about it. 

Mr. President, coming back to the question of the area of 
Arizona and New Mexico, I want to call attention to one fact. 
I think everybody will now concede that it would have been 
highly proper to have united Nevada and Utah into one State. 
According to the last census, Nevada had only 42,000 people— 
20,000 less than she had ten years before. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I interrupt the Senator to state 
05 or vote in Nevada at the last election did not number 

Mr. NELSON. Take Nevada and Utah together. The area 
of Utah is 82,000 square miles, and the area of Nevada is 
109,000 square miles. If these two had been united into one 
State they would have had 191,930 square miles, not much less 
than the proposed State of Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly, when I get through. And the pop- 
ulation of the two would, under the census of 1900, be 319,000. 
So that, while I am not criticising the action that has been 
taken by Congress heretofore, I simply call attention to the fact 
that if Utah and Nevada when they were in a Territorial con- 
dition had been united into one State it would not have made 
such an immense State either in area or population. They 
would at the time of the census of 1900 only have had a popu- 
lation of 319,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NELSON. Ina moment. I see the Senator from Nevada 
is getting a little restless, and I want to say to him before he 
gets too excited about this matter that I do not intend at all to 
reflect upon his State. I simply call his attention to actual 
facts. Nevada is a good little State. It is well represented 
here in the Senate. I have a very high opinion of both the 
representatives from Nevada, and I have no desire to say any- 
thing against that State to hurt the feelings of either Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, these flings at Nevada are 
both unpleasant and unjust. At the time of the admission of 
Nevada the Territory contained about 75,000 people, mostly 
miners. Nevada did not ask to become a State. The enabling 
act was passed without consulting the people of that Territory. 
It was made to appear to them that the Administration was 
desirous that a State should be formed of Nevada Territory for 
patriotic purposes. Since her admission into the Union Nevada 
has contributed largely to the support of the Government. The 
mines of the Comstock, Eureka, and other localities were largely 
owned by California corporations. The hundreds of millions 
which Nevada produced contributed largely to the building up 
of San Francisco, besides erecting monuments of wealth in the 
city of New York. When the rich bonanzas of the silver mines 
were partially exhausted and the legislation demonetizing silver 
reduced the price of that commodity, the population of Nevada 
dwindled. It is true that, according to the census of 1890, the 
population was only a little over 40,000, but I am glad to be 
able to state for the benefit of my friend from Minnesota that 
the population of Nevada has about doubled within the last 
year, 

Mr. FORAKER. Within the last year? 

Mr. STEWART. Within the last year. The registration of 
voters has risen from about 10,000 two years ago to over 16,000 
at the last election. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of voters? 

Mr. STEWART. Of voters. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The vote was 11,871. 

Mr. STEWART. When? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At the last election. 

Mr. STEWART. The registration of voters was 16,000. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the vote, if I may interrupt the Sen- 
ator, was 11,871. 

Mr. STEWART. It was much more than that. It might 
have fallen a little short of 16,000, as the votes generally fall 
short of the registration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that is exactly it. 

Mr. STEWART. That is but part of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. STEWART. I am satisfied the Senator has not stated 
the vote correctly. He has not the full returns, and there must 
have been more than 11,871 votes out of 16,000 registered. Be- 
sides there was a large number of voters not registered, having 
come to the State within six months previous to the time for 
registration. I have no doubt that if all the voters in the State 
could have been registered the vote would have been over 20,000. 
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Within the last year discoveries of great mines have been 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will consent that the bill may be laid 


made in Nevada, which are the most extensive and rich in pros- | aside temporarily. 


pect of any ever discovered in the United States. I visited them 
last fall. I never have seen anything to compare with them, 
and I am very familiar with the discovery of mines in the 
United States, except Alaska, and with all the gold fields, 
including those of Colorado. Nevada certainly has a better 
prospect than Colorado ever had, although Colorado has been a 
wonderful producer of the precious metals. Many Colorado 
people are in Neyada, and they say to me that the showing is 
better than Cripple Creek or any other section Colorado ever 
had, and twenty-five millions per annum haye been produced 
from that State. That is the present situation in Nevada. I 
myself underrated both the mineral and the agricultural re- 
sources of Nevada, and desired an increase in its boundaries. At 
the first session I served in the Senate I succeeded in having 
added to Nevada two degrees to the east and that portion of 
Nevada south of the thirty-seventh parallel, which increased the 
area of the State nearly one-half. The territory then added to 
Neyada contains mines recently discovered of fabulous wealth. 
At the time the enabling act was passed the eastern boundary of 
Nevada was that part of Utah west of the twenty-seventh degree 
of west longitude, but it made the western boundary of Nevada 
the summit of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, depending upon the 
consent of California for that portion of California which was 
included in the boundaries named. California did not consent, 
but through my efforts more territory both east and south was 
obtained. I would not haye objected to the annexation of Utah, 
although my people feared that Nevada would suffer by such an 
arrangement. In the winter of 1876 I came to Washington, 
appeared before the committees, and secured the passage of a 
joint resolution annexing the panhandle of Idaho to Washing- 
ton, with the view of annexing the balance of Idaho to the State 
of Nevada, but President Cleveland defeated that project by a 
pocket veto, and nothing was left to be annexed to Nevada. 

It is gratifying to know that notwithstanding the want of 
generosity on the part of California in refusing to consent to 
the western boundary as designated by the enabling act ad- 
mitting Nevada and by the failure to obtain the annexation of 
any portion of Idaho on the north, that it is now known that 
Nevada has sufficient resources to make her a great State. Her 
agricultural resources are unknown outside of the State, con- 
sequently the existence of such resources is denied. The rich 
and beautiful valleys of Nevada equal any in the world, and 
water is available to irrigate large sections of them. The irri- 
gation now in progress will more than double the agricultural 
land in the State—I mean when the work already begun is com- 
pleted. I do not call land that can not be irrigated agricultural 
land. It is only grass land; but the agricultural land of 
Nevada which may be irrigated is more than is contained in 
many other States. There is certainly no New England State 
that has an equal area of agricultural land. 

The new discoveries of mines at Tonopah, Goldfield, and 
Amargosa have already attracted a large population, and the 
population of the valleys is rapidly increasing. I feel that it 
is safe to predict that the next census will show a population 
in Neyada of from two hundred and fifty to three hundred thou- 
sand, perhaps more. Nevada has suffered in her population by 
belittling her after the manner of the Senator from Minnesota. 
Of course, he does not intend to be unjust or harmful. I hope 
that Senators will not keep people out of Nevada by intimating 
that the country is worthless. I would be obliged to my col- 
leagues who know nothing about the situation if they would 
please let Nevada alone. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope that will be done. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the 
intelligence of the death of Hon. Witam F. Manoney, late a 
Representative from the State of Illinois, and transmitted reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
. if he will consent to have the bill laid aside for the time 
being 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill under consideration 
will be laid aside. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Temporarily. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It will resume its place to-morrow. 


DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM F. MAHONEY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolutions of the House of Representatives relative to the 
death of my late colleague in that body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tue Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolutions indicated by the Senator from Illinois, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 4, 1905. 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with pro- 
found sorrow and deep regret of the death of Hon. WILLIAM F. B12. 
HONEY, late a Representative from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
es and also a copy thereof to the family of the deceased Representa- 

Resolved, That as a further mark of t to the memory of the 
deceased Representative the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I will take occasion at some 
future time to submit some remarks relative to the life and pub- 
lie services of my late colleague. For the present, I offer the 
resolutions I send to the desk, and I ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
offers resolutions, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. WILLIAM F. MAHONEY, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Illinois. 


Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 5, 
1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 4, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the 
folowing prayer: 

Almighty Father, from whom cometh all that is purest, 
noblest, and best in life, we bless Thee for the hallowed asso- 
ciations, the social pleasures, and uplifting influence of the 
season just passed into history; and we most fervently pray 
that for all it has brought to us of joy or sorrow, pleasure 
or pain, we may be the better prepared to fulfill our destiny 
as individuals and as a nation. Inspire, we beseech Thee, each 
Member of this House with wisdom to guide, strength to sus- 
tain, patience to endure; and may the Spirit that cometh from, 
above sustain and guide the Speaker in his arduous duties, that 
the work of the session may be for the good of the nation and 
redound to Thy glory. Once more, almighty God, our heay- 
enly Father, are we called upon to mourn the loss of one of the’ 
Congressional family, who graciously and efficiently filled a 
place upon this floor and whose genial presence inspired friend- 
ship in the hearts of all who came in contact with him. Com- 
fort them in his loss and be especially near to the sorrowing 
wife and children, that they may look up to.Thee in this hour 
of bereavement and find solace in the blessed hope of that 
land which is fairer than day, where pain and sorrow never 
enter, and where peace and joy will reign forever, through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. ' 

The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday, December 21, 
1904, was read and approved. 


MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of the 
Commission on Merchant Marine to the House of Representa- 
tives, pursuant to the law of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents the fol- 
lowing report from the Merchant Marine Commission. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A report of the Merchant Marine Commission on the development of 
the American merchant marine and American commerce. 
Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
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Mr. SPIGHT. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the 
House to file views of the minority of the Merchant Marine 
Commission. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to file the views of the minority members of the 
Commission. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Up to Friday of this week. 

The SPEAKER. Until Friday next. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The r hears none. Under the rule the 
report, and the minority views when presented, will be referred 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. McMorran, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. CALDWELL, indefinitely, on account of illness in the 
family. 

To Mr. Morrett, until January 9, on account of illness in the 
family. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bilt of the 
following title: 
S. 5704. An act to incorporate the American National Red 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the following bills, and 
the same were referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

e. 3742. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliet A. B. 
off ; : 

S. 4208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bessy 
Forsyth Bache; and 

S. 5661. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bush. : 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM F. MAHONEY. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad duty to an- 
nounce to the House the death of my late colleague, WILLIAM 
F. Manoney, who passed away at his home in Chicago on the 
27th of last month. 

Following the precedents of the House, I shall not at this 
time give any extended expression to my personal sense of loss 
or pay tribute to his worth; but I shall hereafter ask the House 
to set aside some Sunday afternoon for the consideration of his 
personal character and his public services, at which time Mem- 
bers of the House may fittingly express their grief and their 
deep respect. 

I now offer the resolut ions which I send to the Clerk's desk: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with pro- 
found sorrow and deep t of the death of Hon. WILLIAM F. 
Manoney, late a Representative from the State of Ilinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
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"Raotees, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased Representative the House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Superintendent of Library Buildings and 
Grounds, transmitting the annual report for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1904—to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of estimate for com- 
pleting locks and dams Nos. 1 and 3 and constructing lock and 
dam No. 2 in the Allegheny River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a report of the investigation of the conditions of the 
immigrant service at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. $ 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, with 
report of a commission, an estimate of an appropriation for the 
settlement of claims of the Kansas and Kaw Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
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transmitting a copy of the findings flled by the court in the 
case of Mary Parker against The United States to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of Levi S. North against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jacob R. Adams against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. W. Cummings, administrator of estate of Rebecca Cummings, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Lamberts 
Point, Va., against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Edward H. Bergmann against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph C. Black against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
The Trustees of the Free Church of Burlington, W. Va., against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Eli Marshall, executor of estate of William Brown against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16166) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles P. Morrison, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3149); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3426) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Craig, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3150) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16053) grant- 
ing a pension to Florence Emery Blake, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3151); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15760) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Strayer, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3152); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15865) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. McClellan, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3153) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12090) 
granting an increase of pension to William R. Clark, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3154); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15169) granting an increase of pension to Loretta V. Biggs, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
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3155) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15491) grant- 
ing a pension to Theresa M. Kennedy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3156); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11499) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3157); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11312) granting an increase of pension to Malana W. Brant, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3158); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15097) granting 
a pension to William H. Miller, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3159); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10342) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Marple, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3160); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7000) granting an increase of pension to 
John White, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3161) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6310) granting a pension to Robert Clark, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3162); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4169) granting a pension to T. J. 
Brooks, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3163); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. e 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16149) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Moore, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3164); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2946) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Webb, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3165) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16603) granting 
an increase of pension to George S. Williams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3166); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15575) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jones Adler, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3167); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16442) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine E. Ray, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3168); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 16348) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Johnson Anderson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3169); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16175) granting 
an increase of pension to Merrick D. Frost, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3170); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the-House (H. R. 13969) 
granting a pension to Dora Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3171); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
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Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15848) granting an increase of pension to John Renninger, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3172); which said bill and report were referred to th 
Private Calendar. z 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15850) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel Shadman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3173); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15857) granting 
an increase of pension to David Galbraith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3174); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15866) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Hopkins, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3175); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13007) 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick B. Schnebly, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3176) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15918) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Cullen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3177); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15927) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Freeman C. Witherby, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3178) ; 
—— said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15930) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Cray, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3179) ; 
pi said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15929) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna E. Brown, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3180); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15947) granting a pension to Philander S. Wright, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3181); 
— said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15954) 
granting an increase of pension to Ira D. McClary, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3182); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16054) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick O’Brien, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3183) s 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16087) 
granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. Brady, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3184) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16104) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Lanning, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3185); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15769) granting an increase of pension to Henry Peoples, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
renee 3 said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 
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Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15639) granting 
a pension to Mollie Townsley, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3187) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8395) granting 
a pension to James Duffy, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3188) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15057) granting an increase of pension to William Tawney, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3189); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15728) granting 
an increase of pension to Waldron Cheney Townsend, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3190) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3710) 
granting a pension to Thomas C. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3191); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15786) granting 
an increase of pension to Horatio W. Longa, reported the same 
with amendment, accoinpanied by a report (No. 3192); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16420) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Travis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3193); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16167) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward J. Dillon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3194); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16194) granting an increase of pension to James Gwyn, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3195) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15783) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles J. Richards, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3196) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16395) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Josephine A. Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3197) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16199) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph McGuckian, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3198) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15781) granting an increase of pension 
to Granville F. Plummer, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3199) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16234) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. Hart- 
man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 8200) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16263) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewellyn Niles, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3201); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16259) granting an increase of pension to John Walz, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


8202) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 16617) granting a pension to Jacob 
Bowers, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3203); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16125) 
granting an increase of pension to Eugene C. Moger, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8204) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1824) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas E. Skidmon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3205); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHBAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2476) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to S. T. Grove, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3206); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5951) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph M. White, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3207); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4676) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Judson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3208); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7987) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Scott, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3209); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16618) granting a pension to Alfred N. Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8210); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8208) 
granting a pension to Burleigh C. D. Read, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3211); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16124) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Morgan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3212); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13082) 
granting an increase of pension to William E. Wheeler, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8213) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15775) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel W. Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3214); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13324) granting 
an increase of pension to John Kesler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8215); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 
14560) granting an increase of pension to Asbury W. Hamilton, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3216); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. $ 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15747) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry A. Wesson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3217); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14797) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thompson I. Martin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8218); 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15030) 
granting a pension to David Rothschell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No 3219); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15079) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Constantine J. McLaughlin, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3220) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15406) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Carpenter, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3221) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15497) 
granting an increase of pension to Patrick H. Oliver, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3222); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15729) granting an increase of pension to Phaon Hartman, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3223); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11651) granting a pension to Martha Botti- 
neau—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16816) granting a pension to Matilda Merrick 
Goodrich—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16895) granting a pension to Wilmot Stevens 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16977) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887, and to further prevent the payment of rebates 
or commissions on freight—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 16978) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public 
building at Decatur, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. : 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16979) to change the 
lunacy proceedings in the District of Columbia where the Com- 
missioners of said District are the petitioners, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16980) authorizing the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to establish building lines—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 16981) for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Gen. Evan Shelby—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16982) to further regulate 
the issue of licenses for restaurants or eating houses in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 16983) permitting the building 
of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of 
Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point 
on lot 7, all in section 3, township 29 north, range 24 west of 
the fourth principal meridian—ty the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16984) to provide for the return by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the several purchasers of timber 
from the ceded Chippewa Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Minnesota, upon the completion of their contracts and full pay- 


ment thereunder, of the amounts deposited with their bids— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 16985) authorizing the 
appointment of a master builders’ examining board in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and providing for the examination and 
licensing of persons as master builders, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 16986) to provide for the gov- 
ernment of the Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama 
Canal, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 16987) 
to provide for holding terms of United States courts at Green- 
ville, Miss.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 16988) to amend section 
551 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 16989) to amend section 602 
of an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law for the 
District of Columbia,” as amended—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 16990) establishing two judi- 
cial districts in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 16991) to repeal the 
act confirming a lease between J. W. Peglow and the Seneca 
nation of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 16992) 
to authorize the county of Sunflower to construct a bridge across 
the Sunflower River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 16993) for a publie build- 
ing at Santa Cruz, Cal. and appropriating money therefor— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16994) to construct 
a public building at Nacogdoches, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 16995) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to make an examination, survey, and estimate of 
cost of improvement of Bay of Monterey, California—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16996) increasing the limit of cost of pub- 
lie building at Fresno, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 16997) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to adjust rank of certain retired army officers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16998) for the appoint- 
ment of an additional United States commissioner and con- 
stable in the northern judicial district of the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 16999) to establish a national 
military park on St. Michaels Island, Lake Champlain, and to 
erect a monument in honor of the American sailors and soldiers 
killed in the battle of Plattsburg—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BONYNGEH: A bill (H. R. 17000) providing for the 
sale of the old mint building and site thereof at Denver, Colo. to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17001) providing for the sale of the old 
mint building and site thereof at Denver, Colo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17002) providing for the completion of the 
new mint building at Denver, Colo—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17003) to purchase certain lands adjacent 
to the present site of Fort Logan, Colo.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 17004) to increase the pen- 
sions of certain persons now on the pension roll under the 
generat laws—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 184) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a con- 
demned cannon to the armory at St. Paul, Minn., to construct a 
memorial tablet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON; A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) au- 
thorizing and directing the Director of the Census to collect and 
publish additional statistics relating to cotton—to the Commit- 
tee on the Census. 

By Mr. BAKER: A resolution (H. Res. 407) relative to the 
beef, coal, and oil trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 408) of inquiry to the Attorney- 
General relative to the criminal prosecution of Hon. Paul Mor- 
ton, Secretary of the Navyy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 409) of inquiry to the President 
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relative to Hon. Paul Morton, Secretary of the Navy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: A resolution (H. Res. 410) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to the widow of J. N. McDonald, late 
member of the Capitol police, a sum equal to one-half year’s 
salary, and expenses of last illness and funeral expenses, not to 
exceed $250—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A resolution (H. Res. 411) granting an in- 
crease in salary to Arthur Lucas and L. W. Pulies, cloakroom 
men—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 17005) for the relief of M. 
F. Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17006) for the relief of Alexander Clapp— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17007) for the relief of John Pilkenton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17008) granting an increase of pension to 
John Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17009) granting a pension to Abram Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 17010) granting a pension 
to S. Effie Parkhill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17011) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17012) granting an increase of pension 
to Oliver N. McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 17013) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George P. Finlay—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17014) granting a pension 
to William W. Kingsland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 17015) granting an increase 
of pension to William Weitzel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 17016)) granting a pension to David 
Zecher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 17017) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 17018) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 17019) granting certain 
lands to the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, for use 
as a public park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17020) for the relief of Herman C. Funk 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17021) to confirm title to 
lot 5 in square south of square No. 990, in Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17022) granting an increase 
of pension to William I. Hilkey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17023) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Hebb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17024) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Teets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17025) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Street—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17026) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Huffman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17027) granting an increase of pension to 
Pary McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 17028) granting an increase 
of pension to John S. Roseberry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17029) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17030) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Haupt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17031) granting a pension to Amelia B. 
Warfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17032) granting a pension 
to Charlotte M. Wylie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17033) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin W. De Lano—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 17034) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus W. Thompson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17035) 
granting an increase of pension to W. H. Miles—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17036) granting a pension to 
Alexander R. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17037) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Haggart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17038) granting a pension to Rufus 
Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17039) granting a pension to Sarah Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17040) granting a pension to Mary Isham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17041) granting a pension to H. Edward 
Goetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17042) granting an increase of pension to 
James Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, à bill (H. R. 17043) for the relief of Roger H. Abbott— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17044) for the relief of James P. Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 17045) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Forbes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 17046) granting an increase 
of pension to Hartvig Engebretson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 17047) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wesley J. Banks—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 7 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 17048) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel C. Sawyer to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 17049) granting an increase of 
pension to R. H. Tombaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (II. R. 17050) grant- 
ing a pension to Lena McNabb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 17051) granting a pension to 
Bridget Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17052) granting 
an increase of pension to Brian B. Tully—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17053) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17054) granting an increase of pension to 


Roten Burchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17055) granting a pension to Sarah Os- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17056) granting a pension to Sarah H. 
Willhite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 17057) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cornelia M. Richardson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17058) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Getman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 17059) granting a pension 
to Jane Herr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17060) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel H. Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 17061) granting an increase 
of pension to E. A. Strimple—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17062) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Mote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 17063) granting a pension 
to Marion W. Warden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17064) granting a pension to Louis Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17065) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17066) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17067) granting a pension to Abraham H. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 17068) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Coil—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17069) granting 
an increase of pension to Carl W. Block—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17070) granting an inerease of pension to 
Henry L. Pengilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17071) 
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granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Pace to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 17072) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph F. Koonce—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17073) granting an increase of pension 
to Francis M. Shewmaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17074) granting an increase of pension to 
John Piper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17075) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Reuter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 17076) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Eckel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17077) granting a pension to Doroteo 
Duran—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17078) granting a pension to William 
Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17079) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund G. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 17080) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James F. Travis to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 17081) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth A. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17082) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason T. Geibner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 17083) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Stewart Duff—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17084) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo P. Spooner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 17085) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William S. Stanley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. > 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17086) granting an increase 
of pension to J. Loomis Gould—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17087) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Connelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17088) granting an increase of pension to 
Themas Manahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17089) for the relief of the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17090) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Conway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17091) to correct the military record of 
Patrick Galligan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 17092) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 17093) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Felix Monaghan—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

-By the SPEAKER: Petition of J. R. Lucas & Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., urging enactment into law of bill H. R. 18778—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wichita, Kahns., favoring bill 
H. R. 138778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Rudy Copeland, Jonesboro, Ark., favoring 
bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of E. W. Pattee, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Atlanta Chamber of Commerce, favoring bill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of A. N. Johnson et al., of Mount Vernon, III., 
favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of M. W. Burk et al., of Casco, Wis., favoring 
bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. Rupert & Sons, Newark, N. Y., favoring 
bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Marietta Brokerage Company, Marietta, Ohio, 


favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Edward K. Lilikalani, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to inquire into his title to the so- 
called “Crown lands of Hawali”—to the Committee on the 
Territories, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Division No. 659, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring pension for 
locomotive engineers on military railroads—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Buffalo Lumber Exchange, Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16573, 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Wiggins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16806, granting a pension 
to Marion F. Shreye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16574, granting increase 
of pension to Leonard C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers in support of bill for relief of John 
Pilkinton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in support of bill for the relief of M. F. Thomas 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 12246, granting increase 
of pension to Joseph C. Grissom—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition favoring bill empowering Interstate Commerce 
Commission to fix rates of freight—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. . 

Also, papers in support of bill granting a pension to Abram 
Armstrong, late of the United States Nayy—-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill granting increase of pension to 
John Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of a bill granting increase of pension 
to Alexander Clapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, urging appropriations for completion of Point Judith 
harbor of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of citizens of Kansas City, 
asking increase of power of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Papers to accompany petition for in- 
crease of pension to George P. Finlay—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers supporting claim for pension 
for William W. Kinsland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers accompanying bill 
(H. R. 15020) for the relief of Charles J. Kayser—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers accompanying bill to increase pen- 
po of William I. Hilkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ 
Association, indorsing bill to regulate interstate freight—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Union League Club of December 8, 
1904, relative to investigation by Congress of the conditions of 
manufacturers as affected by the tariff—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers accompanying bill for the relief 
of Philip H. Haup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Arabella M. 
Marks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John S. Rose- 
berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Illinois Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, for legislation regulating the carriage of 
freight on all the railroads engaged in interstate transporta- 
tion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John W. Masury & Son, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for amendment of customs-drawback law by enactment of the 
sone “Lovering bill”—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Augustus W. Thompson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition in favor of Hearst bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of heirs of Jonathan N. Newman, deceased, 
late of Jefferson County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, petition of heirs of Samuel I. Newman, late of Jefferson 
County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim to Court of 
Claims under Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Frank Martin and others, of 
Williamstown (Vt.) Grange, in favor of passage of bill H. R. 
10765, establishing a Bureau of Public Highways—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Union Furniture Company, of 
Rockford, III., favoring bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of George M. Melendy, president of Carroll 
County (III.) Farmers’ Institute, against any changes in the 
oleomargarine laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Skandia Furniture Company, of Rock- 
ford, III., favoring bill H. R. 6273, modifying the interstate 
commerce laws—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Shippers and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, of Rockford, III., against legislation authorizing railroads 
to pool their traffic or earnings—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of Liberty League, Grand Junction, 
Mesa County, Colo., indorsing bill H. R. 18778, increasing the 
power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Canon City, Colo., for legislation prohibiting sale of opium 
except on medical prescription—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Canon City, Colo., for legislation prohibiting sale of liquors on 
all Government premises—to the Committee on Alcohole Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Canon City, Colo., for legislation prohibiting no-license towns 
and States against selling liquor to“ speak-easies” under guise 
of interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Canon City, Colo., for legislation prohibiting use of mails 
for all gambling devices—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions by the Commercial Exchange 
(Commercial Club) of Des Moines, Iowa, on fixing just and 
reasonable freight rates by Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. G. Stanley and others, for the passage 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill (H. R. 4072)—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of the Nebagamon Lumber Com- 
pany, of Lake Nebagamon, Wis., for passage of bills H. R. 6273 
and S. 2489—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of the Austen Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Oswego, N. Y., for enactment of bill H. R. 9051—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 650, 
Patriotic Grder Sons of America, Broad Top City, Pa., for re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of I. E. Walker et al., favoring legislation re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PORTER: Papers relative to pension for George 
Wineland, of Mattawanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sidns. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, 
indorsing supervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
over freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Henry Winser & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 
against passage of bill H. R. 15594—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Geidel & Co. et al., of Pittsburg, that the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission be empowered to fix freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Utica (N. Y.) Chamber of 
Commerce, for enactment of the Cooper-Quarles bill regarding 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of Edwin Irle 
and others, R. A. Kirk and others, and Edwin Suygart and 
others, all citizens of Minnesota, in favor of untaxed dena- 
turized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Tuourspay, January 6, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE. 

Mr. ANsELM J. McLaurin, a Senator from the State of Mis- 
sissippi, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

KAW COMMISSION AWARD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting an item of $155,976.88 to be inserted in the Indian 
appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1906, in payment of the 
award made by the Kansas or Kaw Commission; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDALS OF HONOR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of 
a bill authorizing the distribution of medals for service in the 
Spanish-American war and other campaigns; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD ANDERSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of Edward Anderson, administrator of Mary 
Anderson, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out 
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel ship Aurora, 
Stephen Butman, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
court relating to the vessel sloop Geneva, Giles Savage, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. McENERY presented the credentials of MURPHY James 
Fosrer, chosen by the legislature of the State of Louisiana a 
Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 
1907 ; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Oklahoma Territory, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors in that Territory when admitted to stateheod; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Durand and 
Albion, in the State of Michigan; of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, Md.; Jacksonville, Fla. ; Danville, Va.; Kansas City, Mo.; 
New York City, Buffalo, and Rochester, in the State of New 
York; of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, Frankford, and West- 
chester, in the State of Pennsylvania, and of sundry citizens 
of Celina, Portsmouth, and Antwerp, in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lawrence, 
Mass., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Directors 
of the “ Bourse” of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation authorizing the construction of a sea-level 
canal across the Isthmus of Panama; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interoceanie Canals. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 41, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Wayne County, Pa., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present oleomargarine law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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He also presented a petition of the faculty of Franklin Insti- 
tute, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the use of free alcohol in the arts and 
manufactures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Media, of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Manor, and of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Harrison city, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
Pa., praying for the ratification of international arbitration 
treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Cookman Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the Indian Rights’ Asso- 
ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor 
traffic in new States to be formed; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Farmersburg, Ind., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the International Pure Food 
Congress, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food 
bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Harriet Beecher Stowe 
Woman's Club of Valparaiso, of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elkhart, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Salem, and of the Ladies’ Literary Club of Evansville, 
all in the State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of a cer- 
tain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Indian Territory Church 
Federation, of Muscogee, Ind. T.; of the Woman's Board of 
Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church; of the Minis- 
terial Association of Kendallville, Ind., and of the congrega- 
tion of the Tabernacle Christian Church, of Columbus, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted 
to statehood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Goodrich Brothers Hay 
and Grain Company, of Winchester, Ind., and a petition of the 
Morgan Electric Machine Company, of East Chicago, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Poynette, Wis., remon- 
strating against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Dover N. H., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military’ Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of G. W. Buzzell, superin- 
tendent of the Good Will Institute, of Nashuh, N. H., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to provide for the protection 
of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States to be formed; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented a petition of the North Capitol and Eck- 
ington Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to grade and regulate the salaries 
of the Metropolitan police; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Republican 
Club of New York City, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“pure-food bill ;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Trenton Street Baptist Church, the Independent Methodist 
Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church South, the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the First Presbyterian Church, 
the Grace Episcopal Church, and the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, all of Harriman; of sundry citizens of McMinnville, 
in the State of Tennessee, and of the National Temperance 
Society of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic 
1 States to be formed; which were ordered to lie on the 
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Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of the Business Men's 
Association of Portsmouth, of the Bar Association of Richmond. 
of the Board of Trade of Lynchburg, and of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Newport News, all in the State of Virginia, pray- 
ing for the ratification of international arbitration treaties; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rivyer- 
ton, N. J., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; ‘which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CLAY presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 5838) for the relief of the heirs of G. W. Click; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present two petitions, to which 
I wish to call particular attention. One is the petition of Judge 
Baldwin and other very prominent citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., relating to the collection of statistics regarding marriage 
and divorce. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I also present a resolution of 
Lyme Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hamburg, Conn., 
declaring against the present system of free distribution of 
seeds. I think the resolution represents pretty fairly the sen- 
timent among agriculturists in Connecticut in opposition to the 
present governmental distribution of seeds. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the South Congrega- 
tional Church of New Britain, of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the First Congregational Church of 
New Britain, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the Second Congregational Church of Berlin, all 
in the State of Connecticut, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Soor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Plymouth Christian En- 
deavor Union, of Terryville, Conn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the protection of the Indians against 
the liquor traffic in the new States to be formed; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Plymouth Christian En- 
deavor Union, of Terryville, Conn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Home Mission Society of 
Stamford, Conn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the First Christian Church of New 
Britain, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings, grounds, and ships; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill (S. 6058) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Jones, I present the affidavit 
of Dr. C. H. Fulbright and a letter of George L. Clout. I move 
that the papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions to 
accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington and Alaska, praying for an extension of the 
Alaskan Government cable from Valdes to Dutch Harbor and 
Kiska Island and from Juneau to Ketchikan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LONG presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 6262) granting an increase of pension to Seth M. Tucker; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
6263) granting a pension to Daisy E. Burrill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I call up the report which I sub- 
mitted yesterday from the Committee on Printing, providing 
for printing the report of the Commmissioner of Corporations, 
and I ask that it be considered as now proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read as 
now presented. 
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JANUARY 5, 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
as the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 


Mr. CULBERSON. In the absence of my colleague [Mr. 
Bary] I call the attention of the Senator from New York to 
the proceedings of yesterday, in which my colleague suggested 
that the decision of the Supreme Court, which is criticised in 
this report, should also be printed with the report, and, as I 
understand it, the suggestion was accepted by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. The resolution is now submitted 
in the form of a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is nothing in it, I understand, pro- 
viding for the printing of the decision of the Supreme Court, 
which is criticised in the report, and to the printing of which the 
Senator from New York yesterday assented. I suggest that he 
amend the resolution and incorporate in it a provision for the 
reprinting with the report of the decision of the Supreme Court 
referred to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Does the Senator's colleague 
make that demand now? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I can not hear the Senator. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is so much noise in the Chamber it is impossible to 
hear the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas 
makes an inquiry of the senior Senator from New York. 

Mr. PLATT of New York: What is the inquiry? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is this: Yesterday my colleague (and 
I speak in his absence) suggested that if 10,000 copies of the 
report of the Commissioner of Corporations are to be printed, 
there ought also to be printed with the report the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States which is criticised in the 
report of the Commissioner. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I have no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from New York assented 
yesterday to that proposition. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I assented yesterday to it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But in the report which the Senator sub- 

mits this morning from the committee there is no reference to a 
reprint of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. The difference between the report 
made this morning and the one made yesterday is that it is now 
a concurrent resolution; the printing is to be ordered by both 
Houses. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not understand that it would make 
any difference whether it is a concurrent resolution or merely a 
resolution of the Senate. I suggest to the Senator to let the 
matter go over until my colleague comes in. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the report 
will lie on the table for the present, to be taken up later. 

Mr. PLATT of New York subsequently said: I now call up 
the concurrent resolution which was before the Senate a few 
minutes ago. I consent to the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am glad-the Senator from New York agrees 
to it, but noticing my remarks of yesterday in the Record this 
morning, I seem to have confined the suggestion to a single case. 
In order that there may be no misunderstanding about it I ask 
that both the case of Paul v. Virginia and what is known as the 
“Knight case“ should be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will consent to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. One is an insurance case and the other a man- 
ufacturing case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Texas 
kindly indicate the decision that it may be made of record at the 
desk? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not sure but that it would be better to 
offer the decisions themselves, but probably the end can be just 
as easily and more conveniently reached by providing simply 
that with this report there shall be printed the opinion of the 
Supreme Court in United States v. E. C. Knight Company (158 
U. S. 1), and also in the case of Paul v. Virginia (8 Wall., 168). 
If that is not sufficiently definite, it would take but a moment to 
send for the cases and give the pages and volumes, 

Mr. ALLISON. That is definite enough. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it is definite enough. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. The Senator from Texas can sup- 
ply the references to pages and volumes afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the senior Senator from New York accepts the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated the opinion of the court. I ought also 
to have added ‘the dissenting opinion and the statement of the 
case. There was a dissenting opinion in the Knight case, but 
none in the Paul case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution will 
be so amended, in the absence of objection. The question is on 
agreeing to the concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri 
That there be printed for the use of oie Gentine . el 
Labor 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
covering the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 
1904, including therein the statement of the case and the opinion of the 
court in Paul v. Virginia, 8 Wallace, page 168, and the statement of 
the case, the opinion of the court, and the dissenting opinion in United 
States v. E. C. Knight Company, 158 United States, page 1. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4260) for the relief of Thomas C. Sweeney, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5804) to authorize the construction of two 
steam vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty on Puget 
Sound, Washington, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5799) to provide for the exten- 
sion of time within which homestead settlers’ may establish 
their residence upon certain lands which were heretofore a part 
of the Rosebud Indian Reservation within the limits of Gregory 
County, S. Dak., reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6183) to construct a tender for the 
engineer service of the twelfth light-house district, reported it 
‘with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 6182) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 

Rock, upper part of San Francisco Bay, California; and 

A bill (S. 6181) tó establish a light-house near Santa Bar- 

bara landing, California. 


OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. BERRY. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 15317) to 
build a bridge across the Ouachita River, Arkansas, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


F. X. MULHAUPT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 739) for the relief of F. X. Mulhaupt and Caroline 
Mulhaupt, of Jackson County, Mo. ; 

A bill (S. 3125) for the relief of Andrew J. Holley; 

A bill (S. 4063) for the relief of Edwin F. Mathews; 

A bill (S. 5643) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. R. 
Morris, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5645) for the relief of William H. Morris; 

A bill (S. 5848) for the relief of Simon Normile, John F. 
Fastabend, and William F. McGregor ; 

A bill (S. 5866) for the relief of the rector, wardens, and 
vestry of St. John's Church at Jacksonville, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 6137) for the relief of St. John's Lodge, of New- 
bern, N. C., 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the claims of F. X. Mulhaupt and Caroline Mulhaupt, 
of Jackson County, Mo. (S. 739); Andrew J. Holley (S. 3125); Ed- 
win F. Mathews (S. 4063); estate of Mrs. E. R. Morris, deceased (8. 
5643); William H. Morris (S. 5645); Simon Normile, John F. Fasta- 
bend, and William F. McGregor (S. 5848); rector, wardens, and ves- 


try of St. John’s Church at Jacksonville, Fla. (8. 5866), and St. 
John's „ of Newbern, N. C. (S. 6137), now pending in the Senate, 
together all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, and gen- 
erally known as the Tucker Act.” nd the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and re- 
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port to the Senate in accordance therewith. 
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EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. DANIEL December 16, 1904, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Transportation and 
Sale of Meat Products be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ a 
stenographer, whose compensation shall be at the rate of $100 * 
month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and his 
employment shall cease at the close of this the third session of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. KHAN subsequently said: Mr. President, this morning 
I reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution authorizing the 
Committee on Transportation and Sale of Meat Products to 
employ a stenographer. I ask unanimous consent at this time 
for the reconsideration of the vote by which the resolution was 
passed for the purpose of correcting a mistake which was made 
in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks unanimous consent for the reconsideration of the vote by 
which the resolution referred to by him was passed. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before 
the Senate for consideration. d 

Mr. KEAN. I now move to amend the resolution by striking 
out the words “a stenographer” and inserting the words “ an 
assistant clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM. 


Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 5972) permit- 
ting the building of a dam across the Mississippi River be- 
tween the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., and 
the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn., and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STEAM REVENUE CUTTER FOR ALBEMARLE SOUND, ETC. 


Mr. CLAY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2510) for the construc- 
tion of a steam revenue cutter adapted to service in the waters 
of Albemarle and Pamlico sounds, North Carolina, to report 
it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill just reported by the Senator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to construct a steam revenue cutter of 
the first class adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds and Neuse River, North Carolina, at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $175,000. 

. Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury be read in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter also will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 11, 1903. 

Sin: I have to acknowledge the receipt of letter of the Tth instant 
inclosing House bill 2510, “to provide for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina,” for such 8 as may be deemed 
proper touching the merits of the bill and the 8 of its passage. 

In reply I have to say that a new vessel is needed to take the place 
of the steamer Boutwell, now on duty in the waters of North Carolina. 
This vessel is over 30 years of age, is virtually worn out, and ill 
adapted for the duty reguired. 

he original cost of the Boutwell was 870,000. Since her purchase 
repairs amounting to nearly 360, have been made to the vessel. 
She now requires very extensive repairs, including new decks, new 
boiler, and general overhauling, and it is not considered for the inter- 
ests of the service to put other than minor repairs upon the vessel. 

I recommend the passage of the bill, which is herewith returned. 

Respectfully, 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


L. M. Shaw, Secretary. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND BUOY TENDER FOR THIRP DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 
6003) to provide for the construction of a light-house and buoy 
tender for the inspector of the third light-house district. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to 
the matter. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the bill may be now 
considered. I understand that some similar cases are being con- 
sidered. The necessity for the tender is very great. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be constructed by the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor a light-house and buoy tender for use in the 
third light-house district at a cost not to exceed $135,000, and the 
Light-House Board is authorized to employ temporarily at Washington 
three draftsmen, to be 7 at current rates, to prepare the plans for 
the said light-house and buoy tender, such draftsmen to be paid from 
the appropriation for building said vessel, such employment to cease 
and determine on or before the date when the plans for such light-house 
and buoy tender shall be finished and proposals for building said vessel 
are invited by advertisement; and for this purpose the sum of $135,000. 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by himself December 8, 1904, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Wednesday, the Sth day of February, 1905, 
at 1 o'clock in the afternoon, pursuant to the requirements of the Con- 
stitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be their 
Vee eg Sage Gone that two tellers shall be perme. appointed on the 
part of the Senate and two on the part of the House of Representatves, 
to whom shall be handed, as they are opened by the President of the 
Senate, all the certificates and papers purporting to be certificates of 
the electoral votes, which certificates and papers shall be opened, pre- 
sented, and acted upon in the alphabetical order of the States, beginning 
with the letter A; and said tellers, baying then read the same in the 
presence and hearing of the two Houses, shall make a list of the votes 
as they shall appear from the said certificates; and the votes having 
been ascertained and counted in the manner and according to the rules 
by law provided, the result of the same shall be delivered to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, who shall thereupon announce the state of the vote, 
which announcement shall be deemed a suficient declaration of the 

rsons, if any, elected President and Vice-President of the United 

tates, and, together with a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals 
of the two Houses. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6292) for the relief of Delia 
B. Stuart, widow of John Stuart; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
inittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6293) granting a pension to 
Lydia A. Bingham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6294) for-the relief 
of Mrs. Olivia F. Moore, formerly Mrs. Olivia F. James; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6295) granting a pension to Jane Agnew; 

A bill (S. 6296) granting a pension to Sarah Aun Bradford 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6297) granting a pension to Jesse Peters: 

A bill (S. 6298) granting an increase of pension to Condy 
Manelius ; 

A bill (S. 6299) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


Ivers ; 

A bill (S. 6300) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Patterson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6301) granting an increase of pension to John Our- 
sler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6802) granting a pension to Margaret M. McPher- 


son; 

A bill (S. 6303) granting an increase of pension to James 
Gwyn (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6304) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bickart (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6305) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joseph P. Swope; which was read twice by its 
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title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6306) to authorize the President 
to appoint Capt. Henry H. Bellas (retired) to the grade of 
major and place him on the retired list; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6307) to correct the naval record 
of James Foust; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also intreduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 6308) for the relief of Thomas M. Steep; 

A bill (S. 6809) for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co. (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6310) for the relief of Jones & Laughlin (Limited) 
and others (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6311) for the relief of 
James W. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 6312) providing for the con- 
struction of irrigation and reclamation works in certain lakes 
and rivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6313) providing for the disposal 
of lands acquired under the provisions of the reclamation act; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6314) for the re- 
lief of certain receivers of public moneys, acting as special dis- 


bursing agents, in the matter of amounts expended by them for 


per diem fees and mileage of witnesses in hearings, which 
amounts have not been credited by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department in the settlement of their accounts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6315) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore McClellan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6316) for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of a national sani- 
tarium of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
at Thermopolis, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6317) for the relief of George 
W. Board; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6318) concerning 
foreign-built dredges; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6319) providing for compulsory 
education in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6320) to amend an act approved 
February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to provide for a union 
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6821) granting a pension to 
Hattie F. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6322) for the erection of 
a public building at Belvidere, III.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 6323) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Prigon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6324) granting a pension to 
‘Annie M. Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 6325) to 
amend section 5398 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6326) increasing the limit of 
cost of public building at Meriden, Conn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. ` 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6327) for the relief of 
L. K. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 6328) for the relief of 
Daniel W. Dorris; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 6329) authorizing the appeal of 
a test case from the citizenship court of the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations of the Indian Territory to the circuit court of ap- 
peals of the eighth circuit, at St. Louis, to determine the legal 
status of intermarried citizens and their descendants; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6330) for the relief of the 
Mitsui Bussan Kaisha; which was read twice by its title, and 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6331) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Faulkner; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6332) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Lucas; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6333) for the relief of the estate 
of George F. Lee, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6334) for 
the relief of the estate of John G. Snell, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 6335) to correct the military 
record of Joseph A. Blanchard, late first lieutenant of Troop E, 
First New York Mounted Rifles; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 6336) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances B. Kellogg; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


OFFICES OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BAILEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 87) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
extending the term of the President; which was read the first 
time by its title, the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in henge, agen assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States be proposed to the legislatures of the several 
States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, 
become and be a part of the Constitution, and shall be known as Article 
XVI of the amendments to the Constitution: 

“The executive pea shall be vested in a President of the United 
States, who shall hold his office during a term of six years, and, to- 
gether with the Vice-President, chosen for the same term, be elected 
as provided in Article XII of the amendments to this Constitution. The 
President shall forever be ineligible to a reelection, nor shall an person 
be eligible to an election to the Presidency who has served as ident 
under any succession provided for in this Constitution or the laws made 
in pursuance thereof.” 


AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment relative to the pro- 
motion of certain retired officers of the Navy who served during 
the civil war, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 


Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9493) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, en- 
titled “An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to prevent 
the importation and exportation of the same, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the popas in the case of John Simpson, accompanying Senate 
bill 1368, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, copies of the same to be 
left in the files, as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


REPORT OF MERCHANT-MARINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following cancurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound in cloth 6, copies of the report on 
the Development of the American Merchant Marine and American Com- 
merce, and of the testimony taken in connection therewith, of which 
2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of 
the Merchant Marine Commission, of Which latter 100 copies shall be 
bound in half morocco. 


1905. 


OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the morning business is closed, and 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. McENERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6019) to authorize the parish of 
Caldwell, La., to construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, on page 
1, line 10, after the words “ Sec. 2,” to strike out: 

That the said bridge authorized to be constructed under this act 
shall be built and constructed, upon plans to be ap ed by the Sec- 
—.— of War, from the end of the main street of said town of Co- 


on the west bank of said Ouachita River, to a point on the 
east side which said street if projected across the river would touch: 


Provided. 

And in line 14, page 2, after the words “ Secretary of War,” at 

the end of the section to insert: ; 

II. at its own expense, make from tim 
ke a the aaia eo 2 a bridge as the Becretary of War may Foe ig 
the interest of navigation. 

So as to make the section read: 

id bridge shall be constructed under and subject 
3 for the 3 of navigation as the ect 
War shall prescribe; and to secure that ob, the said parish shall 
submit for examination and approval a design and drawing of the 
bridge and a map of the location; and until the location and plan of 
the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not 
be commenced or built; and should any change be made in the plan of 
said bridge during the progress of construction or after completion 
such change shall subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; 
and the said company shall, at its own expense, make from time to 
time such changes in said bridge as the Secretary of War may order 
in the interest of navigation. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONSULAR OFFICE RENT. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 3313) to amend section 1706 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
section 1706 of the Revised Statutes by striking out the words 
of that section “not to exceed, in any case, 20 per cent of the 
amount of the annual compensation allowed to such officer,” so 
that the act shall read, “the President may allow consuls- 
general, consuls, and commercial agents who are not allowed to 
trade, actual expenses of office rent whenever he shall think 
there is sufficient reason therefor.” 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator who reported that bill 
would explain what the purpose of it is, as I could not ‘catch it 
from the reading at the desk. 

Mr. LODGE. The law now provides that there shall not be 
more than 20 per cent per annum allowed for the office rent of 
any consulate of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Twenty per cent of what? 

Mr. LODGE. Twenty per cent of the salary fixed by law. 

The result of that is in some cases the allowance is very much 
too large and in other cases it is very much too small. It is a 
matter now of discretion, to be paid out of the earnings of the 
service. The Department think it extremely necessary that the 
consuls should have this latitude, in order to furnish a sufficient 
sum for proper rent at some of the most important places, 
notoriously at London. The Committee on Foreign Relations 
yery carefully discussed the bill, and the report is unanimous. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere with this bill, but 
I do want to say to the Committee on Foreign Relations that 
there is in the neighboring Republic of Mexico great need of 
some additional consulates. There are many sections of that 
country where people of the United States are investing large 
sums of money, a long distance from the consulate. I want to 
call the attention of the committee to the fact. I am particu- 
larly interested in a large colony of Colorado people who have 
gone into Mexico and have invested several millions of dollars 
there. They have appealed to me to see if they can not have 
consulates established at two or three different points. I wish 
the committee would consider that matter. 

Mr. LODGE. That is very important, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to say that when information 
comes to the Committee on Foreign Relations of the need of 
consulships the committee has been inclined to provide for them. 
I know of one or two cases in Mexico where I hope consulates 
will be established, but it is rather difficult for the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to hunt up such places. Of course, when 
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they are brought to the attention of the committee we give them 
proper consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state to the chairman of the committee 
that in a day or two I shall present him some points where I 
think there should be consulates established purely from a busi- 
ness standpoint. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present. 
consideration of the bill (S. 5359) to amend “An act to regulate 
the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and 
surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof 
in the District of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. I inquire if there is a report accompanying that 
bill, Mr. President? 

Mr. TELLER. If there is a report, let it be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, possibly if I should make 
a brief statement it would obviate the necessity of reading the 
report. 

The bill is asked for by the medical supervisors of the Dis- 
trict and the leading physicians of this city. All it proposes to 
do is to establish a reciprocal arrangement, so that if in the 
State of Colorado, for instance, a practitioner of medicine is 
required to be a graduate of a medical schoo] and is required to 
have a certificate from the State board of medical examiners 
equivalent to that required in this District, he may be permit- 
ted to practice in the District of Columbia, provided the State 
of Colorado extends the same reciprocal courtesy to practitioners 
of the District of Columbia going into that State. The bill 
simply commences a system of reciprocal courtesy, which can 
not by any means lower the standard of medical education, but 
which will be of some advantage to physicians of repute holding 
the right to practice in their several States—all the States now 
haye laws on this question of medical practice and they are 
essentially the same—so that they may not be supjected to cer- 
tain annoyances which they find when they go from one juris- 
diction to another. That is all there is in the bill. I think it is 
a very proper bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask leave for the considera- 
tion at this time of the bill (S. 5166) to increase the efficiency 
of the Ordnance Department. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in 
section 1, page 1, before the word “colonels,” at the beginning 
of line 5, to strike out “seven” and insert “six; “ in the same 
line, before the word “ lieutenant-colonels,” to strike out “ten” 
and insert “nine;” in the same line, before the word“ majors,” 
to strike out “twenty-one” and insert nineteen; “ in line 6, 
before the word “ captains,” to strike out “twenty-three” and 
insert “ twenty-five;” and in line 7, before the words “ first 
lieutenants,” to strike out“ twenty-three” and insert“ twenty- 
five; ” so as to make the section read: 


That the Ordnance Department shall consist of one chief of ordnance, 
with the rank of brigadier-general; six colonels; nine lieutenant- 
colonels ; ma. ; twenty-five captains; twenty-five first lieu- 


tenants, and 11 enlisted men, including ordnance sergeants, as now 
an pesado AA by. DOAA ACAIN ty AOT om ater are: 
2 te tae, except that the chief of — shall be selected — 
the permanent officers of the corps for a period of four years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator who has reported this bill 
would give us some explanation of what is proposed to be ac- 
complished by it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, when the so-called staff bill” 
was passed there was some doubt in the War Department and 
some doubt on the part of many Senators whether it sufficiently 
provided for the Ordnance Corps. It was submitted to trial, 
and it has been found that there are too few by seven or eight 
members of the staff, and that it is difficult to fill from the line 
under such an examination as the officers are obliged to submit 
to, because at present there is no promotion in the transfer or 
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detail. In other words, a man who is a first lieutenant in the 
line has to submit to a severe examination in order to pass and 
become eligible, and after having studied long and hard to ob- 
tain admission to that corps he gets no advantages in the way 
of promotion or pay, but is simply there for a short time and 
goes back to the line at the end of his detail service. 

The bill raises the number of officers in the Ordnance Corps 
from seventy-four to eighty-one. It cuts down somewhat the 
estimate of the Department, and it leaves first lieutenants and 
captains eligible to captains’ places after they have passed 
certain examinations, and second lieutenants from the Army at 
large eligible to first lieutenants’ places in the ordnance service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not wish to monopolize 
so much of the time of the Senate, but I feel obliged to call up 
a similar bill to the one just passed. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4838) to increase 
oe efficiency of the Medical Department of the United States 

rmy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, this bill is no 
doubt intelligible to a Senator who is on the Committee on 
Military Affairs, but to a layman it seems technical, and I 
think there ought to be some little explanation of it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is true the bill is a long 
one and seemingly technical, but in the sum total the bill is 
simply one to provide better regulations for the continuance 
of our Medical Corps. It is perfectly patent, from the fact 
that during the Spanish war there was a great increase of 
those employed in the medical service, and that at the close 
of that war there was a release of some portion of the force, 
that some measure of reorganization ought to be provided. 

This bill does not, in my judgment, materially increase the 
expense of the corps. In the first place, it makes it possible 
to do away, in a measure, with the contract-surgeon system, 
which is now so prevalent and under which we have some 
200 employees. It makes it harder for an applicant to get 
promotion—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator how 
does the bill enable the doing away with the contract surgeons. 
Does it make them all officers? 

Mr. WARREN.. Some of them may be made oflicers—a re- 
serve corps is provided for and one or more or all of the reserve 
corps may be called into service as occasion requires. While 
these are oflicers of the Army under that reserve corps, and 
under pay while actually employed, they are not entitled to re- 
tirement under pay, pension, ete. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think it is a good thing to 
do away with the contract surgeons? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, it is impossible to hear the 
Senators. 

Mr. WARREN. This measure does away with the necessity 
of having in the service so large a proportion or number of 
army contract surgeons. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is one question I should 
like to ask. As I caught the reading of the bill, it provides that 
where a person is retired on account of disability he shall be re- 
tired at a rank higher than the rank which he is enjoying at 
that time. In other words, there shall be with the retirement 
promotion to a higher rank. I may not have caught it cor- 
rectly, but I think I did. I should like to inquire whether that 
is the rule with reference to other bureaus or departments in 
the Army? 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps the understanding of the Senator is 
a little different from mine. For instance, if to-day the Senator 
were an officer of the Army and entitled to promotion by date 
and seniority, and he were on examination found inefficient 
physically, he would be retired with the grade that he were enti- 
tled to be seniority rather than to deny him that promotion which 
he had earned by long and faithful service in the Army because, 
broken down in health through such long service, he were found 
physically inefficient. 

Will the Senator call my attention to the particular paragraph 
he has in mind? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I presume the Senator from Wy- 
oming is entirely correct, but my impression was derived from 
a reading of the bill, and it is very difficult to catch it as it is 
read from the desk. In section 5, on page 4, there is this provi- 
sion: 


That no officer of the medical corps shall be 
he shall have successfully passed an examination 


romoted therein until 
‘ore an army medical 


board consisting of not less than three officers of the medical corps, to 
be designated by the Secretary of War, such examination to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of War and to be held at such time anterior to the ac- 
cuing of the right to promotion as may be for the best interests of the 
service. 


Then there is a proviso—— 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will understand 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me read the proviso. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It says: 

Provided, That should any officer of the Medical Corps fail in his 
physical examination and be found incapacitated for service by reason 
of porate! disability contracted in the line of duty, he shall be retired 
with the rank to which his seniority entitled him to be promoted. 

Mr. WARREN. That is perfectly clear. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Does that apply in other depart- 
ments of the Army? 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, yes. It applies and should apply to all 
departments of the Army. 

As I stated before, when the proper time comes for the pro- 
motion of an officer by law, unless some examination intervenes, 
he of course passes up to promotion one higher grade through 
that, and if but a day after that he should be found physically, 
incapable he would be retired in his new rank. 

Now, this proposes that even though an officer’s seniority en- 
titles him to promotion he is not promoted to active service 
without an examination to see whether his capabilities, mental 
and physical, are sufficient to warrant such promotion. If he 
is found physically incapable, he is retired and goes on the re- 
tired list with that rank to which he would be entitled were it 
not for his physical disability. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I understand it. But 
some cases have come to my attention in the line of the Army 
where an officer has been retired for physical disability, and, 
although he was just on the eve of promotion, retired at the 
rank which he then held. He lost his promotion. In some 
eases, and one particularly of which the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], who is listening to me knows, it was very 
hard indeed. I had thought that perhaps it had been corrected 
by general law. If not, it ought to be. 

Mr. WARREN. There have been cases under old laws, and 
most of them have been since righted by special legislation. 
The later course was to pass the officer up to his rank, as if in 
health, and then retire him soon after. 

Now, it is the intention to provide that in all cases there shall 
be an examination and favorable recommendation as well as 
seniority before promotion, and that a man’s physical disability 
shall not be a bar to his receiving generous treatment at 
retirement. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think there ought to be uni- 
formity in the whole Army about this matter. If we are pro- 
viding it in reference to the medical staff or corps, the same 
rule ought to apply to the line. 

I hesitate to say anything about this matter, for I probably 
know as little about the organization of the Army as any 
Senator. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, for a long time there has 
been a statute providing that if an officer reaches the head of 
his grade and is entitled to promotion, except that he is phys- 
ically disqualified, he shall be retired at the higher grade. 

That has been the statute for quite a good many years refer- 
ring to all—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does this provision precisely 
correspond to that or is it an enlargement of it? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I can not say, as I have been out of the 
Chamber and do not know the particular provision which is 
under discussion. 

Mr. WARREN. In my judgment this bill could have been 
drawn in shorter form, relying upon the different existing stat- 
utes, but sometimes in constructing a measure it is better, in- 
stead of referring to other statutes, to have the whole text 
written out. This provision corresponds identically, according 
to my understanding, with the advantages offered in other lines. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Wyoming what is the strength of the medical corps? This pro- 
vides for— 

16 colonels, 24 Meuenant-colonels, 110 majors, and 300 captains or 
first lieutenants, who shall have rank, pay, and allowances of officers 
of corresponding grades in the cavalry arm of the service. 

Mr. WARREN. Under existing law there is 1 brigadier- 
general, 9 colonels, 12 lieutenant-colonels, 60 majors, 155 cap- 
tains mounted, 75 first lieutenants, 200 contract surgeons, some- 
thing over 500 in all. 

Mr. SPOONER. What increase will this bill, if it is passed, 
make in the number of medical officers in the Regular Army? 

Mr. WARREN. It increases in some grades and decreases 
in others, but the total number is not increased; on the contrary, 
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it is decreased over fifty, including, of course, the contract sur- 


geons. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are all these reserve corps men to be paid, 
whether on active duty or not? 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, no. 

I may say to the Senator that it gives the medical corps a 
more liberal number of the high-grade officers, but gives it no 
more in bulk, I may say, or in the aggregate, than at present 
employed. 

The Senator has asked about the medical reserve force. This 
force is in line of, you may say, the contract surgeons. It may 
be called into service, in whole or in part, whenever needed. 
Its members will have passed examinations, be placed on the 
roll, and can be put into the service at any time, but they do not 
accumulate the right of officers regarding pay after retirement, 
pension, etc., and are under no pay except when in the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The Secrrrary. On page 4, section 3, after the word“ years,” 
in line 9, it is proposed to insert “ reckoned from the date of his 
commission ;” so as to read: 

Provided further, That a first lieutenant of the medical corps, upon 
the completion of three years’ service, including service as assistant 
surgeon the lar Army, or as surgeon or assistant surgeon in the 
Volunteer Army during the war with Spain or since, or on active du 
as first lieutenant in the medical reserve corps as hereinafter provid 
shall be entitled to the pay and allowences of a captain of the medical 
corps, and when the aggregate of his service, either as first lieutenant 
in the medical corps or as assistant surgeon in the Army, 
equals three years, reckoned from the date of his commission, he shall 
be entitled, subject to examination, to promotion to the grade of cap- 

in the medical corps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE MURTAGH. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5396) for the relief of Caroline 
Murtagh. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the claim of Caroline Murtagh, as widow and sole heir of William 
J. Murtagh, deceased, for AY aston ‘Treasury artment advertise- 
ments in the National Republican 8 of Washington City durin 
the years 1870 to 1873, Inclusive, is hereby referred to the Court o 
Claims for adjudication, and if the court shall find that said advertise- 
ments were published with the knowledge and acquiescence of the Presi- 
dent and that it had been usual and customary to publish such adver- 
tisements in the National Republican, and that said tment derived 
benefit from their publication, then the said court shall render judgment 
in such amount as will fairly compensate the said t for said 
eee ha not to exceed the usual and customary rates of com- 
pensation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not object to the consid- 
eration of this bill by the Senate. The matter was discussed on 
.a former occasion, and I see no reason myself to arrive at a dif- 
ferent conclusion from the one which forced itself upon me at 
that time. These empty benches will not take much interest in 
it, but I want to say a word about the bill if the Senate is to 
pass it and refer this matter to the Court of Claims, in order 
that it may not seem from the record that by common consent 
it was evidently the opinion of the Senate that the report con- 
tained evidence warranting the inference that the claim should 
be allowed by the Court of Claims. 

In a nutshell, it is a case of sympathy; and I always sympa- 
thize with a woman whose husband performed some service for 
the Government and who wants pay for it. 

The bill provided for seventeen thousand and some hundred 
dollars to pay for the publication of certain advertisements or 
notices in the Republican, then a prominent newspaper of this 
city. The law at that time provided that no advertisement, 
notice, or proposal for any Executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment, or any Bureau thereof or for any office therewith con- 
nected, should be published in any newspaper whatever, except 
in pursuance of a written authority for such publication from 
the head of such Department, and that no bill for such adver- 
tising should be paid unless there were presented with such bills 
a copy of the written authority required by law. 

Mr. Murtagh, who was the owner of the National Republican, 
as I understand, and a friend of General Grant, had been in the 
habit of publishing these advertisements. However, for some 
reason, the law having been changed—he claims it was because 
of the personal animosity of Mr. Boutwell, who was then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury—he was unable to secure from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury any written authority to publish these 
notices in his newspaper. The Secretary of the Treasury gave 


authority to other newspapers in the city, such as he chose, 
for the publication of the notices, and the report affords evi- 
dence that the notices were legally published in other news- 
papers and were paid for. 

There is no possible theory upon which this claim can be 
maintained against the Government except upon the statements 
of this report, not one of which I think my friend the Senator 
from Nevada will agree could be competently proven in the 
Court of Claims. Take, for instance, the fact stated here, that 
Mr. Murtagh told his wife that in conversation with President 
Grant he was advised to go ahead and publish the notices with- 
out the written authority from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he (Grant) would see that the bill was paid. Of course 
a statement made by Mr. Murtagh to any third party would not 
be competent as proving that Mr. Murtagh had any such con- 
versation with General Grant. ; 

The conclusive presumption is that he must have misunder- 
stood President Grant, for the statement here puts President 
Grant in the position of willfully violating an act of Congress. 
President Grant must have known, for the act was plain, that 
the bill could not be lawfully paid by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The payment of it would be a gross, palpable, defiant vio- 
lation of the law. The Senator admits that. And yet the prin- 
cipal foundation of this claim is that President Grant promised 
payment thus in violation of law. 

If President Grant had been so anxious that these adver- 
tisements should be printed in that newspaper, he would have 
adopted a different course from that indicated here. He would 
not have said to Mr. Murtagh: “ Publish these without author- 
ity of law, and I will see that you are paid in violation of law.” 
He would have instructed the Secretary of the Treasury, it 
being purely an administrative matter, to publish the adver- 
tisements in Mr. Murtagh’s newspaper and to give the requisite 
written order to that effect. 

Here is a statement from Colonel Crook which shows the 
flimsiness of this whole business and the attempt to bolster 
up the claim, in which Colonel Crook testifies to the friendly 
relations between President Grant and Mr. Murtagh, and as- 
serts his conviction that President Grant would not have per- 
mitted any injustice to be done to Mr. Murtagh. That has no 
tendency to support the charge which is made here against 
President Grant of violating a plain act of Congress, which was 
binding upon him, but, on the contrary, it tends very strongly 
to discredit the fundamental proposition upon which this claim 
is based, and that is that General Grant desired the publica- 
tion in that newspaper, because if General Grant felt that his 
Secretary of the Treasury, out of pure personal hostility to 
his friend Murtagh, was doing him an injustice, he would 
have made his order to the Secretary of the Treasury to give 
the authority to Murtagh to publish the advertisements. He 
did not do that. He left it entirely to the of the 
Treasury, notwithstanding the appeal of Mr. Murtagh to him, 
and the fact is shown here that the Secretary’s refusal to 
give the order was brought to the attention of General Grant 
before the publication. 

It is absolutely inconceivable on the statements here made 
to me—I do not know how it may strike the two or three 
Senators who are giving attention to the public business 
just now—— 

Mr. KEAN. Here are two. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, a few. It is absolutely inconceivable, 
upon the statements made in this report, that any such promise 
should ever have been made by the President. All the parties 
are dead except the claimant. Mr. Murtagh is dead; Presi- 
dent Grant is dead; and there is nothing here, in my judg- 
ment, to send to the Court of Claims. If the Senate wants 
to send the claim there, carrying with it the inference that 
in the opinion of this body or of the Congress the state- 
ments made here are deemed an adequate foundation for a 
judgment against the Government for $17,000, the Senate can 
do it, of course. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, if this was a claim Mr. 
Murtagh could have obtained payment for upon demand, it 
never would have been here. He was demanding payment, 
undoubtedly, all the time. As far as that is concerned, we 
admit it. The fact, however, appears that he published the 
notices as he had been doing before and as he did afterwards. 
Indeed, he published the leading newspaper in this place. It 
appears that the Secretary of the Treasury, for some peculiar 
reason of his own, did not order the publication. It is stated 
by witnesses that President Grant acquiesced in what was done. 
I do not think so. He did not order that the claim be paid. 
Of course, he could have commanded the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue the necessary order, but Senators know how 
those things are neglected. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not mean to say that 
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the President after publication, and without a change in the 
act of Congress, could have ordered the Secretary to pay the 
claim? 

Mr. STEWART. He could have ordered him to publish the 
notices. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. Why did he not? 


Mr. STEWART. I do not know why he did not. Such 
things pass along very frequently without action. A great 
many things are not done which ought to have been done at 
the time. I think very likely if President Grant had thought 
his not doing it would preyent any payment hereafter he would 
have ordered it. 

Now, this is not a new claim. It was presented by Mr. 
Murtagh himself, for many years, while living. It has been 
pending during the last fifteen or twenty years, probably. 
While Mr. Murtagh was alive and able to support his family 
I did not look into it so particularly. Now he is dead and his 
aged widow is penniless. His newspaper did this work. The 
bill provides that if the court shall find that the publication 
was made and was useful to the Government and was acqui- 
esced in by the President, she may then be compensated. I 
think that is a fair thing to do. If there is no evidence to sus- 
tain the claim, if the claimant can not prove that the publica- 
tion was made, and that it was useful, of course she can not 
recover. I admit that it will be a very difficult case to make 
out. After the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin, with 
no implication that the Senate has investigated it and found 
the testimony sufficient, it goes there to let the court examine 
it and see. If valuable service has been rendered to the Goy- 
ernment it ought to be paid for. Upon such a finding the bill 
allows the court to enter a judgment for such amount as will 
fairly compensate for the service. I think the bill ought to 
pass under those circumstances. I think the claim ought to go 
to the court and that the claimant should be given a hearing. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, just a word. There is noth- 
ing that passed along and was forgotten in the time of this 
claim. It was not something that was overlooked by President 
Grant. It was not some statutory prerequisite that was care- 
lessly forgotten by Mr. Murtagh. Here is the affidavit of Mr. 
Murtagh: 

Under this designation and authority this affiant published and was 
aid for so publishing all United States Government advertisements, 
but in 1870 Congress enacted a law Teong that no advertisement, 
notice, or proposal for any Executive partment of the Government 
or for any bureau thereof or for any office therewith connected, should 
be published in any newspaper whatever except in pursuance of a 
written authority for such pulication from the head of such Depart- 
ment; and no bill for any such advertisi or publication should be 
paid unless there was presented with such bill a copy of the written 
authority required by said law. This affiant obtained the written 
authority required by the beforementioned act of Congress from the 
heads of all the other Departments, but failed to obtain the authority 
trom Or tne policies of the Secretary of the Treasury and u is 
8 PAfiant explained the matter to President Grant. 

Now, there we find the whole subject explained to President 
Grant. President Grant knew about the requirement of the 
law, first, that the publication should not be had without the 
prior written authority; second, that it should not be paid for 
except upon youchers accompanied by the written authority. The 
refusal of the Secretary of the Treasury to give the written 
authority to Mr. Murtagh was brought to the attention of Presi- 
dent Grant. 

What is the attitude in which this affidavit puts President 
Grant? President Grant in that case, in my opinion, without 
any question if he had seen fit, would have overruled the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and would have directed him, as he had 
a right to do, to make the publication in the National Republican. 
That he did not do, and President Grant was pretty apt to do 
what he wanted to do, where he had the power to do it, as he 
had in this case. But this affiant says: 

Affiant explained the matter to President Grant, and inquired of him 
if it was safe to continue the publication of the advertisements of the 
‘Treasury Department. The President remarked that he had better con- 
tinue the publication— 

In absolute violation of law 


and that he could rely on his good offices in the premises. 

The only good offices the President could exercise would be a 
recommendation to Congress to pay the bill. Where is it? 

Mr. STEWART. It is not here. $ 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it is not here. I sympathize with the 


claimant, but I am here as the Senator is, a trustee for the 
people; and while we have a right to be sympathetic, of course, 
and generous with our own, we have no right to vote away the 
people’s money without some warrant for it. 

Mr. STEWART. While we have a right to be sympathetic and 
generous to our own, every person who has served the Govern- 
ment and has benefited the Government has a right to compensa- 


tion. None of the claims in this claims bill here on my desk have 
been paid. It has not, I suppose, a claim in it that can be en- 
forced otherwise than through Congress, by Congress recogniz- 
ing the equity of the claim. 

The services were performed in this case. I know something 
personally about the difficulty at that time and the relation be- 
tween Secretary Boutwell and Mr. Murtagh at the time, but I. 
do not care to state it. It made the matter a little personal to 
the President, and he would not like to interfere in such a case. 
I understand all that. Mr. Murtagh had been publishing in his 
newspaper here all the other notices before as he did afterwards. 
I think under the circumstances the court ought to inquire into 
it, and if it be shown clearly that the Government was benefited, 
I do not think that woman ought to starve while her husband 
performed services that benefited the Government and the Gov- 
ernment withholds the money. I do not think it is purely a ques- 
tion of sympathy, but I think it is a question of equity. I think 
the bill ought to pass. 

When the bill was up before, proposing to pay a certain 
amount of money, my attention was called to it and I could not 
state to the Senate that it was such a case as would warrant 
me in urging the passage of the bill. I had the bill referred 
back to the committee. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] then introduced another bill, which was brought be- 
fore the committee, and a substitute was reported for it. Under 
the circumstances, I think the question whether Mr. Murtagh 
did services which benefited the Government should be inquired 
into; and, if he did, this poor old lady ought to be paid what was 
fairly earned by her husband. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 10 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. KEAN. I thought the bill was open to objection. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill 
was not objected to. It is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. KEAN. It is subject to objection at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey object? 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to, it 
goes oyer under the rule. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, yesterday, in the remarks 1 
then made touching the matter of the school-land grants in 
Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Arizona, I inadvertently made 
statements that were misleading to the Senate. It was not my 
purpose in any manner to create a false impression. Since 
yesterday I have carefully looked up the statutes on the subject, 
and I now desire to state to the Senate, briefly, the facts in 
reference to these school-land grants. 

Oklahoma, by the act creating that Territory, was given a 
school-land grant of two sections in every township—sections 16 
and 36. It was not in the form of a grant, but simply in the 
form of a reservation. Subsequent to that act, by three dif- 
ferent acts of Congress, one found in 26 Statutes, page 1026, one 
found in the same Statutes, page 1043, and also a provision con- 
tained in 28 Statutes, page 71, authority was given to lease 
these school lands thus reserved. I will read the last of these 
acts bearing upon this subject, showing what authority was 
given in the premises. The act approved May 4, 1894, is as 
follows: 


That the reservation for university, agricultural college, and normal 
school purposes of section 13 in each township of the lands known as 
the Cherokee Outlet, the Tonkawa Indian Reservation, and the Pawnee 
Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, not otherwise re- 
served or disposed of, and the reservation for public buildings of section 
33 in each township of said lands, not otherwise disposed of, made b 
the President of the United States in his proclamation of August, 1 
1893, be, and the same are hereby, ratified, and all of said lands and all 
of the school lands in said Territory may be leased under such laws 
and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legislature of 
said Territory; but until such legislative action the governor, secre- 
tary of the Territory, and superintendent of panne instruction shall 
constitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the rules and 
regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


In this connection I desire to state that I am informed by 
the Delegate from Oklahoma Territory in the House of Repre- 
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sentatives that the legislature of that Territory has taken no 
action in this matter; but from the report of the governor of 
Oklahoma it appears that these lands, ever since authority was 
given under the statute to lease them, have been leased and 
have brought a large revenue to the Territory of Oklahoma, 
The common school fund of Oklahoma, according to the last re- 
port of the governor of that Territory—the report for 1904— 
states that $1,434,429 has been derived from the lease of the 
school and other lands granted or reserved to the Territory of 
Oklahoma, 

In relation to New Mexico the condition is this: In the act 
creating the Territory sections 16 and 86 were reserved for 
school-land purposes, but by the act of June 21, 1898 (30 
Stat. L., p. 484), these sections of land were absolutely 
granted to the Territory in fee. Subsequently a law was passed 
permitting the lands to be leased. That is found in section 
10 of the act of June 21, 1898 (30 Stat., 486). They were 
permitted by that act to be leased for a period not exceeding 
five years, and no more than one section of land could be leased 
to any firm or corporation. As to Arizona, the reservation of 
sections 16 and 36 in every township given to New Mexico by 
the act creating the Territory while Arizona was a part of it 
inured to Arizona when that was created, and was not referred 
to nor repealed in the act creating Arizona. Subsequently an 
act was passed authorizing the lease of the school lands in Ari- 
zona. The act authorizing the leasing is found in 29 Statutes, 
page 90. No more than one section can be leased to any one per- 
son or corporation under the provisions of the act nor for a 
longer period than five years. i 

I desire further to call attention in this connection to the 
statute I have already referred to, the act of June 21, 1898, 
which gave an absolute grant to the Territory of New Mexin 
of the two school sections. It also gave a number of other 
grants, for university and other purposes and for irrigation 
purposes. These were absolute grants to the Territory. While 
the act provided that of the lands granted for university pur- 
poses the saline lands and sections 16 and 36—the school sec- 
tions—could be leased, it provided that “the remainder of the 
lands granted by this act, except those lands which may be 
leased only as above provided, may be sold under such laws 
and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legisla- 
tive assembly of the Territory of New Mexico.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Will not the Senator be willing to just 
read the terms of the grant as they appear in the statute? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. There are several grants. Here is the 
grant of the school-land sections. I read from the act of June 
21, 1898: 

That sections Nos. 16 and 36 in every township of the Territory 
of New Mexico, and where such sections, or any parts thereof, are 
mineral or have been sold or otherwise disposed of by or under the 
authority of any act of Congress, other nonmineral lands equivalent 
thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than one-quarter section, and 
as contiguous as may be to the section in lieu of which the same is 
taken, are hereby granted to said Territory for the support of common 
schools, such in emni lands to be selected within said Territory in 
such manner as is hereinafter provided. 

Then there is a proviso, which is not material. I will read the 
other grants froin the same act: 

Sec. 2. That fifty sections of the pan epi nonmineral lands 
within said Territory, to be selected and located gy or subdivisions 
as hereinafter provided in this act, shall be, and are hereby, granted 
to said Territory for the purpose of erecting public buildings at the 
capital of the State of New Mexico when said Territory shall become 
a State and be admitted into the Union, when said capital shall be 


ermanently located by the people of New Mexico, for legislative, execu- 
ive, and judicial purposes. 


Then there is another grant: 


Sec. 3. That lands to the extent of two townships in quantity, au- 
thorized by the sixth section of the act of igh 22, 1854, to be reserved 
for the establishment of a university in New Mexico, are hereby granted 
to the Territory of New Mexico for 5 purposes, to be held and 
used in accordance with the provisions in this section; and any por- 
tions of said lands that may not have been heretofore selected by said 
Territory may be selected now by said Territory. That in addition 
to the above, 65,000 acres of nonmineral, unappropriated, and unoccu- 

ied public land, to be selected and located as hereinafter provided, 
ogether with all saline lands in said Territory, are ey perme to 
the said Territory for the use of said university, and 100, acres, to 
be in like manner selected, for the use of an agricultural college. That 
the proceeds of the sale of said lands, or an npon thereof, shall con- 
stitute permanent funds, to be safely inyes 
to be used exclusively for the purposes of suc 
tural college, respectively. 


75 FORAKER. Will the Senater state the date of that stat- 
ute 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to continue the 


reading of these grants? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I was asking for the date of 


the statute. 
Mr. NELSON. I want to finish reading them. 


and the income thereof 
university and agricul- 
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The following-described additional grants are found in section 
6 of said act: 


And in lieu of any claim or demand of the State of New Mexico 
under the act of September 28, 1850, and section 2429 of the Revised 
Statutes, . a FF song of swamp and overflowed lands, which grant 

ar 


it is hereby dec is not extended to said State of New Mexico, the 
following p Va of nonmineral and 5 land are hereby 
made to said Territory for the purposes indicated, namely: 

For the establishment of permanent water reservoirs for irrigating 
urposes, 500,000 acres; for the improvement of the Rio Grande in 
ew Mexico, and the increasing of the surface flow of the water in 
the bed of said river, 100,000 acres; for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of an asylum for the insane, 50,000 acres; for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of a school of mines, 50,000 acres; for the 
establishment and maintenance of an asylum for the deaf and dumb, 
50,000 acres; for the establishment and maintenance of a reform 
school, 50,000 acres; for the establishment and maintenance of nor- 
mal schools, 100,000 acres; for the establishment and maintenance of 
an institution for the blind, 50,000 acres; for a miners’ hospital for 
disabled miners, 50,000 acres; for the establishment and maintenance 
of a military institute, 50,000 acres; for the enlargement and main- 
tenance of the Territorial 1 50,000 acres. The buildin, 
known as the Palace, in the city of Santa Fe, and all lands an 
appurtenances connected therewith and set apart and used therewith, 
are hereby granted to the Territory of New Mexico. 


These are all absolute grants. Then after making these 
grants section 10 provides: 

That the lands reserved for university purposes, including all 
galine lands, and sections 16 and 36 reserved for public schools, may 
be leased under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter pre- 
scribed by the legislative assembly of said Territory. 

Then farther down in the same section the following provision 
is found: 

The remainder of the lands granted by this act, except those lands 
which may be leased only as above provided, may be sold under such 


laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescri by the legislative 
assembly of said Territory. 


Rok FORAKER. Will the Senator give me the date of that 
8 te? 

Mr. NELSON. That is the act of June 21, 1898. It is found 
in 30 Statutes at Large, page 484. 

Mr. FORAKER. The statute does not contain after the word 
Territory“ the words or any State which may in the future 
be incorporated?” Some such language as that was implied in 
the debate yesterday as appearing in these grants. 

Mr. NELSON. It does not appear in the phraseology here. 

Mr. FORAKER. But there is a restriction in the statute by 
implication at least against the sale and disposition of the 
school lands. 

Mr. NELSON. That is, of all school lands. It does not give 
the legislative assembly authority in express terms to sell it, 
but it is an absolute grant and gives permission 

Mr. FORAKER. To lease it. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; permission to lease; and if it were not 
for the last quotation from the statute which I have read I 
think, being an absolute grant, the Territory could dispose of it. 
But the act contains this restriction: 


The remainder of the lands granted by this act, except those lands 
which may be leased only as above provided, may be sold under such 
rules and regulations. 


That, under the rule expressio unius est exclusio alterius, 
would imply that if only those lands could be sold the other 
lands could not be sold. . 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the Senator tell us whether any of the 
lands have been in fact sold or whether they are all still re- 
tained by the Territory of New Mexico? 

Mr. NELSON. There is nothing on record that I know of, 
but I am informed by people from that Territory that some of 
the lands of New Mexico have been sold. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I think 
the statement which will be found to be correct is about this, 
that sections 16 and 36 granted in fee, but with the limitation 
of alienation, so that they have not been parted with, is one 
grant. There is a 4,000,000-acre grant outside of that. The 
4,000,000-acre grant I understand contained no limitation and 
some of it has been alienated. I think that is the correct state- 


ment. 

Mr. FORAKER. But nothing has been alienated of sections 
16 and 36. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, sir; nor do I understand that it can 
be alienated. May I ask whether there has been a discussion of 
the school lands of New Mexico? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not covered the school lands at all yet. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Might it not be well to state for the Den- 
efit of the Senator from Ohio right at this point that the school 
lands in New Mexico and in Arizona are practically of little 
value? Has the Senator been discussing that point? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not got to that point. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right; it will be called up later, 
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Mr. NELSON. In respect to Arizona, I want to supplement 
what I said a moment before the Senator from Ohio interrupted 
me, by saying that in addition to the reservation of two sections 
of each township for school purposes given to that Territory, 
and which under the law I have quoted they may lease, the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, by the act of February 18, 1881 (21 Stat L., 
826), got an absolute grant of 75,000 acres for a State univer- 
sity, and in the granting act the power of sale was given. 
Whether the Territory of Arizona has sold any of those lands, 
I do not know, but the Territory has had the absolute power, 
since the passage of that act, of selling those lands. 

I think that is all I want to say in correction of statements 
made in the discussion we had about this matter yesterday. 
I think what I have just stated and quoted plaees this matter 
eorrectly and truly before the Senate. 

I want to go back for a moment to Oklahoma and Indian 
Territory in reference to the Indian question and the question 
of Indian allotments. On the 17th of December I addressed 
a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, requesting him to 
state what progress had been made as to allotments of lands 
to the Five Civilized Tribes, and the status of the case. I 
did not yesterday have the letter relative to that subject, but 
this morning received it from the Department, and I ask to 
have the letter incorporated in my remarks. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator not read it? 

Mr. NELSON. It is quite a lengthy letter. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. NELSON. As I have stated, the letter is quite lengthy. 
I shall call attention to some other matters in connection with 
this subject, which will further elucidate the situation, and 
incorporate the letter in my remarks. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OP INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Washington, December 31, 190}. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of departmental let- 
ter of the 24th instant, 3 for immediate report a communica- 
tion from Hon. KNUTE NELSON, of the Committee on Territories, United 
States Senate, requesting a statement relative to the extent to which 
allotments to members of the Vive Civilized Tribes haye been com- 


leted. 

8 Senator NELSON desires details as to allotments to members of the 
Five Civilized Tribes in Indian Territory; how soon the lands not 
et allotted are likely to be allotted; as to the per capita allotments 
th the various nations; the total quantity of each class of alot- 
ments; the homestead and surplus, and what provision has been 
made in respect to the unallotted lands, 

Permit me to submit the following statement: 

CHEROKEES. 

Growing out of the claims of the Delawares, the allotment of lands 
in the Cherokee Nation was greatly delayed and was not n until 
eonsiderabie progress had been made in the other nations. The 
ment with the United States, appe July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 718), 
provides for the classification of the lands at valuations from a mini- 
mum of 50 cents to a maximum of $6.50 per acre, and for a per capita 
distribution according to these valuations. Under this law citizens 
and freedmen select as their allotments land equal in value to 110 acres 
of the average allottable land, which is fixed at $325.60, and as home- 
steads land be in value to 40 acres of Pig ip allottable land, fixed 

ince allotment work began 17,273 selections and claims 
of $2,178 citizens by blood, 
o and including June 


4, 
is expected wnat that prectically ait the lands of the 2 iil be 

is e at practically e lands o e nation w. absorbed 
by allotments to the citizens by blood and en, aside from special 
reservations for railroads, town sites, etc. The excess of each allotment 
over and above the homestead is salable after five years from date of 

tent. 
Ri suit is now pending in the Court of Claims involving the right of 
intermarried whites to participate in the distribution of the tribal 
lands and funds. The questions growing out of these claims may be 
expected to delay the final settlement of the affairs of the tribe for 
several years, but the delays will involve funds rather than lands. 
It is impossible to forecast when the allotment work in this nation will 
be completed, on account of the probable delays in connection with 
pending litigation. 
CREEKS. 


The citizens and freedmen of the Creek Nation receive allotments of 
160 acres each. The total area\of the nation is 8,172,813.16 acres. 
Allotments covering an area of 2,485,068.79 acres have been made, leav- 
ing, in round erat try. tracts reserved for sundry p 640,000 
acres. A total of 28,982 deeds, including homesteads and excess, have 
been executed by the principal chief of the nation. Of this number 
27,981 have been approved, recorded, and delivered. About 1,000 deeds 
are withheld delivery for various causes. Complete allotments 
have been made to 15,178 citizens and freedmen out of a total enroll- 
ment of 9,905 citizens and 5,473 freedmen. Homesteads consist of 40 
acres. Provision is made in the Indian 8 act approved 
April 21, 1904 (33 Stats., 189), for the public sale of the surplus lands 

the Creek Nation. The allotment, outside of the homestead, is sala- 
ble at the end of five rs from date of deed. The first deeds were 
issued In the summer of 1902. 

SEMINOLES. 

The approved rolls of the Seminole Nation contain the names of 2,754 

rsons, to whom have been allotted 844,048.28 acres, the total area of 
he nation being 365,851.57, and 2,272.85. acres having been reserved 
from allotment for various purposes, leaving 18,630.64 acres for future 


ition. 
he agreement between the Commission to the Fiye Civilized Tribes 


and the Seminole Nation, approved July 1, 1898 (30 Stats., 567), con- 
templated the distribution of all the ds of the nation among its 


ci 
The lands were classified in three grades, first, second, and third, and 
the amount of $309.09 was fixed upon as the total valuation which 
would i ee nearest to an equal distribution of the lands. Those 
securing lands of the first grade received 60 acres, those receiving 
land of the second, 120 acres, and third, 240 acres. No patents have 
been issued. Legislation is now being sought from Congress for the 
issuance of tents and for the di m of the surplus lands. 
Without further legislation on the subject the deeds or patents will 
be issued until after the expiration of the tribal prnaos 
March 4, 1906. The restrictions as to the alienation of the Yeon — 
above the homestead, will expire five years from the date of the patent. 
The homesteads consist of forty acres. 
CHOCTAWS AND CHICKASAWS. 


The Choctaw and Chickasaw citizens and Mississippi Choctaws 
receive allotments based on valuations, the average value be 


$1,041.28, while the value of each freedman’s allotment is $130.1 
The following table shows the number of acres of land 
allotment, according to grade and appraisement: 


embraced in an 


Acres. Acres. 

160.19 20, 02 

173.55 21.69 

189, 32 28. 6T 
5.00 208. 26 26.08 
4.50 281.39 28. 92 
4.00 260. 32 32.54 
3.25 320. 389 40.04 
3.00 347.00 43. 38 
2.50 416, 51 52.06 
2.00. 520. 64 65.08 
1.50 604. 19 86.77 
1.00 1, O41, 28 130.16 
2 1, 388. 37 173.54 
50 2, 082. 56 260. 82 
2 4,185.12 520. 64 


full allotments in the Choctaw Nation is 19,600; of freedmen, 4,966; 
and in the Chickasaw Nation, 5,468 and 4,916, The total 
area of the Choctaw Nation is 6,957,460.21, an 
Nation is 4,653, 145.90. 

Under the 3 with these nations citizens may sell one-fourth 
of that part of the allotment which is in excess of the homestead at 
the end of one year from date of patent, another fourth at the end of 
three years, and the balance at the end of five years. 

The allotments of freedmen are inalienable. 

Under section 14 of the supplemental agreement with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws (32 Stats., 641) the residue of the lands of the nations 
are to be sold at publie auction. 

The allotment work in these nations is aeann completion, 

The Indian appropriation act, approved April 21, 1904 (33 Stats., 
189), contained a provision which removed the restirctions on the sale 
of the allotments, except the homesteads, of all intermarried whites 
and freedmen in the several nations. This only affects: the Creek and 
Cherokee freedmen, as the Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen have no 
surplus above the homestead. 

A. C. TONNER, 


Very respectfully, 
Acting Commissioner. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, in reference to the allotments 
which have been made to the Five Civilized Tribes, I want to 
call the attention of Senators briefly to the character and na- 
ture of those allotments, and then to the legislation which was 
enacted in the Indian appropriation bill at the last session of 
Congress. There are five nations or tribes. Under an act of 
Congress agreements were made with the Indians and ratified 
by the act of Mareh 1, 1901, for allotments to the Creek In- 
dians, as follows: 

7. Lands allotted to citizens— 

That means citizens of the Creek tribe— 


RS Vereen es to hea ——— op not in sey manner 
whatsoever, or at any e, encum en, or so o secure 
or satisfy any debt or obligation contra or incurred prior to the 
date of the deed to the allottee therefor, and such lands shall not be 
alienable by the allottee or his heirs at any time before the expiration 
of five years from the ratification of this agreement, except with the 
a pti of the Secretary of the Interior. 
ch. citizen— 


That means members of the tribes— 


shall select from his allotment forty acres of land as a homestead, 
whieh shall be nontaxable and inalienable and free from any incum- 
brance whatever for twenty-one years, for which he shall have a sepa- 
rate deed, conditioned as above. 


That is in respect to the Creeks. Now, in respect to the 
Cherokees, this is the condition of the allotments: 


Sec. 13. Each member of said tribe shall, at the time of the selec- 
tion of his allotment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment 
land equal in value to 40 acres of the average allottable lands of the 
Cherokee Nation, as nearly as may be, which shall be Inallenable dur- 
ing the lifetime of the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years from 
the date of the certificate of allotment. Separate certificate shall issue 
for said homestead. During the time said homestead is held by the 
allottee the same shall be nontaxable and shall not be liable for any 
debt contracted by the owner thereof while so held by him. 

Sec. 14. Lands allotted to citizens shall not in any manner whatever 
or at any time be encumbered, taken, or sold to secure or sat: any 
debt or obligation, or be allenated the allottee or his heirs, before 
the expiration of five years from the 


ate of the ratification of this act. 
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I call attention to the distinction that the homestead is in- 
alienable for twenty-one years and the balance of the allotment 
for five years. 

In respect to the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, the follow- 
ing is the condition as to the allotments: 


12. Each member of said tribes shall, at the time of the selection of 
his allotment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment land 


equal in value to 160 acres of the average allottable land of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nations, as nearly as may be, which shall be in- 
alienable during the lifetime of the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one 
years from the date of certificate of allotment, and separate certificate 
and patent shall issue for said homestead. 

13. The allotment of each Choctaw and Chickasaw freedman shall be 
inalienable during the lifetime of the allottee, not exceeding twenty- 
one years from the date of certificate of allotment. 

— * * * * * 


> 

15. Lands allotted to members and freedmen shall not be affected or 
encumbered by any deed, debt, or obligation of any character contracted 
prior to the time at which said land may be alienated under this act, 
nor shall said lands be sold except as herein provided. 

16. All lands allotted to the members of said tribes, except such land 
as is set aside to each for a homestead as herein provided, shall be 
alienable after issuance of patent as follows: One-fourth in acreage in 
one year, one-fourth in acreage in three years, and the balance in five 
years; in each case from date of patent. 

In referenee to the Seminoles, the allotment was made in the 
same manner. Each allottee in that nation was to designate 
one tract of 40 acres, which shall, by the terms and conditions 
of the act, be made inalienable and nontaxable—a homestead in 
perpetuity. 

So you see in these tribes there are two classes of allotments, 
one known as homestead and the other nonhomestead. These 
homestead allotments in the case of four of the nations or 
tribes were inalienable for twenty-one years, while in the case 
of the Seminoles the homestead grant was inalienable in per- 
petuity. 8 

These restrictions upon the right of alienation were con- 
siderably modified by the following provision in the last Indian 
appropriation act: 

And all the restrictions upon the alienation of lands of all allottees 
of either of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians who are not of Indian 
blood, except minors, are, except as to homesteads, hereby removed 
and all restrictions upon the alienation of all other allottees of said 
tri except minors, and except as to homesteads, may, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, be removed under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, upon 
application to the United States Indian agent at the Union Agency in 
e of the Five Civilized Tribes, if said agent is satisfied upon a full 
investigation of each individual case that such removal of restrictions 
is for the best interest of said allottee. The finding of the United 
States Indian agent and the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 
shall be in writing and shall be recorded in the same manner as patents 
for lands are recorded. 

The provisions which I have read show exactly what restric- 
tions are now in force upon the right of alienation. There was 
a section in this bill as it came from the other House which 
proposed to remove entirely all restrictions upon alienation— 
section 13. I think the committee of the Senate reported in 
favor of striking out that section, so as to leave the matter ex- 
actly as it is left under the law I have just quoted. 

I will now, Mu. President, resume my remarks in respect to 
the proposed State of Arizona, to be composed of the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico. First, I desire to call 
attention to a proviso in the act establishing the Territory of 
New Mexico, in 1850 (9 Stat. L., 446): 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 
inhibit the Government of the United States from dividing said Terri- 
tory into two or more Territories, in such manner and at such times as 
Congress shall deem convenient and proper, or from attaching— 

I call attention to this— 
or from attaching any portion thereof to any other Territory or State. 

And in the act establishing the Territory of Arizona, the act 
of February 24, 1863 (13 Stat. L., 664), is this proviso: 

Provided, That nothing contained in the provisions of this act shall 
be construed to prohibit the 8 of the United States from divi& 
ing said Territory or changing its boundaries in such manner and at 
such time as it may deem proper. 

So that we have the right under this law, aside from our 
general plenary right, to attach or to reattach it to-day as a 
mere Territory to the Territory of New Mexico; and if that 
right is reserved, manifestly we have a right to attach it to New 
Mexico and consolidate it with New Mexico as a State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not true that in the proposed bill in 
regard to Indian Territory and Oklahoma and New Mexico 
and Arizona the original boundaries are merely restored? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In both cases? 

Mr. NELSON. As to New Mexico and Arizona. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And as to Indian Territory and Okla- 
homa? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Has the Senator before him the organic act 
creating the Territory of Arizona? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly I have. 


Mr. FORAKER. There is a clause in the first part of that 
act which I should like the Senator to read. 

Mr. NELSON. I was just reading from that act. The pro- 
viso I have just read is taken from it. 

Mr. FORAKER. But there is another proviso which the 
Senator has not read, as I remember. The one beginning Pro- 
vided further,” is the one I refer to. Will the Senator read that 
so it may appear in the RECORD? 

Mr. NELSON. I am glad the Senator has called my atten- 
tion to it. That proviso reads: 

Provided further, That said government shall be maintained and con- 
tinued until such time as the pale residing in said Territory shall, 
with the consent of Congress, form a State government, republican in 
form, as prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, and’ apply 
for and obtain admission into the Union as a State on an equal foo 
with the original States. 

Mr. FORAKER. What Territory is referred to there? 

Mr. NELSON. Arizona. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is, the Territory of Arizona as de- 
scribed by that act and as created by that act? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. I simply refer to these statutes as a 
matter of legislative history. Of course there is nothing in 
them that can constitutionally restrain Congress in its power to 
create and convert Territories into States. No matter what the 
legislation may have been under which the Territories were cre- 
ated as Territories, they remain under the absolute control and 
power of Congress, and there is nothing inhibitive in prior legis- 
lation to restrain Congress from taking such action in creating 
these Territories into States as Congress may see fit. In other 
words, until they become States Congress has absolute control 
and power over the subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him a moment there? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am asking only that I may get informa- 
tion and not in a controversial sense. Does or does not the 
proviso, or anything similar to the proviso which the Senator 
read at my request, appear in any other organic act creating a 
Territory since the beginning of the Government? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not examined the other organic acts 
and I am not prepared at this time to state. 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the Senator tell us whether he has ex- 
amined the contemporaneous history and discussions with a 
view to ascertaining why this particular proviso was incorpo- 
rated in this act? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will ask the Senator another question, 
with his permission. Has it or has it not occurred to the Sena- 
tor that that proviso is in the nature of a pledge for a continu- 
ance of the Territory of Arizona as created by that organic 
act until it should be admitted as a State, separate and apart 
from every other State? 

Mr. NELSON. No; I do not understand it as a pledge. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Senator—— 

Mr. NELSON. At all events, it is not an irrevocable pledge. 
The Senator can not deny for a moment that, while these Terri- 
tories remain in a Territorial condition they are absolutely un- 
der the control of Congress. It remains with Congress to create 
them into States, prescribe the dimensions of such States, and 
the conditions under which they may enter the Union. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
later in this debate I shall undertake to answer the suggestion 
the Senator has now made. I am only calling his attention to 
it now in order that he may, while he is addressing the Senate, 
give us the benefit of his views on that subject. 

Mr. NELSON. I now propose, Mr. President, to resume the 
discussion that I briefly entered upon yesterday, in respect to 
the combination of Arizona and New Mexico into one State to 
be known as Arizona. I stated yesterday, in substance, that, 
while superficially and upon the map, the area of these two 
Territories seemed large, almost too large for one State, and 
so large that there is only one State in the Union to-day— 
Texas—that exceeds it, and only two States—California and 
Montana—that approximate it, yet, when we take into con- 
sideration the condition of these Territories, their population, 
their agricultural, industrial, and mining resources, we find 
after all that Arizona and New Mexico combined will make a 
pretty small State. 

Although these two Territories are to-day a part of the oldest- 
settled portion of the country within the limits of the United 
States, yet the two combined have a far less population than 
the little Territory of Oklahoma. The settlement of New Mex- 
ico was one of the first made in this country. A portion of New 
Mexico has been settled nearly three hundred years; and there 
was a settlement in the southern part of Arizona, particularly 
in that portion of it that is commonly called the “ Gadsden 
purchase” at almost as early a date; yet in spite of that early 
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settlement, in spite of the fact that they have had a Territorial 
government as liberal and free as they have had in Oklahoma 
and in the other Territories of the United States, and in spite 
of the fact that the opportunities for securing public lands in 
Arizona and New Mexico have been as liberal as in the other 
Territories of the United States, yet their growth has been 
very slight, so that in population and in the development of 
agricultural, grazing, mining, industrial, and other enterprises 
New Mexico and Arizona are far behind. 

Mr. FORAKER. What the Senator states, if he will allow 
me to interrupt him, as to facts is true, of course. The Senator 
is advised 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me to finish this 
branch of the subject, I shall then very gladly yield to him. 

Mr. FORAKER. But I wanted right in that immediate con- 
nection to ask the Senator if he does not think he ought to state, 
connection with the facts he has stated, that the Government 
has permitted these Territories to be occupied and overrun 
practically with the wildest and most savage Indians we had on 
the continent until only a very few years ago, so that it was not 
safe for anybody to go there; and if it is not also true that, until 
within the last two years, we had not completed the work which 
the land court out there has been engaged in of quieting title 
to those lands, so that there was no safety in taking public 
lands? 

Mr. NELSON. I can not entirely concur with the Senator. 
In New Mexico the great body of the Indians have been of the 
most peaceable and orderly kind that we have in this country. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am referring to the Apaches. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam coming to that. Iwill come to Arizona. 

In New Mexico most of the Indians are known as Pueblo 

Indians, who live in little pueblos in the canyons and valleys 
of the different streams. They are the most peaceable and or- 
derly and the most developed of all the Indians within the 
borders of the United States. There has never been a time 
when those Indians or any Indians in New Mexico have inter- 
rupted or interfered with the settlement and development of 
that country. 
Away back years ago the Indians in Arizona were very law- 
less, and back in the sixties a portion of the Indians in the 
southern part of the Territory were guilty of massacring and 
destroying a few of the white settlements, as in later years 
some of the Apaches in the northern part have done; but it is 
many years ago now since the Indians in Arizona became quiet 
and peaceable. The worst of the Apaches were removed 
some of them for a time to Florida—and the other Indians were 
pacified. For the last ten years the Indian problem has been 
as well solved in Arizona as in any of our Territories, and the 
Indians have in no manner interrupted the settlement or devel- 
opment of that country. 

Now, I want to call your attention to the following facts as 
illustrating that, while superficially and on the map, the area 
of these Territories seems very extensive, yet the development 
of the country has been very limited and very scant. I do not 
lay this to the people of those Territories; but the fact of the 
case is, Mr. President, that nature, or Almighty God, has made 
a dividing line in this country between what we call the rainy 
belt, that portion of the country where there is a sufficient 
rainfall to produce crops, and that other belt of the country 
in which a lack of rain prevails, and where the people, in most 
instances, have to resort to irrigation. 

The boundary line may be variously stated. Some claim that it 
is the ninety-eighth meridian, some that it is the one hundredth 
meridian, but whether it is one or the other, both Arizona and New 
Mexico are well within the boundaries of this arid belt; and they 
are in the very worst part of the boundaries of it, because they 
are in a more southern latitude, where the sun has a greater op- 
portunity to dry up the arid land and scorch and dry up the 
vegetation that may be growing on it. In fact, a large portion 
of New Mexico and Arizona is a sterile desert, an arid country, 
interspersed here and there with mountain ranges. On some 
of these mountain ranges there is a variety of timber—not very 
heavy in many instances, but scattered timber, sufficient, per- 
haps, for the purposes of the country. Aside from that the 
country is, to a large extent, a desert. This becomes plain when 
we look at the settlement of the country and the amount of 
public lands that have been entered since these Territories were 
organized. I quote from the last report of the General Land 
Office—the report of 1908—the report of 1904 not having yet 
been issued. It appears, from the report of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office for 1903, that at that time there were 
47,003,821 acres in Arizona that were unappropriated and unre- 
served—still Government lands of the United States. There 
were 20,159,837 acres that were reserved. These lands were re- 
served partly for forest reservations, partly for Indian reserva- 
tions, and partly for irrigation purposes under the reclamation 


act recently passed by Congress. Of the total amount of the 
area of that Territory, consisting of 72,792,320 acres, only 5,628,- 
662 acres had been appropriated—that is, purchased and ac- 
quired from the Goyernment—less than 6,000,000 acres. Even 
if we add to this number the sales and disposals of public lands 
in 1904, we find that the amount will not exceed 6,000,000 acres, 
So that out of that vast domain only about 6,000,000 acres have 
been appropriated, purchased, and acquired from the Govern- 
ment. The balance of the land still remains in the Govern- 
ment—20,000,000 acres of it in the shape of Indian, forest, and 
irrigation reservations, 

In New Mexico we find this to be the condition: In 1903 there 
were 53,772,359 acres of unappropriated and unreserved public 
lands, and 6,607,759 acres that were reserved—some for irriga- 
ce purposes, some for the Indians, and some for forest reser- 
vations. 

I shall subsequently call attention to the amount of land that 
has been reserved for forest and irrigation purposes; but in New 
Mexico there are 18,049,682 acres that have been appropriated 
and purchased, and a large share of that—I can not tell exactly 
how much—consisted of old Spanish and Mexican land grants 
that have been confirmed. So that out of the total area of that 
Territory—one of the oldest settled portions of the United 
States—out of a total area of over 78,000,000 acres only a little 
over 18,000,000 acres have been purchased and title acquired. 

Compare this showing with that of Oklahoma and you will 
see the difference between the two Territories. Oklahoma is a 
little Territory of 24,774,400 acres. Out of the total area of 
Oklahoma there were, in 1903, 3,091,333 acres of unappropriated 
and unreserved public land. There were 3,762,462 acres re- 
served—all, I think, in the shape of Indian reservations—and 
17,920,605 acres had been purchased, appropriated, and se- 
cured, mainly under the homestead law, by actual settlers, 
showing how in that little Territory nearly all the lands have 
been purchased, secured, and occupied by actual settlers, while 
in the large Territories of Arizona and New Mexico only a very 
small portion of the land has been appropriated. More has not 
been appropriated and secured for the reason that there is no 
opportunity, no opening for agricultural or grazing industries 
much beyond the present capabilities of the country; at all 
events, not until the science of irrigation has been further per- 
fected and extended. 

I call attention to these figures for the purpose of showing 
that the growth of these two Territories, Arizona and New. 
Mexico, has been very slight. 

The records of the Land Office show that in Arizona in 1903 
there were 142,775 acres purchased and secured from the Gov- 
ernment. Only 142,775 acres in all that large domain! In 
1904 there were only 254,000 acres. In the two years, 1903 and 
1904, less than 400,000 acres of the public domain purchased 
and secured in that immense Territory. And of that amount of 
land entries, to which I have just called attention, there were 
only 465 original homestead entries in 1903 and 453 in 1904. 
These homestead entries, I may say, and it is perfectly familiar 
to those of us who live in the West, more than anything else 
measure and show the settlement of the country by actual 
settlers. 

As I said, there were 465 original homestead entries in Ari- 
zona in 1903, and there were 453 original homestead entries in 
1904, making a trifle over 900 entries in the two years in all 
that domain. During that period there were, in 1903, 64,000 
acres of railroad selections made under land grants, and 156,000 
acres in 1904, or, in other words, a little over 200,000 acres of 
the lands appropriated in that Territory in those two years— 
that is, secured from the public domain—were in the shape of 
railroad selections to fill old railroad grants. 

Now, compare this with Oklahoma. I am not doing this for 
the purpose of showing how much richer one country is than the 
other. I am not doing it for the purpose of casting a slur upon 
one country, to discriminate against it. I am simply calling at- 
tention to it for the purpose of showing the character of the two 
countries, in order to show that while the proposed State of Ari- 
zona has a great area superficially, yet in the matter of agricul- 
tural resources, mining, and everything else it is, after all, a 
country of limited area and will be a country of limited popula- 
tion. 

In Oklahoma in 1903 there were 1,544,313 acres entered as 
original homesteads by 10,268 homestead settlers, and in 1904 
there were 1,500,000 acres entered as homesteads. So you can 
see that in the two years 1903 and 1904 there were over 3,000,000 
acres entered there by actual homestead settlers, as against, dur- 
ing the same period, 400,000 acres in Arizona and 800,000 acres 
in New Mexico. 

So if you measure it by the land-office entries, by the lands en- 
tered and purchased from the Government, by the original home- 
steads made, you will find that the lands entered and the 
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pares taken in the two great Territories of Arizona and 


New Mexico do not equal half of what during the same period 
was entered in the little Territory of Oklahoma. i 
Ihe reason of this scant settlement is the lack of rain. It is 
an arid country. As I said a moment ago, most of the land is 
an arid and desert plain, though there are valleys among the 
mountains, and it is the impossibility of irrigating those lands 
‘which more than anything else has retarded their settlement. 

As to Arizona, I wish to call the Senators’ attention to an- 
other fact, and that is with respect to the character of the lands 
reserved and put into a state of reservation. In Arizona there 
are 6,740,410 acres in forest reserves to-day, and 3,325,000 acres 
have been reserved for reclamation or irrigation purposes, show- 

Ing a total of a little over 10,000,000 acres which have been re- 
served for forest purposes and for irrigation purposes. 

In New Mexico there are to-day 3,257,920 acres of forest 
reserves and 834,000 acres of land reserved for irrigation or 
reclamation purposes. In Arizona 10,000,000 acres have been 
reserved for those purposes, and in New Mexico 4,000,000. 
| Now when we come to irrigation—and I wish to say to Sena- 
tors that irrigation and the possibilities of irrigation more than 
‘anything else measure the capacity of these Territories for 
settlement, enlargement, and improvement—I have here a letter 
from Mr. Walcott, Director of the Geological Survey, which 
shows that the total amount of land now under irrigation in 
New Mexico is 254,945 acres, and he states in his letter that at 
the outside there are possibly 300,000 acres more that can be 
irrigated. In other words, the total area of land in New Mexico 
irrigated or possible of irrigation in the near future is only 
554,945 acres. In Arizona Mr. Walcott states there are 247,252 
acres now under irrigation, and that the extreme limit of irri- 
gation in that Territory will be about 500,000 acres more, mak- 
ing a total in that Territory of land irrigated and possible of 
irrigation of 747,252 acres. 

If we foot up the total in those two Territories we find that 
the total amount of land now under irrigation in the two Ter- 
ritories is 502,197 acres, and the total amount, according to the 
opinion of Mr. Walcott, possible of irrigation is about 800,000 
acres more, making a total in the two Territories of land irri- 
gated and possible of irrigation of 1,802,197 acres. Just think 
of that! The amount of land irrigated and possible of irriga- 
tion is less than 1 per cent of the total area of the two Terri- 
tories. I will read Mr. Walcott’s letter in this connection: 

DEPARTMENT OF THB INTERIOR, 


UNITED States GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., December 21, 190}. 
. Kxuts NELSON, 
Hon. Knnited States Senate, Washington „ D. t 1 
! : I have received your favor of Decem T, inquiring about 
irrigation in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. 
In reply, I am inclosing table which will be printed in the forthcom- 


ing Census upon the acreage of irrigation in each drainage 
ese Territories. In addition to this, considerable develo 
posin: fa th robably be carried out In 


possible in each Territory and will 
8 of time by the Reclamation Service. 

It is estimated that in New Mexico the irrigated acreage can be 
Increased by 200,000 or 300,000 acres. A project has already been 
worked up for the use of the waters of the Rio Grande in Mesilla 
Valley. vestigations are in pro; to determine the feasibility of 
irrigating considerable areas In the valleys of the Animas and La 
Plata in northern New Mexico; some development is possible under 
the San dam considerable in the rye oo of the Pecos, and perhaps 
some on the headwaters of the Little Colorado and Mimbres. 

In Arizona the chief 5 possible are on the Colorado 
River, where several hundred thousand acres will eventually be irri- 
gated; in Salt River Valley under the Tonto reservoir now under con- 
struction; in the Gila V Zi under the proposed San Carlos reservoir, 
and in the valley of the Little Colorado in northern Arizona. It is 
roughly estimated. that the present ted acreage in Arizona can be 
increased by about 500,000 acres. 

Very ully, Cas. D. WALCOTT, Director. 

Following that are tables showing the number of farms and 
the number of acres that have been irrigated in New Mexico 
and Arizona, and I ask to have them incorporated with the let- 
ter in my remarks. 

Trrigation in New Mexico, 1908. 


Source of water supply. 


Streams: 
Rio Grande and tributaries - .... 
Pecos River and tributaries 
River and tributaries . 


Hp 


Trrigation in Arizona, 1902. 


Source of water supply. 


Streams: 
Colorado River and tributaries, exclusive of Little 
Colorado River and tributaries. 


Gila River and tributaries, exclusive of Salt River 
and tributaries 


tions in these two Territories. I have already called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the acreage of the forest reserves, and I 
will now ask that this letter from the Bureau of Forestry in 
the Agriculture Department may be inserted in my remarks, 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF FORESTRY, 
Washington, December 31, 1904. 
Hon. Knute NELSON, 
United States Senate. 

Dear Sin: In accordance with your request by telephone I am glad 
to give you the following information in reference to Federal forest 
reserves in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico: 


ARIZONA. Acres. 
San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve, area 1, 975, 310 
The total stand of merchantable timber, as esti- 
mated by the United States Geological Survey, is 
2,743,558,000 feet B. M. 
Black Mesa Forest Reserve, area 1, 658, 880 
Estimate of the standing timber (feet B. M., taken : 
from other Government sources) 4,081, 498,000 
Prescott Forest Reserye, area (no estimate of stand- 
es ee ee See 423, 680 
Grand Canyon Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 
standing timber) =. ee 1, 851, 520 
Santa Rita Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 
standing 22 ES EES EES 387, 300 
Santa Catalina Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 
standing > tinber) OOE ee 155, 520 
Mount Graham Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 
ee pao o a ee eee 118, 600 
Chiricahua Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 
standing. timber) oe ea 169, 600 
TOL so” REIS Caine ye i 6, 740, 410 


Sees 
NEW MEXICO, 


Gila River Forest Reserve, area (no estimate of 


Stenting) ß = een 2, 327, 040 
Pecos River F Reserve, area (no estimate of 

Manding “tinher) 2 430, 880 

Lincoln Forest Reserve, area 500, 000 
Estimate of stan timber (feet B. M., taken from 

other Government sources 336, 335 

TTC ĩðͤ v 3. 257, 920 

I am that we have no more detailed information 


exceedingly sorry 
the stand of merchantabl 
Very truly, yours, 


as to e timber on these 


OVERTON W. PRICE, Acting Forester. 

Mr. President, if you add the amount of land that is irrigated 
and that is possible of irrigation to the amount of forest reserves 
I think you will get a fair measurement of the land in the two 
Territories that is fit and can be utilized for agricultural and 
grazing p The total amount of irrigated and possible 
of irrigation land in the two Territories is 1,302,197, and the 
total amount of forest reserves is 9,998,330, or a total of irri- 
gated and possible of irrigation land and forest reserves of 
11,800,527 acres. 

Now, to my mind that covers, as I said, the agricultural and 
grazing resources of the country. They can only raise crops 
and carry on agriculture where they can irrigate. In some 
localities there are a few small farms in the forest reserves, but 
the forest reserves, in addition to the value of the timber, are 
valuable for grazing purposes and are more or less grazed on. 
The lack of water not only limits agriculture, but it limits graz- 
ing, for this reason: Cattle can not graze at any point, as I under- 
stand from testimony taken by the subcommittee, in Arizona, 
and from other information, or feed anywhere beyond five miles 
of reach of water. If an animal has to go five miles from its 

ground to secure water to drink the round trip will be 
about ten miles a day, and that is the limit of the animal’s 
capacity to secure food and water. As I said, grazing is as 
much limited as agriculture by the lack of water. 

Taking the aggregate of these irrigated and possible of irri- 
gation lands and forest reserves, a total of 11,300,527 acres, 
which is all that is possible for grazing and agricultural pur- 
poses, and it is equal to only one-half the area of the little 

| Territory of Oklahoma. G 


reserves. 
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So, you see, for agricultural purposes and for grazing pur- 
poses, for everything that pertains to industrial life in that 
country outside of mining, these two Territories combined 
have not a greater capacity than one-half of the little Territory 
of Oklahoma. It is just as though you took half of the little 
Territory of Oklahoma and planted it in all this big domain 
consisting of Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lone in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I notice that the Senator in his very 
interesting statement has given us relatively the amount of 
land now irrigated and that is susceptible of irrigation in the 
two Territories separately. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator the figures showing 
relatively the forest reserves in the two Territories? 

Mr. NELSON. I have, and I have given them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did the Senator give them yesterday? 

Mr. NELSON. No; I gave them a moment ago. I have a 
letter from the Bureau of Forestry in the Agriculture Depart- 
ment, which gives the matter in detail. It gives each forest 
reserve and the acreage of each. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will appear in the Senator’s speech? 

Mr. NELSON. It will appear in my remarks. A moment 
ago I gave the aggregate acreage of the forest reserves in the 
two Territories. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But what I am seeking to ascertain, if 
the Senator will permit me, is not the aggregate in the two 
Territories, but the amount in each Territory. 

Mr. NELSON. I have it separately. I have a statement of 
each Territory and the aggregate of both. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will look at the Senator's statement. 

Mr. NELSON. You will find it in the letter of the Acting 
Chief of the Bureau of Forestry of the Agriculture Department. 
So I think it is authentic. 

In this connection I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to another matter touching Arizona and New Mexico. Aside 
from agriculture and grazing, the other leading industry of 
those two Territories is mining, and I wish to show you that 
there has been a limited progress even in that industry in those 
two Territories. 

I will take Arizona. The production of copper in Arizona in 
1900, according to the census, was 118,300,000 pounds; in 1901, 
130,000,000 pounds, and in 1902, 119,000,000 pounds—I do not 
read the odd figures—and in 1903, the latest statistics avail- 
able—and I may say that these mineral statistics are unlike 
our other statistics in that they are for the calendar and not 
for the fiscal year, and hence we have not the figures for the cal- 
endar year 1904—it was 147,000,000 pounds. So you see there 
has been comparatively slight increase in the production of cop- 
per, which is the chief mineral product of Arizona. It was 
less than a million pounds more in 1902 than in 1900. 

If you come to gold, you will find that the production has been 
yery limited. In Arizona, in 1900, the total production of gold— 
and this is in dollars and for the calendar year—was a little 
over $4,000,000; in 1901, a little over $4,000,000; in 1902, $4,112,- 
300, and in 1903, $4,357,600. So you see within this period, 
from 1900 down to 1903, taking the calendar years, there has 
been about $150,000 increase in the production of gold in that 
Territory. Gold mining has not been growing. There has been 
no expansion. It was in 1903 substantially where it was in 
1900. 

Coming to the production of silver, we see pretty much the 
same condition. The production of silver in 1900 was 2,995,000 
ounces; in 1901, 2,812,000 ounces; showing a decrease, and in 
1902, 3,043,000 ounces, a slight increase, and in 1903, 3,387,000 
ounces, less than 400,000 ounces increase in the four-year period. 
It will be seen that both in respect of gold and silver the mining 
industry in Arizona has been practically at a standstill. In 
other words, it has not been in a progressive state. 

Now, the other mineral product of Arizona is lead, and I find 
these to be the figures. I have not the figures for 1900, but I have 
the figures for 1901, 1902, and 1903. The production of lead in 
1901 was 4,045 short tons. In 1902 it dropped down to 599 short 
tons, and in 1903 it was 1,493 short tons, showing that the min- 
ing of lead has dropped off immensely. It has diminished from 
4,045 short tons in 1901 to 1,493 tons in 1903. 

In addition to this I will give another industry in Arizona 
that is classed in the reports as a part of the mineral industry— 
the production of stones of various kinds. The total production 
of merchantable stones of various kinds in Arizona was $110,910 
in 1902 and $531,135 in 1903. Arizona, according to the reports, 
produces no coal. So, practically, I have called the attention of 


the Senate to the mineral productions of Arizona, at the head of 
the list of which is copper, next gold, next silver, next lead, and 
next merchantable stone. 

Now, coming to New Mexico, the record is even poorer in the 
way of mining. Take the matter of the production of copper. 
The total amount of copper produced in New Mexico in 1900 
was 4,169,000 pounds; in 1901, 9,629,000 pounds; in 1902, 
6,614,000 pounds, and in 1903, 7,300,000 pounds, showing that the 
increase in the copper production of New Mexico has been quite 
slight, and that there has not been great progress made in that 
mining industry. 

Coming to the matter of gold, we find that that is a limited 
resource of New Mexico. In 1900 there was only $832,000 worth 
of gold produced; in 1901, $688,000 worth of gold; in 1902, 
$531,000 worth of gold, and in 1903, $244,000 worth of gold. It 
will thus be seen that the mining of gold since 1900 has been 
gradually on the decrease, until in the calender year 1903 it is 
only a little over one-fourth of what it was in 1900. 

Coming to the production of silver, we find it is almost in the 
same condition in New Mexico as is that of gold. In 1900 there 
were 434,300 ounces of silver produced in New Mexico: in 1901, 
563,400 ounces; in 1902, 457,200 ounces, and in 1903 only 180,700 
ounces, showing a decrease from 1900 of the difference between 
180,700 and 434,300. It will thus be seen that the silver-mining 
industry in that Territory is in a very feeble condition indeed. 

Now, coming to the production of lead, New Mexico makes 
even a worse showing. I have not the figures for 1900, but I 
have the figures for 1901. New Mexico produced in 1901, 1,124 
short tons; in 1902, only 741 short tons, and in 1903 only 613 
short tons. It will thus be seen how that industry—the mining 
of lead—has been dwindling and dwindling. 

I have not the figures as to the production of coal in New 
Mexico except for the years 1902 and 1903. The production of 
coal in 1902 was 1,048,763 short tons, and in 1903, 1,541,781 short 
tons, showing no great volume and no great increase in the pro- 
duction of coal in that Territory. Arizona, as far as the records 
show, produced no coal,at all. The production of valuable and 
merchantable stones in New Mexico in 1902 was $12,291, and in 
1903, $8,510. 

I append hereto tables showing in detail the mineral produc- 
tion of these Territories during the years referred to and also 
showing the number of people employed in the various indus- 
tries: 


270,738,489 
145, 461,498 


Now Mexico S 5 7919.2 898.810 
CENSUS, 1900. 
Men employed in- Men employed in mining 
| Agricul- Stock | 1901, | 1902. | 1908, 
bois | aso ere | “eee | r 
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Now, Mr. President, I have gone over these statistics for the 
purpose of showing that what is claimed in many quarters, 
that there has been a great growth, increase, and progress in 
these Territories, in the nature of the case can not be true. 
I have shown the limited amount of irrigation that has been 
accomplished; I have shown the volume of the forest reserves; 
I have shown the volume and extent of the mining industry 
in the two Territories, and all these combined go to show that 
there could not have been any very great growth or very great 
increase either in population or in the industrial development 
of those Territories within the last three or four years. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand the Senator to state that 
whilst the area of Arizona and New Mexico is very large, yet 
the amount of cultivable land is yery small, the amount of forest 
land is very small, and that the mineral resources are not 
developed to such an extent or are not developing to such an 
extent as to warrant the assumption that that vast territory 
will support a large population. I understood him to say that 
the forest land and the irrigable land in New Mexico and 
‘Arizona combined could be embraced in a State only one-half 
the size of Oklahoma, and I understand him to urge these facts 
as objections to separate statehood for each one of the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico. 

Now, I ask the Senator, then, whether under these conditions, 
if according to his showing there is no immediate prospect of a 
suflicient population there, it would not be better to allow each 
of these Territories to remain in a Territorial condition until 
the increase in population and wealth shall justify the assump- 
tion of statehood? 

If the Senator will pardon me just one moment further, I 
understand that the people of each of these Territories are op- 
posed to joining together in statehood; that that is the over- 
whelming sentiment in Arizona; that it is the sentiment of the 
great majority of people in New Mexico, and that they would 
prefer to remain apart in their present Territorial condition 
rather than be joined together through the action of Congress 
in a common statehood. 

I ask the Senator whether he would not in that view support 
the postponement of the consideration of this bill for the pres- 
ent, or to provide now, possibly, for statehood at some time in 
the future when each one of these Territories shall have reached 
such a population as in his judgment would entitle it to state- 
hood—three or four hundred thousand people, or 500,000 people? 
I am told that the people of each one of these Territories would 
rather submit to a bill of that kind, taking effect in the future, 
when upon a census a population of four or five hundred thou- 
sand will be developed in each one of the Territories, rather 
than submit to a common statehood now. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, my information and views do 
not exactly coincide with what has been stated by the Senator 
from Nevada. Of course I have it only at second hand; I 
have not been in those Territories, but I will say very frankly 
to the Senator that my information is that a good, large majority 
of the people of New Mexico are in favor of joint statehood, 
while a majority of the people of Arizona are perhaps opposed 
to it. Whether this is true or whether the Senator’s opinion 
is the correct one I am not prepared to say. But this is my 
view of. the ease 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not had a full opportunity to answer 
the Senator. This is the view I take of the case, that neces- 
sarily these Territories, or many of the people—the statesmen, 
at all events—residing in the Territories, will be continually 
pining and striving in the future as they have for years in the 
past for statehood. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the permission of the Senator at this 
tme to call attention to an expression of the views of the 
people of New Mexico, covering a large percentage of that popu- 
lation. In this connection, with the permission of the Senator, 
I should like to have read some telegrams received to-day from 
representative men and bodies in New Mexico, expressing their 
wishes in this matter. If it does not interfere with the Senator 
I should like to have them read. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say to the Senator that while I 
am always ready and willing to yield to a question and to an- 
swer it as far as I can, I think it is hardly fair to me, in the 
midst of my remarks, to ask that a lot of telegrams and letters 
shall be read and injected in my speech. I submit to the Sena- 
tor if he thinks that is fair. I am willing to answer questions 
and give uil the information at my command, but I submit that 
this is hardly fair. The Senator in his own time can stand up 


and have all the telegrams, letters, and messages read. I see 
the Senator has a whole handful of them. Manifestly it would 
break in on my remarks and I hardly think it should be done. 
I want to be as courteous as any man can possibly be to my fel- 
low-Senators, for they are always courteous to me, but I sub- 
mit it is hardly fair to ask to inject all this stuff into the midst 
of my feeble remarks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would not ask leave to interrupt the Sen- 
ator for the purpose of injecting anything that was not imme- 
diately applicable to the statement made by the Senator that so 
far as he is advised a large proportion of the responsible citizen- 
ship of New Mexico desire statehood. However, I will await a 
subsequent time and present these matters, as the Senator sug- 
gests, in my own time. 

Mr. NELSON. When the Senator from Idaho interrupted me 
I was about to say, in reply to the remarks of my friend the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, that for years, as he knows, there has been 
a pining and a hungering in certain quarters, manifested in va- 
rious forms, for these two Territories to become States. Indeed, 
if my friend from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] were here to-day 
he would bear witness to the fact that away back, years ago, 
when Mr. Blaine, I think, was Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senator from West Virginia was a Delegate 
from that Territory, Congress came very near passing a Dill 
creating New Mexico into a State. We all know that two years 
ago a supreme effort was made to create these two Territories 
into two States. 

Now, Mr. President, I recognize the fact that to a greater or 
lesser extent the people of these Territories, or at all events cer- 
tain classes of them, favor statehood. One class is composed of 
what I call, not in an odious sense, political promoters, and then 
there is another class, and I do not use the term in an odious 
sense—I do not.intend that—who are industrial promoters. 
These two classes, one with a political scheme in view and the 
other with an industrial scheme in view, are always pining for 
statehood, because in the one case they hope to secure good 
offices with statehood, and in the other case because they expect 
to get local or State aid for their various industrial enterprises 
that they can not secure while the Territories are in a Territo- 
rial condition. 3 

Mr. President, this demand will continue on behalf of these 
Territories in the future as it has in the past. Now, recogniz- 
ing this demand, I think the best and happiest solution is to 
unite these two Territories, apparently vast 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator excuse me? They are ap- 
parently vast in area, but substantially not vast, as I endeay- 
ored to make plain in my remarks, in resources or development. 
It is better to unite them into one State because they are both 
of the same character in reference to their resources and soil. 
It is an arid land, dependent on irrigation, and aside from 
what they can irrigate their other main resource is the mining 
industry. Where we have a country of that kind, so similar in 
its natural resources, let us unite them and make them into one 
State that will be at least somewhat respectable in numbers. 
It will give us at least a population of four hundred thousand, 
and by and by in the future in this vast area, when the irriga- 
tion system is completed, there may possibly be as many as a 
million people. I will now yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. The question I was about to ask the Sena- 
tor is a little out of place at this point in his remarks. 

Mr. NELSON. We will try and put it in place. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator had permitted me to inter- 
rupt him when I asked him—and I am not complaining—the 
question I wanted to put is whether the Senator thought state- 
hood would be of advantage to the industries of the Territory? 
I understood the Senator to say that there were two classes of 
people seeking statehood for these Territories, one political pro- 
moters and the other industrial promoters. The question I ask 
is whether the Senator thinks the industrial promoters are 
right in supposing that statehood will be of advantage to the in- 
dustries of those Territories? 

Mr. NELSON. In that connection I can only say to the Sena- 
tor that in a certain measure they have a right to assume so. 
Take, for instance, the people who desire to build railroads or to 
exploit other enterprises. Under the Territorial organization 
now existing they are limited and hampered by the act of Con- 
gress. If they get a State government, they are cut loose from 
the controlling power of Congress, and if they succeed in con- 
trolling the State government they can secure either from the 
State or from local municipalities aid in promoting the railroad 
schemes and other industrial enterprises which they have in 
hand. 


Now, I do not make these statements in any odious or invidi- 


ous sense. I do not want to say that the men who haye these 
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objects in view are dishonest or that they are actuated by a bad 
purpose, but I refer to the fact because I know the experience 
in my own State years ago. When our State was in its infancy 
we had saddled upon us a railroad debt of $5,000,000, given for 
railroads that were graded in little sections, but never com- 
pleted. Finally, after a long agony, the State of Minnesota, in 
order to maintain its credit, those bonds having gone into the 
hands of the innocent purchaser, after a period of twenty-five 
or thirty years, had to take up and settle those bonds, when with 
accumulated interest and all it amounted to over $10,000,000. 
We had to settle it and we got nothing at all for it. That is a 
part of our experience in Minnesota. I think many of the West- 
ern States have had a similar experience, and such an experi- 
ence is likely to occur here. 

Now, I want to be fair. I admit that there are two sides to 
the question as to whether it is desirable for them to become a 
State or not. The ordinary taxpayer is an humble man, a poor 
citizen, who works a little farm and has no political ambition, 
no railroad scheme, nor any other great enterprise in hand. I 
think in respect to him it is far more desirable that these two 
Territories should remain in a Territorial condition, because 
the taxes and burdens of the Government would be less. 

But in another sense there are a class of people who feel 
that their country can be developed more rapidly under a State 
than a Territorial government, and hence that early statehood 
is desirable. To these men and their enterprises early state- 
hood may not only be desirable, but also of advantage. These 
men who have these purposes in view have not the free hand 
under a Territorial government that they would have under a 
State government. 

Now, there is another matter. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield? 

Mr. NELSON. It is well known that in the treaty by which 
we secured this territory from Mexico we agreed in time to 
make it into States, and sooner or later we shall have to do it. 
To my mind, no matter when it is done, I am as firmly con- 
vinced now that Arizona and New Mexico should be grouped 
into one single State as I was two years ago about the com- 
bination of Oklahoma and Indian Territory into one State. 
To my mind, no matter when it transpires, whether at this 
session of Congress or in the future, I think those Territories, 
so alike in many respects—in their resources, in their popula- 
tion, and everything else—ought to constitute one State. Ex- 
cept in the mere matter of acreage and area it would still be 
only a third or fourth rate State in the Union in resources and 
population. 

Now I will hear the Senator from Nevada. I owe the Sena- 
tor an apology for not stopping before. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In continuation of my former question, I 
should like to ask the Senator whether if he were satisfied that 
a majority of the people in each one of these Territories—the 
Territory of Arizona and the Territory of New Mexico—were 
opposed to joint statehood, would he then seek to impose, so far 
as Congress can, joint statehood upon them? I ask the Sen- 
ator further, whether it would not be fair to consult each Ter- 
ritory, which thus far, for many years, has been a separate 
entity, as to its willingness to unite in joint statehood, and 
whether it is fair to the people of Arizona to subject them to 
an enabling act under which a large and overwhelming majority 
in New Mexico could subject them against the will of the 
majority of their people to joint statehood? 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator concede that an overwhelm- 
ing majority in New Mexico, as I understood him a moment ago 
to say, would reverse the action? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not; but there are dangers in this 
bill, and I will point them out to the Seantor. There is a pro- 
vision in the bill that $5,000,000 shall be paid into the school 
fund of the State by the Federal Government. I can not meas- 
ure the force of that inducement in an election, and I can not 
measure the force and strength of an additional gift to them of 
millions of acres of land. I do not believe that this bill is 
shaped in such a way as to get the calm, the deliberate, and 
the honest judgment of the people of those two Territories upon 
this question. 

I appeal to the Senator whether it would not be a great deal 
better now to provide for the separate statehood of each one 
of these Territories and settle the question, conditioned upon 
each in the future increasing to a population of 500,000 people, 
to be determined by the next census. I am told that the people 
of each one of these two Territories would prefer such action 
in the place of the pending legislation; and if the Senator 

wishes to settle this question of statehood now it can be settled 
in such a way, and in a way that will entirely meet the Sena- 


tor’s contention with reference to the insufficiency of population, 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I can not very well reply to 
the Senator categorically, for the reason that it was rather an 
argument he made than a question he asked. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will simplify my question. 

Mr. NELSON. It is very easy to answer questions; but 
when the Senator makes an argument, of course one can not 
answer it directly. It has to be met with another argument. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. The tenor of my remarks has been and will 
be in direct opposition to the view of the Senator, and I want to 
say further to him 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit me one question? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. . 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will put my question, then, in direct 
form. Would not the Senator fayor an amendment to this bill 
providing that this common statehood shall be dependent upon 
a majority vote in each Territory? Would he not favor also 
settling the question of statehood for each Territory now con- 
ditioned upon each Territory increasing in the future to a popu- 
lation of 500,000 people as demonstrated by the next’ census; 
in other words, passing the enabling act for separate States 
now, but its effect to be conditioned on a showing of a popula- 
tion of 500,000 in each Territory at the next census? 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator knows that I would not agree to 
that, because I joined the majority of the committee in favor 
of reporting this bill, and it expresses my sentiment. 

I want to say to the Senator that if the assumption or state- 
ment he made a moment ago that the majority of the people in 
each of these Territories are opposed to joint statehood this 
will do them no harm. They can yote it down. Any constitu- 
tion that is adopted by a constitutional convention has got to be 
submitted to the voters of the two Territories, and if the Sena- 
tor is correct that a majority of both Territories are opposed to 
it, statehood will be defeated and they will not become States. 
But I say to the Senator again, and reiterate, that I am as well 
satisfied in my own mind that these two Territories now or at 
some time in the future ought to be united into one State as I 
was two years ago that Oklahoma and Indian Territory should 
be united into one State. 

Now, I want to call attention to another matter bearing upon 
what I might call the ethnological side of this question. In the 
remarks which occurred yesterday between me and some Sena- 
tors as to the character of the population in the two Territories, 
I intimated that about half of the population of New Mexico 
are what are commonly called Mexicans, while the people of 
Arizona are Americans, as we call them. As a matter of fact, I 
was partially incorrect in that statement. I am confident that 
half of the people of New Mexico may be termed Mexicans, 
what we ordinarily understand by that term, but I am also satis- 
fied that there is a considerable percentage of what may be 
called Mexican people in Arizona. But now, when we unite the 
two Territories into one State, the so-called “American element“ 
in New Mexico and Arizona will be absolutely dominating and 
controlling. They can control the fiscal, the industrial, and 
educational policy of the two Territories as one State. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Mexicans can dominate? 

-Mr. NELSON. No; I mean the Americans. I mean that the 
American population of the two Territories, Arizona and New 
Mexico combined, will be in a large majority; that they will 
constitute nearly two-thirds of the population of the two Terri- 
tories in the new State, and their influence, influence such as 
the Americans possess in all our growing, prosperous States, 
will be dominating and controlling, and control the policy and 
development of the future State. I think that will be a bless- 
ing to the Mexicans in New Mexico. I know in my own State 
we have a large foreign population, and to my mind it has been 
a great blessing to that foreign population that in our midst 
the dominating, controlling element has been composed of the 
best of what we call the American population of this country. 
Coming from the Eastern and Middle States out there and set- 
tling among the foreigners, they have helped to Americanize 
them and make them good loyal American citizens. They have 
been the great educator of those people, until the people of my 
State, as the people of the State of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner], have become thoroughly Americanized, although 
a large portion of the population in both States is foreign. 

Now, what is the condition in New Mexico? I am not finding 
any fault with the New Mexicans, but their language is different, 
their religion is different in the main from that of most Ameri- 
cans, and their customs, their language, and everything is differ- 
ent. They are more backward and less progressive. I main- 
tain that if those people can be surrounded and dominated by a 
strong American influence that will be controlling in the new 
State it will not only be a blessing to the United States, but it 
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will be a great blessing to those Mexican people and hasten the 
day of their complete Americanization. 

I wish to call attention to a few matters more and then I will 
yield the floor. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
school-land grant. This bill gives a grant of four sections to 
each township for educational purposes. That seems to be a 
large grant. It is twice as much as was given to nearly all the 
older States west of the Mississippi River. If I remember 
aright—I am not clear as to Iowa and Missouri—the other 
States had two sections. The first time we made an exception, 
giving four sections in every township to a new State, was in the 
case of Utah, on account of the sterile and arid character of the 
land. I think the character of the lands in Arizona and New 
Mexico is fully as poor and bad as in Utah, and is such that the 
grant will be of little value. 

I have heard it estimated, and I think it is correct, that this 
school-land grant would not be worth in the aggregate over 50 
cents an acre to-day. Some of it, when it has been reclaimed by 
irrigation, will be valuable, but in its present condition I think 
nobody could be found to purchase the entire grant, or any 
large portion of it, for a price exceeding 50 cents an acre. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator if it is not true that 
the irrigation law provides that when irrigation is successful 
this land may be withdrawn by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that these four sections might be with- 
drawn, leaving only arid land. 

Mr. NELSON. This bill grants to the new State of Arizona 
four sections in each township, amounting to 16,725,248 acres. 
In addition to that, it gives 2,168,000 acres for various State 
institutions and State purposes, or an aggregate grant of 
18,893,248. This seems an immense grant, but at 50 cents an 
acre—and I do not think it is worth any more—it would not 
amount to over $10,000,000. 

The school-land grant in Oklahoma, in round numbers, is a 
little over 2,000,000 acres. Those lands will bring in the aggre- 
gate not less than $10 an acre, and that grant to-day of only 
2,000,000 acres is of more actual and intrinsic value than this 
whole big land grant to Arizona. Some of it is merely grazing 
land; but I suppose the value of it to-day, at the lowest mini- 
mum price, taking it good and bad, is worth $10 an acre, and 
some of it over $10 an acre. The grant is estimated to be 
worth all the way from twenty to thirty million dollars in 
yalue. This grant in Arizona, in my honest opinion, is not 
worth over $10,000,000 on account of the poor soil and arid 
climate. It is, Mr. President, because of the poor value of this 
land that we give those people in this bill $5,000,000 for a 
school fund. 

This vast acreage will not do the State any good until she 
ean sell the land. It is only in case the land is merchantable 
and can be disposed of that the State gets any immediate 
fund for schools. This $5,000,000 gives them a fund to start 
on; but, without that, for years and years they would have 
nearly no school fund at all, because only such portions of 
these school lands could be disposed of and converted into 
money to go into such a permanent school fund as could be 
reclaimed by irrigation. Hence you will see, Senators, if you 
will look at it calmly and aside from the mere question of acre- 
age, which in this case, as in the other case I have discussed, 
is deceiving—if you will look at it outside the mere question 
of acreage, you will see there is a greater necessity for giving 
them $5,000,000 in this case than there is even in the case of 
Oklahoma and Indian Territory. In that case it was given to 
make up a sort of equilibrium between the school-land grant 
in Oklahoma and the want of such a grant in the Indian Terri- 
tory, while in this case, Mr. President, it is an absolute neces- 
sity because this grant will be a vanity of vanities, and give 
them in the near future very little money for school purposes. 
Without this $5,000,000 they would be without a school fund, 
except as they may tax themselves for that purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him at that point? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish simply to say that not only is 
this true, but that the educational problem which confronts 
those people is more difficult than that which exists elsewhere, 
as will be patent to everybody from a review of the facts. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is correct that the educational 
problem is more difficult there, for, if I remember correctly, 
the percentage of illiteracy in Arizona was 18 per cent, more 
than twice the average illiteracy that is found in any of the 
Northern States, and in New Mexico it is a great deal more 
than that—that is, in the Spanish and Mexican portion of New 
Mexico the illiteracy is at a very high rate. As the Senator has 
well said, they will need more than any other part of our coun- 


try to develop the educational interests of the new State. In 
a few moments, Mr. President, I shall be done. I am gratified 
that the Senate has been so patient with me. 

The constitutional convention is to consist of 110 delegates. 
We have in this bill made an amendment to the House bill 
fixing the number at 66 delegates for New Mexico and 44 for 
Arizona. On the basis of the census of 1900 this will give 
Arizona her full share, and I think about one delegate more. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator refer to the House bill? 

Mr. NELSON. The House bill as amended by the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was 70 for New Mexico and 40 for 
Arizona, I think. $ 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; 70 to 40. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. One hundred and ten altogether. 

Mr. NELSON. The provision was 70 to 40; but we have 
changed it a little, so as to make a fairer apportionment for 
Arizona. If I remember correctly, taking the census of 1900 as 
the basis, we gave Arizona the advantage by one delegate. 

The bill as amended appropriates $150,000 for the expenses 
of the constitutional convention. The capital of the new State 
will remain at Santa Fe until 1910. After that time it may be 
changed by a vote of the people of the State. 

Oklahoma, I might say, has practically no debts. The float- 
ing debt of these two Territories does not amount to anything; 
but they have a bonded debt. According to the last figures I 
have been able to find, which are not far out of the way—I have 
not seen the last report of the governor of New Mexico, as it 
has not been printed—but according to the best information I 
ean get, the permanent debt of Arizona is $1,010,972, and that 
of New Mexico $1,098,300. So that their debts are almost of a 
similar amount, a little over $2,000,000 in the aggregate, which 
is the total debt the new State will assume, half of it coming 
from Arizona and half of it from New Mexico. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Would not the apportionment of represen- 
tation in the constitutional conyention enable New Mexico to 
frame and adopt a constitution for Arizona without regard to 
her wishes or her rights in the matter? Would it not enable 
New Mexico in the constitutional convention to organize and 
control this proposed government; and would that be fair to 
Arizona? 

Mr. NELSON. That might be true if the Senator assumes 
that all the delegates from New Mexico would pull together 
and work together as one man hostile to Arizona, but I take it, 
Mr. President, that when they come to elect members to the 
constitutional convention both Territories will endeavor to 
send their representative and their best men, as has always 
been done in the West; and when the delegates from these two 
'erritories meet in the constitutional convention they will 
work as individuals—not by Territories, not like conference 
committees, but they will work together in harmony with that 
liberal spirit which actuates all American statesmen, high or 
low, to work together for the common good of the whole country. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. The thought that the people of New Mexico 
would attempt in any shape or manner, or that the delegates 
to that constitutional convention would in any manner repress 
or do anything unfair to the people of Arizona, is utterly con- 
trary to my notion of the spirit of justice that actuates Ameri- 
can citizens. I now yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Minnesota 
has answered the question which I was about to ask him in ad- 
vance of putting the question; that is, whether it was possible 
to assume that the delegates from New Mexico would attempt 
to do injustice to that portion of the State which is now 
Arizona. ; 

Mr. NELSON. I do not want to assume that in reference 
to any class of public men in this country. I think that in 
New Mexico and in Arizona the delegates who will be sent to 
the constitutional convention will be actuated by that sense of 
justice which actuates us in this body, and which actuates all 
public men in America possessing the spirit of true American 
citizenship. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BATE. On that point I will ask the Senator if he does 
not think it will be in the power of New Mexico to combine, 
through such methods as may be pursued, all the delegates to- 
gether, she having a majority of all the votes, so as to control 
the convention in her interests? I myself do not wish to see 
any such danger incurred. 
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Mr. NELSON. I want, in reply to the Senator, to say that 
it is a most violent assumption for him to suggest that all the 
delegates from New Mexico would be actuated by a spirit of 
injustice and would move in harmony as one in that spirit. 
Such a thing is possible, but we have no right to assume that 
it will occur. 

In this connection, and upon this subject, I beg leave to call 
the attention of the Senate, as an illustration, to the spirit 
that prevails in this body. In this body to-day the Republicans 
largely preponderate. We have a majority; and yet outside 
of the few petty things that we call mere party politics, which 
do not oftentimes amount to anything, we are all actuated by a 
sense of justice. We do not call you Senators over on the other 
side “Arizonians” and call ourselves “New Mexicans.” We 
all act as individual Senators, with a sense of justice, working 
for all parts of this country, so as to help them all. I know it 
has been my purpose in the Senate here to work as faithfully 
for the interests of my friends from the Southern States in the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, and in the improvement 
of their rivers and harbors, as for the improvement of the 
rivers and harbors in my own State. I have known no differ- 
ence; and the same spirit which actuates us here we have a 
right to assume will actuate the people of New Mexico and the 
people of Arizona. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit me a moment 
there, is it not true that in the constitutional convention that 
was held in New Mexico fourteen years ago they repudiated by a 
direct vote a provision in their constitution requiring the 
English language to be taught in the public schools; and is it 
not true, according to the statement which I understood the 
Senator to make, that that element predominates in New Mex- 
ico; and that they could elect every delegate from that Terri- 
tory to the constitutional convention of the faith which repu- 
diated that plank, and thus control the convention? 

Mr. NELSON. Perhaps the Senator is correct as to the fact 
regarding that plank of the constitutional convention of four- 
teen years ago. But if that be true, Mr. President, it only 
accentuates and emphasizes the argument I made a moment ago. 
If it be true that the people of New Mexico at that time, domi- 
nated by the Mexican element, took that course, we can be cer- 
tainly. assured that if we combine them to-day with Arizona, 
composed nearly altogether of Americans, such a thing can never 
happen. The American element, as I stated a moment ago, will 
be entirely dominant, and that element which fourteen or fifteen 
years ago engrafted such a provision on the constitution could 
not possibly engraft it under the provisions of this bill, because 
at least two-thirds of the two Territories combined will be what 
we may call non-Mexicans — they will be Americans. 

Mr. BUV BRIDGE. They never did that anyhow. 

Mr. NELSON. But, assuming that they did, for the purposes 
of the argument, it makes no difference. If the danger exists 
to which the Senator from Idaho has called my attention, it 
merely demonstrates that under the provisions of this bill the 
occurrence of such a danger in the future is entirely removed, 
because the combination of the two States will utterly over- 
come the so-called “ Mexican element.” 
| But, Mr. President, I am aware that I have taken too much 
of the time of the Senate. I want to say this in conclusion: I 
take it that to-day—and I am very glad of it—a large majority 
of the people, both in Indian Territory and in Oklahoma, desire 
joint statehood. They have now come to see what was pointed 
out to them two years ago, the necessity and importance to 
their future welfare of being admitted into the Union as one 
State. 

Mr. President, I am to-day as firmly conyinced that Arizona 
and New Mexico, for the good of the people of those Territo- 
ries, for the good of the Union, ought also to be united into one 
State as I was two years ago that Oklahoma and Indian Terri- 
tory ought to be united. Whether or not my views to-day will 
prevail on this subject in this body I can not say; but, even if 
they do not, I feel confident that when the rank and file of the 
people, who do not compose the political and industrial pro- 
moters of the two Territories, come dispassionately to consider 
and discuss this question among themselves, their sober sense 
will lead them to the same conclusion as that to which the peo- 
ple of Oklahoma and Indian Territories have come. 

Mr. BARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise for the purpose of asking the Sen- 
ator from California whether he is particularly desirous of 
going on this afternoon? There is a large mass of executive 
business that ought to be transacted, and, if it is agreeable to 
the Senator, I will move to go into executive session. 


| 


Mr. BARD. I am quite ready to proceed with the remarks 
I desire to make, but wish to accommodate myself to the con- 
venience of the Senator and of the Senate. So I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is under- 
stood that the Senator from California [Mr. Barp] has the 
right to the floor to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
home and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution’ and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
call up—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not what you asked. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Territorial 
bill be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that will 
be taken as the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wyoming may ask 
unanimous consent that the statehood bill be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota will be taken as the sense of the 
Senate, and the Territorial bill will be temporarily laid aside. 
The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] wishes to submit a 


request. 

Mr. WARREN. I was about to ask unanimous consent to 
have the unfinished business temporarily laid aside—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There will be no objection to that re- 
quest, that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in 
order that the reading of the bill which the Senator from Wyo- 
ming has in may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order has already been 
made by the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; provided he gets consent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think 
we ought to have a bill laid aside by unanimous consent when 
that request includes the proposition to have another bill read. 
I have no objection to laying aside the unfinished business. 
That is all the request ought to contain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota. He asked unanimous consent 
that the statehood bill be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection to that being done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That action has already been 
taken. The Chair now recognizes the junior Senator from 
Wyoming. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the Dill 
(H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
“Bowman Act,” may be taken up for the purpose of being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that that bill just came in yester- 
day? We have not yet had time to examine it. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All that is to be done to-day is to read it. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that it is not my 
desire to carry the bill to passage or other consideration than 
that of reading. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I have no objection. z 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that the Senator's desire is 
to begin the reading of the bill for the information of the Sen- 
ate. : 

Mr. CLAY. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Claims with an amendment, 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the bill and the amendment, 
and continued to the top of page 195. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. WARREN. Before the motion to adjourn is put I wish 
to state that I regret we can not finish the reading of the bill 
to-night. It is nearly completed. While I will not now ask for 
unanimous consent for further consideration at some future 
time, I wish to give notice that I shall improve the first opportu- 
nity, of course subject to the pending measures, to call up this 
bill, either morning or evening, and to finish its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 
6, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate January 5, 1905. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Edward B. Pratt, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
December 16, 1904, vice O'Connell, Thirtieth Infantry, retired 
from active service. i 

Maj. Arthur Williams, Third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, December 16, 1904, vice Pratt, Fifteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Willson Y. Stamper, Eighth Infantry, to be major, De- 
cember 16, 1904, vice Williams, Third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harry E. Knight, First Infantry, to be captain, 
December 16, 1904, vice Davison, Fifth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Campbell E. Babcock, Seventh Infantry, to be 
captain, December 16, 1904, vice Stamper, Eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Elliot Caziare, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 16, 1904, vice Knight, First Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Carl C. Jones, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 16, 1904, vice Babcock, Seventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. Daniel F. Keller, Thirtieth Infantry, December 
80, 1904, vice Patten, Fourteenth Infantry, retired from active 
service. > 

First Lieut. Archie J. Harris, Second Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Nixon, Second Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Alexander J. Macnab, Second Infantry, December 
31, 1904, vice Phillips, Twenty-seventh Infantry, dismissed. 

To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Alfred J. Booth, Second Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Keller, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Emery T. Smith, Ninth Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Harris, Second Infantry, promoted. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Robert W. Reynolds, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 17, 1904, vice McNally, Third Cav- 
alry, detailed in the Signal Corps. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be captain. 

First Lieut. Francis N. Cooke, Artillery Corps, January 1, 

1905, vice Nicholls, detailed in the Ordnance Department. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. James Totten, Artillery Corps, January 1, 1905, 
vice Cooke, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank T. Hines, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 17, 1904, vice Buck, detailed in the Signal 
Corps. 

APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry Arm. 

Second Lieut. William C. F. Nicholson, Twenty-first Infantry, 
from the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, with rank from Sep- 
tember 1, 1904. 

TO BE PLACED ON THE RETIRED LIST OF THE ARMY. 
With the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. John J. O'Connell, retired, with rank from December 16, 

1904 
With the rank of major from April 23, 1904. 
Capt. Robert W. Shufeldt, retired. 


With the rank of brigadier-general from the respective dates 
upon which they shall be retired from active service. 


Col. Charles Smart, assistant surgeon-general. 
Col. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Judson L. Taylor, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, from the 17th day of December, 1904, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Charles H. Lauchheimer, assistant adjutant and 
inspector of the Marine Corps, to be adjutant and inspector of 
the Marine Corps, with the rank of colonel, from the 15th day 
of December, 1904, vice Col. George C. Reid, adjutant and 
inspector, retired. 

Capt. Albert S. McLemore, United States Marine Corps, to be 
assistant adjutant and inspector in the Marine Corps, with the 
rank of major, from the 15th day of December, 1904, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) David C. Hanrahan to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1904, vice Lieut. Lay H. 
Everhart, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Theodore F. Burgdorff to be a commander 
in the Navy, frem the 30th day of September, 1904, vice Com- 
mander Newton E. Mason, promoted. 

Rear-Admiral George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Department of the 
Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years. 

Capt. Newton E. Mason, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with 
the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years. 

Commander Samuel W. B. Diehl, United States Navy, to be 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, with the rank of captain 
in the Navy, for a term of four years. 

Lieut. George W. Kline to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander James T. Smith, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Templin M. Potts to be commander in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1904, vice Commander 
Charles G. Bowman, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles M. McCormick to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of December, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Commander William Truxtun, retired. 

Capt. Joseph E. Craig to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from 
the 28th day of December, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Silas W. 
Terry, retired. 

Lieuts. William W. Gilmer, Robert E. Coontz, William H. 
G. Bullard, and Harold K. Hines to be lieutenant-commanders 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1905, to fill vacancies 
created in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William S. Miller to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. Wil- 
liam W. Gilmer, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Cyrus W. Cole to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. Rob- 
ert E. Coontz, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lloyd S. Shapley to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. Web- 
ster A. Edgar, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William R. Sayles, jr., to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. 
Philip Andrews, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Greenslade to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. 
Harold K. Hines, promoted. 

Lieuts. (Junior Grade) Charles E. Courtney and James 
H. Tomb to be lieutenants in the Navy, from the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1905, to fill vacancies created in that grade by the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

Midshipmen to be ensigns. 

Henry G. S. Wallace. 

Horace S. Klyce. 

Frank W. Sterling. 

Emory S. Land. 

Franklin W. Osburn, jr. 

Gilford Darst. 

Roe R. Adams. 

Semmes Read. 

Edwin G. Kintner. 

Harry A. Baldridge. 

William L. Pryor. 

James Reed, jr. 
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George J. Meyers. 
James P. Murdock. 
Edward J. Marquart. 
Andrew A. Peterson. 
Leroy Brooks, Ir. 
Donald C. Bingham. 
Nobert Wallace, jr. 
Ralph M. Griswold. 
William W. Smith. 
Francis S. Whitten. 
Thomas L. Ozburn. 
Lewis B. Porterfield. 
Walter G. Diman. 
Frank C. Martin. 
Ralph P. Craft. 
Adolphus Staton. 
David A. Weaver. 
Neil E. Nichols. 
James A. Campbell, jr. 
Otto C. Dowling. 
Julius C. Townsend. 
Wilson Brown, jr. 
Robert Henderson. 
William T. Conn, jr. 
John H. Blackburn. 
Frank B. Freyer. 
Roscoe C. Davis. 
Earl P. Finney. 
William D. Puleston. 
Charles S. Kerrick. 
George P. Brown. 
James O. Richardson, 
Harold D. Childs. 
Gilbert J. Rowcliff. 
James P. Lannon. 
Richard Wainwright, jr. 
Charles W. Early. 
Edward C. S. Parker. 
Joseph O. Fisher. 
Carlos Bean. 
Oscar F. Cooper. 
Kirby B. Crittenden. 
Merritt S. Corning. 
William J. Moses. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
Walter T. Merrick, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. (Reappointment. ) 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


James Wickersham, of Alaska, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, and assign him to division No. 3, 
to which position he was reappointed during the last recess of 
the Senate. s 

MARSHAL. 


J. E. B. Stuart, of Virginia, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Virginia, vice Morgan Treat, resigned. 


CONSUL. 


Samuel S. Knabenshue, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Belfast, Ireland, vice William W. Touvelle, resigned. 


ASSISTANT AGENT FOR SALMON FISHERIES, 


John N. Cobb, of Pennsylvania, who was appointed July 1, 
1904, during the recess of the Senate, to be assistant agent for 
the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Henry M. Rose, of Michigan, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue for the fourth district of Michigan, to succeed Samuel M. 
Lemon, resigned. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Bryson P. Blair, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 
at Montrose, Colo., vice David R. Crosby, deceased. 

Lon E. Foote, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 
Hugo, Colo., his term having expired May 24, 1904 (Reap- 
pointment.) . 

Herman A. Hildebrant, of South Dakota, to be register of the 
land office at Watertown, S. Dak., vice Lee Stover, resigned. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Charles J. Greene, of Louisiana, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Natchitoches, La., his term having expired January 
17, 1904. Reappointment. 


PROFESSOR OF MATHEMATICS IN THE NAYY. 

Lieut. Commander Harry MeL. P. Huse, to be a professor of 
mathematics in the Navy, with the rank of commander, to rank 
next after Professor of Mathematics Aaron N. Skinner, and to 
be an extra number in the corps of professors of mathematics in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904. 

CHIEF OF BUREAU OF MANUFACTURES. 


J. Hampton Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be Chief of Bureau 
of Manufactures, Department of Commerce and Labor. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Eugene H. Mullan, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

Wade Hampton Frost, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 


MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO BICO. 


Rafael Del Valle, of Porto Rico, to be a member of the 
executive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years, vice 
Jose Guzman Benitez, whose term has expired. 

Luis Sanchez Morales, of Porto Rico, to be a member of the 
executive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years, vice 
Jose Gomez Brioso, whose term has expired. 

COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR OF PORTO Rico. 


John Stuart Elliot, of Porto Rico, to be commissioner of the 
interior of Porto Rico, vice William H. Elliott, term expired. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, - 

Harvey E. Berkstresser to be postmaster at Dadeville, in the 
county of Tallapoosa and State of Alabama. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Ralph G. Green to be postmaster at Bay Minette, in the 
county of Baldwin and State of Alabama. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

CALIFORNIA, 

Horace E. Allatt to be postmaster at Imperial, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 

William Bradford to be postmaster at Hemet, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Edmund L. Brown to be postmaster at Fernando, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

William S. Collins to be postmaster at Loyalton, in the 
county of Sierra and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Samuel G. Watts to be postmaster at East Auburn, in the 
county of Placer and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

COLORADO. 


George W. Summers to be postmaster at Gunnison, in the 
county of Gunnison and State of Colorado, in place of George 
W. Summers. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 
1905. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Judson D. Foote to be postmaster at Montowese, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

William E. Gates to be postmaster at Glastonbury, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of Wil- 
liam E. Gates. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Tudor Gowdy to be postmaster at Thompsonville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of Tudor 
Gowdy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

FLORIDA. 

John B. Leffingwell to be postmaster at Bradentown, late 
Braiden Town, in the county of Manatee and State of Florida, in 
place of John B. Leffingwell, to change name of office. 

GEORGIA. 

Clark Grier to be postmaster at Dublin, in the county of 
Laurens and State of Georgia, in place of Clark Grier. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

HAWAII. 

Arthur Waal to be postmaster at Lahaina, in the county of 
Maui Island, Hawaii, in place of Arthur Waal. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 20, 1904. 


1905. 
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ILLINOIS. 
Jennie M. De Roo to be postmaster at Fort Sheridan, in the 


county of Lake and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1901. 

Samuel S. Irwin to be postmaster at Rankin, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

William M. McDonald to be postmaster at Chandlerville, in 
the county of Cass and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential Januaty 1, 1905. 

Leander W. Niles to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of IIlinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Darius B. Reid to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

INDIANA, 

Caleb W. Barker to be postmaster at Francesville, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Indiana. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Charles D. Davidson to be postmaster at Whiting, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana, in place of Charles D. 
Davidson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1905. 

Isaac F. Lawshe to be postmaster at Swayzee, in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Charles McGaughey to be postmaster at Roachdale, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Indiana. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

John W. Morrow to be postmaster at Hebron, in the county 
of Porter and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

James M. Ranstead te be postmaster at Bremen, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana, in place of James M. Ran- 
stead. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1905. 

John P. Russell to be postmaster at Kewanna, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 
. Robert A. Diggs to be postmaster at Lindsay, in district 17, 
Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Rena Winnett to be postmaster at Krebs, district 15, Ind. T. 
Office became Presidential October 1, 1904. 

10WA, 

Bert C. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Kanawha, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

N. C. Kotchell to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in place of Joseph A. Farrell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

James Schroeder to be postmaster at Guttenberg, in the county 
of Clayton and State of Iowa, in place of James Schroeder. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Eugene Stiles to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Iowa, in place of John R. McKee, re- 
signed. 

Edgar O. Winter to be postmaster at Redfield, in the county 
of Dallas and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

KANSAS. 


Frank W. Elliott to be postmaster at Edna, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

James R. Hillhouse to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

William A. Hillhouse to be postmaster at Glasco, in the county 
of Cloud and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Floyd E. Richmond to be postmaster at Logan, in the county of 
Phillips and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Charles C. Wilson to be postmaster at Scandia, in the county 
of Republic and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January t, 1905. 

KENTUCKY. 


Homer B. Bryson to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county 
of Nicholas and State of Kentucky, in place of Homer B. 
Bryson, Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

MARYLAND. 

William Hall Harris to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the 
county of Baltimore and State of Maryland, in place of S. 
Davies Warfield. Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 
1904. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Wilbur F. Whitney to be postmaster at South Ashburnham, 
in the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place 
of Wilbur F. Whitney. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1905. 
MICHIGAN, 


Carl M. Lund to be postmaster at Harrisyille, in the county 
of Alcona and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

MINNESOTA, 


Frank E. Bardwell to be postmaster at Excelsior, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank 
E. Bardwell. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 


Theodore G. Fasteen to be postmaster at Scanlon, in the 
county of Carlton and State of Minnesota. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

M. Miller Severns to be postmaster at West Concord, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Minnesota. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

James W. Bell to be postmaster at Pontotoc, in the county, 
of Pontotoc and State of Mississippi. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Edwin W. Cabaniss to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Hinds and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Robert 8. Golden to be postmaster at Hollandale, in the 
county of Washington and State of Mississippi. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Robert W. Hinton to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the 
county of Lamar and State of Mississippi, in place of Robert W. 
Hinton. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 1905. 

Rosa Mayers to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county of 
Bolivar and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Robert C. Sharbrough to be postmaster at McHenry, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. : 

Alma Stephens to be postmaster at Shaw, in the county of 
Bolivar and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Alexander Yates to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Hinds and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

MISSOURI. 

Godfrey Haldiman to be postmaster at California, in the 
county of Moniteau and State of Missouri, in place of Godfrey, 
Haldiman. Incumbent’s commission expired April 27, 1904. 

J. A. Knowles to be postmaster at Flat River, in the county, 
of St. Francois and State of Missouri, in place of James L. Dar- 
ling, resigned. 

Solomon R. McKay to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Missouri, in place of Solomon R. Me- 
Kay. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 1905. 

Benjamin C. Nichols to be postmaster at Trenton, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Missouri, in place of Charles D. 
Morris, resigned. 

MONTANA, 

George W. Padbury to be postmaster at Marysville, in the 
county of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana, Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1904. 

NEBRASKA. 

John G. Gannon to be postmaster at Pender, in the county of 
Thurston and State of Nebraska, in place of Melcher Emming- 
ton, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Reuben Abel to be postmaster at Bernardsville, in the county, 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in place of Reuben Abel. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Samuel Gordon to be postmaster at South River, in the county, 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of Charles 
Whitehead. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 
1904. 

William H. Kuhithau to be postmaster at Milltown, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

NEW YORK. 

John Borup to be postmaster at Tuckahoe, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in place of Richard G. 
Bennett. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Peter Dahl to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in place of John G. Wallen- 
meier, jr., resigned. 
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Isaac Decker to be postmaster at Williamson, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Frank A. Frost to be postmaster at Watkins, in the county 
of Schuyler and State of New York, in place of Levi M. Gano, 
deceased, 

Fred A. Green to be postmaster at Copenhagen, in the county 
of Lewis and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Christopher B. Morgan to be postmaster at Aurora, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Hiro J. Settle to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, in the county 
of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of Frank Jones, 
deceased. 

George J. Skinner to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Oneida and State of New York, in place of Andrew W. Craig. 
Incumbent's commission expired February 9, 1903. 

Hattie A. Walker to be postmaster at Bergen, in the county 
of Genesee and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


Jesse F. Walsh to be postmaster at Elkin, in the county of 
Surry and State of North Carolina. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Philip K. Eastman to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county 
of MeLean and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Charles H. Lee to be postmaster at Walhalla, in the county 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

OHIO. . 

Peter Cranker to be postmaster at West Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Willis E. Payne to be postmaster at Ashville, in the county of 
Pickaway and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Granville W. Springer to be postmaster at Crooksville, in the 
county of Perry and State of Ohio, in place of John G. Burley, 
resigned. 

Alva G, Sutton to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of 
Seneca and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1904. 

Edward L. Watts to be postmaster at Peebles, in the county of 
Adams and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1905. 

: - ` OKLAHOMA. 

George S. Bailey to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county of 
Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

Wiliam T. Barrett to be postmaster at Carmen, in the county 
of Woods and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Frank H. McCormick to be postmaster at Clinton, in the 
county of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

William Thomas to be postmaster at Thomas, in the county 
of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

OREGON. 

John Hahn to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop and State of Oregon, in place of Grenville Reed. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

John F. Reisacher to be postmaster at Condon, in the county 
of Gilliam and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Edward B. Waters to be postmaster at Burns, in the county 
of Harney and State of Oregon, in place of Edward B. Waters. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Christmas E. Fitch to be postmaster at Wampum, in the 
county of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

Jacob D. Laciar to be postmaster at Wilkesbarre, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Byron 
G. Hahn. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1904. 

Harry H. Nichols to be postmaster at Girard, in the county 
of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Harry H. Nichols. 
Incumbent’s commission expires Jaunary 31, 1905. 

Eli D. Robinson to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Josiah B. Black. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


Mary J. Russell to be postmaster at Vilas, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylyania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. i 

Charles S. Shindel to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Charles S. Shindel. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Coleman Smith to be postmaster at Coudersport, in the county 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Will E. Olm- 
sted. Incumbent's commission expired Jurie 5, 1904. s 

PORTO RICO. 

Walter K. Landis to be postmaster at San Juan, in the county 
of San Juan, P. R., in place of Walter K. Landis. Incumbent’s 
commission expired June 5, 1904. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Joseph H. Abbey to be postmaster at St. George, in the county 
of Dorchester and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Frank C. Cain to be postmaster at St. Matthews, in the county 
of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

James G. Harper to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of 
Oconee and State of South Carolina, in place of Emma Harper, 
resigned. 

A. L. King to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county of 
Georgetown and State of South Carolina, in place of William 
M. Hazzard, deceased. 

TENNESSEE. 

William E. Byers to be postmaster at Tracy City, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

William T. Smythe to be postmaster at Mountain City, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

TEXAS. 

Theophilus F. Berner to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the 
county of Clay and State of Texas, in place of Theophilus F. 
Berner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Joshua Cooke, jr., to be postmaster at Longview, in the county 
of Gregg and State of Texas, in place of Joshua Cooke, jr. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

G. W. Crossman to be postmaster at Garland, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1904. 

Kittie L. Edwards to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the 
county of Bastrop and State of Texas, in place of Kittie L. Ed- 
wards. Incumbent’s commission expired April 30, 1904. 

Jerra L. Hickson to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county 
of Cooke and State of Texas, in place of Jerra L. Hickson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1905. 

Henry Liem to be postmaster at Center, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Texas. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1903. 

Adelia C. Pruitt to be postmaster at Lindale, in the county 
of Smith and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

Charles Real to be postmaster at Kerrville, in the county of 
Kerr and State of Texas, in place of Charles Real. Incumbent's 
commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Andrew J. Reeder to be postmaster at Granger, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

L. E. Robbins to be postmaster at Quanah, in the county of 
Hardeman and State of Texas, in place of John W. Hedley. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

James B. Seargent to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Texas, in place of Robert J. Looney, 
removed. 

VIRGINIA, 

Harry Fulwiler to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county 
of Botetourt and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

WASHINGTON. 

Daniel Crowley to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county 
of Clarke and State of Washington, in place of Lloyd Du Bois. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

William P. Ely to be postmaster at Kelso, in the county of 
Cowlitz and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Olaf N. Erickson to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of King and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

George D. C. Pruner to be postmaster at Blaine, in the county 
of Whatcom and State of Washington, in place of George D. G. 
Pruner. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 
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WEST VIRGINIA, 


Mr. LITTAUER. As soon as I can get an opportunity to be 


` William R. Brown to be postmaster at West Union, in the | heard. 


county of Doddridge and State of West Virginia, in place of D. 
Porter Stout, resigned. 

Benjamin O. Holland to be postmaster at Logan, in the 
county of Logan and State of West Virginia. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Nathan C. McNeil to be postmaster at Marlinton, in the 
county of Pocahontas and State of West Virginia. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1904. 

WISCONSIN. 

Marilla Andrews to be postmaster at Evansville, in the 
county of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of Eleanora 
Andrews, resigned. 

F. J. Buell to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 
Racine and State of Wisconsin, in place of Theodore Riel, de- 


John G. Burman to be postmaster at Amery, in the county of 
Polk and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. t 

George M. Carnachan to be postmaster at Bruce, in the 
county of Gates and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 2 

Charles F. Fine to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Vernon and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Howard K. Sanderson to be postmaster at Lynn, in the State 
of Massachusetts. (Appointee deceased.) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 5, 1905. 
CHIEF JUSTICE, DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS. 

Seth Shepard, of the District of Columbia, now serving as 
associate justice of the court of appeals of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be chief justice of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS. 

Charles H. Duell, of New York, to be associate justice of the 

court of appeals of the District of Columbia. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Herman A. Hilderbrandt to be register of the land office at 

Watertown, in the State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Trunspar, January 5, 1905. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


Rey. WILLIAM Coupxx, of Boston, Mass., offered the following | 


prayer: | 

Our Heavenly Father, we are very grateful indeed this morn- 
ing as we are reminded of the richness of our country and the 
great names that have enriched our history and the great oppor- 
tunity that is before us. We pray that we may be equal to all 
these things, that our hearts may respond in righteousness to 
the love that Thou hast poured out unto us. We ask that Thy 
blessing, our Heavenly Father, may be with these Thy servants, 
who labor for Thee and Thy people this morning. We pray 
that Thou wilt inspire them with devotion that shall make 
them wise, that Thou wilt fill them with power to do Thy will, 
that Thou wilt enoble them with high motives and pure desires. 
We ask that Thy blessing may rest upon the deliberations of 
this House this day, and may Thy grace be with every member 
of it. We ask it in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 17094) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance, for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered printed. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] 
reserves all points of order. 

Mr. CLARK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
New York when that appropriation bill is coming up for con- 
sideration? 


es CLARK. I would like to have some definite information 
about it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It has to lie over until to-morrow. We will 
not want, of course, to bring it up before then. 

Mr. CLARK. Of course, you can not bring it up to-day. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The intention was either to bring it up to- 
morrow or on next Tuesday. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, put it off as much as you can. 

~ COTTON ESTIMATES OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following priy- 
ileged report from the Committee on Agriculture, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion No. 400, “ That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby requested to 
forward to the House of Representatives all data, in detail, upon which 

last report was made and published, said report to cover all sources 
and 1 27 of 


information upon which said report was based,” beg leave 
partment, and upon hearin; full copy of which is submitted here- 
with, gi in detail the — adopt. 4 


ed said De ent in arriv 
at its cotton estimates—your committee are of opinion that such esti- 
mates are honestly, intelligently made, and are as accurately made &s 


is possible, and we recommend t said resolution lie upon the table. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before making the motion 
to have the resolution He upon the table, I desire to yield some 
time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livyincston]. How 
much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall take just as little 
time as possible—I think, about thirty minutes. I think I can 
get through in that time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much time does the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] desire? 

Mr. BURLESON. About the same time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not want to be confined to thirty 
minutes if I can help it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Lrvrxeston] twenty minutes, inasmuch as I have only an 
* there are two or three other gentlemen who desire to 
spea 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentle- 
man in charge of the resolution and to the House that I had no 
chance to go before the committee at all to show why this reso- 
lution ought to have been reported favorably. ‘This is the only, 
opportunity I shall have, and I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, the gentleman from New York [Mr 
WADSWORTH], not to confine me to twenty minutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I have every disposition 
to give the gentleman all the time he wants, but I have only one 
hour and there are two or three other gentlemen who wish to 


speak. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I shall ask the House to grant me 
unanimous consent to make my statement in favor of the reso- 
Tution. I shall make it just as short as I can. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I shall yield the gentle- 
man thirty minutes, and if the gentleman has not completed 
his remarks within that-time I shall do the best I can, yet 
reserving enough time for the other gentlemen who wish to 


speak. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, with the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON}, I 
would suggest that it would be well, I think, to have an hour 
given to the opponents of the resolution and an hour given to 
those in favor of it, the time of those opposed to the resolution 
to be controlled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
WORTH], the chairman of the committee, and the time of those 
in favor of it to be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. Livrnestox], who is the author of the resolution. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to that, if the 
House is satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] asks unanimous consent that debate on this resolution 
be confined to two hours, one hour to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH] and one hour to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was not 
introduced, or when introduced, was not intended to imply or 
express either dishonesty or want of faithfulness or anything 
of that kind on the part of the Agricultural Department. Nor 
was this resolution introduced for the purpese of showing that 
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the last estimate made by the Department of Agriculture of 
12,162,000 bales of cotton as the total crop was inaccurate. 
I do not question the accuracy of the report in the resolution, 
unless it be inferred from the preamble. The resolution is 
a plain, simple resolution, which I propose to read in my time. 

Whereas there is great dissatisfaction and want of confidence in 
the reports on cotton acreage and production by the Department of 
Agriculture, S gaud to the last report, made on December 3, 1904: 
Therefore be i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby requested to 
forward to the House of Representatives all data, in detail, upon which 
said last report was made and published, said report to cover all 
sources and kinds of information upon which said report was based. 

It is a simple resolution asking for information from the 
Department—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman kindly read also 
the preamble? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I read it, sir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is just simply this: Whereas there 
is great dissatisfaction and want of confidence on the part of 
the producers and consumers of cotton in regard to the agri- 
cultural report as to acreage and results. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
it is charged in the hearings that I have in my hand that I 
have overestimated the dissatisfaction. That is the expression 
of Mr. Hyde, and I want to say to the House that this pro- 
cedure has been a very remarkable one. As the introducer of 
the resolution I neyer had an opportunity to go before this 
committee and show why that report ought to have been favor- 
able to the resolution instead of against it. I have got it to do 
now if I can, 

Repeating, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that I am not charging 
falsehood or dishonesty on the Department, I did not charge 
in the resolution inaccuracy in regard to that estimate of 
12,162,000 bales, but I am going to do it this morning; I am 
going to show this House it was not accurate or, rather, the 
sources of information upon which it was based, or the gin 
report of December 28, one or the other, is very inaccurate. 
Why are the people dissatisfied with these reports, it is chal- 
lenged, and I have to answer and I have not time to take up 
all these clippings and editorials from newspapers of the 
South, from Virginia to Texas. Some of these editorials are 
extremely bitter, but when it is charged there is no dissatis- 
faction—as it was charged in the subcommittee before I was 
locked out that there was no dissatisfaction in the South; that 
the South was simply sore and distressed over the fact that 
they lost fifteen or twenty dollars a bale on their cotton after 
the report came out—why were they dissatisfied? First, I refer 
the Department of Agriculture and the committee and this 
House to the newspapers of the South—the semiweeklies, the 
weekly papers, dailies, from Virginia to Texas—and I ask those 
of you who have read them to remember without my stopping 
to prove that they are representative newspapers, they are the 
leading newspapers of the South, and they declare emphatically 
that the South is not only dissatisfied, but they are determined 
that if these estimates are to come out at all they will demand 
that they come nearer to what the actual facts are, with more 
frequency and publicity, or they will demand the abolition of 
the statistical division of that Department. This is, or seems 
to be, the mind of the press of the South. 

In the next place, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
the bankers in all parts of the South are meeting and holding 
conventions to see what they can do in order to benefit the cot- 
ton producer and the cotton spinner, for one is just as much 
Involved in this as the other. That is another evidence of dis- 
satisfaction. 

The ginners themselyes, denying the last report made by Mr. 
North, haye met and organized a National Ginners’ Association, 
and the president of that association stands up before the world 
in a speech at the Piedmont Hotel at Atlanta, in which he de- 
clares that the report is wrong, not wrong because Mr. North 
made it wrong, but that it is wrong because “we were such 
chumps as to make such reports” from our ginneries. Then he 
goes on to specify how the mistakes were made and why they 
were made. That is another evidence that dissatisfaction exists. 

There is another reason for this dissatisfaction. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture estimated the acreage of cotton last year at 
more than one million acres too large and corrected that esti- 
mate in October. The Department that could make a mistake of 
one million acres in the acreage of cotton in the South in one 
season seems to me ought to give to the country the information 
upon which they base such estimates. 

Second, here is the estimate of the Department of Agriculture 
showing the conditions of the crop last year by percentages, 
from June until October. On May 26 they reported the condi- 


tion at 85 per cent, signifying a heavy crop of cotton; on June 
26 they reported it at 88 per cent, still heavier, and July 26 
they reported it at 91.6 per cent, still heavier, and on August 26 
they cut that estimate to 84.01 percent. In October they cut it 
to 75.6 per cent. This indicates that it was reduced by the De- 
partment in their estimate of the condition of the crop more than 
16 per cent from June 1 to October 1. 

Now, for that reason the people of the South are wanting in 
confidence. 

Next, we have the estimate of cotton by the exchanges, includ- 
ing Liverpool, New York, Augusta, the Reform Club of Liver- 
pool, the Yazoo Cotton Exchange, Latham, Alexander & Co., and 
many other of the largest cotton firms and business houses 
in this country and abroad. I have them all here. The aver- 
age given by all of those cotton exchanges was 11,333,000 
bales, yet Mr. Hyde comes out soon thereafter and makes an 
estimate of 12,162,000 bales. Are you surprised, in view of 
this, that the South is dissatisfied with his estimate? When 
they had taken Liverpool, which is always a bear market, and 
New York, which is also a bear market, and the cotton ex- 
changes everywhere, which are usually in favor of cheap cotton, 
still the average of the estimates from this source was only 
11,333,000 bales. The fact is that no report or estimate was 
made for the month of November, the month of all months in 
the season when cotton is being sold in large quantities, leaving 
everyone for two months in doubt as to what would come next; 
and then springing upon an unsuspecting people and upon an 
unsuspecting market a report of this kind, is it surprising that 
a panic is produced in the market? Cotton producers, as well 
as the cotton spinners of this country, want, first, accuracy, 
frequency, and publicity. But here the Department of Agri- 
culture goes from October over to December 3 without any 
report, and in the midst of the heavy selling of cotton over the 
South. It makes no difference what this report would be, 
whether it was high up or low down, it will make a panic in 
the cotton market if you skip one whole month and make a 
return for two months as to the production of cotton. If he 
had made a report in November indicating a heavy crop of 
cotton, the producer and spinner would have been better pre- 
pared for it, but bringing it upon the market and upon the 
country suddenly produced a panic, and it is not at all sur- 
prising or astonishing that the whole South was dissatisfied. 
I again repeat that the dissatisfaction is rather over the way 
and time in which these reports are made public. 

Do you want any other evidence of dissatisfaction? In every 
cotton county in the South, with but few exceptions, since the 
December report was made, they have held county conventions ex- 
pressing their indignation when they learned that it was charged 
up here that there was no dissatisfaction about the cotton re- 
port. In three or four instances throughout the South they 
have met on the streets and have burned cotton. For what pur- 
pose? In order to demonstrate to the Department of Agricul- 
ture and to this House that there was great dissatisfaction. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I call for order. I can not 
hear what the gentleman says. = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order that the House is not in order. The point is 
sustained. Gentlemen who desire to converse will please retire 
to the cloakroom. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Again, Mr. Speaker, dissatisfaction has 
recently been intensified with the agricultural report by a re- 
port from the Census Office giving the total cotton ginned, up 
to December 13, 1904, of 11,971,477 bales, which is within 190,523 
bales of the total estimate by the Department of Agriculture. 
If the Department of Agriculture is right, the gin report is a 
million bales too much. If the census report from Mr. North is 
right, Mr. Hyde is a million bales too low; and yet gentlemen 
stand in this House and in that committee room and say there 
was no dissatisfaction; and Mr. Hyde said I have overestimated 
it. What is the effect of it to-day? We have hung up here the 
cotton world, the spinner, the exporter, and the producer be- 
tween two reports, one giving 12,162,000 bales total crop, and the 
other, up to December 13, ginned 11,971,477 bales. Is that 
accuracy? Will these wide divergent estimates give satisfaction 
or promote stability? 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the chairman of this com- 
mittee and the committee that made this report that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is simply the creature or the servant of 
the people. They are not the masters of the people, no more 
than you or I are the masters of the people. The people 
through Congress constituted or set up this Department of Agri- 
culture. The other day I was questioned by the Secretary of 
Agriculture himself this way: “Are you not an enemy yourself 
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of the Department of Agriculture? I said emphatically :“I am 
not,” and if I had had opportunity I would have said to him that 
in my humble way, as an officer of the State agriculture society 
where the resolution originated calling upon Congress to estab- 
lish this Department, I did my humble part in bringing it into 
existence; and I have done my humble part ever since to sus- 
tain it. The way to sustain it is to have publicity upon sources 
of information—taking the public into the confidence of the 
Department and establishing stability with confidence. Accu- 
racy in the information given, and frequency, with as much 
publicity as possible, is the thing which in my opinion will 
prove a remedy and secure confidence and enable the Depart- 
155 of Agriculture to do the greatest good to the greatest 
number. : 

If their reports are inaccurate they destroy confidence; if 
they come too far apart, as they did this fall, they will produce 
a panic in the market whether they are right or wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I now come to the most wonderful document I 
have ever had the fortune to take up on the floor of this House 
since I haye been a Member—for fourteen years. It reads this 
way: “ Hearing before the Committee on Agriculture.” 

I want to suggest to the chairman that there were just three 
men present that day. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I did not catch the gentleman's state- 
ment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggested to him that there were just 
three men present that day. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There were at least five members of 
the subcommittee. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am speaking of when I left. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There may have been only that number 
when you left. There were five or six members of the subcom- 
mittee when the Secretary and Mr. Hyde made their statements. 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to make this one statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this is not to come out of 
my time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia and the House that the reason why we went into execu- 
tive session was that it was suggested that certain information 
might be divulged which could be telegraphed all over the coun- 
try and which might affect cotton in a speculative way, and for 
ae reason alone it was thought best to hold an executive 
session. . 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is all right. This committee was 
in executive session, and after the resolution had been read— 
listen to the questions propounded by the chairman of the com- 
mittee : 

Now, Mr. Hyde, you see this resolution which is before us. What the 
committee wants to know is, is there any need of reporting this reso- 
lution favorably? 

Mr. Hyde is the chief of a bureau in the Department of Agri- 
culture. I had introduced the resolution in this House and had 
it sent to that committee. The committee never asked me the 
question: Mr. Lrvineston, what reasons have you to give why 
this resolution ought to be reported favorably?” but they put 
the question to Mr. Hyde in that form. I will read the whole 
of it: 

Now, Mr. Hyde, you see this resolution which is before us. What the 
committee wants to know is, is there any need of reporting this reso- 
lution favorably? That is the question before this committee, and that 
is all there is of it. We want the data upon which we can act. 

The complaint that I make, Mr. Speaker, is that you got your 
data from one side, when you ought to have heard both. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me reply to the gentleman that 
that is all he is asking for in his resolution. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Secretary Wilson interrupted with this 
suggestion: 

Tell the committee unreservedly everything you know, Mr. Hyde. 


Now, Mr. Hyde proceeds at once, according to the printed re- 
port of this hearing, to establish the fact that there was a big 
crop of cotton. I said nothing about that in my resolution. I 
said nothing in my resolution about the question whether there 
was a big or a small crop. I wanted the information upon 
which he was acting. Whether it established the fact of a big 
crop or a small one did not make any difference to me or to this 
House. But he takes my State, the State of Georgia, and it is 
the only State that he handles. After comparing the report from 
my State last year and the year before, he comes to this conclu- 
sion, which he states on page 2 of the hearing: 

Thus, with one exception— 

He says— 
all these six classes of correspondents reported a yield per acre 50 per 
cent or more greater than that of last year. 
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He has stated previously that he has six sources of informa- 
tion, and now he says, on page 2, that of all these classes or 
sources of information five of them reported the yield in 
Georgia 50 per cent or more greater than the year before—that 
is, 50 per cent greater in this present crop than in the one that 
preceded it. One class of these reporters, being planters exclu- 
sively, reported 39 per cent greater. Now listen: 

Mr. Scorr. The estimate that you have given there is the average of 
all your correspondents of the several classes? 

r. Hypg. The average of all correspondents of each of six different 


classes for the State of Georgia. 
Mr. Scorr. Yes. 


I want to call the attention of the House to this declaration: 

Mr. Hype. And what applies to Georgia applies in very much the 
same way to every other cotton-producing State, t and small. 
Now, the acreage this year unquestionably is a little higher than it was 
last year. ; 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, those are the only 
data furnished in this paper upon which anybody can estimate 
or guess whether Mr. Hyde was too high or too low in his 
figures. He says that in Georgia five sources of information 
put it at 50 per cent more than last year and one puts it at 
39 per cent; and that applies, he says, practically to all the 
other States. Let us see, now, what becomes of it. Taking 
Mr. Hyde's statement before the committee, on page 2, that I 
have just read, if Mr. Hyde had taken the estimate from the 
five sources estimating the crop at 50 per cent greater than 
that of 1903, his report on the total should have been for 
Georgia 1,929,436 bales, which is 164,563 bales more than he 
reported for Georgia in that December report. Of course the 
5 per cent for increased acreage was added to that, and it is 
claimed that in Georgia it was 15 per cent larger. Now, I 
have taken the smallest per cent of increase that Mr. Hyde 
has given and applied it to my State. He should have given 
1,929,486 bales. He only gave 1,764,000 bales for Georgia. 
Had he taken the one class of reporters estimating the in- 
crease at 89 per cent, his report should have shown for Gerogia 
1,792,508 bales, which is 27,605 bales more than he did estimate 
for Georgia. He says in this report that he exercised his 
judgment in determining these matters and that he usually 
took the mean or go-between. Did he take any mean or go- 
between here? He was 200,000 bales short of the bulk of the 
reporters of Georgia, five to one. Taking the figures from the 
smallest report, from the planters, at 39 per cent, he was 27,665 
bales below his report December 8. So, I say, he ought to 
show to this House and to the world how he got his report 
for Georgia. That is just the information that I asked for in 
the resolution, but he failed to give it. 

I ask that the House give me their attention for a minute 
that it may appreciate this wild business on the part of some- 
body. I am not charging it to Mr. Hyde, I am not charging it to 
the Department of Agriculture, I am not charging it to the 
Census Bureau; but I suppose that it is chargeable to the infor- 
mation that this Department and Bureau received from some- 
body, and that is one reason why the resolution was introduced, 
to ascertain who it was that furnished the information, so that 
if they were leading Mr. Hyde and the Census Bureau into a 
mistake this House could suggest to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture that he ought to revise his list of informants. 

Had Mr. Hyde taken the estimates, reporting 50 per cent or 
more increase with 5 per cent added for increased acreage, 
and applied it to all the cotton-producing States, as he said it 
was applicable, his estimate for the total crop would have been 
what? Twelve million one hundred and sixty-two thousand 
bales? No. It would have been 15,517,050 bales. About 
8,355,050 more than he estimated the crop. 

Mr. BURLESON. Your complaint now is that he made it too 


low? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am not complaining. I hope the gentle- 
man will not go off halfcocked about the matter. I am com- 
plaining because the committee did not demand of him upon 
what information he relied. His estimate of the total crop, had 
he taken the 39 per cent, the lowest amount for Georgia, which 
he said was applicable to the other States, including the 5 per 
cent increase for acreage, the total estimate of cotton crop ought 
to have been 14,415,840 bales, 2,253,840 above his estimate. The 
point, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, is simply this,and I trust that 
you can see it, and I trust the chairman will explain it if he can. 
His own figures, 50 per cent and 39 per cent greater, taking the 
information upon which he bases his estimates, his report should 
have been 15,517,050 bales; if the smallest report is correct, 
then it should have been 14,415,840 bales. Now, let Mr. Hyde 
take either horn of this dilemma that he will. Still, my reso- 
lution is here asking the question Where did you get it? 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, you can well see that Mr. 
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Hyde did not take either of these estimates given him, neither 
the 39 per cent or the 50 per cent for Georgia. How did he get 

ls estimate in bales for Georgia? It is just as much of a mys- 
tery to-day as it was before the committee handled the resolu- 
tion. 

Ah, but some man will say, as was said to me this morning, 
“ Suppose Mr. Hyde had followed his information and had given 
out 14,415,840 bales, which was the lowest estimate made to 
him, there would haye been a panic sure enough.” Well, Mr. 
Speaker, it could not have been much worse. When the ginners’ 
report was filed it did come that his statement was inaccu- 
rate, or the ginners’ report was inaccurate. I have made 
no calculations on the mean, for it is not necessary. He said 
before your committee, in answer to your question, “I usually 
take the mean between the extremes and make a report.” He 
did not do it here, because the mean difference between 
15,570,000 bales and 14,415,840 bales would be somewhere about 
thirteen and one-half millions; that would have been an average 
between the high and the low. But he did not take it. Why 
did he not take it? That is what my resolution calls for. “ Mr. 
Hyde, why didn’t you give to the committee this information, 
why is it that this committee comes in this morning——’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will if I can hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I want to know from what 
class of farmers comes this dissatisfaction as to the report of 
the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I refer the gentleman to the newspapers 
of his own State and to all the newspapers of the South. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You say that your resolu- 
pe a based upon the dissatisfaction of the farmers of the 

Now, is it not a fact in Georgia, as well as in my State, Ala- 
bama, that the “ share-croppers,” as we call them, and the small 
farmers, sold their crops at the beginning of the season for 10 
and 10.10 and 10.20, and secured generally the highest price? 
Now, are they dissatisfied? I ask the gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. Lryrxeston] if that is the element which is dissatisfied, 
and is it not a fact that the same class sold their crops in his 
State at a high price? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that in the 
South the men who were squeezed with mortgage and other debts 
sold their cotton early, and they are not hurt except in one 
way—-yes, they are hurt, and it ought not to be forgotten. They 
will be notified next year, with 6-cent cotton, that they will have 
to give better collateral, and the merchants will notify them 
that with 6-cent cotton they will have to have better collateral 
than cotton. l 

‘Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not see any objection 
to the gentleman’s proposed investigation, but I ask these ques- 
tions for information, to find what elass are dissatisfied. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will take the Mont- 
gomery papers and the Bi papers 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, I take those papers, but 
they do not represent all the farmers of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, I do not think they represent all the 
farmers any more than they do the gentleman and myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The class I refer fo re- 
ceived generally 10 and 10.20 for their cotton, and many as low 
as 9 and 9.50 cents per pound. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I will let the gentle- 
man make his speech in his own time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am just ask- 
ing for information. I am not making any speech at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the last gin report made by 


the Census Office, which was made on the 28th of December—. 


the Hyde report coming out om the 3d of December previous— 
reports some 30,000 gins, in which they had ginned up to that 
time 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken—that they had ginned up to the 13th of December. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is what I mean to say. 

Mr. LOVERING. That is what the gentleman did not say. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That the ginners had ginned up to the 
13th of December not quite 12,000,000 bales of cotton; and I 
desire to suggest that if the gin report is correct that Mr. Hyde’s 
estimates are awfully out of joint. I want to say about that 
ginning business—for I have been in it all my life—that the 
gins of the South, to have ginned that amount of cotton up fo the 
18th day of December, would have to have ginned 666 bales 
each, upon an average, more than they did in the same time the 
year before. I am not here to say that they did not do 
that they could not do it. 


it or 


Mr. Speaker, this country wants the best service from the De- 
partment of Agriculture that we can get, and it is the first time 
in the history of that Department that an effort has been made 
to get accurate information from them, and they have shut the 
door in the face of Congress through their committee. I can not 
remember the report exactly as it was read from the desk; but, 
summing it up, that committee says that it is satisfied with the 
conduct of the Department of Agriculture in reporting cotton es- 
timates. I believe that was the substance of the report. Mr. 
Speaker, it makes no difference whether the committee was sat- 
isfied or not. The question is, Is the country satisfied with this, 
and has the country, through tts Representatives on this floor, 
the right to inquire? I think it is only so much the worse for 
the Department of Agriculture when they hesitate to give to 
Congress anything in the way of information touching upon their 


reports. 

If the Agricultural Department had come in with the right 
kind of an answer through this committee to the House, I was 
prepared, with the help of other Members on the floor of this 
House, to have suggested to the Department of Agriculture how 
it could widen its inquiries and help the poor cotton producers 
of the South, whose markets have been fixed in Liverpool and 
New York for forty years, with two exceptions, and a great 
part of that time were compelled to sell their cotton below the 
cost of production. Mr. Speaker, to-day the price of cotton is 
fixed for next November and next October in Liverpool and 
New York. We are at their mercy. It is true the South has 
its own remedy if she can be persuaded to adopt it. If the 
Department of Agriculture would permit an humble Member of 
the House on the floor in his place to suggest some things that 
it might do, I shall suggest one, and I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertne}, who I see has asked for time, 
as a spinner will suggest others. There is pending at present 
before the Committee on Ways and Means a bill to take the 
tax off alcohol. If that bill is passed the producers of smoke- 
less powder will consume 600,000 bales of cotton next year. 
There are many other such enterprises opening up to the poor 
cotton raiser of the South, if the Department of Agriculture 
would quit their estimating of crops long enough to get out into 
the world and indicate to the cotton grower where this cotton 
can be used and how it can be used. The poor producer of cot- 
ton is not the only man hurt in those reports, when they come 
in that manner, unexpected, upon the market, crushing it or 
elevating it without the bounds of reason. Last year it was 
rushed up to seventeen and one-half on a ten million crop. 
This year, on Mr. Hyde’s estimate of twelve millions, it is 
rushed down to six and a quarter, and some parties in New 
York affirm that they will put it to five and a quarter cents 
before the season closes. 

It is the way in which these reports come that hurts so much 
rather than the actual amount estimated. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I insist that the Committee on Agriculture, and it Is the only 
body I can reach and they did not seem to be friendly, and I 
ask the chairman of the committee as a patriot, I ask him as 
a national man and not as a sectional man, to call the atten- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture to the fact that he ought 
to do for cotton what be has done for corn and butter and 
other things across the waters as well as at home. Why not 
let him spend part of his time and resources seeking new 
markets and new enterprises for the use of cotton? I had 
hoped that this matter might come legitimately before the 
House without this motion to table, so that we could have 
gone into the matter and given us the chance to discuss the 
wonderful development going on all over the world every day 
where new enterprises are springing up demanding cotton, 
cotton, cotton. I have a statement on my desk here from 
some Massachusetts spinners that have had to go into bank- 
ruptey, and they charge it on account of the fluctuations made 
by speculators on these reports. Is it possible, gentlemen of 
the committee and of the House, Is it possible to have these 
reports so come that they can not do that? That is all we 
pray for, that is all we ask for. I understand there are no 
such reports made as to wheat and corn. They have easy, 
smooth safling; no great fluctuations. A short crop in wheat 
pushes it up gradually, and a long crop of wheat pushes it 
down gradually. That is legitimate; that is meeting the sup- 
ply and demand question; but here when you can deduct $20 
a bale in twenty-four hours out of 5,000,000 bales of cotton, I 
want to ask this House, Is that the kind of report to have, 
whether it be right or wrong? 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen 
minutes more. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I reserve it. 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, just one word. If the 
House will read the preamble of this resolution they will 
notice it states this: 

Whereas there is great dissatisfaction and want of confidence in the 
report on cotton acreage and production by the Department of Agri- 
culture, ete. 

Now, the committee, in answer to that, felt it its duty, first, to 
inquire into the methods employed by the Deparment of Agri- 
culture in gathering together these satistics upon which they 
base their report. The House will notice its methods are re- 
cited on page 2 of the hearings, and they are uniform in all the 
cotton States. Secondly, as to the accuracy of the results ar- 
rived at. On page 9 you will find the estimates for the last 
five years and on page 10 the statement that during the last 
five years the Department of Agriculture was only 152,952 
bales out of the way on the average of each year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What was it in 1901? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We base our report, Mr. Speaker, on 
the methods employed by the Department in gathering these 
statistics and upon the results as brought about when prepared 
that way, and therefore we claim that the public has no reason 
for entertaining a want of confidence in the Department of 
Agriculture's statistics. And, further, I wish to say, in answer 
to the gentleman from Georgia, that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture did not attempt to conceal anything as to his methods or 
results. 4 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman why they did 
not add in the report of 1901, which was a million short? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can not state the reason right here. 
On page 9 the House will get the full information. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, at the outset, I desire to 
assure the membership of this body that the Committee on Agri- 
culture has no disposition whatever to conceal or smother any- 
thing, as has been insinuated by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Livincston]. We have no objection whatever to making 
known all information with reference to the cotton estimate of 
December 3, within the keeping of the Statistician of the Agri- 
cultural Department, but your committee after a careful hear- 
ing, the full report of which is before you, reached the unani- 
mous conclusion that it was wholly unnecessary to report favor- 
ably the resolution under discussion. 

I will now attempt to give you the reasons moving us to reach 
this conclusion. On the 3d of December Mr. Hyde, the Statisti- 
cian of the Department of Agriculture, gave out his estimate of 
the cotton crop for this year as 12,162,000 bales of cotton. If 
this estimate was correct, it was the largest cotton crop grown 
in the history of the cotton industry. If correct, it would be far- 
reaching in its consequences, and necessarily there would be dis- 
satisfaction in some quarters, and of course the result of this 
announcement depressed the market price of the staple. But 
the inquiry very pertinently arises, where will this dissatisfac- 
tion come from? In effect, this same inquiry was propounded 
hy the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson] to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Livincston] a moment ago, and you 
noticed that no response was made thereto. I will now tell 
you where this dissatisfaction could certainly be located. Wv- 
ery cotton speculator, every cotton gambler, who was upon the 
bull side of the market was sure to be dissatisfied. Further- 
more, every producer of cotton throughout the cotton region who 
was still holding his cotton in anticipation of a higher price, 
thereby in a measure becoming a speculator himself, would nat- 
urally be dissatisfied. I confidently assert that neither the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinesron] nor any other person 
ean name one single producer of cotton who, content to receive 
the legitimate price for his staple, the price fixed by the law of 
supply and demand, and who sold his cotton as he gathered it, 
is now volcing dissatisfaction with the Bureau report. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] complains 
that when this estimate was given out there was a slump 
in the price of cotton. He contends that if the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics had indicated in November a heavy crop both the spinner 
and producer would have been better prepared. Ah! the esti- 
mate seems to have come too late. If anyone was seriously hurt 
by this slump, whose fault is it? Was his injury occasioned by 
reason of the fact that he had bought cotton or by reason of the 
fact that a great quantity was being held by the producer for 
a higher price? Was it occasioned by the fact that the Bu- 
reau of Statisites had misled anyone as to the true condi- 
tion of the crop prospects? Let’s be honest in our search after 
the truth, and see if the Statistician of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment deceived us. The very first crop estimate given out by the 
Bureau of Statistics promised 85 per cent, signifying, as said by 


the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livincston], a large cotton 
crop. In June the crop condition was reported at 8s per cent, 
which, he says, promised a still larger crop, and thence followed 
the Bureau’s estimate of this crop, one after the other, in such 
a way as to clearly indicate to those who produced and those 
who consumed cotton that this year gave promise of a bumper 
crop. The very last estimate by percentage given out by the 
Bureau in October indicated even a larger crop than was an- 
nounced by the Statistician in the December estimate, and yet 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] complains that 
sufficient warning was not given. 

Now, gentlemen, should anyone be heard to complain? If I, 
a producer of cotton, did not give heed to these most valuable 
statistics which were being issued by the Department of Agri- 
culture, but, on the contrary, disregarded them and failed to 
sell my cotton as I gathered it, and hoping for a higher price 
held it, thereby placing myself in the attitude of a speculator in 
this great product, should I be heard to complain when the final 
estimate of the cotton crop does not happen to fit the necessities 
of my situation? Or, if one tinkers with the bucket shops and 
when the psychological moment arrives finds himself on the bull 
side of the market with a bumper crop assured, should we heed 
him when he cries aloud? I reiterate the statement that no 
grower of cotton who was content to receive the legitimate 
price for his product—that is, the price fixed by the law of sup- 
ply and demand—and to sell his crop as he gathered it, will be 
heard complaining at this time. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: While it may be proper to collect such statistics on the 
supply of cotton in order to maintain the equilibrium, to ascer- 
tain how the law of supply and demand is operating would it 
not be the gentleman’s idea that it would be better to also 
gather statistics on the amount of demand for cotton? 

Mr. BURLESON. Do you mean statistics relating to cotton 
consumption? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. I certainly do, and on yesterday I intro- 
duced a joint resolution directing the Census Bureau to collect 
and publish the very statistics the gentleman has in mind. I 
believe it will benefit both the cotton grower and the cotton 
manufacturer. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understood that to be the position of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You have mentioned two kinds 
of speculators here, one whom you call the cotton exchange 
speculator or cotton gambler, and the other the man who is 
holding his cotton for a higher price. If that man is the 
grower and is holding his cotton, do you call him a speculator? 

Mr. BURLESON. Any farmer who when he gathers his 
cotton does not sell it, but holds it in hope of securing a higher 
price, becomes a speculator, and unfortunately for me I am, this 
year, one of that kind—I still have mine. Now, gentlemen, this 
trouble has been caused 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him another question. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will remind the gentleman that I have 
only a few minutes, but 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I will not interrupt the 
gentleman further. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have only a few minutes, but I yield 
with pleasure to my friend from Georgia 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think the gentleman cares to put 
himself in the position of saying that the farmers who sold 
their cotton early did not sell it at a legitimate price, and that 
he thinks the present price is a legitimate price. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have evidently failed to make myself un- 
derstood. I firmly believe the present price of cotton is below 
the cost of production, but I hope and believe it will remain so 
only temporarily. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, haying ascertained who it 
really is that is dissatisfied, let us locate, if possible, the first 
cause of all this trouble. The truth is this dissatisfaction has 
not been occasioned by the act or acts of any governmental 
bureau. 

I will tell you where the trouble comes from. Last year we 
produced approximately a ten-million-bale cotton crop, which 
was far short of the quantity required to meet the necessities of 
the commercial world. The Bureau of Statistics of the Agricul- 
tural Department and the Census Bureau, faithfully reporting 
the truth, promptly gave out information indicating this small 
crop. What was the natural result? When the final estimate was 
made the price soared. The gentleman from Georgia has said 
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it reached 171 cents per pound. No complaint was then heard 
from any ginner or producer; no whining then except from 
cotton speculators or bucket-shop gamblers who happened to 
be on the bear side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did not the Secretary of Agriculture 
complain? 

Mr. BURLESON. No, sir; he expressed the opinion that the 
price was abnormally high, and that it would probably result in 
injury to the industry. I think myself such a price, so unusual, 
ultimately results in injury to the grower of cotton, as I was 
attempting to show when interrupted by the gentleman from 
Georgia. What was the result of that high price? The result was 
an increase in the acreage planted in cotton throughout the cot- 
ton region. In Texas, which is the greatest of the cotton-growing 
States, it has been estimated that this increase of acreage was 
as much as 10 per cent. Following this increased acreage came 
a most favorable season for growing cotton, and following this 
increase of acreage and this fayorable season for growing cotton 
was the most exceptional season for gathering the crop which 
has been known for years. With these three factors entering 
into the cotton equation, the result was as certain as that “ night 
doth follow day” that we were to raise a bumper crop. I be- 
lieve to-day that the South has probably raised the largest 
cotton crop known to the history of the trade. 

Last year's short crop, with its abnormal price, was the real 
cause of this year’s bumper crop. 

Furthermore, 17}-cent cotton then brought into existence the 
British Cotton Growers’ Association and like bodies in France 
and Germany, which were promptly organized for the purpose of 
growing cotton, if it was possible to do so, in Africa and other 
of their colonial possessions. This was a threatened injury to 
the cotton grower, and it may be that this crop at present prices 
will not prove altogether an unmixed evil, for these efforts will 
now probably be abandoned. Last year the Census Bureau re- 
ports and the final estimate of the Agricultural Department 
disclosing a short crop were followed by higher prices. This 
year they disclose a large crop and are followed by lower prices. 
The question arises, If the real facts were made known then 
shall the truth be made known now? 

I say that the truth should be made known at all times. I 
contend that it is to the interest of the producer of cotton that 
the true condition of the cotton situation should be at all times 
known. For myself I can not see by what process of reasoning 
any man, having the interest of the grower of cotton at heart, 
can reach the conclusion that the concealment of the truth is in 
the interest of the men who raise the cotton and the spinner 
who consumes it. I can well understand why one who has 
tinkered with the bucket shop and, by being on the bear side last 
year or on the bull side this year, might cry out against these 
reports and should want to muddy the waters or conceal the 
truth. 

I will tell you why the cotton grower is interested in the 
truth being known even under the present distressing conditions. 
It is true there is a temporary depression in the price of his 
staple. I verily believe this temporary depression can be coun- 
teracted if those who hold the surplus cotton in the South will 
continue to hold it at this time. This depression of price cah 
be further counteracted if the grower of cotton will cut down the 
acreage planted in cotton the coming season. They could not 
act with intelligence if they did not have knowledge of actual 
conditions. 

The information they have received from Secretary Wilson’s 
Department and Director North’s Bureau will enable them to 
act advisedly. They are holding at this time, and declare their 
purpose to decrease the acreage, and already the price of cotton 
is on an upward trend. 

The distinguished chairman of the Agricultural Committee 
[Mr. WapswortH] has said that he sometimes doubts the wis- 
dom of the Government in making these estimates. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liyrnaston] has said 
“that the South will demand their abolishment unless they are 
made more frequent and more accurate.” He has also said 
“that the Department of Agriculture should quit estimating 
long enough to tell the farmer how to find new uses for his 
product.” 

Mr. Speaker, the intelligent producers of cotton will never 
consent to the abolishment of the work being done by the Bureau 
of Statistics and the Bureau of the Census, and in my opinion 
no true friend of the cotton grower will attempt to hamper them 
or will be instrumental in destroying confidence in the verity of 
their reports. 

Doo well do the cotton producers remember the period before 
the Government undertook to gather and publish cotton sta- 
tistics. Then the market price of this great product, which is 


of vital concern to millions of our citizens, both North and 
South, was largely fixed by the foreign spinner, the cotton 
speculators, and their inseparable ally, the professional cotton- 
crop estimator. I haye often been their victim and know 
whereof I speak. 

Frequently, yes more often than otherwise, the short crop was 
marketed at low pices, and when the bulk of the crop had 
passed out of the hands of the grower the truth was ascertained. 
Higher prices would then come, but always too late to benefit 
the farmer. He was the constant victim of these estimates, ex- 
aggerated as they were for the purpose of depressing the price 
of his staple. There was no relief for him except through the 
instrumentality of his Government. It was at the instance of 
the producers of cotton that the Department of Agriculture has 
undertaken this important work of estimating the cotton crop, 
and in order to insure the highest degree of accuracy possible 
the Census Bureau was authorized to gather and issue the 
ginners’ report. What has been the result of their labors? 
So accurate have been the estimates of the one and so complete 
the reports of the other that these professional cotton esti- 
mators have been thoroughly discredited and have practically 
been driven from business. I could call their names. Some of 
them, the avowed representatives of the Lancashire spinners, 
invariably overestimated the crop from half a million to two 
million bales. These two Bureaus have proven of inestimable 
value to the grower as well as to the consumer of cotton, and 
neither will be discontinued, and at all times they should be 
a Pigs attack by those who have their own best interest at 

ea 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livincston] further com- 
plains that the Bureau's estimate of December 3 is higher than 
the average of estimates heretofore made by the Liverpool and 
other cotton exchanges throughout the country. That is true, 
but the ginners’ reports issued by the Census Bureau since then 
confirms the correctness of the Bureau estimate, and shows con- 
clusively that it is more accurate than all others; and to meet 
this embarrassing situation the insinuation is thrown out that 
the Census Bureau's ginners’ reports are all wrong. It is said 
that the president of the National Ginners’ Association says so. 
Well, that is an issue which could easily be put to test, and the 
Census Bureau invites it. All this I have said in order to show 
what basis there is in fact for all this dissatisfaction about 
which we have heard so much. 

Now, gentlemen, I will address myself to this resolution, giv- 
ing you your committee’s reason for the recommendation they 
have made. In the first place, more than three years ago, at the 
time the census act was under discussion by Congress, there 
was placed in the Recorp by the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], a letter addressed to him by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, giving in full all sources and kinds of information upon 
which the statistician based his crop estimates. 

This letter, which I brought to his attention, gives exactly 
what the gentleman from Georgia asked for in his resolution, 
except that part asking for all data in detail upon which the 
estimate was based. This latter request your committee re- 
garded as wholly unnecessary and impracticable. In the first 
place, as was said by the statistician in the hearings before the 
committee, to comply with that part of the resolution would 
call for the printing of a wagonload of letters and reports. 
This being manifestly impracticable, what remained for your 
committee to do? We substantially comply with that part of 
the resolution by having the statistician take a typical cotton 
State, the gentleman’s own State—Georgia—and have him give 
in detail the estimates from every source of information used 
by him in making his final estimate of the crop in that State. 
All this is printed, furnished the gentleman from Georgia, and 
placed in the hands of every Member of this House. It was a 
compliance with the spirit if not the letter of this resolution. 

Now, permit me to show you the care and accuracy of the 
Bureau of Statistics in making its crop estimate, 

First, what are the sources of information upon which the 
Statistician bases his estimate? I will name them, and I want 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livingston] in his fifteen 
minutes’ reply to put his finger upon one flaw in the system, or 
point out a single means by which the estimate can be improved. 
If he will do that instead of coming here and blindly attacking 
it he may render a real service to the producer of cotton. In 
my opinion, to come here and make an assault upon this 
system without any effort whatever to point out means by 
which it can be improved is to do an injury to the producer of 
cotton. 

Now, let us take the State of Georgia and scrutinize the 
Bureau's sources of information in that State upon which it 
relies in making its estimate of the crop. In the first place, it 
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has in that State a State statistical agent who transmits to the 
Bureau after careful investigation his estimate of the crop. 
What character of man is he? He is an ex-governor of that 
State, a Democrat serving under a Republican Administration. 
From this fact it is evidently the purpose of the Agricultural 
Department to get only those of intelligence and character, 
whose estimates would be honest and would command the confi- 
dence of the people. The State agent makes his estimate and 
sends it to the Chief Statistician. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What was his estimate? 

Mr. BURLESON. I can give it to you in a moment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is one of the things we have been 
trying to get. t 

Mr. BURLESON. It is in the hearings which are made part 
of the committee’s report on your resolution. His estimate 
was 206 pounds of lint cotton per acre in the State of Georgia. 

Now, what next? The Bureau also has its county corre- 
spondents; each sends in his estimate for his own county, and 
all these are averaged. Remember that this system has been 
long building up, has been going through years of improvement, 
constantly eliminating those correspondents who have been 
found to be least accurate or who, for any reason, have not 
given accurate estimates of the crop coming within the scope 
of their jurisdiction. It has county correspondents covering 
every county growing cotton in Georgia. 

What next? It has its township correspondents in every 
township in Georgia, each making his estimate and all subse- 
quently being averaged. It also secures the estimates of the 
ginners, and these, too, are ayeraged. These estimates are not 
the ginners’ reports which are furnished the Census Bureau. 
The census deals only with the cotton actually ginned, but the 
ginners furnish the Bureau of Statistics with the amount 
ginned to date and also the amount yet to be ginned. It also 
secures estimates of the bankers and merchants and of the 
planters themselves, and, last, it has its own special field 
agents, who also furnish an estimate—seven sources of informa- 
tion, each independent, neither one of them in touch with the 
other. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to show you how accurate these 
sources of information are. In this very estimate of December 
8 from Georgia the township correspondents estimated 203 
pounds of lint cotton per acre; the State statistical agent esti- 
mated 206 pounds of lint cotton per acre; the ginners estimated 
212-pounds; the bankers and merchants, 205 pounds; the spe- 
cial field agents, 205 pounds; the county correspondents esti- 
mated 203 pounds per acre, and the planters themselves esti- 
mated 221 pounds per acre, the highest estimate that was made 
for the State of Georgia. 

Note the marvelous uniformity of these estimates. It is not 
at all strange that with this system, which is very near perfect, 
an expert statistician could take these estimates and reach a re- 
sult approximately close to the crop to be made. The statis- 
tician adopted 205 pounds per acre as his estimate, 2.9 pounds 
below the mean average, and in this report he gives his reason 
for so doing. 

Now, because the Statistician did not.take the highest esti- 
mate, because he did not take the planters’ estimate, ean the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston], who represents a 
cotton-producing constituency, be justified in complaining? The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LovertNne], who is a spin- 
ner, might complain, but not the gentleman from Georgia, if he 
has at heart the real best interests of his constituents. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have made no complaint, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. He makes no complaint, but is dissatis- 
fied. The complaint originally made was that this estimate of 
12,162,000 bales, made December 3, was 600,000 bales too high. 
Following, as it was sure to follow, came the Census report of 
the ginners to December 13, which shows 11,971,477 bales 
ginned, a confirmation of the Bureau of Statistics estimate. As 
a matter of fact, it shows the estimate to be too low rather than 
too high. Will the gentleman complain because it is too low? 
And still there is talk about dissatisfaction! The dissatisfac- 
tion can only come from the source that I have indicated. I 
have here a letter that has just been handed to me by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, a letter addressed to Mr. 
Hyde, the Statistician. It is from the president of the Texas 
Cotton Growers’ Association, of Texas. I will read it. It is 
dated January 2, 1905: 


My Dran Mr. Hype: As the year rolls by and has shown conclusively 
disastrous e 


that your estimates of December 3, which proved so to th 
cotton-growing interests of this country, were nearer right than were 
anticipated at that time, I wish to congratulate you on same, and to 
show our appreciation had resolutions passed yesterday at Dallas 
approtiag and recommending your Bureau. 

* 


e the balance of the cotton world, was entirely unprepared for 


This letter surely does not indicate dissatisfaction on the part 
of cotton growers, but it does testify to the accuracy of the 
Bureau’s estimates, and bearing further on their accuracy I avail 
myself of the privilege accorded me by the House and will em- 


body here a letter recently addressed to me by the Statistician: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OP STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., December 31, 1904. 

Sm: In compliance with your recent request, I have the honor to 
send you the following table, showing for each of the last five years 
this Department's preliminary estimate of the cotton crop of the United 
States, as published in December of each year, exclusive of linters and 
sample cotton, and the total amount of cotton, inclusive of linters and 
sample cotton, marketed in the corresponding years: 


The estimates of the amount actually grown are not strictly com- 
parable as they stand with the so-called commercial in ar iP which 
represent the amounts marketed, inasmuch as each comm 1l crop in- 
cludes not only from 23 to 3 cent of linters and sample cotton, 
known commercially as the “city crop,” but also cotton brought for- 
ward from preceding years and so much of the crop of the succeeding 
year as may have been marketed prior to September 1; while, on the 
other hand, a deduction has to be made for cotton of that year’s growth 
— E the preceding commercial year or carried forward to 

e year lowing. 

Independent of these adjustments the Department's preliminary esti- 
mate of the crop of 1899, made, it should be remembered, before the 
entire crop was gathered, differed only 2.6 P cent from the amount 

Phat 900, 2.9 per cent; that of 1902, 


marketed year; that of the year 
2.9 per cent, and that of 1903, per cent. 

Only once in the last five years, namely, in 1901, was there any wide 
discrepancy the Department’s preliminary estimate of the 


amount grown and the commercial . That year the difference was 

so great—9 per cent—that a special investigation was made 

agents with a view to ascertaining its cause, and it was f that 

while the Department’s estimate of the amount grown was 989,000 

bales less than the commercial crop ed to be, the estimate dif- 

fered only 292,000 bales, or less than 3 per cent, from the actual cro’ 

The reason for the apparent t d 

172,226 bales of linters and 

commercial crop of that year included 528,900 es 
and brought out 


ap 
he amount of cotton held over by planters from one year to an- 
other varies considerably, as you know, as does also—although this is 
a less important factor—the amount of cotton marketed before Sep- 
tember 1, and consequently included in the commercial crop of the pre- 
ceding year But while for this reason there be a consi 
difference be the amount — and the amount marketed in any 
single year, the totals for a series of five or more years ought not to be 
greatly at variance, and it is in a comparison on a five-year basis that 
the aceuracy of the ent’s is most strikingly revealed. 
The total amount of cotton marke = in the United States in the five 
was 51, 
th 


is t, issu in 
linters and sample — — ale 


value in themselves, but I consider the contin £ th — 
—— by the Caas D A — Hal to t 8 

m-reporting system whic se 0 cotton interests of 
the country demands, and which I Ny believe will in the very near 
future ate strongly intrenched in public confidence that nothing can 


Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. A. S. BURLESON, 
House of Representatives. 
I confidently assert that for the five years this Bureau has 
been in existence it has been more accurate in its estimates of 
the cotton crop than any other estimator, be he the representa- 
tive of foreign spinners, or of the New York Cotton Exchange, 
or any other exchange. 


JoHN HYDE, Chief of Bureau. 
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Mr. Speaker, there is no reason why this resolution should be 
adopted and every reason why it should be disposed of as rec- 
ommended. We have indicated to the author of this resolu- 
tion, not alone the general plan used by the Agriculture Depart- 
ment in making crop estimates, which was fully set forth in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD years ago, but we also took a typical cot- 
ton State, his own State, and gave him detailed information 
with reference thereto, showing exactly how the Chief of. the 
Statistical Bureau made his estimate of the crop. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And the methods employed in it. 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes; and the methods employed, showing 
that in all other cotton States they were identical with the 
methods employed in the State of Georgia. 

In conclusion, I ask the House—not that there is anything to 
conceal or that anything is to be covered up, but because it is 
wholly unnecessary to bundle before this body wagon loads of 
reports and letters and have them printed—that this resolution 
be disposed of as the Committee on Agriculture recommends— 
that is, be laid upon the table. [Applause.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia if he wishes to use any of his time 
now? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will wait to hear something first from 
the other side. 

Mr. WADSWORTH.. Then I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertne]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, whatever may have been the 
purpose of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] in 
offering his resolution, I think it must be apparent to him now 
that the estimate of the Bureau was not excessive. I believe 
that the reports of the Bureau of Agriculture and the Director 
of the Census are accurate and are of incalculable value to both 
the grower and the spinner of cotton. I do not think there is any 
necessity even to go to them to find out what the crop of cotton 
was during this season. There are estimates made entirely out- 
side of the Department which tally wonderfully well with those 
that are made by the Department. Take the Financial Chron- 
icle, of New York—I do not believe there is an organ in this 
country that takes more pains and spends more money to get an 
honest estimate of the acreage and of the crops and products of 
this country than does that paper. This journal gave out its 
estimate of cotton acreage as over 32,000,000 acres. 

It was apparent to men accustomed to figure on the cotton 
crop that under favorable conditions there would be an enor- 
mous crop this year. Taking the increased acreage and the 
periodical reports of the condition of the crop, running as they 
did very much higher than last year, it was perfectly possible 
to figure out the relative increase in the crop provided nothing 
happened to give it a setback. Nothing did happen. 

As long ago as last June it was estimated that if this crop 
should turn out at the rate of 200 pounds of lint to the acre, 
which was a reasonable amount then, with the 32,000,000 acres 
planted, it would amount to 13,000,000 bales; and I can easily 
understand how as it goes up to possibly 220 pounds of lint, it 
will be nearer 14,000,000 bales than 13,000,000 bales to-day. 

Another consideration not to be lost sight of is the very high 
character and grade of cotton grown this year. Among cotton 
men middling upland cotton is regarded as the standard grade, 
and when we hear of cotton quoted on the cotton exchanges it 
means middling upland cotton. It does not mean that the far- 
mer has got to take the price of middling upland for his cotton, 
for the chances are that his cotton this year will grade much 
higher on the average. Undoubtedly more cotton will grade 
above middling upland this year than for many years past. 

But the question is, Will this great crop prove to be a mis- 
fortune to the planter? It is hardly more of a misfortune to 
the planter than it is to the spinner. Let me say to you that 
this situation is by no means to the liking of the spinner. The 
truth is with this great crop hanging over him it has a tendency 
to unsettle market values of his products. He can not sell 
them to-day, and spindles are stopped and are stopping. The 
result is that even at the low price of cotton there will be less 
cotton consumed this year than there was last year. I have 
no hesitation in saying that a very large number of spindles are 
stopped all over the country to-day, particularly in the North. 

Now, something has been said about speculators making the 
price of cotton. The speculator is not necessarily a gambler. 
A speculator is a calculator who measures conditions, prospects, 
and possibilities, and buys or sells an article on his judgment. 
If the speculators were to be called into court, you would call 
in eyery third cotton planter in the South. What do they do? 
They raise a big crop of cotton. and then sell against it in the 
markets of New York and New Orleans. They are just as 
much speculators as anybody else. They hold it back, but they 


will not burn it. The spinners say to them: “ Very well, if 
you want to hold back your cotton, hold it back; you can pay 
the interest on it, you can pay the warehouse charges on it, you 
can pay the insurance on it and keep it; we will take what we 
want and when we want it.“ That is the attitude of the spin- 
ners to-day. I am sorry to say it is so, but the spinner is not 
making any money out of this situation. 

Now, what has the planter done? Allowing there are 13,- 
000,000 bales this year, which is clearly foreshadowed by the 
ginners’ report, he has disposed of six and a half million bales 
at a good price. He has disposed of it at a price which has 
yielded him between 9 and 10 cents a pound. If he was fo sell 
the balance for 5 cents, just see where he stands. He will get 
$455,000,000 for his crop this year, which, added to $625,000,000 
that he received last year will amount to $1,080,000,000, or an 
average of 9.40 cents per pound. 

That will give him, on the two years taken together, a 
profit of 50 per cent. Now, show me any business in this 
country that can compare with that. I do not believe that the 
cotton spinners of the whole country have averaged to make 
over 5 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise 
to ask the gentleman a question about the profit he speaks of, 
because as a planter I would be delighted to be convinced that 
I have made 50 per cent profit. But I want to ask the gentle- 
man this: Does not the gentleman think it would be right, 
while gathering these statistics on the one side, that we should 
gather them on the other side with equal freedom? 

Mr. LOVERING. If I understand what the gentleman 
means, I should not object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that the manufacturers 
ought to report once a week, or at whatever time is fixed, at 
the same time that the other reports are made, on the amount 
of cotton on hand, the amount purchased, the amount spun 
and woven, and the amount of cotton exported meanwhile to 
Europe, so that the consumption side of the question may be 
quoted in statistics side by side with the production side? 

Mr. LOVERING. Personally I would have no objection to 
that, though I do not think it would accomplish what the gen- 
tleman desires. I am a cotton spinner and I am interested in the 
running of many cotton gins; so I have interests on both sides 
of this question. Now, I say this, that the low price of cotton 
is by no means an unmixed evil. What was the result last 
year? From what are we suffering to-day? It-is from’ the 
debauch in last year’s speculation. There is no doubt of that. 
The high price received for cotton then stimulated an extraordi- 
nary effort to cultivate cotton to the utmost limit. The result 
was that every man who had an acre of land to plant planted 
it, and going through the South, asI did last June and as I have 
done this fall, I was tremendously impressed with what I found. 
I saw the cotton planted to the very edges of the road, and cul- 
tivated as I never saw it cultivated before. And what wonder 
is it? These people were told that they would never see the 
price of cotton below 10 cents again, and they put in the cotton. 
I sympathize with them very much. They prayed to God that 
He would send His abundant rains and give them a bountiful 
haryest. He has answered their prayers. They have got their 
harvest. They have a greater harvest than the world has ever 
seen, and the price of cotton will be lower, in my judgment, 
than the world has ever seen. But it is not an unmixed evil. 
With what were they threatened last year? Simply this: Ev- 
ery nation on earth that had use for cotton was seeking out new 
fields in which to grow cotton. 

Now, this year bas put a damper on all that, and it will dis- 
courage the movement. No matter if cotton is sold at a low 
figure and goes as such into consumption, there is no place on 
earth where cotton can be grown as well and as cheaply as in 
the South, and these countries will see it. The only thing that 
induced them to look about for new fields was the great price 
they were compelled to pay last year. This will stop all of 
that. They will not put in cotton this year; they will not plant 
it. Of coursé there are certain countries that will always do 
it. Egypt, India, Russia, and Brazil will always raise a cer- 
tain amount of cotton, but they will not seek new fields. They 
would, however, if cotton had remained above 10 cents. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question right there? Does not the gentleman know it to be 
a fact that, in spite of all this guessing by the Department and 
the report of the ginners’ statistics from the Census Bureau, 
the cotton that has come into the ports, the cotton that has come 
in sight each day, has been about half as much as it was last 
year? In other words, the receipts of cotton at ports and 
towns yesterday, the day before, and for a week or ten days 
past have not borne out the statement made by either the Agri- 
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cultural Department or the Census Bureau as to the twelve 
millions and more bales of cotton. 

Mr. LOVERING. But what does that amount to? Does not 
the gentleman know that it is the boast of the planters in the 
South that they are holding their cotton to-day? Does not the 
gentleman himself admit that he is holding his cotton, several 
hundred bales that have not come forward? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I admit that I have held all that I made. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LOVERING. In making that reply the gentleman an- 
swers his own question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think it does. 

Mr. LOVERING. It shows there is nothing in it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman must know that every 
farmer in the South can not hold his cotton. 

Mr. LOVERING. If the gentleman will have an answer I 
will give it to him. I can say this, that the banks in the South 
are helping the farmer all they can. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. LOVERING. The only trouble is that banks are getting 
nervous and are calling in their loans and margins. The gentle- 
man knows that, and that is what is pinching. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will pardon me, almost 
every farmer who owed a bank paid it in my part of the 
country. 

Mr. LOVERING. Oh, that may be, but there are six and a 
half million bales of cotton to come forward. It takes a great 
deal of money to carry it, and all of the farmers may not be as 
fortunate as those in the gentleman’s own district. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The State in which I live produces more 
cotton than any other State except Texas. I happen to come 
from a pretty good cotton-producing State. 

Mr. LOVERING. As the gist of a love letter is in the post- 
script, so the gist of a resolution is in the preamble. The pre- 
amble of the gentleman’s resolution complains that there is 
great dissatisfaction and want of confidence in the reports of 
the Department of Agriculture, and yet he keeps reiterating 
that he has no complaint to make. What, then, is all this talk 
about? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman will permit me to say this: 
I think this resolution very unfortunate myself, because the 
report from the Agriculture Department and the Bureau of the 
Census would not have been borne out by the receipts from 
the cotton crop. But now, since we have this showing, it will 
probably sustain the report of the Agriculture Department and 
the census report. 

Mr. LOVERING. The ginners’ report, as made by the Di- 
rector of the Census, corroborates the Agricultural Bureau's 
report. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Pardon me; I want to say, if the gentle- 
man will permit me, so far as the ginners’ report in the district 
J live in is concerned, I think the Census Bureau and everyone 
can rely on it with absolute confidence. 

Mr. LOVERING. I am glad to hear the gentleman say it. 
Now I want to address myself to one other phase of this ques- 
tion. I am absolutely in sympathy with the gentleman from 

Georgia and every other man engaged in raising cotton. There 

are many uses for cotton to which it has never been called, and 
-it lies in the power of this House to open up new fields for the 
use of cotton, as the gentleman from Georgia very properly 
said. 

The general public is probably unaware of the fact that raw 
cotton is the basis of many staple or useful articles in addition 
to those with which all are familiar. A few of such articles 
are smokless powder, celluloid, artificial silk, artificial leather, 
photographic films, ete. Grain or ethyl alcohol is by far the 
cheapest of the solvents necessary to the production of such 
articles. Many of these articles can only be produced on a pay- 
ing basis with untaxed or free alcohol. We tax ethyl alcohol 
at the rate of $2.06 per gallon testing 94 per cent. Every first- 
class nation in the world has by legislation granted their indus- 
tries untaxed alcohol. In fact, alcohol not used as a beverage 
is classified by these nations as raw material and as equally en- 
titled to exemption from internal tax as pig iron or wool. 

I have here samples of artificial silk manufactured in France. 
The basis of this product is raw cotton. To produce 1 pound 
of this artificial silk 2 gallons of alcohol converted into ether 
is absolutely necessary. The tax on alcohol is therefore pro- 
hibitive of the manufacture of this article in the United States. 
If Congress will bring our legislation, in so far as the taxation 
of alcohol is concerned, into line with that of Germany, France, 
and other European countries, we would manufacture this and 
similar articles on a large scale, and not only take from our sur- 
plus cotton crops several hundred thousand bales, but create 
employment for many thousands of workmen where none exists 
at present. 


It may be questioned whether, since we import these articles, 
any more cotton would be consumed. To those who so believe 
I would say that the cost of these articles is now beyond the 
purchasing power of the consuming public. If the tax on alcohol 
for manufacturing p is removed these articles will be 
made in the United States and sold at a price which will enable 
the vast body of our citizens to purchase them. 

Now, if you will take the tax off alcohol you will open up 
tremendous fields for the manufacture of products of which 
cotton is the chief component. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to add some statements to my re- 
marks in the Recorp, if I may be permitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to print statements in connection with his 
remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman from Georgia wish 
to use his fifteen minutes now or will he wait further? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will wait. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield fifteen or twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new subject to me. In 
December, 1903, when the report of the Agricultural Department 
came out as to the estimated crop grown that year—9,962,000 
bales—the “bear” crowd, as it is called, criticised the Depart- 
ment in most vigorous fashion. Among others was an article 
in the Washington Post, published in this city, the Post being 
such a conservative and reasonable paper I thought the state- 
ment should not go unchallenged, and I took occasion on the 
14th of December, 1903, to make a speech on this subject, which 
appeared in the Recorp of that date. I want to read a part of 
those remarks in the line of what I am going to say to-day. 
Here is one paragraph of the Post article: 

When the last Government bulletin of estimates was announced the 
speculators ran the price up several cents. The cotton growers were 
naturally jubilant, but they have not been able as yet to realize any- 
Sats 3 upon their joy. The mill owners have called for a conference 
looking to the curtailment of production until the demand for manu- 
factured products warrants an increase of price and warrants them in 

ing an advanced price for raw materials. The only beneficiaries of 
this gratuitous work of Government up to date appears to have been 
the speculators. 

So you see it all depends on whose ox is gored as to what 
direction the cry comes from. A year ago the crowd that 
wanted to depress cotton was denouncing the Bureau, challeng- 
ing the accuracy of its estimates, and as much as possible dis- 
crediting it, I rose then to defend the Department of Agricul 
ture. I said then and repeat here to-day that prior to estimating 
by the Department of Agriculture the estimates of the growth 
of cotton were made every year. But by whom? By those 
interested in getting the cotton at the lowest prices. They were 
the estimators of the spinners in Europe and the exporters. 
They were estimated by those who were directly interested in 
producing the impression that large crops were grown. All the 
exchanges of the world universally reported the estimate of 
cotton grown for the current year in excess of what it turned 
out to be. As a rule the cotton farmer turned his cotton loose 
upon the price fixed by these accepted estimates. After the 
great bulk of the cotton had been sold by the grower the specu- 
lators organized and grabbed the remnant, and “ corners” came 
to the country by reason of the fact that they were able to 
control by actual purchase the remnant of the cotton. But the 
farmer received no benefit from it. How were we to get esti- 
mates from a source that was not interested in magnifying the 
production all the time? Cotton growers individually and per- 
sonally can not do this. They do not have sufficient means 
or resources. So we authorized the Government, through the 
Department of Agriculture, to do this work for the farmer. I 
wish to say that these estimates are marvels of accuracy when 
the vastness of the undertaking is considered. If you under- 
take to estimate how many bales of cotton will be grown, how 
many acres are planted to cotton in the entire cotton belt of the 
United States, think what a vast undertaking it is. It is im- 
possible to be exact in the estimate of the number of bales 
grown, but the estimates have been so close in the actual growth 
as to have practically the same effect. 

But on which side have they erred when they have erred at 
all? In every instance the estimated yield of cotton made by 
the Department of Agriculture has been less than it turned out 
to be when gathered and marketed. Who does it hurt? If it 
hurts, anybody, it would be the spinner, would it not? It 
would hurt the consumer. But does it hurt the grower? Can 
it hurt him? Not if the best source of information that can 
possibly be had is to be relied upon. We have arrived at that 
point in the cotton world that both manufacturer and grower 
have learned to know the value of these reports and rely upon 
them, and the result is that we have information far in advance 
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of what the farmer used to have. Now, look at it the present 
year. Remember that we find in the cotton-consuming world 
almost famine supply. Cotton became exhausted by reason of 
short crops for several years. There were high prices, and there 
was an absolute demand for the earliest possible delivery of the 
present crop. No estimate of either enormous acreage or 
enormous yield would prevent good prices in the early stages 
of the present marketing season. 

But let us examine whether the Department of Agriculture 
has been worth anything to the growers or not. Let us see 
whether or not their estimates have been of value to the farmer. 
The first estimate of condition is to May 25. That estimate in- 
cludes the acreage and the condition of crops to that time and 
is made public usually June 3. This year the enormous total 
of 31,700,000 acres, in round numbers, was reported.on the 3d 
day of June as haying been planted to cotton, and the average 
of condition as reported at that time was 83 per cent of 100— 
100 being perfect. Take the acreage reported, and consider 
that it will make a crop which is indicated by the 83 per cent, 
and you have in the neighborhood of 15,000,000 bales of cotton. 
Does not the farmer see from the very first report that an 
enormous acreage was planted and that an enormous yield was 
promised? 

Now, take the report for June, which is made on the 3d day 
of July. It was 88 per cent of a possible 100, an improvement 
over the June condition on this enormous acreage. What next? 
In July 91.6 per cent, the highest condition report ever made on 
any record yield. 

The July condition, if mainfained to gathering time, would 
have meant between fifteen and sixteen million bales of cotton. 
Did the farmer not have notice that he was making the greatest 
crop in the history of this country? Did he not have notice 
that the earliest picking and the earliest marketing was to his 
interest? 

What next? Take the report for September, which includes 
the August condition, and what was it? Eighty-four and one- 
tenth of a possible hundred. That would still mean over 
15,000,000 bales. On the ist day of September our friends in 
Georgia and in Texas were actually ginning and selling cotton. 
Was it not to their interest to do so, when they discovered 
that the crop report warranted a possible 5-cent basis? Was 
it not to their interest to market the crop with the greatest pos- 
sible rapidity? Now, what was the condition on the Ist of 
October, which gave the September condition, which is the last 
report issued, because the growing season is over? It was 
75.8 per cent of perfect. The condition on the 25th day of Sep- 
tember plainly showed that if maintained it meant in the neigh- 
borhood of 14,000,000 bales. Many hundreds of thousands of 
bales had been gathered and ginned at this time and were then 
ready for market, and here is a reliable Government authority 
telling the farmers that the United States this year is going 
to make probably 14,000,000 bales, showing it was to their inter- 
est to rush the cotton to market and to sell it. Without the 
evidence contained in these reports, what were the facts as 
printed in the newspapers in the month of August? 

You may take the gossip of the New York Cotton Ex- 
change, just as we got it through rumors and reports, that cot- 
ton was rapidly deteriorating, and cotton contracts for January 
went from 9.25 in July to 11.16 and 11.17 on the last days of 
August. Why? Because the manipulators and speculators were 
behind the move to put up prices and flooded the country with 
all sorts of crop-damage reports, which caused many growers to 
believe in great deterioration, and as a result that they would 
get 11 to 123 cents per pound for their cotton, and many held 
back for these prices, believing the statements of the manipu- 
lators instead of accurate information from the Bureau. On ac- 
count of the great scarcity of both cotton and cotton goods there 
was a great demand for the first cotton to come into the market 
this season, and this alone prevented a great slump in prices 
much earlier than it came. The spinners fully believed in a 
record crop, but their necessities were so pressing that they 
were willing to give good prices for early deliveries. The wise 
farmer believed the statements of condition and acreage pointed 
to a record-breaking yield, and he rushed picking and ginning 
and sold early and made good profits on his year’s toil. But 
those who relied on the estimates of private sources and held 
have only themselves to blame. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How was it when the report of the Agri- 
cultural Department giving it at 90 per cent came out on the 7th 
of December? 


Mr. SIMS. On the 3d of December. 


Mr. BARTLETT. How could the farmers know what the ex- 
cess would be before then? 


Mr. SIMS. I was showing from the report that the condition 
indicated a larger crop than the final estimate. All that was 
necessary to see what size crop was indicated was to make a 
simple calculation. No accurate estimate of the size of the crop 
can be made until the growing season has past. As long as the 
plant is growing and maturing fruit it is not beyond damage by 
frost. The Department of Agriculture can not make a final 
estimate of the crop until the growing period is over in all parts 
of the cotton belt. Hence the 1st of December is as early as 
anything in the way of a reliable estimate can be made. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Most of the cotton was picked on the 3d 
of December—picked, if not ginned. 

Mr. SIMS. The greater portion of it picked, and a great 
portion of it ginned. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman know that on the 
8d day of December there was very little cotton not picked; 
that it had been a most unusual season for gathering and pick- 
ing cotton, and that, therefore, on the 3d day of December, 
when this report came out, that anybody could know what the 
condition of the crop was, so far as that was concerned, only as 
it was ascertained what it would be? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was planted, cultivated, and gathered. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. LOVERING. I would like to ask the gentleman if he did 
not know that all during the month of December the cotton 
fields were white with cotton in northern Texas, Mississippi, 
and North Carolina? 

Mr. SIMS. And some are white now. 

Mr. LOVERING. And some are waiting yet. 

F On farms where the people are not able to 
pick 

Mr. SIMS. The point I am trying to get at is that the Gov- 
ernment’s reports on conditions put growers on their guard, and 
if my genial friend from Georgia held his cotton back he had a 
right to do it; but certainly he can not blame the Department of 
Agriculture because it told him the conditions and the acre- 
age were such as to warrant a larger yield than was finally 
estimated and reported December 3. 

When this resolution was first mentioned in private conversa- 
tion I was opposed to its consideration Why? Atthat time the 
ginners’ report had not come out for the December ginning, and I 
honestly believe a Government estimate of 12,162,000 was too low. 
I further believe that if we had the facts upon which this renort 
was made, and those facts were made public, the bear element 
of speculation would seize upon them and magnify the crop, 
representing it to be even beyond what the Government esti- 
mated it; but since that time the ginners’ report has co:e out 
and has absolutely confirmed the estimate of the Agricultural 
Department, and if we are to challenge its correctness it must 
be upon the side of conservatism. 

A year ago I pleaded that this was the only reporting agency 
upon which the farmer could rely, and that every error it had 
ever made had been in favor of the producer. Why seek to 
bring it into disrepute and discredit right at a time when the 
whole world has learned to rely upon it by reason of its mar- 
yelous accuracy? 

But it does not stop at that. This criticism now goes to the 
ginners’ report. They say the ginners did not make reports. 
The fight is to abolish both the Agricultural Department esti- 
mate and report of conditions and to abolish the Census Office 
report, if the spirit of the criticism means anything as I read 
it in the press. Now, I wish to read here a letter from the 
Director of the Census on the question whether or not he is will- 
ing that the Members of this House or any other reputable per- 
sons shall know all that he knows: 

CENSUS OFFICE, 


Washington, D. O., January 5, 1905. 
Hon. Tuetus W. SIMS, 7, 5 . 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: I have your letter calling my attention to the statement 
of Mr. J. A. Taylor, president of the so-called Cotton Ginners’ Asso- 
ciation, to the effect t the census report of the amount of cotton 
ginned to December 13 is “totally incorrect,” and also referring to 
e N . statements from different parts of the country that this 
report is made up largely from the estimates of the Census ce agents 
and not from a returns by the ginners. 

In reply to these statements, I extend to you an Invitation to visit 
the Census Office, where every facility will be given for 3 
and checking the returns upon which the census report was based. 
Every phase and feature of this work Is open to the inspection of rep- 
utable persons representing any branch of the cotton industry, and 
I am particularly anxious that the invitation extended should be 
availed of by some one who represents the cotton producers themselves. 


V pectfully, 
ef T S. N. D. NorTH, Director. 
Mr. Speaker, I should like to have read from the Clerk’s 
desk two letters, one from the Atlantic Compress Company, of 
Atlanta, Ga., and another from W. C. Craig & Co., cotton buyers 
of Vicksburg, Miss. 
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The SPEAKER. 
gentleman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ATLANTIC COMPRESS COMPANY, 
Atlanta, Ga., January 2, 1905. 


The letters will be read in the time of the 


Hon. S. N. D. NORTH, 
Director of the Census, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sm: This acknowledges receipt of your Special Bulletin No. 9, 
which I haye noted with interest. 

The writer is president of this company, with headquarters in 
osnuts te tere companies PARAHOE EAEN TAE promertion, Sp. 

emphis, o companies handling, oug! eir pro; es, u 
wart of 2,000,000 bales of cotton annually, the movement so far this 
season being unprecedentedly large. 

I am also largely interes in twenty-odd big cotton gos in 
Georgia and Alabama; am secretary and treasurer of the 
Ginners’ Association and also of the Georgia Ginners' Association, and 
I know something about the Texas Ginners’ Association and of the 
so-called Natio Ginners’ Association, which the southern news- 
papers. BENS DEM ROOHORE: BD A poon CORT daring SRO: Saat FAren or 
‘our wee 

I attended the meeting called in Atlanta a few da spo by Presi- 
dent Taylor, of the National Ginners’ Association, I listened with 
interest to what he had to say. 

President Taylor succeeded in attracting to his largely-advertised 
meeting here only about 30 men, and I observed that some of those 
were not interested in gin properties. The writer probably repre- 
sented at that meeting more gin property than all of the others com- 
bined, excepting pe ly the s belonging to the Southern Cotton 
Oil Company, which compan d two representatives at the meeting, 
but they had practically no g to say. 

President Taylor thinks that your report is wrong, and that the 
wets a oe tee 8 2 1 ed that rt right, 
t the proper e, ope, I argu at your report was rig 
going beck to the incipiency of your work and following it along, 
period by period, up to t maintaining that the withholding by 
certain ginners of any record of what they were doing did not 
seriously affect the situation, and made, I trust, some rather pointed 

illustrations, which were not challenged in the course of debate. 

Again, I k as a basis for my belief, without rd to any 
knowledge of the care with which gonr data is accumula and com- 
piled, my own ginning interest in rgia and Alabama, which shows 
this season over last season or any other season. 

Furthermore, I took up the record of the compress plants of the two 
companies of which I am president, pointed them to the middle of the 
season from a compression standpoint, based upon the average of five 
years, and then told them how much cotton we had handled this sea- 
son to the middle thereof as against the record for the middle of last 
season and of previous seasons. This increase would indicate to m 
mind that if your report is not right it is due to your having repo 
less cotton than has actually been ed. 

I argued that correct information with reference to the cotton crop 
was a good thing. I stated that the interest which I represented was 
instructed to furnish the Government with correct figures ing the 
amount of cotton ginned; that I should not hesitate to d from 
our service any employee who willfully violated these instructions, and 
that I thought it to the interest of every other ginner to do likewise. 

I further argued that there was no practicable in the scheme of 
the National Ginners’ Association; that they were lacking in organiza- 
1 and as means with which to conduct the work even with an organi- 
zation, etc. 

I thought I could observe a disappointed look in the faces of Presi- 
dent Taylor and his supporters, so I concluded my remarks with the 
statement that I was not present at their meeting as an obstructionist ; 
that I was quite willing to put my gins into the organization and lend 
it material and moral ye “ee rovided there were no conditions in it 
which would have the effect of handicapping in any way the Census 
Bureau at Washington in its efforts to furnish the country with correct 
information ing the production of cotton; that to my mind 
a the Census Bureau was the only practicable way to obtain this 


ata. 

I then discussed the advantages of correct information to the pro- 
ducer as compared with estimates of Tom,“ Dick,“ and Harry.” 

Since the meeting referred to I have read a letter of yours to one of 
our Congressmen, which has been published in the papers, and I regret 
to note your apparently pessimistic attitude on the sub of future 
reports. eally I do not think there is much happening in this part of 
the cquntry to discourage you in your efforts, and only wish that I had 
an opportunity of talking the matter over with you instead of briefly 
expressing a few thoughts by letter. 

very truly, yours, 


an enormous increase 


C. C. Hanson, 
Pres 


VICKSBURG, Miss., December $1, 190}. 


Mr. S. N. D. Nort, Director, Bureau of Census, 
Department of Commerce and or, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: We have read with much Interest your letter addressed 
to Hon. A. S. BURLESON, of Texas, and also Mr. BuRLEsoNn’s views 
upon the contents of your letter. We wish to assure you that we 
heartily and thoroughly with everything you ve to say 
in your letter to Mr. BURLESON and equally so with what he has to 
say to you. 

We are interested in both the production and consumption of cotton. 
We own property in Mississippi, are natives of this State, and through 
financial concerns, in which we are interested or control, make ex- 
tensive advances to farmers to grow cotton. On the other hand, we 
own mill stocks in the South and in New England, and we feel 
that it is not amiss for us to let you know that you have our 
unqualified indorsement of your position in the subject-matter of 
your letter to Mr. BURLESON. 

We think it would be the ( misfortune that could possibly 
happen to the cotton farmer of the South to have the census ginner’s 
report abolished. 

e can not believe that the ne per reports voice the senti- 
ments of the best people and the think popi of the South. What 
the cotton farmer, the cotton merchant, the cotton spinner, and the 
banks of the South desire is to know the truth. 

We remember quite well the fall of 1899, when the South was 


worl 

Just at this time the southern people are stunned and depressed 
at the tremendous shrinkage in the value of cotton, and they are 
saying and doing things that we do not believe under cooler moments 
thg aerate 88 census ginner's report, and hope that it 

e 
will 3 and that the service will cutings to 8 for 
TN rs, very truly 
* = W. C. Ceara & Co. 

Mr. SIMS. These letters show that the confidence of those 
most to be affected by the work of the Census Bureau is un- 
shaken. 

Whatever may be said as to the advisability of making esti- 
mates of the growth of cotton by the Department of Agricul- 
ture, certainly no reasonable objection can be made to the sys- 
tem of reporting the amount of cotton ginned to stated periods, 
as is now being done by the Census Bureau under the very able 
supervision of Director North. These reports are so valuable 
to the whole cotton trade that they should be made as fre- 
quently as practicable. All that is necessary to do this is to 
increase the appropriation for that purpose. I think these re- 
ports should be made every two weeks, beginning with Septem- 
ber 1. But how is this to be done without increasing the appro- 
priation? If the appropriation for this purpose is doubled, then 
the reports can be doubled. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the organization of the 
ginners, but the character of organization proposed, as I see it, 
can not possibly be as efficient and as beneficial as the report- 
ing to the Census Bureau as now. The ginners will have to be 
at all expenses incurred in keeping and making these reports. 
They will not have the franking privilege and their expenses 
for postage alone will be very heavy. They must have offices 
and a salaried office force. All these expenses will have to 
come out of the pockets of the members of the organization. 
How are they to recoup themselves? Will they become dealers 
in cotton or will they sell their information or make it public 
free? All the information that this proposed organization can 
possibly procure is now procured by the Government without one 
cent of expense to the cotton grower or ginner, and is made pub- 
lic for the benefit of all the world. 

When the question of making the Census Bureau permanent 
was being considered by this House, one of the strongest argu- 
ments made in its favor was the great benefit it was to be to 
the cotton grower in gathering and making public cotton statis- 
tics. If my good friend, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LivrnesTon], who is the ranking minority member on the Ap- 
propriations Committee of this House, will only use his influ- 
ence and energy in securing a sufficient appropriation to have 
these reports from ginners made and published every two weeks, 
he will confer a lasting benefit on the cotton growers of the 
South. I know he is friendly to such an idea, and I hope he 
will take this matter up and push it with his characteristic 
energy and ability. 

I notice in some of the newspapers it is stated that some 
ginners have recently refused to make reports when called on 
by the Census Bureau, and that some have made incorrect 
reports. I don’t believe that such a thing has been done to 
any great extent, but to whatever extent it is greatly to be 
deplored, and if the ginners, who in the main are cotton grow- 
ers, are so shortsighted as to be guilty of such indefensible con- 
duct, it will result in a discontinuance of this work of the 
Census Bureau at a time when it is being made almost perfect 
and furnishes free to the growers the most valuable information 
which it is possible to furnish them, and from an absolutely reli- 
able and disinterested source. 

In this connection I wish to read and make a part of my re- 
marks a clipping from the Washington Post of December 30, 
1904, being a letter from the Director of the Census to the gen- 
3 from Texas [Mr. BURLESON], and an interview of Mr. 

N. 


Director of the Census North, in a letter to Representative BURLESON, 
of Texas, made public yesterday, takes notice of the situation pre- 
sented by the cotton statistics given out for publication Wednesday, 
and expresses his surprise and concern at the recent alleged movement 
in the Southern States, “apparently approved and augmented by the 
cotton growers themselves,” to destroy the census reports by the con- 
certed refusal of the ginners to make returns. Director North asserts 
that a continuance of the cotton ginning reports is impossible without 
— 3 and whole-hearted cooperation of the ginners of the 

u 


Immediatel 

. = aah riation for thi 
rovision g ap on e 

tis interview in * 


work now be 
follows : 


DIRECTOR NORTH’S LETTER. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 29, 190}. 


Hon. ALBERT S. BURLESON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. d. 
My Dran Sin: It seems pro to Invite your attention certain 
anomalous conditions which confront the Coteus Office in pe ing out 
provisions of section 9 of the act to establish a permanent Census 
of the statistics of cotton 
This p 


forth every year by speculators and agents of the repoa 
and that early trustworthy official information regarding the size 
the crop would protect the grower, disarm the ulator and mar- 


Since the law was passed Congress has appropriated and this Office 
disbursed more than $125,000 a year in ‘an collection and 9 — 
tion of this information. The system has been gradually perfected until 
it has become more nearly perfect than any similar . for obtaining 
exact knowledge of the size of any agricultural =o uring the progress 
of harvesting. No complaint has been made that the census reports 
are not accurate; Indeed, for a year or two past, we have been able 
Se SEO Se CORE RE COTE Cone ence AVET DAIA Be Deon Be: 


racy never nown or approximated. 
he paning ana of the Rensus Office have crowded out the specu- 
lative and interested estimates referred bag yn the single object which 
the southern Representatives had in view in urging this legislation has 
been su accomplished. 


but 1 onnan and spread, it will nec- 
uri e coming year. appears to ha 

discovered tat — oras undertaken solel at the 
e cotton . are highly detrimental to his interests. 
Mr. E. F. Webber, president of the Memphis Cotton Exchange, is 


and the members of the asso- 

ciation will be sworn not to divulge The informaton is still high! 

desirable, but possession of It is to be restricted to those who grow and 
e cotton. 

I can understand the disappointment of cotton growers at the pres- 
ent prices of cotton, and their feeling that these prices are due to the 
unusual size of this year’s cotton crop, an and defnite knowl 
concerning which has been given to the public by the census Sp ong 8. 
But I confess unable to follow the reasoning which leads the 
one and through them the ginners, to imagine that it will be to 
heir advanta because of this exceptional situation, to destroy the 


efficiency of the official machinery which they learn the 
3 situation, early knowledge of which has undoubtedly extended 
e change in the price of cotton over a much longer period, and thus 


saved the growers and the country from larger losses than would 
have been encountered in connection with this year's crop. 
It would seem to be that in the long run, taking one year wi 
another, only one th can decrease the speculative element in the 
business of cotton selling, and thus permanently benefit the cotton 
8 and that is knowledge of the exact truth as to size of the crop, 

m an absolutely impartial and trustworthy source, at the earliest 
practicable dates. This was the unanimous contention of the south- 
ern Representatives in Congress when the law was passed. 

It Is not my purpose, however, to the matter. I simply 
desire to call your attention to the fact that the continuance of the 
census cotton-ginning reports is impossible without the complete, Sr - 
thetic, and whole-hearted cooperation of the thirty-odd thousan — - 
ners of South. The Census Office can not er into competition 
with a cotton-ginners’ association which proposes to gather the same 
data “for private information only.” oreover, it can not continue 
to promulgate statistics of the quantity of cotton ginned to certain 
dates after it has reason to believe that these reports are no longer 
correct in consequence of a concerted bercey the ginners. Other- 
wise it would be pon of the identical evil misrepresentation its 

rts were establis to poyoni The Census Bureau has no inter- 

yond discharge of its duty as estab- 

lished y law and the maintenance of its reputation for the compila- 
tion and publication of accurate statistics. 

I have, therefore, decided to notify you in this manner, and through 
you the cotton growers of the Sou 
movement which they have —— wi 
continuance of the cotton-ginn 

general cod 


and 


waste of public money. The situation would then revert 


was five years ago. 
But aller the private and interested estimates controlling the mar- 
ket price have again for a few years been too high, as they undoubt- 


edly will be, and the repeated losses of cotton wers in conse- 
755 have apam convinced them that the change fey demanded in 
901 was a one, it will be far more difficult, and may be im 
sible, to induce — 8 to reestablish a system which the — — 
growers set up once before only to tear it down when it chanced that 
a know of the facts was to their disadvantage. 

I — neay to 9 vou — the probable course of the 
Census ce order ou may e any steps which may seem 
to you desirable or n in connection with the matter. 


Very respectfully, 
S. N. D. Norrs, Director. 
Upon receipt ef tho letter, Mr- ˙ÜU u ! the: following 


sta 
MR. BURLESON’S STATEMENT. 


result of the Census Bureau’s labors in Se are eff 
vision bas materially aided in accomplishing this end. The 
has not „ 


cod tha — 


this 
resul 
It I 


source of information which would be as accurate as possible. 
the Census Bureau has proven itself to be. 
I concur in every word contained in this letter of Mr. North, and 


Bureau. 0 to report Bureau will only play into 
the hands of the cotton gamblers, and will serve to promp reestab- 
lish alleged statistical agents, who are now, thanks the reau of 
Statistics of the ‘tment ulture and the Burea 


thoroughly discredited. If during next year, as a result of decrea 
acreage and imperfect weather conditions, there should be 
crop, which is not improbable, then the — 

Census Bureau_would again be in high favor by tie cotton growers. 
What is wanted and what is really always to the Interest of the cotton 
grower is a prompt knowledge of the exact truth. 

It is my to and offer at this session of Congress an 
amendment to the census act cific, By the collection and publica- 
tion of accurate statistics of the num of bales of cotton consumed 
each year and the — — of cotton held in 
facturer, and the num of bales exported. This is necessary and 
only fair to the grower of cotton. He should promptly have this in- 
formation, as the manufacturers of cotton throughout the world are 
given knowledge of the number of bales of cotton wn, 

I have discussed this with Senator BAILEY, my State, and he 
agrees with me as to the importance and necessity of this amendment, 
and agrees to lend a helping hand in securing its adoption. 


Mr. Speaker, the effect of this great work by the Department 
of Agriculture on the prices of cotton should not be confined to 
a single crop, but take the result for such a number of years as 
will give a general average. When this is done I think there 
can be no reasonable doubt that no similar amount of public 
expenditure has resulted in a larger or more general benefit to 
the country and especially to the cotton grower; and I think I 
voice the general sentiment of the South when I say that we 
do not want the work of the Department of Agriculture or that 
of the Census Bureau curtailed or reduced in the least, but we 
want it made even more efficient by enlarged appropriations. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Livrncston], I believe, has fifteen minutes re- 
maining, if he wishes to use it, and I have two minutes re- 
maining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, neither of the speakers 
on this side of the House addressed himself to the resolution 
that was sent to the committee, nor did the gentleman on my 
right [Mr. Lovertne]. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, 
Sms] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON], members 
of the committee, have simply endeavored to show to this House 
that there is a big crop of cotton. Nobody has disputed that. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] says that I was 
complaining. There was no complaint made on that line in my 
remarks or anywhere else. 

The South wants exact information. They want it fre- 
quently—at least once a week—and they want the sources of the 
information published. Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Burieson] said that in all my remarks I had made no sugges- 
tion as to how this matter should be improved. I distinctly 
stated, and I repeat it now, that, in my opinion, if the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture could have its reports made weekly, or 
more frequently at least than two months apart, when cotton 
is being sold, and have as much publicity as possible as to how 
its information is obtained and from whom, the South would be 
satisfied as a producer, and I believe the spinners would be 
satisfied. Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURŁESON] 
has done himself and southern planters a very great wrong on 
this floor to-day when he has denounced them as speculators. 

Mr. Speaker, the reason why some men do not sell their cot- 
ton in the South as fast as they can pick it is simply this: 
Whether they make a large crop of cotton or a small crop of 
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cotton it makes no difference. There is a class of people in the 
South who must sell. Their guano notes, their provision notes, 
and their rent notes, and everything of that kind come in 
against them, and they must sell. 

Now, if the class of cotton growers who are able to hold 
back their cotton should join in and sell also, it would dump 
an enormous amount of cotton on the market, an amount that 
the market could not take except at the hands of the specu- 
lators. The gentleman from Texas, if he knows anything, 
knows that in every single instance where we have all sold 
early in the market it has beared the market to the lowest 
point. The truth of the business is cotton ought not to be sold 
any faster in the South than the consumers will take it. That 
is the truth of it, and now the gentleman says that because 
some men in the South have not sold they are speculators. If 
they had sold they would have put the market down to 7 cents 
at the start. The simple fact is that a part of the cotton was 
held back, and part of it was marketed to the English spinners, 
who took the early cotton. The fact that a man is able to hold 
back a part of his cotton is a favor to the man who can not 
hold his cotton, because he does not dump it on the market at 
the same time, and thus carry down the market price. 

The gentleman from Texas says another thing, that there 
would have been two wagonloads of papers hauled into the 
committee room to be examined as to contents, according to my 
resolution, if it had been adopted. Let me say before this 
House that when the gentleman came to me on the floor the 
day that my resolution was introduced, or the next day, he 
made that statement to me, and I said to the gentleman from 
Texas that I would remedy that. I asked him how many 
sources of information Mr. Hyde had. He said six. I said, 
Let him take the tabulated statement of those six sources, and 
send it to the committee and the House, and I will be satisfied.” 
Mr. Hyde said in this report before the committee that he has 
six sources tabulated. He has the State agents tabulated; he 
has the planters tabulated; he has the bankers tabulated; he 
has all the sources tabulated. The gentleman from Texas said 
that that would be done. Why did not the Secretary of Agri- 
culture do that? 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to say to the gentleman that 
the hearings had been had at that time, and therefore the gentle- 
man must be mistaken when he says that I said that that 
would be done. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That did not prevent the Secretary of 
Agriculture from receiving from me, through the gentleman from 
Texas, information as to what would be satisfactory. He had 
it tabulated and he could have made his report in that way. 
They were all tabulated, and why did not the gentleman send 
these tabulated sources of information into the House and let 
the country have them? I said, when I was on the floor, that 
dumping this kind of a report onto the market when we had no 
estimate for two months will always produce a panic. It goes 
up or it goes down, according to the estimate of the report. 
The South, the North, the East, and the world that consumes 
cotton, as well as those who produce it, would like some regu- 
larity and stability in the market. If these reports should 
come weekly from thé Department of Agriculture, and come 
accurately and publicly, it would give to the market stability. 
We do not have that now, and that is what we are asking for. 

And yet the gentleman from Texas says that I have made no 
suggestion of improvement at all. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas and the chairman of the committee if they 
do not agree with me that accuracy and frequency and publicity 
will help to make the market stable? If it will, will you use 
your influence with the Department of Agriculture to have it do 
that? If you will, I am content, and the South will be content. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have two min- 
utes remaining, and I yield that to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] 
complains that those who have supported the report now before 
the House have addressed themselves not to his resolution, but 
to the proposition that there is a large cotton crop. In the brief 
time at my disposal I have no other wish than to discuss the 
gentleman’s resolution and to state as clearly and briefly as pos- 
sible the reasons which influenced the Committee on Agriculture 
to bring in the report which is now before you. 

This resolution demands that “the Secretary of Agriculture 
be requested to forward to the House of Representatives all 
data, in detail” upon which the estimate of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics in said Department upon the cotton crop was made and 
published. To have reported this resolution favorably would 
have been—as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] has 


already stated—to unload upon this House thousands of letters 
and reports from thousands of correspondents all over the cot- 
ton States. To tabulate and digest these reports so as to 
make them of any value whatever would require the work of 
many experts for many days, possibly for many weeks; and 
even when this work had been done the result would have 
thrown no real light on the question at issue. The gentleman 
says now that he did not expect or desire to have these cart- 
loads of individual reports; that all he wanted was the final 
tables. The committee, unfortunately, had no means of know- 
ing what the gentleman wanted except by what he asked for 
in his resolution, and the committee was unanimously of the 
opinion that to grant the request literally would entail an 
utterly useless burden upon the Bureau of Statistics with no 
resulting good whatever to this House or to the country. 

The committee was of the opinion, however, that what it con- 
ceived to be the spirit of this resolution might with entire pro- 
priety be complied with. The crop estimates published by the 
Bureau of Statistics undoubtedly have very great influence in 
fixing prices, and producers and consumers alike have a perfect 
right to know how these estimates are made, so that they may 
judge for themselves how nearly accurate they are likely to be. 

Accordingly, your committee called before it the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the chief of the Statistical Bureau, and interro- 
gated them in detail as to the manner by which the results 
which they publish are reached. The results of this inquiry 
are given in full in the “ hearing,” which is submitted with the 


‘report which is now under consideration; and in the judgment 


of your committee they not only answer the spirit of the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Georgia, but they also demonstrate 
beyond question that the methods employed in making up these 
crop estimates are such as to come as near insuring accuracy 
as can possibly be done in any mere forecast. 

For the information of those who may not have taken time to 
read these hearings I will summarize briefly the essential state- 
ments made therein. 

In the first place, the Bureau appoints a State statistical 
agent for each of the cotton States. This man is appointed re- 
gardless of politics, the selection being governed solely by fitness 
and character. The State agent for Georgia, for example, is a 
former governor of that State, and, of course, a Democrat. 
These State agents have several hundred correspondents scat- 
tered throughout the State, who report to them and upon whose 
reports they make up their own estimates to the Bureau. The 
Bureau also has a county correspondent in each county of all 
the States, who have their reporters scattered throughout the 
county. These reporters send in their estimates to the man in 
charge of the county, and from them he makes up his own esti- 
mates to the Bureau. Besides these, the Bureau gets reports 
from ginners, from a correspondent in each township, from a 
large list of bankers and merchants, and from thousands of in- 
dividual growers. And in addition to all these, the Bureau 
maintains a corps of special agents, expert men who put in the 
entire season traveling through the cotton section and reporting 
their conclusions. 

The estimates sent to the Bureau by these eight classes of 
reporters are tabulated separately for each State, and from 
these reports the chief of the Bureau of Statistics deduces his 
conclusions. That these conclusions are absolutely accurate, is 
not to be expected, of course. And yet they are surprisingly 
accurate. Consider, for example, the estimates given by the 
various classes of reporters for the State of Georgia: 


Pounds per acre. 
206 


State: agent's entimates. oc. ee cas 
County” eren. S S 
Township 

Ginnera so eae 3 

Special agents 
Bankers: nd wech —:.. a 205 
Individual piantors -rza A 


When reporters of so many different classes show such re- 
markable unanimity, it can hardly help following that the final 
estimate, made by a man who through long experience has 
learned to properly appraise the work of all his different re- 
porters, will be found very close to the truth. 

In the judgment of your committee, Mr. Speaker, the facts 
brought out in the “ hearing,” which is now available for every 
Member of this House, demonstrate beyond question that the 
crop estimate published by the Bureau of Statistics are made 
honestly and intelligently, and that the results obtained are as 
nearly accurate as it is possible for any mere forecast to be. 
We believe also that in laying this “ hearing” before the House 
we have fully complied with the spirit of the resolution of the 
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gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston], and we therefore 
recommend that it lie on the table. } 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I now move to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, that the resolution do lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Laivrneston) there were—ayes 80, noes 17. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to— 
Mr. Marsu, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. Bownsock, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


IMPROVING CURRENCY CONDITIONS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4831) to improve currency conditions, and pending that motion 
I would like to make, if I can, some agreement with the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] respecting the question of 
reopening the general debate. Since the House last considered 
this bill a number of gentlemen, members of the committee, have 
indicated their desire to have some time in which to speak upon 
the measure, and I am sure the House desires to hear the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrterr] at some length upon the 
bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the debate be re- 
opened for a specified time, if we can agree on the time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, if I may be indulged a mo- 
ment. As is well known, by reason of the fact that I made the 
minority report on this bill when it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency the control of the time was 
given to me by unanimous consent. On Thursday before the 
Congress adjourned for the holidays the bill was forced up be- 
fore the House under protest during my absence—providential 
absence—and, as I understood at the time, over an agreement 
had with the gentleman in charge of the bill, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL], that it should not be so forced up in my 
absence. There may be some misunderstanding between him- 
self and myself as to whether that was true. That certainly 
was my understanding. During my absence upon that day, 
known to the House to be providential, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WIIIIAus!] took charge of the matter, as he should 
have done, and conducted the. discussion upon the bill on our 
side and had control of the time. He made a motion, which 
prevailed, to close the general debate. Of course I have no ob- 
jection to any gentleman speaking who desires to do so, but 
under the circumstances as they exist, the condition in which 
the bill and debate upon it now is—brought about through no 
fault of my own, but rather because of the insistence of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hur] that the bill should be 
heard when it ought not to have been heard—I do not feel that I 
can now agree with him as to time in reference to general de- 
bate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects to the 
request of the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to any re- 
quest. I understood the gentleman desired to know if he could 
make some agreement with me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to interpose an objec- 
tion to reopening general debate. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The agreement, of course, would 
be such as to permit the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 
LETT] to have an opportunity to speak upon the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HL] for favoring me; but in the past the 
House has been kind enough to indulge me and I have been 
always able to get my own time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to interpose 
any objection to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
having an opportunity to engage in debate, but I do object to any 
general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa objects. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I call for the ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency 
conditions. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARTLETT) there were—ayes 81, noes 75. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 91, 
answered present“ 8, not voting 176, as follows: 


Beidler 
Cromer 


Bassett 


Butler, Mo. 
Caldwell 


JANUARY 5, 
YEAS—109, 
Dresser Kinkaid Smith, III. 
DunwelLl Knapp Smith, Iowa 
Dwight, Lacey Smith, Pa. 
Fiel Lafean —— 
Fordney Landis, Frederick Southard 
: Lawrence 5 
Foster, Vt. Lilley ord 
‘owler Longworth Stevens, Minn. 
Gaines, w. V Mech Minn. envi 
aines, A. eary, Tho Ohio 
Gardner, N. J. McCreary, Pa. Tirrell 
Gibson on ‘Townsend 
Gillett, Mass. Mann Volstead 
Grosvenor Marshall Vreeland. 
Hamilton, Martin Wachter 
Haskins Miller Wanger 
Haugen Minor Warner 
Hedge Needh: Warnock 
Hepburn Olmsted Webber 
Hill, Conn. Otjen Weems 
Hitt Padgett Wiley. N. J. 
Holliday Parker Will n 
Huf Perkins ood 
Hull Porter Woodyard 
Humphrey, Wash. Prince Young 
Jackson, Ohio Reeder 
Jenkins Roberts 
Jones, Wash. Scott 
NAYS—91. 
Dickerman Kitchin, Wm. W. Russell 
Dinsmore Kline Ryan 
Dixon Lamar, Fla. N 
Fitzgerald, Lamar, Mo Sherley 
French Lester Shober 
Gaines, Tenn, Lever Sims 
Garber Lind Small 
Garner Lindsay Smith, Tex. 
W 
esple oy pight 
Goulden Macon Stanley 
Gregg Maynard Sullivan, Mass. 
Gudger Moon; Tenn. wanson 
Hardwick Murdock Talbott 
Harrison Page Taylor 
Hay Patterson, N.C. Underwood 
Hogg Pierce ‘an Duzer 
Hopkins Pinckney Wallace 
Humphreys, Miss, Rendell, T Williams, Miss. 
umphreys, Miss, Randell, Tex. Villia 
Hunt Ransdell, La. Wynn = 
James Rhea Zenor 
Johnson Rider 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—$8. 
Currier Richardson, Ala. Smith, Ky. 
Landis, Chas. B. Sherman Sparkman 
NOT VOTING—176, 
Fitzpatrick Kyle Rixey 
Flac! Lamb Robb 
Flood Legare Robertson, La. 
Foster, III. Lewis Robinson, Ark, 
Gardner, Mass. Littauer Robinson, Ind. 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield Rodenberg 
Gillet, N. Y. Livernash Rucker 
Gillett, Cal. Livingston Rup 
Glass Lorimer Scarborough 
Goebel Loudenslager Scudder 
Goldfogle Lovering Shackleford 
Gooch Lucking hiras 
Graft McAndrews Sbull 
Granger McCall Sibl 
Greene MeCarthy Slayden 
Griffith McDermott Slem 
Gri. McLachlan Smith, Samuel W. 
Hamlin McLain Smith, Wm. Alden 
Hearst MeMorran Smith, N. X. 
Heflin McNary Southall 
Hemenway Maddox Southwick 
Henry, Conn. Marsh Spalding 
Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Steenerson 
Hermann Miers, Ind. Stephens, Tex, 
Hildebrant Mondell Sterling 
Hill, Miss. Moon, Pa. Sullivan, N. Y. 
Hinshaw Morgan Sulzer 
Hitchcock Morrell Tate 
Howard Mudd Tawney 
Howell, N. J. Nevin Thayer 
Howell, Utah Norris Thomas, Iowa 
Hughes, N. J. tis homas, N. C. 
Hughes, W. Va. Overstreet Trimble 
Hunter Palmer Vandiver 
Jackson, Md, Patterson, Pa. Van Voorhis 
Jones, Va. Patterson, Tenn. Wade 
Kehoe Payne Wadsworth 
Keliher Pearre Watson 
Kennedy Powers, Me. Webb 
ete Powers, Mass. Weisse 
Kitchin, Claude Pujo Wiley, Ala 
Kluttz Rainey Wilson, III 
opt Reid Wilson, ` 
Knowland Richardson, Tenn. Wright 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the vote: 


Mr. Burton with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


For the day: 


Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. RIXEY. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
Mr. Bares with Mr. BADGER. 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. BURLESON. Pending the announcement of the vote I 
Mr. Brick with Mr. BASSETT, ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD 
Mr. Brown of Wisconsin with Mr. Benny. which were made on the resolution that was reported a moment 


For 
Mr. 


Mr. 


. BuckMAN with Mr. BOWIE. 

. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

. BurKetrt with Mr. MADDOX. 

. Castor with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. CALDWELL. 

. Davison with Mr. Cochnax of Missouri. 

. Doveras with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Esch with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

. Evans with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

„ Frack with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. CROWLEY. 

. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
. GILLET of New York with Mr. Fosrer of Illinois. 
. GILLETT of California with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

. GOEBEL with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

. GRAFF with Mr. GRANGER, 

. HEMENWAY with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. HL of Mississippi. 
. Hinpesrant with Mr. HAMIN. 

. HowELL of New Jersey with Mr. HEFLIN. 

„ Huemes of West Virginia with Mr. HITCHCOCK., 
. KENNEDY with Mr. HEARST. 

. KercHam with Mr. Hucues of New Jersey. 

r. KNorr with Mr. WEISSE. 

. KNOWLAND with Mr. LIVERNASH. 

Kr with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

. Lirraver with Mr. BENTON. 

„ LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. LovenING with Mr. KELIHER. 

. Marsu with Mr. LUCKING. 

. McCartruy with Mr. Lewis. > 

. McLacHian with Mr. KLUTTZ. 

. McMorran with Mr. LEGARE. 

„ MonpELL with Mr. McDermorr. 


Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Wess. 


. Morrert with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 
. Mupp with Mr. GLASS. 


Nevin with Mr. MCLAIN. 


. Norris with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

. Oms with Mr. VANDIVER. 

. OVERSTREET with Mr. Ronznrsox of Louisiana, 
. PALMER with Mr. PATTERSON of Tenn 

. Payne with Mr. KEHOE. - 

. Pearke with Mr. RAINEY. 

. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Rem. 

. Puso with Mr. SOUTHALL, 

. RopENBERG with Mr. ROBB. 

. SwLEY with Mr. SCUDDER. 

Strur with Mr. Romxsox of Indiana, 

. Wm. ALDEN Surra with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
. SOUTHWICK with Mr. FLOOD. 

. SPALDING with Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 

. STERLING with Mr. Witey df Alabama. 

. TAWNEY with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 
. Watson with Mr. SULZER. 

r. Wixson of Illinois with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

. Wricut with Mr. WILSON of New York. 


the week: 
Bartuoipt with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 


„ BEIDLER with Mr. HOWARD. 

. BowrErsock with Mr. WADE. 

r. CASSEL with Mr. Goocx. 

. CONNELL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 

„ CromEeR with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

. GREENE with Mr. McNary. 

„ LORIMER with Mr. McANDREWS. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
r. SAMUEL W. Surra with Mr. Gnidds. 

r. THowas of Iowa with Mr. Surrg of Kentucky. 
. VAN VoorHis with Mr. CassIncHAM. 


WapswortH with Mr. LAMB. 


On eurrency bill: 


Mr. 


Detscott with Mr. Powers of Maine. 


After the holidays: 


Mr. 


BurLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 


For the session: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


Currier with Mr. FINLEY. 

Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

Drxurn with Mr. SHULL. 

CuHartes B. Lanpts with Mr. Tate. 

PATTERSON of Pemmsylvania with Mr. DICKERMAN. 
SHErMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 


ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill. (H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions, with Mr. 
DArzELL in the chair. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, at the time the 
committee rose, when the bill was last under consideration, the 
first section had been read, and, as I understand it, an amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILIA]. 
Then, if I am not mistaken no other amendment had been 
offered, although one had been proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Macon] to offer an amendment, but I under- 
stood later that that was withdrawn, so that it stands now with 
simply the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILIAMS]. 

I have been informed that the chairman of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency also desires to offer an amendment to 
this section, and it seems to me that if other amendments are 
to be offered it will be well—and I think the gentleman from 
Mississippi and the gentleman from Georgia will agree with 
me—if there is to be further discussion on the question it will 
be well to discuss the whole question at the same time, and that 
it would be the proper thing to do for the gentleman from New 
Jersey to offer his substitute and have it pending. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no objection to that 
course, but I do not wish a vote to be taken upon my amend- 
ment until after opportunity is offered to make a few remarks. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will state that as far as the 
gentleman from Connecticut is concerned there is no disposi- 
3 Bi force any vote upon any amendment until it is fully con- 
side 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from Connecticut per- 
mit an interruption? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I simply desire to ask that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIIILIARAts] be 
read again. It has been some time since it was offered, and 
we wish to have it read in connection with the amendment to 
be offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ lations,” In 1 x 
“ requiring payment “of interest on eee Simitive 
Kacani he deposited in any one bank bidding in competition for 

Mr. FOWLER. I move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause in section 1 and substitute in place thereof the amend- 
ment which I will send to the desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 1. That Jn addition to the provisions of section 5153 of the 


Revised Statutes, concerning the 5 of public d 1 
and the deposit of publie mon therein, the Secrets: t Treas. 


of the 
ury may also deposit in su designated eee any publie 
money received from whatever source, including receipts from cus- 
toms, without requiring security by the deposit of United States bonds 
and otherwise, as provided in said section, but no such deposit shall 
in any case exceed 25 par cent of the paid-up and unimpaired 
capital of any such depository. National banking associations having 
on deposit public mong in accordance with the provisions of this 
act shall pay to the United States for the use thereof interest at the 
rate of 2 per cent per annum, payable semiannually on the first 
days of January and July of each year. The United States shall 
have a paramount lien on the assets of banks in which public 
moneys are deposited in accordance with the provisions of this act 
for the repayment of the same on demand of the Treasurer of the 
United States. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is considered as pending 
and to be disposeđ of after the disposition of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Fowter], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, how much time he desires? 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to proceed until I finish my remarks. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I then ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow rrr}, who is the chair- 
man of the Commitee on Banking and Currency, be permitted 
to speak upon this amendment for such time as he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FOWLER. It was not my pleasure to be here the other 
day and hear the discussion, but I have read the Recorp, and 
upon concluding a review of what was said I asked for some 1n- 
formation from the Secretary of the Treasury which I think 
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will throw a good deal of light upon the particular point which 
was under discussion then. This information proves conclu- 
sively that no bank anywhere in the United States, under any 
condition, can afford to pay interest at any rate worth speaking 
of and make any profit. If that is true, then all the discussion 
with regard to offering the public money at any price falls to 
the ground, unless it be offered to the public for the purpose of 
enabling the bank which gets it to advertise that fact, which is 
not a legitimate purpose. Under the date of January 3, I re- 
ceived this letter from the Secretary of the Treasury: ~ 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January $, 1905. 


My Dran Mr. FOWLER: I haye your letter of the 20th instant, request- 
ing a statement showing what profit or loss would accrue to national 
banks through Government deposits secured by Government bonds, the 
banks paying 2 per cent interest, and inclose you ‘herewith a tabulated 
statement showing the profit or loss on deposits secured by various 
classes of bonds in citics having varying rates of interest. 

Very truly, yours, 
L. M. Shaw. 


Hon. CnaulLrs N. FOWLER, 
House of Representatives. 


Loss to national banks holding Government deposits. 


CENTRAL RESERVE CITY—$100,000 DEPOSIT SECURED BY $100,000 PAR OF 
GOVERNMENT BONDS—BONDS PURCHASED AND DEPOSIT RECEIVED JAN- 
UARY 1. 195—BANK TO PAY AN ANNUAL TAX OF 2 PER CENT ON ITS 
DEPOSIT—RESERVE OF 25 PER CENT HELD—3 PER CENT LOCALITY. 


Consols of Loan ot Loan of Loan of 
1930,2 1908-1918,3 1907, 4 1925, 4 
percents. | percents. percents, 


percents. 


Capital invested ...........-.... $104, 375.00 8104, 250.00 8105, 625.00 | $130, 462.00 
Bonds purchased, par .........- 100, 000.00 | 100,000.00 | 100,000.00 | 100, 000. 00 
eee = 
Interest on deposits . 2,250.00 | 2,250.00 2,250.00 
Interest on bonds deposited. t 3,000.00 | 4, 000. 00 4,000. 00 
Total receipts............. 5,250.00 | 6,250.00 | 6,250.00 
Deductions: | 
Tax on deposits 2,000.00 | 2,000.00 | 2,000.00 2,000.00 
Sinking fund 116. 47 1,180.82 2, 174. 61 1, 110.94 
Total deductions 2,116. 47 3.190. 32 | 4,174.61 3,110.94 
Net receipts. ----| 2,133.53} 2,119.68 | 2,075.39 3, 199. 06 
Interest on capital invested .... 8,131.25 8,127.50 | 3, 168. 75 8, 913. 80 
Loss to ban 97.72 | 1,007.8 | 1,098.30 | 774.80 


CENTRAL RESERVE CITY AND OTHER RESERVE CITY—$100,000 DEPOSITED, 
SECURED BY $100,000 PAR OF GOVERNMENT BONDS—BONDS PURCHASED 
AND DEPOSIT RECEIVED JANUARY 1, 195—BANK TO PAY AN ANNUAL TAX 
OF 2 PER CENT ON ITS DEPOSIT—RESERVE OF 25 PER CENT HELD—6 PER 
CENT LOCALITY. 


Capital invested -..............- 81 250. 00 'g105, 625.00 $130, 402. 00 

Ponds deposited, par | 400,000.00 | 100, 000.00 100, 000.00 
Receipts: 

Interest on bonds deposited. 8,000.00 000.00 000. 00 

Interest on deposits 4,500.00 500. 00 500. 09 

| 7,500.00 | 8,500.00 500.00 

2,000. 00 2,000.00} 2,000.00 

1,071.88 | 2. 102. 80 792. 25 

Total deductions.......... | 8,071.88 | 4,102.80 | 2,792.25 

Net receipts.......-...---------- 4,498.12 | 4.77 0 5,707.7 

Interest on capital invested 6,255.00 | 6,837.50 7, 827.72 

Loss to bana 1,897.53 | 1,898.88 | 1,010.80 | 2,119.97 


PLACES OTHER THAN RESERVE CITIES—$100,00 DEPOSITED, SECURED BY 
$100,000 PAR, OF GOVERNMENT BONDS—BONDS PURCHASED AND DEPOSIT 
RECEIVED JANUARY 1. 1905—BANK TO PAY AN ANNUAL TAX OF 2 PER CENT 
ON ITS DEPOSITS—RESERVE OF 15 PER CENT HELD—6 PER CENT LOCALITY. 


Capital invested ...........---.- |5104, 875.00 'g104, 250. 00. 8108, 825.00 | $130, 
Bonds purchased, Pa 100.000. 00 | 100; 000; 00 | 100,090.00 | 100, 000.00 


Receipts: 7 
Interest on bonds deposited 


4,000. 00 
Interest on deposits 


8 


a8 |; 
RS Ils 


| 


KEE 
zalle 


81 
S 
© 
8 


a Here treated as maturing 1908. 


Loss to national banks holding Government deposits—Continued. 


PLACES OTHER THAN RESERVE CITIES—$100,00 DEPOSITS SECURED BY 
$100,000, PAR, OF GOVERNMENT BONDS—BONDS PURCHASED AND DEPOSIT 
RECEIVED JANUARY 1, 105—BANK TO PAY AN ANNUAL TAX OF 2 PER 
ee e DEPOSIT—RESERVE OF 15 PER CENT EL D—10 PER CENT 

ITY. 


Loan of 
1985, 4 

Fogle wanes Nea nga mean 1060000 

E 4,000.00 

Interest on deposit 8, 500. 00 

Nonnen. 12, 500. 00 
Deductions: 

Bay fee 225.80 

Total deductions 2,485.90 

Interest cn capital iavested...| wore | 10 80 in 13.048.285 

Loss to the bank 1,976. 88 1,918. 22 2,070.71 8,032.10 


a Here treated as maturing 1908. 


MEMORANDUM. 

These computations show in detail the loss to national banks in 
holding Government deposits, when the bank is required to pay an 
annual tax of 2 Pe cent on the said deposits. 

A reserve of 2 cent is allowed for in reserve cities, and of 15 
per cent in other places. 

Jos. S. McCoy, 
Government Actuary. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January S, 1905. 

(If no reserve were required, yet there would be a loss in every in- 
stance.) 

It will be observed that every condition as to reserves that 
now prevails throughout the country was covered in a 3 per 
cent locality, in a 6 per cent locality, and in a 10 per cent 
locality. Assuming that the banks pay interest to the Govern- 
ment at the rate of 2 per cent, in the locality where interest is 
3 per cent on the 2 per cent bonds the loss on $100,000 would be 
$997, on the 3 per cent bonds in the same locality it would be 
$1,007, on the 4 per cent bonds due in 1907 it would be $1,093, 
and on the 1925 4 per cent bonds, $774. In a 6 per cent locality, 
with a 25 per cent reserve, the loss upon a Government deposit 
of $100,000 with 2 per cent bonds as security would be $1,837; 
on the 3 per cent bonds, $1,826; on the 1907 fours, $1,940, and 
on the 1925 fours, $2,119. 

Mr. PALMER. In what period? 

Mr. FOWLER. A year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
an interruption there? 

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is based on the suppo- 
sition that the banks loan their money for a year. 

Mr. FOWLER. This gives the result of a rate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As a matter of fact, is it 
not true that the banks never do that; that they do not loan 
the money for a whole year, but they lend it to one man for a 
short time and then to another man? 

Mr. FOWLER. If the loan continued for one year they 
might not loan it to one man, but they might loan the same 
money to different men. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the very point, the 
gist of the fallacy of all that figuring on the banks loaning 
this money for one year as an annual loan, when, in fact, they 
compound it every thirty and sixty days, and that is where their 
profit comes in. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the high rate. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On the low rate or the hig 
one. 

Mr. FOWLER. If you will follow me, you will see the higher 
the rate the worse the dilemma. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the profit to the 
banks upon the use of the money that they have deposited with 
them. 

Mr. FOWLER. The higher the rate the worse the result or 
the greater the loss. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A person loaning it on thirty 
days and renewing in thirty days would lose more money, and 
that the bank would lose more than loaning it for a whole year. 
Is that your idea? 

Mr. FOWLER. If you will follow this, you will appreciate 
what I have been saying. 


Will the gentleman permit 
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In the locality where the reserve is 15 per cent and the rate 
is 6 per cent on twos the loss would be $1,237; on the 1908 3 per- 
cents, $1,226; on the 1907 fours, $1,940, and on the 1925 fours, 
$1,519. With a 15 per cent reserve in the locality where it is 
loaned for 10 per cent, the loss, you will see, is greater. On the 
1930 2 percents it would be $1,976; on the 1908 threes, $1,968 ; 
on the 1970 fours, $2,070, and on the 1995 fours, $3,000. 

I think, therefore, that we need not discuss this question any 
further. é 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You have fixed or based your calculation on 
the banks paying 2 per cent to the Government for the loan, 
have you not? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. I fixed it at 2, to establish a principle; 
but at whatever rate, whether you fix it at 1, 2, or 3, the same 
principle would apply. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But there is a rate that you have got in 
your market where there would be a profit to the bank. Ifa 
deposit were made in New York, where the rate would be a 
small rate, coming under 1 per cent, the banks would still make 
a profit, on the same principle. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now you may relieve the banks from carry- 
ing any reserve whatever against Government deposits and 
there will be a loss in every instance covered. 

Mr. SHERLET. I think if the gentleman will go over the 
mathematics of it carefully, as I have done, he will find that 
there is a small profit, and they will still be able to pay some- 
thing under 1 per cent in the New York market. 

Mr. FOWLER. Provided they borrow the bonds from some 
institution instead of purchasing them. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am talking about the 2 per cent bonds, 
which are selling at 104}, and you will still have a profit. 

Mr. FOWLER. Not a practical margin of profit. This re- 
port that I have submitted comes from the Government actuary, 
and I am not going to discuss the question of details with the 
gentleman, but simply submit it as the conclusion of the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Now, the object of putting the money again into the channels 
of trade is what? Not that the Government may get a profit 
from it, but that the public may have the use of the money; and 
therefore the question of interest is simply an incident, the 
main one being to get the money back into the channels of 
trade, in order that business may not be disturbed. Therefore, 
while I do not think it is necessary to discuss this, I want to 
allude to the argument that has been made, referring to it 
with the utmost respect. A bid for money with the idea of 
making it more profitable for the Government because it took 
the higher rate, ought not to be considered, even though what 
I have proven was not true, for you might send the money to a 
place where the highest profit would come to the Government, 
and it would not be the place where the money ought to go in 
the case of a crisis or a panic; and the Government, using its 
discretion with all the facts before it, should not be subject to 
criticism, animadversion, and attack, because it had exercised 
a wise discretion and put the Government deposit at the point 
where it believed commerce demanded it. 

Now, I have sent to the Clerk's desk an amendment which, 
in my judgment, ought to prevail, because it puts this Govern- 
ment into the same position that every great municipality is, 
that every great corporation is, by depositing its money at once 
in the banks of the country with the view of checking out again 
at will. I believe that in a country as great as ours, with only 
$100,000,000 of Government deposits in the national banks 
where there are five billion other deposits, it is child’s play to 
give the banks thirty or sixty days’ notice before withdrawing 
any part of the hundred million. The exchanges every day 
average $300,000,000. Therefore if the Government said noth- 
ing, but drew its checks upon its various accounts and used its 
money and transferred it from one bank to another, these trans- 
actions would not be noticed as they are to-day, for whenever 
the Government says, “ Next week or next month we are going 
to make a draft upon the banks,” it is like sending out a fire 
alarm. No more attention should be paid to the Government 
account than to any other account of the same character in size. 

Now, can anyone give me a single valid reason why the Gov- 
ernment should not deposit its money, and all of its money, from 
day to day and from hour to hour, if necessary, back in the 
banks precisely as a business house does? Why should it re- 
quire bonds to secure the repaymnet of this money? Is it not 
safe in the hands of the banks which hold five billions of the 
people's money? We are the supervisors and examiners of these 
banks. Could not the Government select safe banks in which to 
deposit the amount proposed by this bill, an amount not to ex- 


ceed 25 per cent of the paid-up capital, that deposit being pre- 
cisely as it is to-day, a first lien upon all the assets of that bank? 
Would danger follow? Would loss accrue? 

In 1899 I presented to Secretary Gage an inquiry to this ef- 
fect: Supposing that in 1879 the Government had deposited its 
money in the banks of the reserved cities, of which I think 
there are ten, pro rata to the capital of all the banks included, 
would there have been any loss, and if the Government had re- 
ceived 1 per cent per annum, what would the profit have been? 
Later I had that report brought down to cover the 31st day of 
January, 1902. That report showed that for the twenty-four 
years not one penny would have been lost by the Government, 
and we would have had then at 1 per cent interest $19,898,000 
profit. If the amendment which I have just sent to the desk 
had been the law since 1879, the Government would now have 
$50,000,000 from interest upon its deposits. 

This is the letter that Secretary Gage wrote me at the time 
he made that report: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 14, 1900. 


My DEAR Sm: I have the honor to hand you herewith statement com- 
piled by the 3 actuary, in response to your memorandum of in- 
quiry as to the result to the Government had certain surplus moneys 
of the Treasury been deposited with national banks in the reserve 
cities in proportion to the respective capital of each of such banks, 
etc. It is somewhat surprising, and it is very interesting, to find that 
not a dollar of money would have been lost. From the tables it ap- 
pears that $16,370, would have been realized in the way of interest 
and that the 10 per cent guarantee fund which your inquiry suggests 
should be put up for insurance against loss to the Government would 
not have been touched. 

Very truly, yours, 


L. J. Gacn, Secretary. 

Hon. CHARLES N. FOWLER, 

House of Representatives, Washington. 

Now, I do not know that I care at the present moment to add 
anything to what I have said. Every remark that I have made 
has been based upon experience, and the result of the experi- 
ence of our own Government, and all that I ask this House to 
do is to apply the same business rules to the management of the 
affairs of the Treasury that every great business institution ap- 
plies to its own affairs, excepting this: I would give to the 
Treasury the preference which I think the people’s money ought 
to have in the form of collected taxes over their own private 
accounts, namely, a first lien upon the assets of the banks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Before the gentleman takes his seat I 
should like to ask him one or two questions for information. 

Fats CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
yie 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any provision in your amendment 
which would require the Secretary of the Treasury, in deposit- 
ing Government funds, to deposit them over the country at 
large, “s would he be permitted to deposit them all in some one 
center 

Mr. FOWLER. There is no requirement, except that the bill 
provides that he can not deposit in any one bank an amount in 
excess of 25 per cent of its capital. Now, I do not believe that 
any law should be passed compelling the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make any particular distribution of it, because if he 
has funds to deposit at any time, and it should seem wise be- 
cause of the peculiar conditions existing in some particular city, 
he ought to be at liberty to meet the emergency. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You give him full option, simply requiring 
that he shall not exceed a certain proportion of the capital of 
the bank, and requiring payment of 2 per cent interest? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The point was made during the argument 
the other day by the gentleman from Indiana that a great bene- 
fit had accrued to the country at large by virtue of the deposit 
of Government moneys at interior points, that it had helped to 
move the crops, overlooking entirely the fact that before they 
got the money they had to buy in the New York market the 
bonds that were selling at a premium. 

Mr. FOWLER. It robbed the country of capital just to the 
extent of the premfum paid. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; instead of adding to the amount of 
money that was brought into the interior. I simply wanted to 
get these facts before the committee. 

Mr. FOWLER. It is a self-evident fact that if a bank in 
New Orleans or St. Louis or San Francisco desires Government 
deposits of a hundred thousand dollars, it would rob that city of 
the premium, whatever it might be, say from four to six theu- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unless there were Government bonds not 
being used in that city. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, that they might borrow; but only in 
that case. 
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IT. W TETAOMR of Mississippi. And as a rule they do bor- 
row them. 

Mr. FOWLER. But I do not believe it is well for this House 
to legislate upon the assumption that these bonds are here and 
there and may be borrowed by the bank, because I do not be- 
lieve the men that lend the bonds have any right to do so. 
They belong in the treasuries of the institutions that own them, 
and not in the hands of the bank. Why? They appear in the 
statement of two concerns, and they have only a right to appear 
in the statement of one concern. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I am going to give 
a practical illustration of the problem upon which we seem to 
be differing. In front of the Clerk’s desk is a chart, and if 
members of the committee will give their attention, I will ex- 
plain the process of procuring a Government deposit of $100,000 
under present conditions, and, if I can, make clear this question 
upon which there seems to be so much difference of opinion. 

I shall have to disagree with the chairman of the committee 
concerning the figures which he has just submitted, and think 
that I can prove that he is mistaken. Let me take three dif- 
ferent banks, representing three different classes, in the country. 
First, the section of country where the bank rate of discount is 
10 per cent, a section of the country where it is 6 per cent, and 
a stock exchange Wall street bank where the rate on call 
loans averages, say, 2 per cent. If the figures on the chart are 
not large enough to be easily seen, I wish gentlemen would 
step down a little nearer. I think I can make this proposition 
plain. Before doing it I want to read from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIIIIAus] the other day 
when he offered his amendment. This is what he said: 


One object of my amendment is this: The money is now going to the 
great centers to be used for speculative n ses, to corner markets, and 
8 else. On October 31, 1903, $3 000,000 went to New Sore 
Ci a$ 2,000,000 to New York State to constitute a fund for s 
lation 1 * industrials,” etc. ; in short, for plain gambling. It ought to 
be the object of the National Legislature to have e money go to tke 
parts of the country that are developing most rapid ly. that are building 
up with productive =r — and not merely gambling in wheat, corn, 
copper, and stocks ; his would be the effect, in my opinion, of doing 
that very thing nine my amendment requires, because the securit 
being the same, the question of comparative safety being eliminat 
there is nothing left to determine the direction in which the mone 
shall go except the question of comparative rate of interest. It will 
therefore go to the place of the highest prevailing interest rate. 


Now, I want to show to the gentleman from Mississippi, and 
to every other Member of the House, that precisely the thing 
which he wants to do he is not doing, and precisely the thing 
which he is trying to avoid he is doing by his amendment, and I 
think I can satisfy you gentlemen of that fact. 

Take, first, the 10 per cent section of the country. I want to 
get a Government deposit as a banker. I have to take $105,000 
of my own money, or my bank’s money, worth to me 10 per cent, 
loaned by me at 10 per cent right straight along, and do what 
with it? I have got to invest it in 2 per cent bonds—$105,000— 
with a loss of 10 per cent on the interest. 

My first loss in the transaction would be $10,500, if I stopped 
there. But in lieu of that $105,000 I get $100,000 of Government 
bonds, from which I cut off coupons every year amounting to 
$2,000. Therefore I must credit the loss with that amount. I 
do that, less interest on the bonds received, $2,000. My loss so 
far has been $8,500 in one year on an investment of $105,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the moment you put that into United 
States bonds you do not have to pay any taxes at all. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is a small feature, but before 
I get through I will show that that is entirely overcome by 
something else. What do I then do? I go to the Treasury 
Department and I deposit my $100,000 in bonds, and ask them 
for a deposit of an equal amount of money and they give me 
$100,000 to deposit in the bank. Now, under the law I am re- 
quired to hold a reserve of 15 per cent, which I can not loan at 
all. I therefore have $85,000 of loanable funds out of the de- 
posit which I have received, and I loan that at 10 per cent, and 
it nets $8,500, and there is neither profit nor loss in the trans- 
action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that my time may be extended until I can get through 
with this chart. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman be extended until he can conclude his remarks. 
Is. there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a ques- 
tion. Would not the gentleman have been obliged to hold 
the 15 per cent reserve on the $100,000 he took with which to 
purchase bonds? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman ‘asks me if it would 
not be necessary to hold $15,000 on the first $105,000. Not at all. 


That is not a deposit. That is my own money. That is the 
money belonging to the bank, the capital of the bank, if you 
please. But even if a reserve was required it would simply 
change the figures, but not affect the principle which I am try- 
ing to illustrate. 

Mr. PERKINS. But with the bank it would be a deposit. 

Mr. DICKERMAN. You would have to hold that, of course, if 
you had $105,000 in bank. You have got to keep your reserve, 
as a matter of course. 

Mr. LIND. But, as a matter of fact, the Treasury does not 
insist that any reserve be held. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I admit the criticism of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] that the Treasury does not in- 
sist, and the reason is this: The law insists, and no regulation 
of the Treasury has ever been made to the contrary. But there 
is no penalty under the law, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
chooses not to prescribe a penalty. I will add, furthermore, 
that many of the banks do—the prudent, cautious banks do 
maintain a reserye in accordance with the law. Now, the New 
York banks maintain 25 per cent. 

Mr. LIND. I would ask the gentleman whether a bank hay- 
ing publie deposits can not, under existing regulations, loan just 
as large a percentage of the money deposited as it can of its 
own funds? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; because the law does not re- 
quire a reserve against its own funds. 

Mr. LIND. Asa matter of practice they do. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, not at all. Every bank is 
compelled to maintain its reserve against its deposits, but it 
ao have to maintain a reserve against its own capital and 
surplus. 

Mr. LIND. But it is not enforced against these funds that 
are deposited on bond security. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One moment, Mr. Chairman, I 
presume there will be a great many questions before I get 
through, and if the gentleman will kindly allow me to get 
through with these three illustrations I will then answer the 
questions that are asked. 

Mr. LIND. I just want to call attention to one point. No 
bank would loan all its funds. A prudent bank would prob- 
ably retain 15 per cent of its funds. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; and as a rule a larger 
amount. 

Mr. LIND. So that when you estimate the interest on 
$100,000, in the first instance, why should you not estimate 
interest on $85,000 in the first instance, and thus put it fairly 
before the House? : 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Simply because, in the first place, 
it is a deposit, and the law requires 15 per cent. I could not 
take a haphazard case in making this illustration. I am going 
exactly in accordance with the law. 

Now, in a 10 per cent section, gentlemen, anybody can take a 
Government deposit and come out even, provided they do not 
have any shrinkage in their $5,000 of premiums on the bonds 
during the time they are holding their deposit. They must 
take their chances on that. Now, I want to show how a lower 
rate of interest will furnish more profit. Take No. 2 in the 
6 per cent section. You take the 6 per cent section and the 
$105,000, at 6 per cent, nets $6,300 loss. The interest received 
from the 2 per cent bonds, $2,000, leaves the net loss $4,300. 
Now, then, you get that deposit. You deduct the 15 per cent 
reserve required by law and loan the $85,000 deposit at 6 per 
cent, and you have got $5,100, and the $5,100 minus $4,300 
leaves $800 net profit by loaning that money at 6 per cent, 
where no profit at all was made in loaning it at 10 per cent. 

Now, coming down to No. 3, you make the same investment of 
$105,000 with a stock exchange Wall street bank, with money 
at 2 per cent, and the loss is $2,100. You recoup yourself with 
the $2,000 interest, and you have a net loss on the first trans- 
action of $100. You loan your $85,000—— 

Mr. ‘TALBOTT. Do you mean 2 per cent a month? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; 2 per cent per annum. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Is any New York bank loaning at 2 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; they loaned all summer on 
call at 1 per cent. There was very little money loaned at 
higher than 14 per cent during the summer months. Now, you 
loan the $85,000 at 2 per cent and you have $1,700, from which 
you deduct your loss of $100, and you have a net profit of $1,600. 

I will insert this showing in the Recorp at this point. 

No. 1.—10 per cent rate. 


Investment, $105,000, at 10 per cent $10, 500 
Less interest on bonds received__.._.__------------.------__ 2, 000 
Ta see es S 8, 500 
Deposit, $100, we less reserve, $15,000; loan power, $85,000, 
r ee eae 8, 500 


No profit. 5 power reduced $20,000 to the community. 
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No. 2.—6 per cent market. 


Investment, $105,000, at 6 per cent — $6,300 
Less interest on bonds recelved AERON BOT 8 8 , 000 
71 E D A S S EA 4, 300 
Deposit, $100,000; less reserve, $15,000; loan power, $85,000, 
at 6 per cent —---_--_-__----- =n 5, 100 
Ye gene oe a ah ARO Rea CRT ES a ES IE Ee A ae NG 800 
No. 3.—2 per cent market. 
Investment, $105,000, at 2 per eent 2 2,100 
Less — on bonds recelyed _--____-----_------------__ $ , 000 
NOEL aean ee eee 100 
Deposit, $100,000; less reserve, $15,000; loan power, $85,000, 
it 2 per cent -- nnn —2 1. 700 
L a i EES Ss SEBS A a eae eel CA 1, 600 


No. 1 can bid aonn for deposit, No. 2 can bid eight-tenths of 1 per 
cent, and No. 3 can bid 1.6 of 1 per cent, and take it all. 


Nors.—For the sake of uniformity I have made the reserve 15 per 
cent in each case. The 25 per cent required by law in the reserve city 
would only strengthen the argument and make the showing more 
effective. 

What is the result? That Government deposit at 2 per cent 
makes you $1,600. Now, do not misunderstand me; you make 
$1,600 more than you would have made if you had loaned your 
own money at the start without having the Government de- 
posit. You make nothing in the 10 per cent market more than 
you would have made if you had loaned your own money at 
the beginning without taking the Government deposit, but in 
the second case you make $800 more. If Mr. WLIAus's amend- 
ment providing that the bank should pay interest on this money 
should go into effect, how much could they pay, how much 
would they pay? The bank in the 2 per cent money market 
has made $1,600. They could pay 1.6 and come out even. The 
6 per cent money market bank could pay eight-tenths of 1 
per cent, just exactly half what the 2 per cent money market 
bank could, and come out even. The 10 per cent bank could 
not bid at all, because they have not made a cent on the trans- 
action. Now, why is that so? It seems like a fallacy. The 
simple explanation of the whole thing is this: Many people 
think they have got a great deal more money loaned than in the 
first place, but the actual fact is that, aside from the bond in- 
vestment, the loaning power of the bank is in every case $20,000 
less than it was when the transaction started—$20,000 less than 
it would have been if they had not taken the Government de- 
posit at all. Why? Because the preliminary action, the very 
first thing that must be done, is to take this good money and go 
and lock it up in the Government 2 per cent bonds and deposit 
them for security. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is that practically true? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is that done? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the majority of cases do 
not they loan the bonds? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will come to that in a minute. 
Now, how does this work? Here is $5,000 of premiums on 
which there is no interest at all, and $15,000 of reserve on 
which there is no interest. That makes $20,000. At 10 per 
cent it is $2,000. 

Against this you receive $2,000 of coupons from the bonds, and 
consequently you are eyen. Take the 6 per cent case. You 
haye the $5,000 of premiums and $15,000 of reserve, making 
$20,000 on which you lose 6 per cent interest, namely, $1,200; 
you have $2,000 of coupons back from the interest on the bonds, 
and the difference is $800. That is the profit. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New Tork. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? I think he will save time if I ask him a question 
now. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Where does the gentleman 
from Connecticut get his territorial divisions in the rate of in- 
terest? - What does he mean by 10 per cent belt, a 6 per cent 
belt, and a 2 per cent belt? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I presume there are a great many 
looking at me who could explain that matter, very unfortu- 
nately. I understand that the State of Minnesota has 10 per 
cent. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The 2 per cent market is really 
the market for call loans and your 10 per cent rate is for tem- 
porary loans. How can you make a comparison between those 
two? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am simply taking the situation 
as I find it in different sections of the country. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Isn't the 2 per cent rate, which 
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you say is peculiar to New York, exactly the same rate that you 
get in Minnesota? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. McCreary] stands in front of me, and I will ask him if 
he knows of any loans or call loans at 2 per cent in Minnesota? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. If I could finish my question, 
perhaps the gentleman and I would agree. I asked if there is 
any distinction between the rate paid for call loans in New York 
and the rate paid for call loans in Minnesota on the same 
security? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will have to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. You will have to answer, be- 
cause you have made a disquisition on the subject to the effect 
that there is a difference. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would say the call-loan busi- 
ness—— s 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I will ask the gentleman if he 
does not know that every bank in Minnesota maintains a de- 
posit in New York at about the rate of 2 per cent, which is a 
call loan? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand that a great many 
of the banks in Minnesota maintain their reserve, which they 
are required to keep by law, in reserye city banks, on which 
some of them get 2 per cent, some of them get 14 per cent, and 
some of them get nothing. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. 
loan rate, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The call-loan rate has nothing to 
do with that. I think that the gentleman will concede that 
what I say is correct that this summer when the western banks 
were getting 2 per cent interest on their reserve, he will recall 
to mind that call money in Wall street was only 1 per cent. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then they were doing better. 
Does the gentleman believe that in any bank in the world, in 
Minnesota or elsewhere, money could be loaned upon the basis 
which he describes there in time loans at 10 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I mean that in parts of Minnesota 
and many other sections the discount rate is 10 per cent. The 
gentleman here says it is the rate allowed by law. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to get this an- 
swer clear. Do I understand the gentleman to say that in Min- 
nesota or anywhere else in the United States all the funds of a 
bank could be loaned on time? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am not informed as to that. I 
am speaking of the discount rate. But it makes no difference 
whether all or part is loaned at that rate. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. But you assume they all come 
under the 10 per cent rate. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Now, gentlemen, I think it is perfectly manifest that in bid- 
ding to get a deposit the 10 per cent section of the country 
can not bid, because they can make no profit. 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT. In those territories where money is worth 
10 per cent, would not the loss that you have demonstrated be 
more than compensated for in view of the fact that in those 
communities the banks would loan their money, if deposited, 
at 10 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I desire to state that I have said 
nothing during the past few days in regard to the various argu- 
ments that have been made on the question of the advantages 
to the communities of these Government deposits. As a matter 
of fact, every bank that accepts Government deposits lessens 
its loaning power to the community by 20 per cent of the amount 
of that deposit. 

Mr. GILBERT. It does not embark in the banking business 
for the purpose of realizing a profit out of these bonds, or the 
money invested in these bonds. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It takes the Government deposit 
solely for the profit there is in it. 

Mr. GILBERT. It takes the Government bonds solely for 
the purpose of enabling it to go into the banking business, not 
to get a profit on those bonds; but it enables them to loan the 
deposit to its customers, and in those communities where 10 
per cent is obtainable the profit is larger in proportion. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, let me show you this. In 
the 6 per cent section the bank can take a deposit and make a 
profit of $800 a year on $100,000. But will they do it and pay 
part of that as interest to the Government? The Comptroller’s 
report shows that with 2 per cent bonds at 104.7 the profit on 
circulation is $1,028 on $100,000. With Government bonds at 
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the same rate, 104.7, which was the average price last year, the 
profit on the $100,000 deposit would be $818, and the bank 
makes nearly 25 per cent less than it could make on the circu- 
lation; so that if they would take a Government deposit at a 
profit of $818 and out of it pay interest, why do they not take 
the circulation at a profit of $1,028? There is to-day uncalled 
for an unclaimed circulation to the amount of $300,000,000, 
because the profit derived from the circulation does not justify 
the banks in taking it out. Yet the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Wittrams] endeayors to convince this House that a bank 
which makes 25 per cent less on deposit than on circulation will 
pay interest on the deposit for the sake of securing it. They 
are absolutely barred out of the market. 

Now, let me go a little further. Take the 2 per cent banks, 
which get 1.6 per cent profit on their Government deposits. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any such thing as a 2 per cent 
bank? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, not at all. I was speaking 
of the money invested by the bank in Government bonds as 
security for deposits. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Are these Government deposits that you 
talk of as being made to these banks loaned at 2 per cent? 
As a matter of fact, does any bank loan out its money at 2 per 
cent, even in New York? 

Will the gentleman answer that question, if he knows of any 
bank which takes out this money from the Treasury and loans 
it at 2 per cent only? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will state to the gentleman, as I 
stated to the other gentleman from New York, that during this 
summer millions on millions of dollars have been loaned out at 
1 per cent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
banks getting these deposits lend them at 2 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. With the 1.6 per cent which they 
make on the deposit in the 2 per cent call money market, the 
bank can pay something in the way of interest. 

And I submit—pardon me until I have finished this—that it 
is proved absolutely, both by the figures which the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Fowrrn] gave and by the figures of the 
Treasury Department, that a compulsory rate of interest 
charged will bar out the 10 and 6 per cent classes, and that a 2 
per cent rate of interest would bar out and make a loss even to 
the Wall street banks. 

What are the conditions now? In order that there may be 
no misunderstanding about it, for you are all interested in be- 
half of your constituents, permit me to show that this money 
is now distributed all over the United States. 

Mr. PIERCE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In just a minute. I say you are 
all interested in behalf of your constituents. This money is 
now distributed all over the United States. There is not a 
State or Territory or District in which it is not now placed. 
Fifty-two States, Territories, and Districts hold this money, 
every single one having had money sent to it by the Treasury 
of the United States. If you pass an amendment here which 
bars out those banks, the first proposition is that you strip 
those banks of the deposits which they now have, because you 
render it impossible for them to continue them at any profit. 

Mr. PIERCE. Now, will you let me ask you that question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Understand, I am not claiming 
that it is any special adyantage to the particular section of the 
country to have these deposits, except under one condition 

Mr. PIERCE. Is this a branch of Coin's, Hill's, or Chad- 
wick’s school of finance? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am trying to make this plain 
and clear. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, is it not 
true that the depositing of Government moneys out through the 
country at large, instead of increasing the money in a partic- 
ular community where the money is deposited, actually de- 
creases it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Absolutely, by 20 per cent, except 
under some conditions. There are two conditions under which 
it increases it. If a bank located in Kentucky, the State from 
which my friend comes, can find in its community bonds which 
it can buy, and thereby change a fixed investment into floating 
capital, his community is benefited; but it would be a very 
rare thing for him to find bonds there. Now, that is one case. 
The other is where the bonds can be borrowed at a rate which 
will afford a profit and where no actual investment in the bond 
is made. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Would not the community be just as much 
benetited if the twner of those bonds sold them in the open 
market? i 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Precisely the same. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Then there Is no advantage to the country, 
in Government deposits? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have said that the loaning power 
of the bank is absolutely reduced by 20 per cent on every dollar 
of deposits that the bank takes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The reason I want to bring that out clearly, 
is because the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, I beg pardon. I said I 
would not reply to that argument. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. How does the gentleman account for the fact 
that banks desire these deposits, if they decrease the loaning 
power of the banks 20 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Because they make money on 
them in spite of the fact that the loaning power to the com- 
munity is lessened. 

Mr. GARNER. How can they make money on those deposits 
if the deposits decrease their loaning power 20 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Because they make more on the 
loaning of the Government deposits, with the interest on the 
bonds added, than they would have made if they had loaned 
their own money only, in the one case $800 more and in the 
other case $1,600, and banks are looking for a profit. 

Mr. GARNER. Then, as a matter of fact, the 10 per cent 
field does not make a cent by these deposits? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The 10 per cent field neither makes 
nor loses. 

Mr.GARNER. Then why do the banks in the 10 per cent 
field seek these deposits? 

Mr. BEDE. I will tell you why: Because of the prestige 
which it gives to the banks. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The words “ United States 
depository ” on the front door are worth something to the bank. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. On the last day of September there 
were deposited $69,000,000 in what are known as regular deposi- 
tories. Those are the depositories where the internal-reyenue 
money is collected and paid in. I will take, for instance, a bank 
in Minneapolis. Suppose that the bank in Minneapolis puts up 
$50,000 of bonds. Within that amount, as these internal- revenue 
receipts are collected, they hold it. If the receipts run up in 
excess of $50,000 the bank is required to remit the excess to the 
Treasury, but within $50,000 they can hold it subject to a draft 
of the Treasury. These are called “ regular depositories.” Aside 
from these, there are what are known as “ special depositories,” 
holding about $46,000,000 in the aggregate. 

Now, gentlemen, we have spent-two or three days in discuss- 
ing this question of interest. There is now outstanding a call 
for 25 per cent of the entire deposit, regular and special; 10 per 
cent of that is to be paid week after next, 15 per cent on the 15th 
of March. That cuts the total down to $88,000,000. If condi- 
tions continue this year as they were last, the expenses increas- 
ing and the revenues decreasing, one year from now you will 
have no occasion to discuss the question of interest on Govern- 
ment deposits—none whatever—for they will be entirely dis- 
posed of, so far as the special deposits are concerned. 

The question comes right down to this, and I do not think 
the figures can be disputed, it is Government bond security 
and no interest, or it is interest and no Government bond 
security. That is the question, and you must take your choice. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow rr] has offered 
a different proposition, but I think the plan which he offers 
comes nearer to what the gentleman from Mississippi wants 
than does the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi himself. But it is a question of whether you 
will take Government money dnd loan it out at the discretion 
and judgment of one man, investing the Secretary of the 
Treasury with banking functions, to use his judgment con- 
cerning the assets of the bank. Now, I am not going to speak 
for or against that proposition. 

Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman from Connecticut started 
out by saying that he disagreed with the chairman of the 
committee on some proposition. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. On the figures he gave. I think 
he only gave a part of them. I think the Treasury Department 
gave a list of the returns from investments in various classes 
of bonds, but they did not supplement that list by showing 
the profit received from the deposits. I think that is where 
the difference is between the gentleman from New Jersey and 
myself. I have completed the transaction and he only gave a 


part of it. 

Now, as I say, I am not going to discuss the question as to 
whether it is wise for the Representatives to deliberately, in 
the last year, probably, of Government deposits, special de- 
posits at least, discuss the question of overthrowing the uni- 
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form practice of the Government for the last forty years. In 
my judgment it is unwise. In my judgment the American 
people will say that security is the first thing they are looking 
for and interest is the last thing they are thinking of. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman think that under 
our present national banking laws every national bank ought 
to be so secure as to make not only Government but individual 
deposits safe? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Personally, I believe they are. I 
said I would not discuss it. I believe the plan of a paramount 
lien on the bank assets submitted by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Fowrzn] is absolutely safe, but I do not believe 
that you can convince the American people that it is. We have 
tried it once on asset currency, and we didn’t get very far with 
it. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then the gentleman wants to take the posi- 
tion which he thinks is stable because the people will not agree 
with him? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all. I am free to say that 
I think it is safe. But there is another thing I will say to my 
legal friend from Kentucky, a gentleman whose ability I re- 
spect, that I believe it is wrong in princtple to invest the 
Treasury of the United States with banking functions. It is 
the business of corporations or banks chartered by the State 
and by the nation, and the time might come in the history of 
this country when the people would regret that they had ever 
given to the Secretary of the Treasury power to take the funds 
of the country and loan them out at his own discretion without 
bond security. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman from Con- 
necticut tell us what his bill aims at except to have the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury discharge that very function? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The bill aims at this, that cus- 
toms and revenue funds should be treated alike under present 
conditions and without any change of law as to either security 
or interest, and I think the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency are unanimously in favor of that proposition. 

This other amendment providing for interest and asset se- 
curity brings us back again to the suggestion which I made the 
other day, that it is too great a question and too important a 
question to be decided offhand on the spur ‘of the moment by 
the House of Representatives. It should go to the committee, 
and after careful and judicious hearings, the whole subject in 
all its bearings being carefully considered, a perfected interest 
proposition should be brought in here. I am not the man to 
vote against interest on Government deposits when such a propo- 
sition has been submitted. 

Mr. FOWLER. But does not the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HL] know that this very proposition, word for word, 
came from the Banking and Currency Committee two years ago 
when he was on the committee? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; and I will state, further- 
more, that there are gentlemen on this floor who will object to a 
fixed rate of interest. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMs] himself objects to a fixed rate of interest. 

Mr. FOWLER. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The proposition that came from 
the Banking and Currency Committee was for a fixed rate of 
interest. 

Mr. FOWLER. So is this, 2 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is what I say. I am saying 
now that the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi is 
not for 2 per cent, but for receiving bids for the use of this 
money. 

Mr. FOWLER. I know; but I am getting back to your as- 
sault upon the proposition in the amendment that I offer. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all. I have no opposition 
to make to the gentleman’s amendment. I neither oppose nor 
favor it. I simply say that I think the proposition made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER] is a safe one. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would ask 
the gentleman if he will allow me a question, so that we can 
get his position before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand the gentleman 
to say that he objects to the Secretary of the Treasury being 
equipped with the power to dispose of the funds of the United 
States in the ordinary process of banking. 

* Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; I will agree to that. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. This bill aims to give to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the power to make the deposits with- 
out interest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; without interest. 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, that is not using the or- 
dinary processes of banking. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand, and the precise 
distinction is that the gentleman from Connecticut thinks it is 
not banking when he does not get interest for it, although the 
banks are willing to pay interest, and it is banking when he 
gives it to them for nothing. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, the gentleman is a man of 
marvelous ability, with a power of expression equaled by few 
people in the country, but he can not get me away from the 
fundamental proposition that the United States Treasury ought 
not to be invested with banking functions. 
en COCKRAN of New York. I agree with the gentleman 

ere. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. With the power to loan at its dis- 
cretion to one man at one rate of interest and to another at 
another rate of interest, exercising the functions and the privi- 
leges of a president of a bank sitting in his banking parlor. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, I agree with the gentle- 
man there. i 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that the House is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I am going to stop 
in just a moment. You have to vote on this proposition: Will 
you change your existing conditions in the face of a rapidly 
falling surplus and overthrow the practice and experience of 
the United States Government for forty years? It is a question 
with which we are face to face. It is bond security and no 
interest or interest and no bond security. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 
If I understand the gentleman correctly, his contention is that 
the banks could not afford to pay interest to the Government 
because they could not make any money by doing that. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I say that the Wall street banks, 
in a 2 per cent call-money market, can afford to pay interest, 
but nobody else can. 

Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman’s original contention that they 
could not afford to pay interest was true, then they would not 
pay interest, and nobody would be hurt. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And the result would be that the 
deposits weald go back into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. JAMES. Not at all. Why not give the people the oppor- 
tunity to say whether or not the gentleman is right, whether 
or not the banks would be willing to pay interest for the peo- 
ple’s money? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is all right. I would be per- 
fectly willing to give the people an opportunity for proving that 
three and two make four instead of five, but I think it would be 
a waste of time. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The gentleman would prefer 
to show them that three and two make six. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I prefer to show them that three 
and two make five and not four. I thank the Members of the 
House for their attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I feel dis- 
posed to paraphrase a very celebrated utterance and say that 
there are three sorts of fallacies—plain fallacies, blamed falla- 
cies, and expert fallacies. Now, we have listened to an argu- 
ment of the expert character a moment ago which if it proves 
anything proves this: The gentleman from Connecticut and I 
are in the banking business. I live in a 10 per cent interest 
field, and the gentleman from Connecticut 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. You do not care to have this map 
remain here? d 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Leave it there; I would not 
get that thing out of the way. That ought to be worshiped, 
because it is “like nothing in the heavens above or the earth 
beneath or the waters under the earth.” We have listened to 
an argument which if it proves anything at all proves this, 
that the gentleman from Connecticut and I engage in the same 
sort of business. I in a 10 per cent interest field and he in a 2 
per cent interest field go through with certain operations, the 
same operations precisely, to get a certain deposit of Govern- 
ment money. I have a bond and he has a bond, both bearing 
the same rate of interest. We deposit them with the Govern- 
ment on exactly the same regulations and after we have depos- 
ited them there we continue to draw upon our respective bonds 
the rate of interest which the bonds originally drew and then, 
as a result of the deposit, we have obtained from the Govern- 
ment a certain net amount of money. So far we have per- 
formed exactly in the same rôle, but now we reach a point of 
divergence. We proceed to use our money, let us say $85,000 
as under his figures, because the gentleman deducts $15.000 as 
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the reserve required by law, the gentleman having neglected 
to tell the House that any safe banking business in the world, 
if it had kept the original $100,000, would also have kept in re- 
serve at least 15 per cent if it was doing a safe banking busi- 
ness. Now, then, we have come to where we have $85,000 apiece, 
and this expert speech, to which we have just listened, teaches 
us that when we have got to that point, traveling the same 
road 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Wait until I get through the 
trip. We then proceed to loan out our $85,000, I at 10 per 
cent and the gentleman at 2 per cent, and then it is proven be- 
yond all cavil of doubt by expert fallacy—the supremest sort 
of fallacy—the gentleman from Connecticut being spokesman, 
that when I loan my $85,000 at 10 per cent I lose money and 
when he loans his $85,000 at 2 per cent he makes money. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, will the gentleman permit 
me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One word more and then I 
will listen to you. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Wait 
until I baye finished this statement and I will listen to the gen- 
tleman. Now, part of the fallacy consists in this: Look how 
ingeniously my friend from Connecticut has put that, “ Number 
one, 10 per cent rate field; investment, $105,000 at 10 per cent; 
sacrifice of interest, $10,500;” from which he generously de- 
ducts the amount already drawn in the shape of interest upon 
the bond—$2,000—and then he marks it as a “loss” of $8,500, 
which he tells us afterwards cancels the profit of 10 per cent 
upon $85,000 and makes me come out even. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Wait a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. : 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I trust the gentleman’s time 
will be extended until the completion of his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi be extended until the com- 
pletion of his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to call attention to 
this fallacy above before the gentleman interrupts me again, 
because when the gentleman undertakes to help me out in fig- 
ures I do not know what is going to become of my nervous sys- 
tem. Now, the gentleman calls that a “loss.” Gentlemen, 
that is a fallacy. He would have you belieye the man is losing 
$8,500 because he has abstracted that much from a 10 per cent 
market. Now, he has not lost a dollar. Now, let me show you. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I can not have you in- 
terrupt me now; I said I would yield in a minute as soon as I 
had made this statement. You confuse me. 

That is no loss. What has happened to the man? He has 
turned $100,000 of money plus $5,000 more money into a 
$100,000 United States bond, has he not? After he has done 
that what has happened to him? Why, nothing, except a lessen- 
ing of the rate of interest that he is drawing on his money. As 
long as he had the $100,000, or the bond was worth that at par, 
his money or his bond was bringing him net 2 per cent, but when 
it cost him $105,000 to buy a $100,000 bond then his bond is 
bringing him, on rough calculation, 1.9 per cent. So he still 
continues to draw interest on what? On $105,000. At what 
rate? At the rate of 1.9 per cent. He has lost $8,500. What 
has happened to the man? He is drawing interest on $105,000 
at the rate of 14 per cent, and he is drawing in addition to 
that, interest on $85,000 at the rate of 10 per cent. So he is 
making $2,000 interest on the bond in one place and 88,500 
interest on his money minus the reserve in another place, 
making $10,500 interest upon the money. He has lost nothing, 
and the gentleman does not and can not figure it so that he 
has lost anything, except if we permit the gentleman to keep 
books on one side of the ledger alone and contend that the 
man must keep his reserve of 15 per cent after he has become 
the depository, but that he could do a safe business without a 
reserve before he turned his $105,000 into a bond. Then he 
would have the advantage of $15,000 in each $100,000. But 
that is not true. That is not safe business, and no safe banker 
would do business of that sort. He must keep in reserve to 
be safe about 15 per cent anyway. 

Now, the gentleman forgets another thing—and, by the way, 
my other distinguished colleague, the gentleman from New 
Jersey, a financial expert, who makes mysteries of money 
science, in his amendment and in his remarks that he made 
concerning it this morning, proceeds upon the idea that after 
the bank in either the 10 per cent interest field or the 2 per 


cent interest field, I care not which, gets this money it proceeds 
to lend it by the year. That is not true. The very profit of 
banking consists in lending for a short term, say thirty, sixty, 
or at most ninety days, and then lending the interest collected 
each time over again, and thus compounding it. One man is 
compounding in a 10 per cent market and the other man is com- 
pounding in a 2 per cent market. The difference is obvious and 
immense. 

Now, a few words concerning the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Fowirnl. There are two vital ob- 
jections to it. One is that it fixes the rate of interest at a cer- 
tain percentage—2 per cent. It thereby deprives the scheme 
of its automatic feature, and the automatic feature is the 
feature of it that ought to be retained. In other words, the de- 
posit ought to take place in such a way that the money will go 
at whatever rate of interest is prevailing in the market at a 
profit to the operator after paying that rate of interest, and to 
the field of industrial enterprise most needing it and best able 
to pay for it. Hence we ought not to be tied down to a rate 
of interest. At some stages of the market nobody could afford 
to pay 2 per cent; at other stages of the market everybody 
could afford to pay 2 per cent; then would come up the same 
system of favoritism of selection between the same people 
wanting to pay 2 per cent as comes now. 

But that is not all. The gentleman from New Jersey says 
his system is “ perfectly safe.” The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Hu] says that the system proposed by the gentleman 
from New Jersey is perfectly safe also. Now, I will agree with 
both gentlemen that, so far as the Government loan is con- 
cerned, it is perfectly safe. But I deny that it is safe banking, 
because I urge that when the Government deposits the money 
in these banks without any special security deposited by the 
borrowing banks, and takes merely a first lien upon their assets, 
we impair the security of the other depositors in the national 
banks, and there is no occasion to do that. 

Now, then, if the gentleman wants to offer an amendment 
which will do away with the objections which he says lie to 
my amendment, let him offer an amendment to the effect that, 
instead of being required to deposit United States bonds, they 
can deposit “ security satisfactory in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury —any security by national or other 
banks satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I do not believe I would vote for that, but it would accomplish 
his purpose at any rate, or the purpose which he says he has. 
But let him not deposit with these people at interest, and merely 
make the Government safe, while he impairs the assets of the 
banks, that go to the satisfaction of the demands and liabilities 
of depositors, by making one depositor, to wit, the Government, 
a preferred creditor. The gentleman says it is “ perfectly safe.” 
I believe in nine cases out of ten the Government would get back 
its money ; but suppose it had had a little of it deposited out here 
in these Chadwick banks the other day, how much do you sup- 
pose the depositors would have gotten back of their money? 
And in one of those cases at any rate, if I remember the figures 
correctly, eren the Government would not have gotten back its 
money. 

Now, besides that error in the gentleman’s statement and in 
his figures this morning, there is another. If the gentleman 
will take the trouble to figure it out carefully, he will find that 
at the present rate of bond premium you can not become a Gov- 
ernment depository at 2 per cent with a profit in certain markets 
of the country; but that there is a percentage at which it would 
be profitable to become a depository, and if the percentage was 
left to be settled automatically by bidding, that percentage 
would be arrived at. 

Now, one word more and I am through, and then I will answer 
the question of the gentleman from Connecticut. The gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] says, and I took down his 
language: 

Every bank lessens its loaning power by 20 per cent when it becomes 
a Goverament depository. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Twenty per cent of the amount of 
the Government deposit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Twenty per cent of the 
amount of the Government deposit, that is what I mean. In 
other words, if a bank receives a deposit of a hundred thousand 
dollars it lessens what it could have loaned, if it had not received 
it, by 20 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If it complies with the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course, and I am as- 
suming that it does comply with the law. 

Now, the gentleman wants us to believe two things, the latter 
of which he must believe, because it is patent before his eyes 
every day. The first thing is that every bank that becomes 
a depository lessens its loaning power 20 per cent. That state- 
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ment is based upon his utterance. Then he will likewise 
want us to believe, I presume, because it is palpable to all 
our eyes, that in spite of that fact all the national banks of 
this country are clamoring every day to become Government 
depositories. Either might be credible. Both are incredible. 

Now, the gentleman says that we will send all of this money 
to the great centers, if my amendment be adopted, because 
they can use the money to much greater advantage at 2 per 
cent than the banks down South and West can use it at 8 
and 6 per cent. I am going to grant, for the sake of argu- 
ment, just a moment, that there is something in what the 
gentleman has said. I do not grant it for any other purpose, 
because you can not make me believe that when a man's 
rate of interest is reduced from 2 per cent to 1.9 per cent 
upon his bonds and he still makes interest at the prevail- 
ing interest rate in his market on the balance of his money 
which is in loanable shape, that he has lost any money or 
merely come out even either; but if the gentleman were right, 
my answer is that in the present condition of affairs all of 
this money is now going to the great centers for speculative 
purposes. I read from the statements of October 31, 1903. 
They are not strictly correct now, because there has been a 
lessening of the general amount on deposit everywhere, but 
they are proportionately correct. That is to say, the amount 
of loans in one place as compared with another have kept at 
about the same relationship one to the other. 

I find that in the great city of New York upon that day there 
were loaned to the national banks, without interest, under the 
name of deposits, $39,052,000, in round numbers; that in the 
great city of Chicago, which has not as many different sorts of 
gambling rigs running as New York, and has not as great de- 
mand for this sort of money to be used on call for speculative 
purposes, but which is nearly as great a city, only $2,800,000, in 
round numbers, were thus loaned by the Government; and in 
the great manufacturing and home city of Philadelphia there 
was ouly $4,900,000, in round numbers. I find in the State of 
New York $42,750,000, in round numbers. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] was on his 
feet the other day, talking about the great dread of Indiana 
being hurt by “all of this money going to New York” if my 
amendment was adopted. I find at that time that while New 
York State was receiving $42,739,000 and New York City over 
$39,000,000 the whole State of Indiana received but $4,031,000. 
Now, the gentleman grew eloquent upon how Mississippi and 
Louisiana and Alabama and South Carolina and the South had 
been benefited and “ made prosperous” even by the deposits of 
public moneys. I find that Alabama received $429,000, not quite 
half a million; that Mississippi received $349,000, a little over a 
third of a million, and Louisiana, owing to the fact that the 
great city of New Orleans was in that State, received eight hun- 
dred and odd some thousand dollars, near a whole million. In 
all the developing and productive parts of the country—and I 
will not read them all—you can realize the same lesson. 

Let us take the State of California, for example. It got only 
$2,300,000, including the great city of San Francisco, doing 
then nearly all the business of the Pacific slope. In other 
words, this money was being loaned without interest to those 
parts of the country that generally deal in “industrials,” so 
called—I never knew why except that they have not much re- 
gard for industry—and in the South and West and on the 
Pacific, where the country is going forward by leaps and 
bounds in the establishment of factories, mines, sawmills, 
farms, and everything in the world, they got nothing, or almost 
nothing. I have not added it all up, but the city of New York 
alone gets more than all of the lower Middle West and South 
put together. So that if any gentleman is alarmed about the 
moneys leaving the West and going to New York, I will simply 
add that it can not go there much more disproportionately than 
it goes now—at the very worst. But it will not go there. Com- 
mon sense teaches you that these banks would not be clamor- 
ing to be made depositories at a loss of 20 per cent of loaning 
power—not practically. Of course theoretically, in a way, it 
may be, but not in practical business. The gentleman from 
Connecticut says that they are losing practically 20 per cent of 
their loaning power, but common sense tells you that when I 
do the same thing as the gentleman from Missouri does, get 
the same amount of money, deposit the same amount of 
security, at the same cost, and both of us have $85,000 left of 
the $100,000, he will make more money lending out an equal 
sum at 10 per cent or 6 per cent than I will make at 2 per cent, 
unless of course he shall have been guilty of some recklessness 
or wastefulness. . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly, 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman started his re- 
marks with this sentence: “ We will both start from the same 
point, both having bonds.” Now, if the transaction started 
there, he would be right. But, as a matter of fact, the bonds 
must be procured, and the loss is caused by the necessity of 
procuring low-interest-rate bonds by the investment of high- 
rate money. Ten per cent money inyested in 2 per cent bonds 
means a loss of 8 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It does not make a particle 
of difference at what precise moment of our existence we ac- 
quired the bonds. The gentleman and I both understand that 
we acquired the bonds and must have held them before we de- 
posited the bonds. We have both got bonds, and the bonds are 
drawing 2 per cent nominally, i. e., drawing 2 per cent upon 
their face yalue. They are drawing one and a fraction per cent 
upon their cash value in the market. He has the very same 
that I have, and I have the very same as he has, and they are 
drawing the same rate of one and a fraction per cent on the in- 
yestment. Now the whole fallacy is in stating that money is 
lost on this $85,000. The next chief fallacy is based on the 
assumption that the banks loan their money for a year, when 
the fact is that they loan the money for a short time, and com- 
pound the interest instead of having one annual loan, as the 
gentleman from New Jersey said this morning. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would like to ask you, for information, how 
often you would bid for rates upon Government bonds? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not understand the gen- 
tleman. 

‘Mr. FOWLER. How often would you offer public moneys for 
bids? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is left to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, who could proceed by 
proper regulations. I did not seek in this amendment to draw 
up legislation covering that point. I did not have time. I did 
not want it to be done crudely, and therefore the entire matter 
is left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, sub- 
ject to such regulations as he may make as to manner, time, etc. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman think it is wise to turn 
over to the Secretary of the Treasury one hundred millions, or 
one hundred and fifty millions, of dollars, to experiment with 
in the way of higher rates this month and higher rates next 
month and lower rates this month and lower rates next 
month, as the case may be? Does the gentleman realize that 
the most important thing in business is the fixity of conditions? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I will an- 
swer the gentleman’s question by saying that it may or may not 
be wise to turn over to the Secretary of the Treasury $150,- 
000,000 to deposit in banks with interest under such regulations 
as he may fix, but that it is certainly as wise as it is under this 
bill to turn over $150,000,000 to deposit in these same banks, or 
others to be selected by him as he chooses, without interest. 
What is the difference? [Applause.] 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the law to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the law to-day. I 
say further, it is wise to make money on your money, if you 
have any money in surplus amount. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman think it is a matter of 
very great importance that, as compared with certain condi- 
tions of business interests of the country, we should make 3 
per cent above 2? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I believe it would be a 
steadier market to loan with than without interest, and I will 
tell the gentleman why. You have one hundred and fifty mil- 
lions in the bank to-day, not to-day, but you had it a little while 
ago; you have drawn some out. I am informed that we are 
going to issue bonds for the construction of the Panama Canal, 
instead of taking our own money lying idle and doing nothing. 
Why? Because neither the gentleman nor I would dare to 
take all of that money at once out of these banks, although it 
is earning nothing. Now, then, if it were earning something 
when the Government was afraid of drawing that money out of 
the bank, we could better afford to let it lay there than now, 
because the interest which it was earning from the banks would 
offset the interest on the bonds which the Government would 
have to pay when it issued the bonds. It would lead to greater 
stability of business, to greater fixity of governmental purpose. 
It could not lead to any greater instability, and if the gentle- 
man can show me how money in any bank drawing interest 
could lead to any greater lack of fixity, any greater instability 
than the same amount of money in a bank drawing no interest, 
I would like to hear from him, because the Government no more 
dares to draw in too large an amount when it is drawing no 
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interest, than it would if it was drawing interest. It is not 
the little percentage that breaks up the. business of the country, 
it is the principal which is being drawn out which has been 
loaned out and is at work in the pathways of industry. Will 
the gentleman from New Jersey tell me how one could lead to 
any greater lack of fixity than the other? 

Mr. FOWLER. I think nothing could be so disturbing to the 
business interests of this country as to have this Government 
raising and lowering the rate of interest. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I must answer that 
right there. I deny that the Government would be raising and 
lowering the rate of interest. The rate would be left to busi- 
ness needs to fix automatically by free and voluntary competi- 
tive offerings. . 

Mr. FOWLER. In other words, the United States Govern- 
ment would have a call loan amounting to $150,000,000, or what- 
ever it was. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They have a call loan now 
of $150,000,000, or whatever it is, only they are receiving no 
interest on it now, and then they would be receiving interest. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to 
answer him, and just allude by way of answer to his argument 
which does not at all apply to my amendment, which provides 
that those banks shall pay the Government 2 per cent interest, 
which is identical with the rate of interest that the Panama 
bonds draw, I will say that therefore the deposits absolutely fix 
the interest on the bonds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I reply to 
that by saying that you ought not to prefix the interest rate. 
Now, then, if the gentleman will excuse me a moment, the gen- 
tleman would be doing, if he fixed a rate, just what he said a 
moment ago would be the “ worst disturbance of business in the 
world,” viz, have the United States Government fix a rate of 
interest. I would leave business to fix the rate automatically, 
have people bid for it for the purpose of using it in industrial 
fields. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow rr] would 
absolutely fix a 2 per cent interest for the banks to pay the Goy- 
ernment, and it would have its effect upon interest generally. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman mean to say that if the 
Government fixed a rate of 2 per cent on its deposits, wherever 
they might be placed, it would have the slightest effect upon tlie 
ten billions of deposits in the United States and the ten billions 
of discounts? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should think that every dol- 
lar that went into the loan market would have its effect on the 
balance; yes, in the loan market. It might be almost inappre- 
ciable, but it would have its effect. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the point; it would be inappreciable. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It might be. I think it 
would be quite appreciable. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the only point the gentleman makes 
with reference to my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I make the further point that 
you would impair the security of depositors in national banks. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, the gentleman says that it would impair 
the security of depositors. Is that correct? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Very well. If the Government had made a 
deposit of money without bonds and should deposit $25,000 in 
a national bank, and the Government had a first lien on those 
assets, the gentleman asserted it would be—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the bank failed. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. That it would be an injury and would 
impair the security to the depositors. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, let us for a moment assume that the 
Government change from that condition to its present condition. 
What would it do? It would deposit $25,000 with the bank and 
would go right in behind the counter and seize $26,000 of the 
assets, which they would take down to Washington and lock 
up. Does not the gentleman then think that it would impair 
the assets? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; they do not seize $26,000 
of the assets to start with. 

Mr. FOWLER. What do they do? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When people go to work ta 
make up a national bank they go into the market and buy the 
bonds before they start the bank. 

Mr. FOWLER. Where do they get the money to buy the 


bonds with? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How do I know? The gen- 


tleman must stop a moment. I say it would impair the security 
of other depositors, and I say that any man of common sense 
who will think for a minute will say that it must necessarily 
impair the security of the other depositors. What is the se- 
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curity the depositors have now except the assets of the bank? 
When a bank fails now its circulating notes already issued are 
fully met and more than met by the bonds deposited, so that the 
Government never has to go back to the assets of the bank for 
the payment of its circulating notes. Thus the depositors are 
left with an access to all of the other assets of the bank to pay 
them in case of the failure of the bank. Now, if the Govern- 
ment were one of the depositors and had $50,000 in that bank 
and a preference, of course it would impair the security of the 
balance of the depositors, who would have to fall in behind 
that preference; whereas if independent security were given as 
now the Government would get satisfaction from that, leaving 
all other assets to its other depositors. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman mean to tell this House 
that it has not a preference after it has seized enough of the 
assets to pay the bonds to secure the 850,000? Does the gentle- 
man mean to say that it has not a preference? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not understand. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman mean to tell this House 
that the Government has not a preference and a prior lien on 
the assets when it has already seized enough of the assets to 
pay the bonds to secure the deposit and taken them to Wash- 
ington and locked them up? Why, it is not only a judgment 
SO the bank, but it is an execution issued and the property 
sei 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not understand. I un- 
derstand that under the gentleman’s amendment they would be 
given a first lien. 

Mr. FOWLER. Don’t they have a first lien to-day under 
the law as it stands? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, practically not, for this 
reason: there is a first lien upon the assets of the bank, as far 
as that is concerned, for the payment of its notes, but the bonds 
deposited being always sufficient, the lien is practically never 
asserted nor the other assets resorted to. 

Mr. FOWLER. How about its Government deposits? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As a practical fact, the 
gentleman knows that the bonds deposited more than pay the 
notes, so that the Government never has to recur to the assets 
of the bank for the payment of its notes; and for its deposits, 
as they are regulated to-day, the Government also has its se- 
curity in the same way—in the shape of deposited bonds. 

Mr. FOWLER. Where do the bonds come from? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care where they 
come from. The Government has its security in the shape of 
those bonds, and, as a consequence, gets its money back if the 
bank fails from those bonds without having to proceed against 
the other assets of the bank, leaving the balance of the assets 
free to the other depositors. 

Mr. FOWLER. Do you mean to say that those bonds de- 
posited to secure the Government deposits are not assets of the 
bank? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman, I started to 
say, quibbles, but I would not say that. 

Mr. FOWLER. I do not think, sir, you can say that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman is indulg- 
ing in mere technicalities. 

Mr. FOWLER. Not at all; in most serious facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I said a moment ago that 
after the bank had gone to the deposited bonds, in the case of 
a failed bank, to make good the amount of money owed it as a 
depository that its other assets, and I used the word “ other,” 
were left free for the “ other” depositors to pay the obligations 
due them. 

Mr. FOWLER. Where would the proceeds that went to pur- 
chase the Government bonds be if you did not use them to pur- 
chase the bonds? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
ter.] 

Mr. FOWLER. They would be in the use of the bank, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I suppose the fellows who 
loaned the bank the bonds, or put money in the bank, or formed 
the association to form the bank would still have the money, 
but they might have loaned it out last Tuesday, for all I know, 
or done something else with it, for all I know. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, apologizing to the House for taking up 
some of its time absolutely unnecessarily, I want to thank you 
for your attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. MARSHALL, I would like to have the gentleman yield 
for a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have yielded the floor. 
The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss the bill now 
before the committee. The provisions in this bill should receive 
the careful attention of the committee before the bill becomes a 


How do I know? [Laugh- 
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law: The purpose of section 1 is to provide for the uniform 


treatment of publie meneys collected from customs as well as 
moneys collected from internal revenues. of the country. As the 
law now stands, money collected from customs cam not be de- 
posited in the national banks, but must be sent to the Treasury 
or subtreasuries of the United States, where it is kept in idleness 
unless used for the: expenses of the Government. Aside from 
the trust funds held in the division of issue and redemption 
and a reasonable daily working cash balance, the surplus funds 
of the Treasury should be kept in commercial use. There is 
about $30,000,000 now in the Treasury arising from customs 
receipts, which, if this bill becomes a law, eould be placed in 
the national-bank depositories instead of remaining as it does 
now in the Treasury and subtreasuries. 

States and municipalities do not lock up the proceeds of local 
taxation. The Government should not lock up its receipts 
arising from customs receipts and internal revenue or from any 
other source from which the Government derives receipts. Sec- 
tion 2 provides for the repeal of the law by which only 
$3,000,000 of lawful money can. be deposited with the Treasury 
monthly for the purpose of releasing an equal amount of bonds 
previously deposited as security for note circulation and to re- 
deem an equal amount of circulating notes whenever they shall 
thereafter be presented for redemption. I do not agree with 
this section. The repeal of this last restriction will give to the 
National banks a free hand to contract the currency as rapidly 
as they see fit to do so. The provision or restriction was un- 
doubtedly wisely placed there. December 1, 1904, the total cir- 
eulation of bank notes was $460,679,075. It clearly appears 
that it would not be the wise thing to allow this large volume 
of eurrency to be diminished at the will and pleasure of na- 
tional banks without any restriction. The only hindrance to 


the ability of the banks, if they wanted to create a bankers” 


panic by reducing and contracting their currency, would be 
the eapacity of the officials in the Treasury Department to do 
the necessary work to comply with the application for such re- 
tirement. 

I notice by the views of the minority that Mr. BARTLETT states 
that “from information furnished him, on inquiry made of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, the entire amount of national-bank 
circulation could, if this restriction is removed, be retired in one 
week or less.“ This is giving too much power to the national 
banks. The power had better be reserved in the hands of the 
Government. The restriction, thus far, has worked no hardships 
either to the banks or the people. It is evident that it has 
worked no hardship to the banks, for they have steadily in- 
creased their cireulation from a little over $200,000,000 a few 
years ago up to the present circulation of $460,000,000. Here is 
& case in point where it is safe to let well enough alone. Sec- 
tion 3 provides for the increase of subsidiary silver eoinage as 
public necessity may demand it, from time to time, by recoining 
standard silver dollars for that purpose. The present volume 
of silver stored in the vaults of the Treasury is equivalent to 
nearly 500 carloads of 30 tons each. It would cost $100,000 to 
recount it. There is a growing demand for subsidiary eoinage. 
We have no bullion to any extent out of which to coin this 
needed subsidiary silver. 

This enormous amount of silver dollars can be used, if au- 
thorized by law, for the purpose of subsidiary coin. Every dol- 
lar of this great volume of silver dollars is redeemable at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury in gold. Every dol- 
lar of it that is recoined into subsidiary coin is put into ereula- 
tion in the pockets of the people, in such a way that it can 
never be gathered up and exchanged for gold. Every dollar so 
coined lessens the menace, if any there be, against the gold re- 
serve. The form of the currency is so changed that it becomes 
a matter of circulation and is absorbed. by the people and meets 
an imperative and continuous demand for minor coin. This 
section is a wise one and should be passed by the House. Sec- 
tions 5 and 6 of the bill should be considered together. The 
purpose of these sections is to give to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury authority to meet the shortage in ten-dollar denomination 
by the issue of ten-dollar gold certificates, to permit national 
banks to issue notes of $5 and upward as public convenience 
may require. These provisions are good ones and I believe can 
be safely adopted. 

Mr. Wirtiams of Mississippi has introduced an amendment 
requiring the national depositories to pay interest on Govern- 
ment funds deposited in them. Mr. Fowrer has also offered 
an amendment to the amendment requiring the said banks to 
pay to the Government interest at the rate of 2 per cent on 
Government deposits. The question of interest is now pre- 
sented. I think it is fair to the House to state that the national 
banks that are depositories of public funds are anxious and 
desirous of being such depositories. Do they want it for the 


purpose of advertisement alone, upon the windows of the banks, 
or Is there, as conditions now exist, a money value to them in 
having that money? 

The truth is, we all know it is of financial value to the said 
banks, It has been stated here, perhaps, by some that it is 
a loss to a bank to be a national depository. By others it is 
alleged that it is of value to the bank to be a national deposi- 
tory of public funds without paying interest on the same. Now, 
let us to the facts. The banks ought to know about this matter. 
I have a statement here, issued by the National City Bank, of 
New York, which states: the following: The profits on $100,000 
of public deposits in a 5 per cent money market on December 
1, 1904, is as follows: Based on twos, 1930, it is 1.62 per cent; 
based on threes, 1908, it is 1.54 per cent; based on fours, 1907, 
it is 1.39 per cent, and based on fours, 1925, it is 1.19 per cent. 
I herewith make the statement of the bank a part of my 
remarks. 
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So that as conditions now exist, buying bonds with which to 
give security to get Government money in the national-bank 
depositories, the banks make from 1.2 to 1.6 per cent. The truth 
is the banks do not always buy bonds in order to get money from 
the Government on deposit. They borrow the bonds from in- 
dividuals or trust companies or other banks and pay at the rate 
of 1.5 per cent for the loan of said bonds, As shown by the 
statement of the National City Bank of New York, heretofore 
mentioned in my remarks, the increased income through pur- 
chase of bonds ranges from $1,492 to $1,691. When the bonds 
are borrowed by the banks the profits are greater. It is a flat 
profit of 83,500 on $100,000 of publie deposits in a 5 per cent 
money market. To illustrate: The bank borrowing $100,000 of 
bonds pays at the rate of 1.5 per cent on the face value of the 
bonds, Which is $1,500. It takes these borrowed bonds to the 
Government and gets in exchange $100,000 in cash as a deposit, 
which it proceeds to lonn to its customers at 5 per cent, realiz- 
ing $5,000. Deducting the $1,500 paid for the loan of the bonds, 
leaves a net profit, of $3,500. The profit is correspondingly in- 
creased in a money market which has a higher rate of interest 
than 5 per cent. Thus it is evident that the national depository 
banks can well afford to pay the Government interest on Goy- 
ernment deposits at least I per cent. 

If the banks buy the bonds outright they can afford to pay at 
least 1 per cent, which would mean a profit to the Government, 
based upon $100,000,000 held by the banks last year, of 
$1,000,000. If the banks borrow the bonds they can more easily 
afford to pay a like rate of interest for Government deposits. 
The Government ought to insist upon interest upon its deposits 
in national banks. If the banks decline to pay interest, as they 
have a right to do, then let the Government purchase its own 
bonds and place the same in the Treasury uncanceled. This 
would save at least $2,000,000 a year on $100,000,000 of Gov- 
ernment bonds purchased. These bonds, if necessary, could be 
sold and the money realized placed in the Treasury for general 


uses. 

If an individual had money in the bank he would take up his 
own notes and stop the interest. There is no good reason why 
the Government should not do likewise, and I suggest that if 
the bonds are good security for the loan of the money, as they 
are, they are equally good to purchase with the money loaned to 
the banks without interest. If the banks have the money it is 
in commercial use. If the banks decline to take the money the 
Government can purchase its own bonds, and the money paid 
for the bonds at once goes into circulation and does not in the 
slightest degree affect. the business interests of the country. 
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JANUARY 5, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to proceed with his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will not take over ten minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I make the request that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Prince] have such time as he desires. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will proceed as rapidly as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let us see the condition of the country so far 
as the bonds are concerned. On the 7th day of December, 1903, 
this was our condition: We had five hundred and fifty-eight mil- 
lions and upward of bonds that we can not pay until the Ist of 
April, 1930. On August 1, 1908, there will be due $$77,000,000 of 
bonds. After July 1, 1907, there will be due $161,000,000 of 
bonds. After February 1, 1925, there will be due $118,000,000 
of bonds. After February 1, 1904, there were $7,000,000 of 
bonds due, and those have been paid. Now, what security did 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States take when he 
deposited this money in the national banks? As I ascertained, 
because I introduced a bill and presented the facts in the form 
of a preamble, the Secretary of the Treasury at that time held 
as security for money deposited in the national bank deposi- 
tories Philippine certificates, State and city bonds, District of 
Columbia bonds, Hawaiian bonds, and United States Government 
bonds deemed by him to be ample security for a loan without 
interest to the national bank depositories for the sums afore- 
mentioned. It is clear to any of us that for more than a year 
there has been upward of $100,000,000 belonging to the people 
in the hands of the national banks for which they have not re- 
ceived any interest. Why do I state that? 

One year ago there were in the hands of the national banks 
in the United States more than $104,000,000. I have a state- 
ment here dated January 4, 1905, and it shows that there is still 
in their hands, and has been continuously for more than a year, 
$103,000,000. As stated by my colleague from New Jersey [ Mr. 
Fowter], if this money had been deposited as ordinary business 
men deposit their money, and checked upon, there would be no 
perceptible interference with the financial condition of this coun- 
try, because, as he stated to you, the amount of the volume of 
business done in the neighborhood of nearly $400,000,000 in the 
transactions in this country day by day. So that the checking 
in or the checking out of this money would not affect the busi- 
ness interests of the country in the slightest degree. [Ap- 
plause.] 

If we are going to insist upon a greater rate of interest than 
1 per cent, the only way to act is to deposit in the national banks 
Government money the same as business men deposit their 
money. We exact of the banks a bond security for the money 
now deposited with them. The amendment of my colleague 
does not say the Secretary of the Treasury may not require other 
security, but leaves that question in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who may require security or not, as he 
sees fit. 

If we are going to require large interest from the banks for 
the use of Government money, let us go at it squarely and fairly 
and do and act the same as the ordinary business man does and 
acts and receive the same treatment so far as depositors are con- 
cerned. 

The banks can well afford to pay the Government interest on 
its deposits. There is no question but what they can do that. 
There is not one of us who does not see in the papers every 
day advertisements asking depositors to go to the different 
banks here and elsewhere and that they will pay them 2, 23, and 
8 per cent on their deposits. 

Is there any danger in the Government depositing its money 
in national banks unless security is required? Who has the 
supervision of these banks? The Government of the United 
States. Who gives their charter? The Government. Whose 
officers are daily upon guard, watching and demanding and 
insisting from time to time on statements from these banks? 
The national officers, through the Comptroller of the Currency. 
As has been stated by my colleague, if the banks from 1879 
down to this moment had paid to the Government interest at 
the rate of 2 per cent on these deposits at least fifty millions 
would have been realized by the Government. But some one 
may suggest there might have been losses somewhere. Admit 
there could possibly have been a loss of, say, five or six thousand 
dollars in rare instances. That is a mere nothing compared 
with the fifty millions that would have been realized from inter- 
est. So that it seems to me that this amendment is a good prop- 


osition, and we can favor the amendment, as suggested by my col- 
league, in favor of requiring 2 per cent on money loaned to 
I can not agree to the provision 


these national depositories. 


of a first lien on the assets, as I do not regard it as fair to 
depositors. Put the Government and others on the same footing. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What is the reason of the 
gentleman favoring an arbitrary rate of 2 per cent, fixed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, rather than a rate fixed by the banks 
based upon a computation of the use of the deposit? 

Mr. PRINCE. I would say that this was the best judgment 
of the committee, seeking to get interest on some basis. Two 
per cent was the basis fixed by the Government for its last loan. 
The people were ready and willing to purchase bonds at that 
rate. The banks themselves were ready and willing to purchase 
those bonds at that rate. They regarded it as a good investment, 
Banks generally throughout the country pay 2 per cent on say- 
ings deposits, and are very anxious to obtain money at that rate 
from depositors. I think they should be willing to pay the Goy- 
ernment, as a depositor, the same rate they pay other depositors. 
[Applause.] If it should be the judgment of the committee that 
the question of interest should be left entirely to the discretion 
of the Secretary, I would be perfectly satisfied. What I do 
want and shall insist upon, so far as I can, is that the Govern- 
ment get interest on its deposits. [Applause.] Has the gen- 
tleman any further questions? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, as the hour is get- 
ting late, and as I propose to move that the committee rise, I 
should like to make one suggestion. I will ask to have inserted 
in the Recorp the figures I have shown on the chart which I 
have exhibited. I should like in this connection to call atten- 
tion to the fact that I made the reserve uniform in the reserve 
cities as well as in the country, making it 15 per cent all the 
way through. Of course I understood that in the reserve cities 
the reserve is 25 per cent. It only makes the showing stronger 
on the proposition that I have advanced. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Are you going to put that table in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am going to try to have it put in 
the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the table to 
which the gentleman refers will be printed in the RECORD, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Before moving that the committee 
rise I will ask if there are any gentlemen who would like to 
have time on this particular section? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I think I will take a few 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the committee are willing 
to give all the time that is desired. There are several other 
sections to the bill, and I hope that at the next time it is called 
up we ean come to a vote on this particular section in an hour 
or two. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is the proposition? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The proposition is that debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto be closed in one hour 
when the bill is called up again. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do you make that as a motion? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I think you had better leave 
that open. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. On this particular section. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We can not make that arrangement this 
afternoon. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Very well, then; I will move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4831) 
to improve currency conditions, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 2510. An act for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina; and 

H. R. 15317. An act to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
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of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6067. An act for the relief of the Good Shepherd Industrial 
School; and 

S. 5888. An act to allow the Minneapolis, Red Lake and Mani- 
toba Railway Company to acquire certain lands in the Red Lake 
Indian Reservation, Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions : 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. WILCUIAu F. MAHONEY, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Illinois. 


Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the Senate do now adjourn, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: s 

S. 6067. An act for the relief of the Good Shepherd Industrial 
School—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5888. An act to allow the Minneapolis, Red Lake and Mani- 
toba Railway Company to acquire certain lands in the Red Lake 
Indian Reservation to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser ; 

II. R. 16445. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15590. An act to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes.” 

And then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 4 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a copy 
of a letter from a former Secretary of War, a draft of a joint 
resolution authorizing the distribution of medals for service in 
the Spanish-American war and other campaigns—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, preliminary report of survey and 
estimate for a wagon road from Valdez to Fort Egbert, in 
Alaska, and of a trail from the Yukon River to Coldfoot, 
Alaska—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the annual inspection of the several branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
reports from the accounting officers of the Treasury on the rendi- 
tion and transmission of accounts and on balances due the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for fulfilling treaties 
with the Kickapoo Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution submitting an estimate of appropriation for trans- 
portation of exhibits from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of a minister to 
Morocco—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for establish- 
ment of aids to navigation in the waters of the Midway 
Islands—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State, an 
estimate of appropriation for furnishing the legation buildings 
at Peking, China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a re- 
port of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1905, to the several States for the colleges of agriculture and the 
mechanie arts—to. the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an additional estimate of appropriation for the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Aurora, Stephen 
Butman, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop Geneva, Giles 
Savage, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the-court in the case 
of Thomas P. Morgan against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Annie E. Jones, Robert MeElroy Jones, Alice J. Jones, Mat- 
tie E. Blanchard, Clemence W. Brian, Cecilia MeElroy Dunn, 
and Robert M. Jones, administrator of estate of Emma H. 
Wells, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16450) to authorize certain changes in the permanent system of 
highways, District of Columbia, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3227); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16582) to authorize the Union Trust 
and Storage Company to change its corporate name, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3228); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 16802) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to enter into contract for the collection and disposal 
of garbage, ashes, etc., reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3229); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4079) for the re- 
lief of James Denton, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3225) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 17094) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
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procurement of heavy erdnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes—to: the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 17095) to establish aids to 
navigation in Delaware Bay and River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 17096) to further increase 
the efficiency of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 17097) to amend an 
act approved February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to previde for 
a union station in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 17098) to promote the 
national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to estab- 
lish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote 
commerce, and to previde revenue from tonnage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 17099) to further regulate 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17100) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across Sunflower 
River in Sharkey County, Miss.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 17101) granting the right to 
sell burial sites in parts of certain streets in Washington City 
to the vestry of Washingten Parish, for the benefit ef the Con- 
gressional Cemetery—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 17102) to extend the time 
within which actions for the recovery of duties paid in Porto 
Rico may be brought in the Court of Claims under the act of 
April 29, 1902—to: the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 17103) to make Quincy, 
Mass., a port of delivery—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17104) 
to provide for the erection of a monument on the battlefield of 
Gettysburg to commemorate the services of the United States 
Signal Corps during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 17105) to provide for the 
construction of a dam on the Ohio River at the head of the falls 
at Louisville, and so forth—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 17106): to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to amend the homestead laws as to certain unap- 
propriated and unreserved lands in Nebraska,” approved April 
28, 1904—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 17107) for improving, re- 
pairing, and the erection of an addition to the publie building at 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and for purchasing ground therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17108) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to place certain army officers on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 17109) to define the limits of 
square 1131 in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 17110) for the repeal of 
act No. 42, public, entitled “An act to authorize the construction 
and to maintain a dam and wagon bridge across Twelvemile 
Bayou, in parish of Caddo, in the State of Louisiana,” ap- 
proved February 8, 1901, on certain conditions—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17111) to authorize the con- 
struction of water-power dams across the navigable waters of 
the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17112): to au- 
thorize the establishment of fish-cultural and biological sta- 
tions in the United States, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17113) for uni- 
versal transfers over the street railway lines in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17114) to provide for the removal of snow, 
ice, grass, weeds, and other impediments from the sidewalks 
and gutters of the streets, avenues, and highways in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17115) to 
provide for the infliction of corporal punishment upon all male 
persons convicted of willfully beating their wives, and the man- 
ner and place of inflicting the said punishment, and the officers 
by whom the same is to be inflicted—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17116) to fix rate of post- 
age on books and merchandise mailed at distributing post- 
offices of rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) for 
the relief of P. J. McMahon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPNENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
187) providing for the appointment of an auditing board in the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 188) to 
provide for the appointment of a commission to investigate and 
recommend legislation for the development of the naturalization 
laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 412) 
requesting the Secretary of the Interior to furnish the House 
of Representatives, for the information of Congress, a copy of 
certain contracts—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A resolution (H. Res. 
413) authorizing the Committee on Appropriations to provide 
specifically for certain personal services in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McNARY: A resolution (H. Res. 414) directing infor- 
mation from the President of the United States concerning the 
Isthmian Canal Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: a bill (H. R. 17117) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George H. Brusstar—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 17118) granting a pension 
to G. M. McCurry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis Hitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 17120) for the relief of 
the heirs of Elijah S. Means—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A Dill (H. R. 17121) granting a pension 
to Raymond P: Snow—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17122) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17123) granting an increase of pension to 
George V. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 17124) granting a pension 
to Rupert Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 17125) granting a pension 
to Mary Haynes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17126) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Jennings to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17127) granting a pension 
to George W. Anthony to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17128) granting a pension to John 
Hobart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17129) authorizing the President to ap- 
point S. J. Call surgeon in the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKRAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 17130) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Donnelly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 17131) granting an in- 
erease of pension to James W. Cross—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17132) for the relief of the 
Mitsui Bussan Kaisha—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 17133) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen Glanden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17134) granting an increase of pension 
to Harrison Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 17135) granting an Increase 
of pension to David C. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17136) granting a pen- 
sion to A. N. Stamm- to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DB ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 17137) 
granting a pension to Charles W. McMullen—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 17138) granting an increase 
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of pension to Sarah J. Drummond—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 17139) granting an increase 
— pension to George W. Jennings to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 17140) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17141) granting a pension 
to William E. White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17142) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward G. Burnet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17148) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17144) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17145) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17146) granting an increase of pension to 
William Carter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17147) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Gossett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17148) for the relief of M. D. Wright and 
Robert Neill—to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 17149) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Alva A. Miller—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 17150) for the relief of 
Michael J. Murphy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 17151) granting a pension to 
Avery Dalton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17152) for the relief of the 
estate of William F. Sharp, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17153) for the relief of James Prater—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17154) for the relief of the estate of Joel 
Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17155) for the relief of Eli Sharp—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17156) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam H. Turley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17157) for the relief of the estate of John 
Browder, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17158) for the relief of G. A. McNutt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17159) for the relief of A. K. Meek—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17160) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos L. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 17161) granting a pension 
to C. J. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 17162) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Dukes—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 17163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Jackson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 17164) granting 
a pension to Solomon Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 17165) for the relief of 
Addison L. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17166) granting a 
pension to Catherine Boehler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17167) granting a pension to Malinda M. 
Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17168) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17169) granting an increase of pension to 
William Minick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17170) granting a pension to Roberta R. 
Havelick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17171) granting an honorable discharge to 
Samuel Zellner—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17172) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Morrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 17173) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to O. T. Westmoreland—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17174) granting an increase of pension to 
John Luther Kraber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 17175) for the relief of Capt. 
Frank D. Ely—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mz. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 17176) granting an increase 


of pension to J. B. Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 17177) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman I. Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 17178) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. McCammon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to 


Eli Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17180) granting an increase of pension to 
John G, Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17181) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17182) granting an increase of pension to 
William Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17183) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17184) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17185) granting an increase of pension to 
James Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17186) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Bayley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17187) granting a pension to Peter R. 
Crum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17188) granting a pension to Walter Dona- 
hue—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17189) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph D. Parsons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17190) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Fensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17191) granting a pension to William H. 
Moody—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17192) granting a pension to Wesley Ann 
Dodd—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17193) granting a pension to Emiline Ma- 
lone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17194) granting a pension to Rosina Bres- 
tel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17195) granting a pension to Ransom B. 
Hunter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17196) granting a pension to D. Y. Mears 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 17197) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Mitchell—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 17198) to correct the military 
record of Christian Beehler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17199) to correct the military record of 
Thomas J. Shaw—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17200) granting an increase of pension to 
James Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 17201) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Lorch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 17202) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Seth Knight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17203) granting an increase of pension to 
Abasha Risk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17204) granting a pension to Thomas 
Dockery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 17205) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 17206) for the relief of 
David F. Hood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17207) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17208) granting an increase of pension to 
William Umbarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17209) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17210) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17211) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Toombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17212) granting certain lands to the Agri- 
cultural and Mechanical College of Oklahoma Territory—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17213) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17214) granting a pension to Rebecca Wal- 
ters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17215) 
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granting a pension to Eliza H. Britton—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 17216) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Bibb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17217) granting an increase of pension to 
L. B. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 17218) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius Springsteel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: A bill (H. R. 17219) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred B. Menard—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17220) granting an increase 
of pension to John Costello—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17221) for the relief of William A. Gro- 
gan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17222) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Mullen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17223) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17224) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McNulty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17225) granting a pension to J. M. Cru- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17226) for the 
relief of Edward B. Haynie—to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17227) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17228) 
to correct the naval record of Stephen Shorthill—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17229) to correct the military record of 
Reuben D. Terry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17230) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Desmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17231) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest A. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17232) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha McAfee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17233) 
granting a pension to Moses E. Angell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17234) granting a pension to Ellen S. 
Gifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17235) for the relief of 
‘Arra M. Farnsworth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17236) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. Hirll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17287) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Knox Sikes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17238) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Andrew J. Herod—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona (by request): A bill (H. R. 
9 for the relief of Anna White to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17240) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Kaltenback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 17241) granting an increase 
of pension to David A. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 17242) amending the rec- 
ords of the War Department in the case of John D. McGeehan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17243) granting an increase of pension to 
James Batten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 17244) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Winemiller—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of Carriage Builders’ National 
‘Association of Wilmington, Del., in favor of increasing the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of New England Sabbath Protective League, 
against Sunday banking by the Post-Office Department—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of citizens of Chrisman, Edgar County, III., 


against sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Nolin Miller, of Albion, Mich., favoring Dill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Lande & Conner et al., of Auburn, Ind., 
favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 11681, granting an increase of pension to James H. V. 
Voldo, alias James H. Nenier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George H. Brusstar, private, Company H, One hundred 
and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16805, for increase of 
pension to Fred A. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16033, 
granting increase of pension to Church Fortner—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the Cleveland Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging the establishment of pneumatic systems of mail 
transmission at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of Providence Division, No. 57, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive of Providence, R. I., in 
favor of the passage of the bill for the relief of locomotive engi- 
neers during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the South Woodlawn Improvement Society, 
of Pawtucket, R. I., in favor of the passage of the Hearst bill to 
increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Roger Williams Baptist Sunday School, 
of Providence, R. I., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Pawtucket Merchants’ Association, of 
Pawtucket, R. I., in favor of the passage of the Hearst bill to 
increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Rhode Island, the repeal of the anticanteen law— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to David C. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church Society of Rindge, N. H., favoring legislation prohibit- 
ing sale of intoxicating liquors on all Government premises— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of E. H. King et al., of Claremont, N. H., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of Joshua L. Corder, of Barbour 
County, W. Va., favoring reference of war claims to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heir of William H. Wentzell, of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., favoring reference of war claims to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FRENCH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
James C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Protest of the New England Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, against reduction of duty on Philippine 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of W. B. Coldwell et al., favoring 
pensions for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of administrator of estate of George Simmons— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Bettie H. Eastman, in support of southern 
war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Allen R. Johnson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of J. Reese Cook—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for rélief of E. O. Cross—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for the relief of Elizabeth 
oe of Lancaster County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the South Woodlawn Im- 
provement Association, favoring bill to increase powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
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Providence, R. L, opposing the repeal of the anticanteen law 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
protesting against striking out the word “ sex ” in the statehood 
bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Newport, R. I., 
in favor of constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New England Shoe and Leather Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., favoring the bill to increase the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committeee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Central Falls, R. I., protesting against striking out the word 
“sex” in statehood bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Providence Division, No. 57, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Providence, R. I., favoring bill H. R. 
13354—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of J. W. Conway and 7 other citi- 
zens of Elma, Iowa, in favor of the Hearst bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of business men and producers 
of Ottumwa, Iowa, urging passage of bill H. R. 13778, known as 
the “Hearst interstate-commerce bill”—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition urging the passage of bill H. R. 13778, known as 
the “ Hearst bill,” by citizens of Portland, Oreg.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of citizens of Oklahoma, for saloon 
exclusion—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition favoring the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition for the relief of James Batten— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Memorial praying for 
the extension of the Alaskan Government cable from Valdez to 
Dutch Harbor and Kiska Island and from Juneau to Ketchi- 
kan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers relating to the removal of 
charge of desertion and obtaining. pension for Samuel Zellner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to pension for Richard M. Johnson, 
Company B, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to pension increase for Daniel Hart- 
sough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers accompanying application of Mrs. Roberta R. 
Havelick, for special pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ` 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers to accompany application for pen- 
sion for Gertrude A. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
17056, granting a pension to Sarah H. Willhite—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 17054, granting a pen- 
sion to R. Burchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16394, granting a pension 
to Sarah C. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 17052, for the relief of 
Brian B. Tulley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Petition for an increase of pension for Ben- 
jamin F. Bibb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition for an increase of pension for Mrs. L. B. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of First Baptist Church of Lewis- 
town, Pa., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of W. E. Stevens et al., of 
Carpenteria, Cal., favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of New Haven, 
Mich., in favor of the Hearst bill, enlarging the powers of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
15748, to increase pension of Evan R. Young—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Robert D. Embrey, of Fauquier 
County, Va., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of the Ladies’ Missionary So- 


ciety of the Essex Street Baptist Church, of Lynn, Mass., in 
favor of a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. B. Cushing, of Chelsea, Mass., in favor of 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 3 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Union League Club of New York, 
1 relation to tariff revision—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. . 

Also, petition of the Buffalo Lumber Exchange, favoring en- 
largement of the powers of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Miami Division of Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, for relief of engineers on Govern- 
a roads in the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 13065, increasing the 
pension of James Hay—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition in support of bill H. R. 13065, increasing the 
pension of James Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition for the enact- 
ment of legislation to amend and legalize the customs-drawback 
law as expressed in the Lovering bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Montgomery County 
(Pa.) Medical Society, favoring the bill to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Clinton Duncan & Co. et al., 
citizens of Ostrander, Ohio, in favor of increasing the powers 
of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16265, for 
the relief of Margaret Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of D. C. Boyd et al., of San Jose, 
Cal., favoring legislation prohibiting opium in the Philippines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. y 

Also, protest against construction of the proposed bridge at 
Carquinez Straits, California—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the improvement of the harbor of Honolulu, 
Hawaii—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Michigan Sugar Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, against legislation reducing duty on either raw or refined 
sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Fnmar, January 6, 1908. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Enwarp E. Hate. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

ENDOWMENT OF AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the disbursements of 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904, made to the States and Ter- 
ritories under the provisions of “An act to apply a portion of 
the proceeds of the public lands to the more complete endow- 
ment and support of colleges for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts, established under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862,” and an act approved August 30, 1890; ` 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Attorney-General for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1904; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for 
the States of Pennsylvania and Rhode Island; which, with the 
accompanying papers, were ordered to be filed. 

GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Rail- 
way Company, of the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to „ on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
prin 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Mer- 
chants’ Association of New York City, and a petition of the 
American Conference on International Arbitration, of New 
York City, praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Angelica, 
Poplar Ridge, and Reed Corners, all in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the present anticanteen 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of New 
York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to reduce 
the excessive representation from the affected States in Con- 
gress and the electoral colleges; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Census. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York 
City and Binghamton, in the State of New York, and of the 
Sugar Manufacturers’ Association of Saginaw, Mich., remon- 
strating against any reduction of the tariff on sugar, tobacco, 
cigars, ete, imported from the Philippine Islands; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the committee on political 
reform of the Union League Club, of New York City, praying 
that an investigation be made of the conditions of manufacture 
as affected by the present tariff law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clyde, Rose, 
Seneca Falls, Elk Creek, and Buffalo, of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Utica, and of the Chamber of Commerce of Albany, all 
in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. - 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Jefferson Division, 
No. 154, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Howell, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Petoskey, Mich., re- 
monsirating against the repeal of the present anticanteen law ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Michigan Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Detroit, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Shelby, and of W. L. Griffin, of Shelby, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the protection of the Indians against the liquor traffic in 
the new States to be formed; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
ford, Detroit, Lansing, Armada, Big Rapids, and Hillsdale, all 
in the State of Michigan; of Harbor Springs Grange, No. 730, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Harbor Springs; of Wilson Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of East Jordan; of Woodman Grange, 
No. 610, Patrons of Husbandry, of Gobleville; of Inland Grange, 
No. 503, Patrons of Husbandry, of Benzie County; of Fremont 
Grange, No. 831, Patrons of Husbandry, of Saginaw County; of 
Grass Lake Grange, No. 925, Patrons of Husbandry, of Antrim 
County; of Crystal Grange, No. 441, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Crystal; of Keene Grange, No. 270, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Lowell; of Danby Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Portland; 
of Moscow Grange, No. 108, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hanover ; 
of the Farmers’ Club of Owosso; of the Overisel Creamery Com- 
pany, of Allegan County, and of the faculty of the Agricul- 
tural College of Michigan, all in the State of Michigan, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleomargarine 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Michigan, praying for an inyestigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. RED Ssoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the Tenth Congressional district, of sundry 
citizens of Birmingham, of the State Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Ishpeming, and of James M. Wells, of Petoskey, all 
in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the present anticanteen law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Portsmouth, 
Sunfield, Grand Lodge, Owosso, Allegan County, and of the 
Banner Mercantile Company, of Saginaw, all in the State of 


Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. ~ 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Plymouth; of the Ladies’ Club of Coleman; 
of the Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Michigan, of Benton Harbor; of the Century Club of Detroit; 
of Greenville Hive, No. 201, Ladies of the Order of the Macca- 
bees, of Greenville; of the Federation of Woman’s Clubs of 
Grand Rapids; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Livingston County; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of West Bay City; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hart; of the Woman’s Union Label League of 
Bay City; of the Woman’s Club of Owosso; of Parker Hive, 
No. 114, Ladies of the Maccabees, of Stanton; of the New Cen- 
tury Club of Detroit; of the East Side Ladies’ Literary Club, 
of Grand Rapids; of the Political Equality Club of Saginaw; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Penn; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Escanaba; of the Wo- 
man’s Civic League of Grand Rapids; of the Century Club of 
Charlotte; of the Equal Suffrage Association of Bay City; of 
the Ladies’ Literary Club of Grand Rapids; of the Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, of 
St. Joseph; of the congregation of the Fountain Street Baptist 
Church, of Grand Rapids; of the Civic League of Grand Rapids; 
of the Central Trades Council of Bay City, and of the Chautau- 
qua Alumni of Benton Harbor, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
— in the statehood bill; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of East- 
bank, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Bar Association 
of Montgomery County, Md., and a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Baltimore, Md., praying for the ratification of in- 
ternational arbitration treaties; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Travelers and Merchants’ 
Association of Baltimore, Md., and a petition of sundry citizens 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting of the 
Religious Society of Friends of Maryland, praying for the adop- 
tion of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the state- 
hood bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Union 
of Middletown, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for Federal control in the Territory of Oklahoma 
when admitted to statehood, and remonstrating against the re- 
peal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hartford 
County, Baltimore, Whiteford, Oakland, Sandy Spring, and 
Forest Hill, all in the State of Maryland, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the protection of the Indians 
against the liquor traffic in the new States to be formed; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenues; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of the Oakland Board of 
Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to improve the condition of the Monongahela and Ohio 
rivers in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Patriotic Order, Sons of 
America, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
more stringent laws and regulations governing immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Local Subdivision No. 43, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the employment of 
locomotive engineers who have not at least had three years’ ex- 
perience; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Quaker City Metallic Bed- 
stead Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for untaxed denaturalized alcohol for 
use in the arts and manufactures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
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turers’ Association of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation for the establishment of a system of pneumatic 
tubes for the transmission of mail in the cities of Pittsburg and 
Allegheny, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the C. H. Squier & Son Co., of 
Pittsburg, Pa., and a petition of W. J. Koch & Co., of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Hauenstein & Co., of Lin- 
coln; the Johns-Brash Cigar Company, of McSherrystown; the 
Cigar Manufacturers’ Association of Pittsburg; H. R. Stier- 
heim, of Millvale; H. K. Stork & Co., of Adamstown; D. J. 
Rex & Co., of Pittsburg; Samuel Smith & Son, of Allegheny; 
S. R. Moss, of Lancaster; the Imperial Cigar Company, of 
Lancaster; the Banner Cigar Company, of Lancaster, and the 
La Union Cigar Company, of Hanover, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any reduction in the tariff 
on tobacco and cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of R. D. Wood & Co., of Phila- 
delphia; the Baldwin Locomotive Works, of Philadelphia; the 
Hess-Bright Manufacturing Company, of Philadelphia; the 
Stow Flexible Shaft Company, of Philadelphia; the Hoopes & 
Townsend Co., of Philadelphia; the Pittsburg Shovel Company, 
of Pittsburg; of John Lucas & Co., of Philadelphia; the Em- 
pire Chain Company, of Pittsburg; of William Sellers & Co., 
of Philadelphia; the Flannery Blot Company, of Pittsburg; the 
Crescent Manufacturing Company, of Scottdale; the National 
Malleable Castings Company, of Sharon; of MeConway & Tor- 
ley Co., of Pittsburg; the Carnegie Steel Company, of Pitts- 

burg; the Pittsburg Spring and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, 

all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of the Westinghouse Air 
Brake Company, of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to permit the use of Government ground near the 
Department of Agriculture for a railway appliance exhibition ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of D. L. Albright, of Milton; 
O. E. Bunnell, of Honesdale; R. W. Fitzwater, of Canton; 
H. P. Bunnell, of Meshoppen; Mount Chestnut Grange, No. 133, 
of Butler County; Mount Joy Grange, No. 584, of Clearfield 
County; H. F. Harer, of Linden; M. J. Murray, of Overton; 


Richland Grange, No. 1208, of Richland Center; Scandia. 


Grange, No. 1042, of Scandia; E. G. Wiesuer, of Stines Corner; 
J. A. Grove, of Bucknell; C. L. Longsdorf, of Floradale; D. W. 
Hartman, of Richland Center; F. P. Blakeslee, of Blakeslee; 
Hayfield Grange, No. 800, of Crawford County; Friendship 
Grange, No. 1018, of Uniondale; Farmers’ Union, of Geigers 
Mills; Martin L. Dunkle, of Lewisburg; B. F. Tyson, of Belfry; 
C. S. Bates, Dyberry ; London Grove Grange, of Chester County; 
Granville Grange, No. 257, of Canton; Oriental Grange, No. 165, 
of Lake Winola; Richland Grange, No. 1206, of Richland Cen- 
ter; Highland Grange, No. 980, Highland Lake; Lamar Grange, 
No. 274, of Salona; Franklin Grange, No. 998, Springtown; 
J. H. Dawson, of Butler; August Drugler, of Butler; Alva Me- 
Dowell, of Butler; Clarence A. Post, of Butler; W. D. McCand- 
less, of Butler; John L. Miller, of Butler; O. J. McCandless, of 
Butler; J. V. Bonnert, of Rasselas; O. W. Abbey, of Turtle 
Creek; S. C. McClintock, of Corydon; E. R. Lyphrit, of Rey- 
noldsyille; John C. Clark, of Butler; George H. Wirt, of 
Montalto; Shiloh Grange, No. 927, of West Auburn; J. W. 
Poust, of Hughesville; Sparta Grange, No. 110, of Spartanburg ; 
A. M. Baker, of Gradyville; A. S. Kirsch, of Nicktown; Eva K. 
Preston, of Solebury; Banner Grange, No. 1115, of Cambria 
County; R. G. Abbey, of Hanlinton; North Bingham Grange, 
No. 1194, of North Bingham; Clarion County Pomona Grange. 
No. 27, of Clarion County; Susquehanna Grange, No. 1145, of 
Curwensville; Kennett Grange, No. 19, of Chester County; 
W. E. Sawyer, of Wrights; J. B. Colcord, of Port Allegany ; 
J. C. Gording, of Port Allegany; C. L. Goodwin, of Sutton 
Creek; E. E. Pownall, of Richboro; W. A. Crawford, of Coopers- 
town; Valley Grange, No. 1184, of Danville; John Davis, of 
Patton; Charles Bingoon, of Patton; Leatherwood Grange, No. 
625, of Clarion County; J. F. Boice, of Jamestown; Creamery 
Association Eastern Pennsylvania, of Philadelphia; W. O. 
Beach, of Cambridge Springs; E. E. Jeffords and sundry other 
citizens of Erie County; Sebring Grange, No. 1047, of Tioga 
County; W. H. Tyrrell, of Rome; W. A. Sibley, of North Orwell; 
Harrison Eberhart, of Butler; Jerry A. Eberhart, of Butler; 
A. A. Snyder, of Meeker; Elk Lake Grange, No. 806, of Sus- 
quehanna County; Josiah Shrever, of Union City; Henry C. 
Demming, of Harrisburg; Pomona Grange, No. 26, of Crawford 
County; Brandywine Grange, No. 60, West Chester; N. P. 
Wilson of Woodland; J. E. Hildebrant, of Lehman; George 


Baner, of Butler; J. M. Raisley, of Butler; H. ©. Stark, of 
West Nicholson; C. W. Slocum, of Leraysville; D. L. Myers, 
of Linden; Sullivan Grange, No. 84, Sullivan; Wellsboro 
Grange, No. 1009, of Wellsboro; M. M. Naginey, of Milroy; 
C. W. Koontz, of Bedford; Union City Grange, No. 9, of Union 
City; John L. Pierce, of Warren; Exchange Grange, No. 65, 
of Exchange; W. A. Hoyt, of Guys Mills; L. T. Ahlum, of Rich- 
land Center; Black Ash Grange, No. 212, of Crawford County; 
French Creek Grange, No. 595, Cochranton; ©. E. Childs, of 
Guys Mills; Fairfield Grange, No. 1157, of Fairfield; Clark D. 
Heath, of Burlington; E. D. Schnure, of Milton; Pomona 
Grange, No. 29, of Clinton County; P. M. Cutshall, of Guys 
Mills; A. S. Stevens, of Towanda; H. C. Spencer, of Towanda: 
F. L. Rockwell, of Powell; A. W. Rockwell, of Powell; Charles 
E. Graham, of Lawrenceville; J. B. Smith, of Somers Lane; 
S. W. Spencer, of Genesee; R. E. Grove, of Genesee; John Hart, 
of Kinney; Henry M. Landis, of Quakertown; F. M. Baldwin, 
of Meshoppen; West Nicholson Grange, No. 321, of West Nichol- 
son; C. M. Shern, of Union City; P. S. Bowman, of Hanover; 
Jacob A. Myers, of Muncy Valley; C. J. Secules, of Muncy Val- 
ley; George Crawley, of Muncy Valley; William G. Taylor, of 
Muncy Valley; Shiloh Grange, No. 927, of West Auburn; G. A. 
Willard, of West Auburn; Jason Sexton, of North Wales; F. T. 
Fassett, of Meshoppen; C. E. Thomas, of Nelson; F. A. Burdick 
and others, of Smethport; Greenbrier Grange, No. 1148, of 
Greenbrier; Poplar Run Grange, No. 1137, of Poplar ‘Run; 
Laurel Mill Grange, No. 1161, of Milan; California Grange, 
No. 941, of Milton; C. W. Mascho, of Westfield; D. Plank, of 
Westfield; F. A. Ackby, of Westfield; Washington Grange, No. 
157, of State College; Colley Grange, No. 365, of Colley; B. H. 
Creveling, of Bloomsburg; W. J. Beidleman, of Bloomsburg; 
John D. Neff, of Linden; I. A. Esehbach, of Milton; L. D. Wood- 
fill, of Smithfield; G. W. Bowser, of Osterburg; Lewis B. Zaner, 
of Dushore; Herman R. Jacoby, of Satterfield; Charles M. 
Yonkin, of Dushore; Columbia Grange, No. 83, of Bradford 
County; Rundells Grange, of Conneautville; Sandy Lake 
Grange, No. 893, of Sandy Lake; Springfield Grange, No. 1257, 
of West Springfield; O. J. Cropp, of Meadville; A. B. Wilson, 
of Saegertown ; R. H. Buck, of Westfield; West Grove Farmers’ 
Club, of Toughkenamon; C. S. Dreibeldis, of Shoemakersville; 
Lewis M. Hagerty, of Water Street; Osterburg Grange, No. 
787, of Osterburg; William T. Creasy, of Catawissa ; Covington 
Grange, of Moscow; L. B. Henson, of Coatesville; Columbus 
Grange, of Columbus; P. M. Sharples, of West Chester; W. M. 
Baldwin, of Jackson Valley; A. G. Decker, of Maple Hill; Philip 
Hartman, of Richland Center; Edward K. Bohn, of Robesonia; 
Justitia Grange, No, 434, of Lewisburg; William J. Erdley, of 
Lewisburg; David Wurster, of Linden; W. H. Smith, of Towns- 
ville; Frank H. Taylor, of Reedsville; Myron R. Tunstall, of 
Warren; C. J. Barney, of Warren; William H. Yont, of Oster- 
burg; John Grundis, of Warren; R. W. Horton, of Union City; 
Franklin Grange, No. 1169, of Smoch; John A. Cuppett, of New 
Paris; Martin L. Frey, of Martins Creek; Russellville Grange, 
No. 91, of Chester County; R. J. Moyer, of White Deer; H. 
Weed, of East Smithfield; Elkland Grange, No. 976, of Estella; 
Greenfield Grange, No. 226, of Erie County; George H. Bird, of 
East Smithfield; V. R. Nicholas, of East Smithfield; R. W. 
Child, of East Smithfield; Wellsboro Grange, No. 1009, of Wells- 
boro; Center Grange, No. 229, of Tioga County; Monroe Grange, 
No. 641, of Wyoming County; Pomona Grange, No. 8, of Mont- 
gomery County; Troy Grange, No. 182, of Troy; Richmond 
Grange, of Bradford County; Jefferson Grange, No. 314, of 
Washington County; Harts Log Valley Grange, No. 375, of 
Huntingdon County; Pineville Grange, No. 507, of Bucks 
County; Oakland Grange, No. 281, of Venango County; Goshen 
Grange, No. 623, of Clearfield County; Southampton Farmers’ 
Club, Trevose; Bennetts Branch Grange, No. 1174, of Elk 
County; Summit Grange, No. 1155, of Elk County; Ganusarago 
Grange, No. 27, of Hughesville; W. H. Kelly, of New Bethle- 
hem; J. A. Firth, of Sugargrove; J. H. Cyphers, of East 
Stroudsburg; H. J. Seely, Beach Haven; P. C. Sharbaugh, 
Carrolltown; Thomas Coulston, of Genesee, and John H. 
Hooverm, of Patton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the present oleomargine law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Muncie, Hartford, and Winchester, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the hold- 
ing of terms of the Federal courts at Muncie, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hanna, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. ANKENY (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented a 
memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Columbia, Wash., remonstrating against the repeal of the 
present anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented a peti- 
tion of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Columbia, 
Wash., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

TEMPERANCE CONDITIONS IN THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a brief paper concerning tem- 


perance conditions in the United States Army and Navy. I ask 
that the paper be printed as a document, and that 10,000 addi- 
tional copies be printed for the use of the document room of 
the Senate. 
There being no objection, the order was made as follows: 
Ordered, That 10,000 additional copies of Senate Doc. No. —, relat- 


ing to “ Temperance Conditions in the United States Army and Navy,“ 
be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6337) for the 
establishment of subports of entry at Rouses Point and Malone, 
N. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: : 

A bill (S. 6338) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of George S. Simon; and 

A bill (S. 6339) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Asahel Bliss. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 6340) to aid in quieting 
title to certain lands within the Klamath Indian Reservation, in 
the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6341) to refund certain excess 
duties paid upon importations of absinthe and kirschwasser 
from Switzerland between June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6342) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent mili- 
tary establishment of the United States,” approved February 2, 
1901; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6343) to amend sec- 
tion 604 of chapter 18, entitled“ Corporations,” of the Code of 
Laws for the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6344) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard B. Dickinson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 6345) for the appointment of 
an additional United States commissioner and constable in the 
northern judicial district of the Indian Territory; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 6346) granting an increase 
fof pension to Benjamin F. Sheppard; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6347) to refer to the 
Court of Claims the claim of L. K. Scott; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6348) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard Edmund Hyde; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6349) granting leaves of 
absence to homesteaders on lands to be irrigated under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 17, 1902; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6350) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Read; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 6351) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin T. Cross; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 6352) for the relief of 
James Broiles; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 6353) for the relief of George 

A. McKenzie, alias William A. Williams; which was read 

wae by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

He also (for Mr. Parrerson) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6354) granting an increase of pension to Pierce 
McKeogh ; 

A bill (S. 6355) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
McDonald ; 

A E bill (S. 6356) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
. Jones; 

A bill (S. 6357) granting an increase of pension to Alyan P, 
Granger (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6358) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
W. Gates (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6359) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. 
Patton (with accompanying papers); and 
a 5 (S. 6300) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 

m 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6361) to 
authorize the construction of a public railway for the trans- 
portation of the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the 
United States, and to aid in the regulation of interstate com- 
merce; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying brief, referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 6362) for the relief of 
Jeanie R. Bartlett, widow of the late Rear-Admiral John 
Russell Bartlett, United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6363) granting an increase of pension to Alice A. 


Arms; 

A bill (S. 6364) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Seymour; 

A bill (S. 6365) granting a pension to Jane Rivers; and 

A bill (S. 6366) granting a pension to Cynthia L. Allen. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 6367) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Peter O'Neill; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6368) providing for 
the interment in the District of Columbia of the remains of Rose 
Dillon Seager; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6369) for the relief of John 
T. Spence, or his legal representatives; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6870) for the relief of Thomas 
Johnson, or his legal representatives; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6371) to confirm title to lot 5 in 
square south of square No. 990 in Washington, D. C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 6372) regulating the 
compensation of the collector of customs for the district of 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted sundry amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the peo- 
ple of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

FUR-SEAL FISHERIES CLAIMS. 


Mr. FULTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (S. 3410) to extend to citizens of the United 
States who were owners, charterers, masters, officers, and crews 
of certain vessels registered under the laws of the United States, 
and to citizens of the United States whose claims were rejected 
because of the American citizenship of the claimants, or of one 
or more of the owners, by the international commission ap- 
pointed pursuant to the convention of February 8, 1896, between 
the United States and Great Britain, the relief heretofore 
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granted to and received by British subjects in respect of dam- 
ages for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, or both, or for 
damnifying interference with the vessels or the voyages of ves- 
sels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-mile limit, and beyond the 
jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance with the judg- 
ment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris, in its award of August 
15, 1893, and so that justice shall not be denied to American 
citizens which-has been so freely meted out to British subjects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr, CULLOM. I understand that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Furtron] called up this bill. The people of his section of 
the country are very anxious about it, and I think the bill is en- 
tirely right and just. I should like to have the Senator make a 
statement about it, and if there is objection then, in view of the 
absence of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan], I would 
ask that it may go over until he can be present. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
say just one word? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morcan] is very anxious to have the Senate pass the 
bill. I will say, for the benefit of the Senator from Illinois, that 
it is the desire of the Senator from Alabama that we do not 
wait for him. 

Mr. FULTON. I am informed it is a fact that the Senator 
from Alabama is anxious that the bill shall be passed. Of 
course I would not have called the bill up otherwise. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama did not make that statement to me, but I 
understand he made the statement to the Senaor from Cali- 
fornia now occupying the chair. 

Mr. President, if I may be permitted, I will briefly state the 
purpose of the bill. At the time the United States was assert- 
ing jurisdiction over that portion of the waters of Bering Sea 
within the boundaries of Alaska our Government sought to ex- 
clude pelagic sealing in those waters and arrested and confiscated 
a large number of vessels, some under the British flag and some 
under the flag of the United States. 

England contested the jurisdiction of the United States, and it 
was finally decided by the international commission appointed 
to determine the question of jurisdiction that the United States 
was without jurisdiction over those waters beyond the 3-mile 
limit. As a result the United States was compelled to pay the 
British subjects for the vessels seized belonging to them. 

Russia in the meantime had seized many vessels of the 
United States. The United States Government presented a 
claim to Russia for repayment to her citizens, and Russia paid 
the citizens of the United States whose vessels she had seized 
and confiscated. 

The only owners of vessels left who have not been compen- 
sated are our own citizens whose vessels were seized by this 
Government Mr. Don M. Dickinson, who was the counsel for 
the United States before the commission selected to determine 
the amount of the claims of British subjects, which commission 
sat at Vancouver, British Columbia, made a report which is 
published in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
upon the bill. He states that when the claims were presented 
by the British subjects they amounted to $1,289,000. He was 
absolutely without any testimony to reduce the amount of those 
claims, although he knew that they were in excess of the value 
of the vessels. As a result he appealed to American sealers 
whose own vessles had been seized and confiscated, and they 
furnished him with testimony by which he reduced the amount 
of the claims of the British sealers from $1,289,000 to $467,000. 
He said that these men went over there and gave this testimony 


even at the peril of their lives, because the sentiment was very 


strong against them, 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] made the report 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, in which he very 
earnestly urges the passage of this bill. I have called it up 
because on the Pacifie coast there is a strong sentiment in 
favor of the enactment of the bill, as many of their people have 
suffered by reason of these seizures and because I understand 
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] is anxious that 
it shall be passed; but I, of course, will not insist on it at this 
time if objection be made. I have made this statement in order 
that the Senate may understand the merits and equities of the 
bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. What exigency is there in this litigation, if 
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any, which requires that an act of Congress shall make com- 
petent as evidence documents which otherwise would not be 
competent in courts of the United States? 

Mr. FULTON. To what part of the bill does the Senator 
refer? 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides: 

That in considering the merits of claims presented to the court here- 
under any evidence, affidavits, reports of officers, and such other papers 
as are now on file in the Departments of the Government of the United 
States shall be considered by the court as competent evidence. 

Mr. FULTON. I have not gone into the details in that re- 
spect. The bill was before the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and they seemed to think that a proper provision and so re- 
ported it. I have not examined into the character of the testi- 
mony to find what proof this would afford. As to that I do not 
know. 

Mr. SPOONER. That provision would render competent 
possibly a great many aflidavits against the Government when 
there would be no opportunity to cross-examine witnesses. 

Mr. FULTON. The court would take them for only what they 
were worth. These claims are to be presented to a judicial 
tribunal. 

Mr. SPOONER. They would not be worth anything 

Mr. FULTON. ‘Then the court would not consider them.. 

Mr. SPOONER. They would not be worth anything in court 
except for this provision. 

Mr. FULTON. They would be admissible with this provi- 
sion, but they might not. have much influence with the court. It 
simply allows them to be presented. I do not pretend to know 
how many of those affidavits there are, or what is their character, 
but this very competent committee investigated it and reported 
the bill with that provision. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am on that committee, and so—— 

Mr. FULTON. That is the reason particularly why I said it 
was a very competent committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator admits that it was a competent 
committee? . 

Mr. FULTON. I can prove that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
objection is made to the bill, and under Rule VIII it will go 
oyer. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that anyone objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from IIII- 
nois [Mr. Cuttom] objected. 

Mr. FORAKER. He simply called attention to the absence 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to be set right on that 
point. At the time I objected I was not aware that the Senator 
from Alabama had expressed any desire that the bill should be 
taken up in his absence, and feeling that he perhaps knew more 
about the details of the whole measure than anyone else, I 
thought it would be unfair to him to take it up and consider it 
now, when perhaps if he were here he might be of great value 
to the Senate in the understanding of the bill itself. If there 
is no other objection to the consideration of the bill now, I am 
sure I shall not stand in the way in the light of what has been 
said in reference to the wish of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn, 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to say that the bill 
is brought up now, as I understand it, at the request of the 
Senator from Alabama. I received a message from him at the 
hands of the senior Senator from California, who had received 
a letter from him asking me to assist in taking the matter up. 
I think it is such a measure that if anything is to be done 
with it in the Senate it ought to be passed without any further 
delay. - 

This measure was well considered, I think I can say, in the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. There is a report filed here, 
showing the usual care the Senator from Alabama takes in 
regard to such matters, and that report expresses, I understand, 
the opinion entertained by the committee as a whole at the 
time the bill was under consideration. ; 

The Senator from Wisconsin raised a question about the pro- 
yision as to evidence. That provision might be stricken out. 
It was thought it might be objectionable, but the committee did 
not object to it, as the report of the bill with that provision in 
it shows. The provision is simply that all documentary evi- 
dence on file in the State Department may be allowed to be 
introduced as evidence and be given such weight as the court 
may deem it entitled to receive. If it is incompetent evidence 
I do not suppose the court would give it much weight. All I 
can say as to the views of the Senator from Alabama in regard 
to the report of the committee on that provision is to quote 
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from the report. He refers to that provision in the last para- pass at this session of Congress, and American citizens who 


graph of his report, as follows: 


The rulings of the commission of 1896, that made the awards in 
Tavor of British subjects, are worthy of consideration by the circuit 
court as to the measure of damages and the proper scope of 3 — 
as to the right of compensation to be considered by the court, lest the 
committee doubt the propriety of gg them by act of Congress, and 
recommend the amendment of the bill as to that and some other fea- 
tures that do not materially affect the equitable and just right of the 
claimants to the relief they seek. 

It is really done, as suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loben] who sits just in front of me, to protect 
our own Government, in order that the court may have the 
benefit of all the documents placed on file. I think the sugges- 
tion made in the committee originally, when we left that pro- 
vision in the bill, was that by it the court might have the 
benefit of whatever was filed in the State Department in help- 
ing them to reach a just conclusion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose these are affidavits by the parties 
as to the value of vessels, and all that. 

Mr. LODGE. As to the value of the British ships. 

Mr. FORAKER. No claim was ever made as to the Ameri- 
can ships. 

Mr. LODGE. There has been no evidence introduced about 
American ships. Without this evidence introduced about the 
British ships that testimony would not be before the court, as 
I understand it. 

Mr. FORAKER. The official proceeding or inyestigation at 
Victoria was as to the amount of damages this Government 
should pay to the British claimants because of the wrongful 
seizure, and all this testimony relates to that seizure and to 
the value of ships of that character. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Ohio know that? 

Mr. FORAKER. I know that was the statement before the 
committee, and I know there was no law authorizing any 
American to make a claim. No American has ever been allowed 
to make a claim to the State Department or any other Depart- 
ment for the seizure of his ship under the order. The reason 
for that, I understand, is that our Government, taking the posi- 
tion that that was a closed sea, held it to be a violation of our 
statute as to pelagic sealing to take seal anywhere within the 
sea, outside of the 3-mile limit or within the 3-mile limit; and 
because it was held to be a violation of a statute on that ac- 
count, treating it as a closed sea, they were never allowed to 
make any claim, and they never have made any claim. 

They are to be allowed now simply to go into a court of the 
United States and by presenting a petition there set up their 
claims. They have to prove it by competent testimony. This 
provision was thought necessary by the committee. I had for- 
gotten the exact reason for it; it was a long time ago when we 
considered this measure; but the Senator from Massachusetts 
has suggested it. It was thought by the committee to be en- 
tirely proper that these documentary evidences on the general 
subjects should be available for the court for whatever they 
might be worth. 

Mr. CULLOM. I remember distinctly the statement was 
made in the committee that the court ought to have the right 
to look at these documents in the State Department in order 
that the Government itself might be protected as far as possible. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the bill go over for the present. 

Mr. FORAKER. While I am on this subject, if the Senator 
from Wisconsin will allow me to call attention to it, it is stated 
in the report that the claims of citizens of the United States 
have never been presented before any tribunal. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the 
consideration of the bill, it will go over.. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope objection will not be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there is no question whatever about 
the merits of this bill. I think we should give our citizens the 
opportunity to go into the courts of the United States to make 
their proofs of loss and that we should provide for the pay- 
ment of such judgments as may be rendered by the courts, but 
I think the interest of the Government ought to be properly 
safeguarded. I have been advised of no good reason thus far 
why, in this proposed act, which is drawn for the benefit of 
claimants, Congress should make competent as evidence afli 
davits, reports, and things of that kind which would not other- 
wise be evidence. These claimants would have a right under 
this bill to introduce as evidence affidavits, etc. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? : 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTAN. Why not eliminate that portion of the bill? 

Mr. SPOOWER. That is what I want to eliminate. 

Mr. FULTON. Unless the bill is promptly passed it will not 


have sustained such losses will not get the benefit of its pro- 
visions. I think we ean correct this. I understand the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin desires only to have proper evidence con- 
sidered. Why not amend the language by saying “that it may 
be considered so far as it may furnish evidence against the 
claimant, but not in support of the claims?” 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Then the early part of the section and the 
latter part would be inconsistent with each other. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; we eliminate that, of course. Section 
6, on page 5, might be amended so as to read, “shall be con- 
sidered by the court in so far as it may be considered com- 
petent;“ and stop there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the slightest objection to that. 

Mr. FULTON. I see no objection to saying that it be con- 
sidered, so far as it may furnish evidence against the claimant. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would that be fair? 

Mr. FULTON. They can furnish their own testimony, I 
suppose. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Government ought to meet their testi- 
mony by evidence. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend that section by inserting 
in line 17, after the word “ court,” the words “in so far as the 
Same may be;” so as to read, “in so far as the same may be 
considered competent evidence ;” striking out the word “as.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
objection has been made to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to delay this bill unless Sena- 
tors insist upon making affidavits purely ex parte of parties who 
may be dead or beyond reach of cross-examination competent 
evidence. I am not in favor in a bill of this character or any 
other, where we give the right to sue in the Federal courts, of 
providing that evidence which is not common law evidence and 
would not be admissible against the Government shall be by 
statute made so. R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If objection be withdrawn, the 
bill will be considered as before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and the amendments reported by the committee will 
be stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. We are considering it now, if the Chair will 
permit me. 

Mr. PETTUS. I think objection was made by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator is mistaken about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] objected; and if the objection is not withdrawn, 
the bill, under Rule VIII, will go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin 
does not object to the consideration of the bill if it be amended 
as he suggests. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has gone over. 


CAPT. ARCHIBALD W. BUTT. 


Mr. BACON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2269) for the relief of Capt. Archibald 
W. Butt, quartermaster, United States Army. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to Capt. Archibald W. Butt, quartermas- 
ter, United States Army, $480, the amount stolen from the 
United States in Manila, P. I., by an employee of the quarter- 
master’s department, by name José B. Luciano, Capt. Archibald 
W. Butt having fully paid the sum to the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire to give notice that the senior Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] desires to be heard upon the regu- 
lar order of business, the statehood bill, on Monday next, when 
that bill is taken up. $ 

THOMAS C. SWEENEY, 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 4260) for the relief of Thomas C. 
Sweeney. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, has morning business closed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business has 
closed, and the Chair announced that the Senate would proceed 
with the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall not interfere with this bill, but after it 
shall have been disposed of I shall ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate, subject to objection. 
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The Secretary read the bill. 


Mr. LODGE. Is there a report in that case, Mr. President? 

Mr. SCOTT. There is; but it is quite a lengthy report. If 
the Senator will allow me, I think I can explain the purport of 
the bill in a minute, 

The claim has been before the Senate and before the Court 
of Claims and has been allowed by the Court of Claims. The 
amount of money due Mr. Sweeney is $10,040, and if interest 
were allowed it would be much more. That amount the Court 
of Claims allowed him; but I have succeeded in getting Mr. 
Sweeney to agree to settle the claim for $5,000. For that rea- 
son the bill was put in the form in which it now appears. The 
Secretary read it as being for $10,040, but there is an amend- 
ment reducing the amount to $5,000. The Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart] will say that it was a mistake in putting in the 
amount at $10,040. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there is an amendment reported by the Committee on Claims to 
the bill. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill? 

Mr. LODGE. The bill is not even here, Mr. President. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the bill is here, Mr. President, and the 
Senator can have the report read if he desires, 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill is not here. 

Mr. SCOTT. The bill has heretofore been before the Senate 
and the House of Representatives and passed. It has also been 
before the Court of Claims and has been allowed by that court. 

Mr. LODGE. My point is simply that the bill was reported 
yesterday and has not yet been received from the printer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there is a copy of the bill at the desk. 

Mr. SCOTT. My reason for asking for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill is that I may get it incorporated in the omni- 
bus claims bill, which was reported by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Warren]. This bill has been hanging for years. It 
is a just bill, and, as I have said, has been passed upon by the 
Court of Claims. I am sorry that any Senator should object to 
the very reasonable consideration here proposed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not object to the considera- 
tion of the bill; but I want to know something about it, even if 
I have to ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I would say that this claim 
would have been included in the omnibus claims bill except 
for the rule which requires that that bill shall only include 
such matters as have already passed one or the other or both 
Houses. This bill would be eligible, if it should pass the Sen- 
ate at this time, to be placed on the omnibus claims bill. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- | 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported | 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 6, 


before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ten thousand and N 


forty ” and insert “ five thousand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, let the bill be read as 
it has been amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there be paid to Thomas C. Sweeney, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $5,000, in full payment for services of the 
steamer Ben Franklin during the year 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPERTY LOST IN MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3828) to provide for the settlement 
of certain claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 
the loss or destruction, without fault or negligence on the part 
of said officers and men, of property belonging to them in the 
military service of the United States, which has heretofore 
been passed over on the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. That, I understand, is a bill whieh was passed 
over when heretofore reached on the Calendar, and I shall not, 
therefore, include it in my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is so informed. 
The bill will be read for the information of the Senate, subject 
to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury be, and 22 are hereby, authorized and directed to examine into, 
asce and determine the value of the private property belonging 


rtain, 
to officers and enlisted men in the military service of the United States 


which has been lost or destroyed in the military service since the 2ist 
day of April, 1898, without fault or negligence on the part of said 
officers and men, and the reimbursement of which is not provided for 
by any existing law; and the amount of such loss or destruction so 
ascertained and determined shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise eee and shall be in full compensa- 
tion for all such loss or destruction: Provided, That any claim which 
shall be presented and acted on under the authority of this act shall 
be held as finally determined, and shall never thereafter be reopened 
or considered: And provided further, That the liability of the Govern- 
ment under this act shall be limited to such 8 property as the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, shall decide to be reasonable, use- 
ful, necessary, and proper for such officer or enlisted man while en- 
gaged in the public service, in the line of duty; but such liability shall 
not include Fe aera lost by theft, or destroyed by use, or lost in action, 
or horses which died from natural causes, or the property of officers 
left for their own convezience in buildings owned or hired by the Gov- 
ernment: And provided further, That all claims within the scope of 
this act shall be presented within two years from the passage of this 
act, and that all such claims filed thereafter shall be forever barred. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator having the bill in 
charge if it is intended only to reach cases where losses have 
already occurred or is it to be a continuing act? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is not a continuing act, as I interpret it, 
but I am perfectly willing to have it amended by inserting the 
word “ heretofore.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, for safety, that word should be 
inserted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to amend the bill on page 1, line 7, 
by inserting the word “ heretofore” after the word “ has.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. If I may interrupt the Senator, I think the 
words which already appear in the bill will accomplish the pur- 
pose I had in mind. I did not notice them at first. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think so, too, and I therefore withdraw 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only object I had, Mr. President, was to 
guard against this bill being a permanent statute. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The only claim, Mr. President, whic, I 
know of that has arisen is in regard to property lost in the Gal- 
veston flood. The Comptroller ruled that the present statute 
of March 3, 1885, which covers cases of property lost by fire, 
although fire is not specified, did not apply to the case intended 
to be reached by this bill. I think the existing statute would 
bear the interpretation that it would cover even the Galveston 
flood case, but the Comptroller decided against it. So far as 
I know that is the only case which has arisen. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

ASHTABULA HARBOR, OHIO. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 4161) providing for the expenditure of money 
hitherto appropriated for the improvement and maintenance of 
Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio, was announced as first in order on the 
Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. It provides that of the money ap- 
propriated for the improvement and maintenance of Ashtabula 
Harbor, Ohio, in the act approved June 13, 1902, entitled “An 
act making appropriation for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,” so much as may, in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War, be deemed desirable may be expended in the exten- 
sion of the west breakwater. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MINING EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
3 read the second bill on the Calendar instead of the 

rst. 

Mr. LODGE. The first bill ought to go over. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
Calendar No. 793, being the bill (S. 271) to establish mining 
experiment stations, to aid in the development of the mineral 
resources of the United States, and for other purposes, went 


over, but it does not so appear on the printed Calendar. 


2 Mea Mr. President, what was done with Senate 
bill 271 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it 
went over when the Calendar was last under consideration, an¢, 
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By eton, it is printed in the Calendar to-day at the head of the 


Mr. TELLER. I am glad to know what has happened, be- 
cause we did not know anything about it over here, It was im- 
possible to hear what was being said. 


OBSOLETE ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES. 


The bill (S. 4378) authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance 
and ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educational 
institutions was announced as next in order, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
authorizes the Secretary of War to issue such obsolete ordnance 
and ordnance stores as may be avilable to State and Territorial 
educational institutions for purposes of drill and instruction of 
students. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to have the 
chairman of the committee who reported this bill tell us what 
kind of stores the bill refers to. I could not catch the informa- 
tion from the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I would ask, Mr. President, as perhaps the 
shortest answer to that, to have read the letter of Secretary 
Root as it appears in the report of the committee. It is very 
brief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 


requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
War Department, 


Washington, December 23, 1903. 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith a General Staff report 
relating to the issue of obsolete ordnance and ordnance stores for the 
use of State and Territorial educational institutions and recommending 
legislation upon lines which, for greater convenience, have been thrown 
eee the form of a draft bill. The recommendation of the General 
Staff has my hearty approval, and I hope that it will receive the favor- 
able consideration of Congress. The United States has now begun the 
manufacture of the new service rifle, model of 1903. It has in the 
hands of regular troops 111,764; in the hands of the organized militia, 
96,353, and In reserve, 227,824 (total, 435,941) service rifles and car- 
bines, all models (1896, 1898, 1899), commonly known as the Krag- 
Jörgensen. It has also on hand available for issue 101,190 of the old 
8 ringfelds (rifies, model 1879, 23,620; model 1884, 62,350; model 
1858, 11,187; carbines, 4,033), besides about 50,000 not yet turned in 
from the militia and a number in the hands of the 8 Scouts. 
We have not yet enough of newer models to consider the Springfields 
obsolete, but they will soon become so, and in the meantime several 
thousand of older models on hand can be used under the pro 
legislation for the purpose of military training in the schools of the 
country other than those to which details of military officers are made. 
Such training will be of material value, and I have no question that 
the proposed use of the old rifles will be of much greater military value 
than resping them in store or selling them for the trifling price which 
could > realized. Kult 
ery res v, 
* ELIHU Root, Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE W. SOULE. 


The bill (S. 559) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. Soule was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
this bill has already been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the bill be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported by the 
Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Ephraim Hunt and Julia M. Hunt, executors 
of the last will and testament of George W. Soule, deceased, the sum 
of $31,500, for loss and damage sustained by said George W. Soule by 
reason of the seizure and appropriation, against his protest, for pub- 
He pu „ by the collector of customs of San Francisco, Cal., in the 
year 10325 in the erection of the custom-house of the United States, of 
six stores, the property of said Soule, situate upon a certain square of 
land in the city of San Francisco, by him then occupied under claim of 
title, and being the same land whereon said custom-house was erected, 
said sum of $31,500 be the cost to said Soule of the erection of 
said stores in the year 1851; and said sum of money shall be in full 
pest and discharge of all claims, of every description whatever, on 

If of the estate of said George W. Soule, his heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives, t the United States. 

Sec. 2. t there is hereby appropriated, out of ia Reg the 
Treasury not otherwise . the sum of 831, for the pur- 
poses specified in this a 


Mr. TELLER. If there is a report in this case, I should like 
to have it read. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over under the rule, without prejudice. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Presitent—— 
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Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Colorado desire to 
have the report read? 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
will not withdraw his objection. Here is an old claim; it is 
very old; it has been before the committee again and again; and 
I think if the report is read the bill will probably go through 
without any objection. 

Mr. LODGE. The report is a very long one. 

Mr. TELLER. It has been a long time since the Government 
took this man's property 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right; half a century. 

Mr. TELLER. More than fifty years; and more than one 
committee has declared that he was entitled to remuneration. I 
do not desire to discuss the bill, if it is objected to, but it seems 
to me the fact that the report is a long one ought not to make any 
difference. 

10 52 LODGE. I have no objection to the bill. I think it ought 

Pass. 

Mr. TELLER. If the objection is—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether it should pass or not. 
It seems to be a very old claim, and it struck me that if it has 
waited fifty years, it might wait a day or two longer. That is 
the reason why I objected; but if it is so pressing, I will with- 
draw my objection temporarily that the Senator from Colorado 
may explain the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I could not explain from memory the exact 
details in this case, but I remember it was before the Committee 
on Claims again and again. If the report is read, I believe it 
will be satisfactory. If the Senator from Iowa is not then sat- 
isfied, he can object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report. 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. BURNHAM 
February 18, 1904, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 559) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of George W. Soule, have given 
the same a careful consi tion and beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

he material facts upon which this claim is based have been shown 
— „ under oath and by letters and other evidence specifically 
referred to. 

George W. Soule, of whose last will and testament Ephraim Hunt and 
Julia M. Hunt are the executors, was in 1850 a citizen of New York in 
3 circumstances and of high standing in his business and social re- 
ations. Early in 1851 he went to San Francisco, Cal, and was one of 
the pioneers in that locality. Large tracts of land within the limits of 
that city, partly above the high-water mark of the bay of San Fran- 
cisco and partly between bigh and low water mark, were then unoccu- 
pied. The title to much of this land was unknown and was not ascer- 
tained until some 7 — after, when it was determined by legislation 
and the decisions of the courts. 

Many of the early settlers took possession of this land without a 
title and erected thereon houses and business blocks, and thus laid the 
foundations of a aoe of the city. In no other way could the city 
have been so rapidly built up. To have waited until titles could be 
ascertained and secured would have resulted in long delay and a hin- 
drance to the growth of the city. 

The ry rights thus obtained were generally confirmed, and the 
payments, if any were made, were only nominal. 

y an ordinance known as the Van Ness ordinance, approved June 
20, 1855, and thereafter duly ratified, the city of San Francisco gave 
full title’ to those who had such rights. The material parts of this or- 
dinance were as follows: 

“Sec. 2. The city of San Francisco hereby relinquishes and grants 
all the right and claim of the city to the lands within the corporate 
limits to the parties in the actual possession thereof, by themselves or 
tenants, on or before the Ist day of January, A. D. 1855, and to 
their heirs and assigns forever + Provided, Such possession 
has been continued up to the time of the introduction of this ordi- 
nance in the common council; or, if interrupted by an intruder or 
trespasser, has been or may be recovered by legal process.” 

r. Soule took possession watt in 1851 of one of these unoccupied 
lots of land. It was a lot 275 feet square and was bounded north by 
Jackson street, east by Battery street, south by Washington street, 
and west by Sansome street. 

Much the greater part of this lot, but probably not all of it, was tide- 
land between high and low watermark. 

In June, July, and August, 1851, Mr. Soule erected on the easterly 
side of this lot six stores, Stare Se a distance of 125 feet on Jack- 
son street, at an expense of $31,500. 

While erecting these stores, or soon after their completion, in the 
same year, he obtained an alcalde grant, as it was called, and also 
sundry other conveyances in the usual form from different tors 
for different parts of said real estate, but it does not appear that any 
of these tors other than the alcalde had a title to any of the 
land which their deeds purported to convey, or any authority to make 
such conveyances. Mr. Soule states that the parties from whom he 
received these deeds said they owned the property, and he gives that 
as the reason for his obtaining these conveyances. 

Mr. Soule continued in undisturbed and peaceable possession of thts 
rty and collected the rents from his six stores, which amounted 
pit a month, until he was di: as hereinafter stated. 

He held all the title he was then able to secure, and his possession and 
rights were no different from those of all others who claimed and 


land in that vicinity. 
good 
seas ae 
mined by the courts or by legislation who were in fact the legal canes 


of the land. ; 
He paid taxes to the city of San Francisco, doubtless assessed on 
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arene ot tis lot, and the city in this way recognized his interest in 

e property. 

Me. Wale was in the full enjoyment of his property and of the rents 
derived therefrom, with no one, so far as he knew, claiming a better 
title, when in the month of September, 1852, he was ousted by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. The facts relating to this seizure by 
the Government are stated, as follows, in the opinion of the Court of 
Claims filed June 6, 1892, when, this claim having been presented and 
heard, it was determined that the court had no jurisdiction : 

* II. That in the month of September, 1852, T. Butler King, at that 
time collector of customs at the port of San Francisco, notified the 
claimant that the Government of the United States, by its proper officers, 
had decided to erect a custom-house on said premises and, without ap- 
parent authority, demanded of claimant the possession of said premises 
and improvements; that thereupon claimant refused to deliver posses- 
sion of sald premises so demanded, whereupon said King, collector as 
aforesaid, notified the claimant that he would take session of said 
premises and improvements and at the same time adv and counseled 
sald claimant to deliver to him, said King, collector as aforesaid, under 
protest, the possession of said premises and sue the collector; that Con- 

‘gress had appropriated and would appro riate money to pay property 
owners for property taken upon which to erect a custom-house, and 
thereupon the said claimant delivered to said King, collector as afore- 
said, a protest of some kind in writing, and without removing or at- 
tempting to remove said stores he had erected thereon, yielded posses- 
sion of said premises.” 

It appears from the finding and from other evidence that Mr. Soule, 
relying upon the advice and counsel of the collector, a high Government 
official, and upon the statement that Congress had appropriated and 
would appropriate money to pay property owners for property taken 
upon which to erect a custom-house, yielded up to this collector pos- 
session of the entire lot of land and the buildings he had erected 
thereon. 

Thus the Government, through its collector of customs, without the 
shadow of a claim to this property, without legal proceedings of con- 
demnation, and without compensation of any kind, compelled him to 
surrender the possession of this property. 

: It is true that Mr. Soule mig have refused to deliver up possession 

to the Government, but he relied, as other men would under the same 
circumstances, upon the assurances of this Government official. 

He filed a protest in writing, as advised, and doubtless believed that 
out of the money which the collector informed him had been or would 
be 8 by Congress for this purpose he would be fully com- 

nsated. 2 
Pe This property was taken by the Government for its own use as a site 
for a custom-house, and not by the State of California or the city of 
San Francisco, and sọ this claim is made inst the Government. 

The custom-house was erected upon the lot of land which had been, 
as above stated, in the possession of Mr. Soule and has remained there 
to this date. His buildings were taken down and removed by the Gov- 
ernment and he was thus deprived of land, the title to which in all 
probability would have been confirmed to him, and of buildings from 
which he was then deriving a very substantial income. 

The Government had no legal title whatever to this land until two 
ears after, on the 5th of September, 1854, when it obtained a deed 
rom the State of California—a deed which conveyed the use of this 
land as a site for a custom-house—with a reversion to the State when- 

ever it ceased to be used for that purpose. The full title, so far as 
the State could give a title, was not obtained by the United States until 

a second deed was given by the State on the 1st day of May, 1868. 

The Government, while neglecting to make any provision for payment 
— Mr. Soule, did recognize and admit the existence of these possessory 
rights by the act of August 4, 1854. (10 Stat. L., 559.) By that act 
$10,000 was Sppropriatad for the extinguishment of two private claims 
to the possession of a small part of the Soule land. These two claim- 
ants, Lyons and Hastings, could have had no greater right: or better 
title than Soule, 1 the Government paid to each of them the sum of 
$5,000. Neither had made any improvements on their water lots nor 
was either in possession of any part of the Soule lot when Soule com- 
menced his occupation and the erection of his buildings. 

The facts in regard to this payment by the Government are stated in 
the following letter from the Actin 1 § of the Treen Hon. 
O. L. Spaulding, to Hon. Henry W. Blair, dated February 19, 1902: 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1902. 

Sin: In reply to your letter of the 24th ultimo, relative to any pay- 
ments made to individuals in connection with the custom-house site 
in San Francisco, I have the honor to advise you as follows: 

By the act of August 4, 1854 (10 Stat. L. p. 559), the sum of 
$10,000 was appropriated for the extinguishment of private claims to 
the possession of the custom-house lot in San Francisco, and the 
Auditor for the Treasury Department, to whom the matter was referred 
for report as to the disbursement of the above-named sum, reports, 
under date of February 18, 1902, as follows: 

The $10,000 in question was disbursed as follows: $5,000 was paid 
to Henry A. Lyons for relinquishment of all his right, title, and 
interest in and to water lot No. 78, and $5,000 was paid to S. C. 
Hastings for relinguishment of all his right, title, and interest in and 
to water lot No. 70. The two lots In question formed part of the 
block on which the custom-house at San Francisco, Cal, was then 
(1854) being built. Deeds to said lots were recorded in the office of 
the recorder of San Francisco County, sent to this Office November 14, 
1854, and transmitted to the First Comptroller December 11, 1854. 
Respectfully, 


to the Court of Claims, and it was believed by the claimant that, 
under its increased poran, the court would haye jurisdiction of his 
claim. In due time the claim was presented to the court, which, after 
a hearing in the case, known as No. 15702, returned a finding of facts 
June 6, 1892, but decided, as a conclusion of law SROs those facts, 
that it had no jurisdiction of the claimant's action. e petition was 
accordingly dismissed. 

This conclusion was upon the ground that the action was not based 
upon a confract, but was an action sounding in tort, and therefore not 
within the 5 of the court. 

An appt was taken, but was not prosecuted on account of the in- 
ability of the claimant's executors, the claimant navini previously died, 
—.— rovide the means and procure the evidence for its further prose- 
cution. 

There were no other proceedings in this matter until a bill was pre- 
sented to the Fifty-seventh Congress, but no action was taken in that 
Gongo In the present Congress bilis have been presented both in 
the Senate and House in favor of the claimants. 

The Government at the time it took possession of Soule’s land and 
buildings had no title whatever and no right, by condemnation pro- 
ceedings or otherwise, to oust Soule from his possession. e was un 
then in the undisturbed occupation of this land and the buildings he 
had erected thereon. For sixteen months he had held possession and 
his right to continue A sein yd occupation was ‘fa except against one 
— 5 had a better title. This superior right the Government did not 

ave. 

The 3 to the Government by its ejection of Mr. Soule was 
very considerable. It obtained immediate 8 and avoided the 
expense and delay of legal proceedings. It also secured the property 
for much less than its real value. 

It was decided by the courts that the State of California held the 
title to tide lands between high and low water mark. A considerable 
part, but perhaps not all,-of the Soule land was between these marks, 
and when, two years after the Government took possession of this Jeno, 
it was decided to purchase this tide land from the State, agents a 
upon by both parties reported the value of the land to be $300,000, 
The Government paid the State, upon the xn of the use and occupa- 
tion of this land, as above stated, September 5, 1854, only the sum of 
$150,000. At a subsequent date, May 1, 186$, the Government paid 
the State another $150,000 for all the Hane nue and interest of the 
State in and to the land in question. In the meantime the property 
had greatly increased in value and the total amount paid by Gov- 
ernment was much less than the real value of the property. 

The loss to Mr. Soule by this eviction on the part of the Government 
was very large in amount, and the uences of this action were 
ruinous to the financial interests of the claimant and his family. 

Directly he lost the full amount of the cost of his build „ which, by 
conclusive evidence, is shown to have been $31,500. In addition he lost 
the rents of the buildings, which at that time amounted to $21,600 a 
year. If he had remained in possession of these buildings during the 
two years between the taking by the Government and its securing a 
title from the State on the 5th of September, 1854, he would have re- 
ceived from that source of income $43,200. 

If the Government had taken the usual means of securing title to 
the property under the right of eminent domain there would have been 
the long delays incident to such proceedings, and during that time Mr. 
Soule would have been in possession, and in all probability would have 
received a large amount from the rentals of these 1 and if he 
had not been dispossessed by the Government he would have been, so 
far as his interests in this property were concerned, in no different 
a from that of a large number who took possession of land in 

an Francisco, as he did, and whose titles were confirmed to them by 
the Van Ness ordinance. 

The loss to him on this account may be said to be conjectural; but 
no reason is su ted why he, if undisturbed by the Government, would 
not have shared in the benefits of this confirmation of title, as did many 
and perhaps all others who had taken ession of land, as he did, in 
that new and ra | F siarter] city. e amount of dama. he thus 
sustained would ificult to estimate; but some impression may be 
sanen gan the amount actually paid by the Government for the title 
of the State. 

The committee has considered the question of delay in the prosecu- 
tion of this claim. 

It has been judicially settled by the decision of the Court of Claims 
above referred to that there has never been any remedy for Mr. Soule 
except through action of Congress. 

It apposti from the letter of Ephraim Hunt, one of the executors of 
his will, to Hon. Henry W. Blair, dated November 30, 1902, a copy of 
which is hereto annexed and marked “ Exhibit A,” that soon after the 
Government seized his property Mr. Soule was prostrated by a severe 
iliness and was carried on a stretcher aboard a steamer which brought 
him home, Some time in 1853, against the advice of his physician, he 
returned to look after his affairs and remained until January, 1855. 
Again he suffered from Illness and for several years his health was 
completely broken. 

In the meantime his witnesses had gone, a change of administration 
had brought into office a new collector and other new officials, and a 
little Jater the former collector, Mr. King, died. 

In December, 1852, Mr. Soule put all the panes relating to this 

Popery; including bis deeds and a copy of the protest delivered to 

ollector King, into the hands of Mr. James E. Wainwright, and when 
he returned, in 1853, he learned that Mr, Wainwright had gone to Japan 
and was dead. Mr. Soule was never able to find any of these papers. 

Some time during the sixties he began to search for his witnesses, 
Lhe flini still in poor health and but little, if anything, was accom- 
plis 

The civil war and the difficulties to be overcome, arising in part from 
the long distance across the continent and the expense and delay of 
communication before the building of a transcontinental railroad, his 
continued Ill health, and want of means may account for his not prose- 
cuting a claim during a considerable period after the loss of his 
property. 

e had become impoverished, and from 1872 until his death was in 
the care of Mr. and Mrs. Hunt, the executors, either in their own home 
or elsewhere. 

t appears from a letter written by Mr. Hunt to Hon. Henry W. 
Blair, dated November 23, 1903, a copy of which is hereto annexed 
and marked Exhbit B, that it was not until the seventies that he had 
succeeded in getting together some of the papers to establish his claim. 

He was, then, as this letter states, “ sick again, to death's door, given 
over by the doctors, pronounced incurable.” His disease would natu- 
A regart as therein stated, in bis being “ completely broken in health 
and spirit.’ 


O. 8 
0 core tary. 
Hon. HENRY W. BLATE, . 
213 East Capitol Street, Washington, D. C. 


A claim for damages amounting to $133,200 was presented to the 
Forty-eighth Congress, which claim Included the cost of the buildin: 
$31,500—and the title of the land on which the same were standing. 
An adverse report from the Committee on Claims of the House was 
submitted at that time. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 28, 
1884, annexed as a part of that report, states that no reference to Mr. 
Soule's claim is found in the accounts, records, or correspondence of 
the Department. 

The House report seems to have been based on the fact that Mr. 
Soule did not prove any title to the premises. 

This claim was again presented to the House of Representatives in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, bat no action was taken from the fact that 
during that Congress an act was passed giving enlarged jurisdiction 


518 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 6, 


He, however, partially recovered and, in 1881, secured the assist- 
ance of counsel and presented his claim to Congress. 

The effort to secure favorable action upon this claim appears to 
have been continuous from that time up to the date of the decision 
of the Court of Claims, June 6, 1892 


An appeal was taken from this decision, but was not prosecuted 
from lack of means. Mr. Soule had died before the decision was 
filed, the papers were again lost through no fault of the executors; 
two agents, or attorneys, upon whom sss ogee one in Washington, 
D. C., and another in Lebanon, N. II., d died, and the executors 
were without means. They afterwards were enabled to secure other 
assistance, and presented their claim to the Fifty-seventh Congress, 

The facts last stated appear in a letter from Mr. Hunt to Hon. 
Henry W. Blair, dated January 2, 1903, a copy of which is hereto 
annexed, and marked Exhibit C.“ 

The committee finds, under the circumstances that have appeared in 
this case, that there have not been such laches or . on the part 
i 72 5 * or his executors as to justify a denial of the claim upon 

ground. 
The State of California owned the tideland, as above stated, and 
conveyed that part of the land in question to the Government, but it 
is claimed by the counsel for Mr. and Mrs. Hunt that a strip of land 
bordering on Jackson street was above high-water mark and that this 
strip was never conveyed to the Government, but now belongs of 
right to the heirs of Mr. Soule under his alcalde grant. 

The bill as amended provides that the arua of the sum herein- 
after named shall be in full discharge of all claims against the United 
States of any description in favor of said Soule, his heirs and legal 
representatives. 

n view of the possible claim that might be made to a part of the 
land in question and in view of the great advantage the Government 
has derived from its unauthorized act in taking possession of the 
property and of the great and irreparable loss to Mr. Soule, his heirs, 
and legal representatives, occasioned by this act, the committee has 
found that the claimants should be Mag the sum of $31,500. 

The taking of this 83 by the Government without legal right, 
the great equities in the case in favor of the claimants, and the sexton 
results to the claimant and his family, hy which they have become im- 

verished and deprived of the means of more seasonably prosecuting 

eir claim, would seem to Tsu the payment of a much larger amount 
than is allowed by the amended bill. 

The committee, however, after a careful consideration of the evidence 
and of all the circumstances surrounding the claim, have concluded to 
eliminate all that part of the claim which sr be ed as uncer- 
tain or too remote, and have allowed only the amount that has been 
clearly established as the cost of the 1 which the Government 
took ron Mr. Soule and destroyed, and for which no compensation was 
ever made. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill when 
amended as follows : y 
4 Sane out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Ephraim Hunt and Julia M. Hunt, executors of 
the last will and testament of George W. Soule, deceased, the sum of 
$31.500, for loss and damage sustained by said George W. Soule by 
reason of the seizure and appropriation, against his protest, for public 

8, by the collector of customs of San Francisco, Cal., in the Tor 
185 „ in the erection of the custom-house of the United States, of six 
stores, the property of said Soule, situate upon a certain mare of land 
in the city of San Francisco, by him then occupied under claim of title, 
and being the same land whereon said custom-house was erected, said 
sum of $51,500 being the cost to said Soule of the erection of said 
stores in the year 1851; and said sum of oy shall be in full pay- 
ment and discharge of all claims of every d ption whatever on be- 
half of the estate of said George W. Soule, his heirs and legal represent- 
atives, against the United States. 

“Sec, 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of an in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $31,5 he pur- 
poses specified in this act.“ 


mone 
for 


EXHIBIT A. 
GRAFTON CENTER, N. H.. November 30, 1902. 

My Dear Sm: Mr. Soule went to California late in 1849 and was 
an importer direct from the producers of French wines and brandjes. 

That is why he had to do with T. Butler King, collector of the port, 
and whom he had previously known. He had prospered, and, haying 
erected his stores on unoccupied land, sup he had all the rights 
of “the squatter,” and, with his rents and his own business, was on 
the high road to great wealth, as he supposed. 

But when the Government seized his stores, reduced in strength from 
a robust health, he was prostrated by the loss of his income, and, 
given over by the doctors, was carried on a stretcher hastily aboard a 
steamer just ready to sail, without “ bag or baggage.” 

His sickness extended far into 1853, but, improving somewhat, he 
ventured to return to look after his affairs against the advice of doc- 
tors and friends. He remained until January, 1855, having been 
absent one year and three months, or thereabouts. 

Ill health and great anxiety about his unsettled affairs in San Fran- 
cisco brought back his illness, complicated with diseases incident to 
change of climate and crossing the Isthmus, and his health was com- 
pletely broken for several years. 

His other business affairs and the scatterin; 
the four quarters of the globe made it im ble to touch his claim 
against the Government. As he thought that was so just and clear 
a case, he attended as far as he was able to his other affairs. 

Meantime his own baggage, left at San Francisco, and also Collector 
King's, na both gone astray to Honolulu or Australia, or nobody ever 

ew where. 

Mr. King’s death about the same time still further embarrassed the 
case, and fe was not until the sixties that he rallled enough to begin 
the search for his witnesses (tenants), who were speculators—here 
to-day and in Australia or China to-morrow. The seizure of the stores 
had scattered them. 

He started to recover his claim from the Government before he had 
recovered his health and finances. During his long sickness my wife's 
property sustained himself and family. 

m 1872 until his death they were in our care, either in our own 
rovided be f us. 

his life he had the most abiding faith that the Govern- 
finally do him justice and pay him for the stores and 


of all his tenants to 


house or in a rent 

All throu, 
ment woul 
land. 


And on the last day of his life he sald to my wife: “I shall not get 
it, but you will—it is yours, and you deserve it.” 
I can say no more and only this, because it was so well known to 
members of the family. g 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 


If you and Mr. Currier think. best for Mrs. Hunt to go to Washing- 
ton, she might be able to get enough or half enough to start. * 
H. 


E. Hunt. 


ExHIRTT B. 


UNION VILLAGE, VT., November 23, 1903. 

Dran Sm: Am in receipt of yours of the 18th. I should like, of 
course, to come to Washington, but absolutely haye no money to en- 
able me to do so. 

Have income of barely 65 cents a day for five (5) ) persons, 

In your clear statement of the case you have rel upon the “ argu- 
mentum ad judiciam.” That is right. As to the age of the claim, some 
two or three years ago Congress allowed a claim for property de- 
stroyed“ one hundred and one years before to the very remote heirs of 
George Washington. 

Our claim is for property. still In existence, and of increased value, 
and a squatter’s right is “ adscriptus glebae and never dies, and Sena- 
tor Hoar as a profound and learned jurist knows this. 

You say, ae Oley of thirty years? There was no such delay. As 
has been said, . Soule returned to California against advice of doc- 
tors and came home in 1853 and had-a long sickness of several years, 
and was not able to attend to business affairs until 1861, and then a 
four years’ war, from a kind of inherited patriotism, delayed any de- 
mand upon the Government, overburdened with expenses, and not until 
the seventies had he suc ed in getting together some of the papers to 
establish his claim. 

He was then sick again, to death's door, given over by the doctors, 

ronounced incurable—trouble with bladder and peg peor to use 
Pre catheter for twenty years, last five or six by the aid of pbysician, 
As one can see, he was completely broken in health and spirit. 

But after resting three years in ing at my expense he rallied 
and again tried to earn pcg i support his family and at the 
same time prepare his claim, and, like “ Duos qui sequitur lepores, neu- 
trum capit,” he at last, in 1881, decided he would call counsel to his 
aid, but did not get a full hearing until 1886, as you have set forth. 

So that really there was only forced delay until now, for after 1892 
we were without papers, waiting, as he had done, to secure the evidence, 
Governor Boutwell haying lost the papers, and we did not have means 
Pera on the case, further embarrassed by my entire lack of business 
a v. 

Senator Hoar, with his broad knowledge of human affairs, will not 
fail to see how matters would be forced to drift with a man SODNI 
broken in health and leaning for assistance upon one who could only 
aid him to liye and support his family, but of no business capacity to 
assist him, Indeed, he seemed to feel that all he would have to do 
was to present his case to the Government and it would at once be ad- 
justed—it was so clear and strong. 

The strange combination of accidents and misfortunes, causing so 
much delay in presenting the claim, make a modern romance of facts 
stranger than fiction. z 

I have your answer to letter I sent yesterday. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 


E. Hunt. 
ExHIBIT C. 


- GRAFTON CENTER, N. H., January 2, 1903. 

My Dear Sin: Mrs. Hunt reminds me I forgot to tell wr a quite 
important fact. After Governor Boutwell had closed his Washington 
office and we had decided to take the claim to Congress, from lack of 
funds to prosecute it in Supreme Court, to which governor arent it 
on his own motion, and said he thought he could win it, Mrs. Hunt 
went to him to get the papers in the case, and he told her that in 
moving from Washington to Groton two boxes of books and papers 
were lost, and in them were the Soule papers, and if he ever found 
them he would send them to her. (Not yet done.) 

This he told her in his son's office in Boston. Here was another loss 
of papers, and by an ex-secretary and governor, only in transit from 
Washington to Massachusetts. as not this discouraging? Was it 
not more wonderful than the loss of the original pers by King and 
Soule, when their baggage went astray to Honolulu and Australia, 
when transportation was more clad A 

Well, we waited in hopes to receive the paes but have not. 

Then we must do the best we could—of course with no papers we 
could present no case to anyone. 

Well, we had some ¢orrespondence with a Washington firm of agents, 
on recommendation of a friend, Steinberger & Co., or something of 
that kind, I forget name, but thé principal died and firm dissolved. ` 

Then we got what papers we could find, and Mr. Spring, of Lebanon, 
whom you must have known, was to take the case, and he copied the 
records of the Court of Claims, which I forwarded to you at the outset, 
and, as you know, he too died, and we were again afloat. 

We had notice that Mr. Currier would be elected, and knowing his 
5 75 5 we waited and deemed ourselves fortunate to secure your aid 

e case. 
So you see how we have had to work for ten years and wait. 
Hoping you will now be successful, I am, 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR. 


SAS 55 I ask that the bill may go over without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice. The Secretary will announce 
the next business on the Calendar. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 


The bill (H. R. 1513) for the relief of estate of George W. 
Saulpaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 


E. HUNT 
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with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 
8 the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
d directed to pay to the estate of George W. Saulpaw the sum of 
$7,000, In full compensation for the steamer Alfred Ro taken by the 
Hanae leant ye Manag athe Nee Conant 
ppro 
in th ot otherwi ria 7,000 fo 
e Treasury no 0 se appropriated, $ x the purpose 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY BASH. 


The bill (S. 2749) for the relief of Henry Bash was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Henry Bash the sum of $1,260, being the amount due him for 
office rent and expenses incurred by him while United States 
shipping commissioner at Port Townsend, Wash., from July 1, 
1886, to October 1, 1891, being sixty-three months, at $20 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PLATTING OF MINING CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 181) to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in 
connection with mining claims was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides that all moneys heretofore or here- 
after deposited in any United States depository under the rules 
and regulations of the General Land Office for platting of min- 
ing claims and other office work in the office of any surveyor- 
general connected with proceedings to obtain patents shall be 
deemed an appropriation for the objects contemplated by such 
rules and regulations, and authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause the sums so deposited to be placed to the 
credit of the proper appropriation for platting and other office 
work in obtaining patents for mining claims. But any excesses 
in such sums over and above the actual cost of such platting 
and office work, comprising all expenses incidental thereto, and 
for which they were severally deposited, shall be repaid to the 
depositors, respectively; such payments to be made upon a 
statement of account therefor by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALFRED BURGESS. 

The bill (S. 4224) to correct the naval record of Alfred Bur- 
gess was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. The Secretary will 
read the report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Pratt of New York February 23, 1904, and read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
Alfred Burgess, ha 


4224) to correct the nayal record of ving previously 
given the case consideration, report the same favorably and 
recommend that it do par 824. 11715 hereto and making a part of this 
5 Senate Report Fifty-seventh C second session. 


rt is as follows: 
= The ommittee on Naval 4 to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4906) to correct the naxal record of Alfred Burgess, report the same 
favorably and recommend that it do pass 
“The records show that the said arses enlisted in the Rag ts on 
June 23, 3 as a first-class fireman, for two years; that he served 
on board the U. S. S. Sonoma and deserted from that vessel — 2 


ppea 
Oe ne nites, State d John A. Pingree, late acting third 
engineer, es and Jo 
— engineer, United Skates Navx, hereto attached and made a 
part of this report, that the charge of desertion entered the 
said Burgess was an error and due to the neglect of the paymaster of 
the ship on which he was serving. 

“The fact is, aceording to the eer at above mentioned, the said 
Burgess was transferred from the U. S. Sonoma to the New York 
Navy-Yard in July, 1863, rated as a 18 fireman, on account of 
his abilities as blacksmith and fireman. 

“The committee believe that an injustice has been done the said 
Alfred Burgess, and that the charge of desertion standing against him 
upon the naval records should be removed.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything from the Navy Depart- 
ment to show that the beneficiary served in the New York 
Navy-Yard? 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not the transfer show it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 


Mr.GALLINGER. There is a communication from the Navy 
Department in the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 15, 1898. 
Referring to your communication of the 12th instan uest- 
—. 25 be furnished, for the use of the Committee on Naval Aale in 
the consideration of the bill (S. 4104) to relieve Alfred B 
the charge of desertion, with the views of the artment in regard to 
neg 8 to state that 


1 k propriety ot the legislation pro * — — 
m an examination of the reco the case of B 
cat enlisted in thi 


jurgess 

e Navy June 23, 1862. poy a a n et fireman, for 

two years; served = board the U. S. S. Sonoma, and deserted from that 

vessel August 31. 1863. 

It appears from an examination of the records of the Department 
gen on June 18, —.— the case of Burgess was considered wi 

the removal from his record of 2 charge 

faci of the act of Con 


The ent sees no reason f legislation in this case. 
The question whether or not such relief mid be granted the applicant 
would appear to be a matter for the 1 of the Congress. 
ery respectfully, 


JOHN D. Lone, Secretary. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 1 
Chairman 


Committee on Naval agais 
United States Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything in the report to show 
that the beneficiary ever went to the place where it is stated he 
was transferred? Mr. President, it is an important point there. 
If this man was transferred, there is some record of it, and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs ought to present that record. There 
is no trouble about the record = he was transferred to another 
branch of the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri to two affidavits which appear 
in the report made by the senior Senator from New York rela- 
tive to this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those affidavits are not record evidence. 
You can not substantiate a man’s service for the Government 
simply by the afidavit of some other party. The Government 
keeps a record of all its employees of every kind, and the record 
ought to show the transfer. If he performed any service for 
the Government, the Government paid him for it, and there is 
a record of it. I must ask that the bill go over until that ques- 
tion can be answered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over under the rule, without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the claimant was transferred, as the 
affidavits state, there is a record of it, and the record is the 
best evidence of it and it ought to be the only evidence. Oral 
testimony to prove service of that kind will not do, particularly 
in army and navy service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice under the rule. 


J. M. BLOOM. 


The bill (S. 1586) for the relief of J. M. Bloom was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Postmaster- 
General to cause the account of J. M. Bloom, late postmaster at 
Clearfield, State of Pennsylvania, to be credited with $189.12, 
and to eause the credit to be certified to the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department, being on account of 
loss of $123 in postal funds by robbery of the post-office on the 
10th day of February, 1897, and $66.12 for expenses incurred in 
the effort to apprehend the burglars, it appearing that the loss 
was without fault or negligence on the part of the late post- 
master, and appropriates $189.12 to pay the claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CUSTIS PARKE UPSHUR. 

The bill (S. 2020) for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Custis Parke Upshur $787.82, being the amount due him for 
office rent and expenses incurred by him while United States 
shipping commissioner at Astoria, in the State of Oregon, from 
July 1, 1886, to October 1, 1891, being for five years and three 
months, at $12.50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
FULTON from the Committee on Claims February 24, 1904. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is House bill 14749, 
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STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, it seems important, in the begin- 
ning of this discussion, to call attention to the peculiar history 
of the pending bill. 

Following the defeat of the omnibus statehood bill in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, there was introduced early in the first 
session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, in this Chamber, by Mr. 
Quay, on November 16, 1903, Senate bill 878, to enable the peo- 
ple of New Merico to form a constitution and State government, 
and Senate bill 879, being a similar bill providing for the ad- 
mission of Arizona as a State. 

The first bill introduced in the House of Representatives in 
the Fifty-eighth Congress was H. R. No. 1, a bill to enable the 
people of New Mezico to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union, introduced by the Dele- 
gate from New Mexico, Mr. Robey. 

On the same day there was introduced in the House another 
bill (H. R. 24) intended to provide for the union of Oklahoma 
and the Indian Territory as one State. 

On the following day (November 10) another bill (H. R. 848) 
intended to provide for the admission of Arizona alone was in- 
troduced by the Delegate from Arizona, Mr. Wilson. A week 
later there was introduced by the Delegate from Oklahoma, Mr. 
McGuire, H. R. 4078, a bill intended to provide for the admis- 
sion of Oklahoma alone. On January 14, 1904, another bill 
(H. R. 10010) intended to provide for the admission of Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory united as a State was introduced 
by Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana, in the beginning of the second ses- 
sion of the Fifty-eighth Congress, March 5, 1904. A bill (H. R. 
18524) providing for the admission of Indian Territory alone 
as a State was introduced by Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

It will be observed that while two of these bills proposed the 
union of Oklahoma and Indian Territory, all of the rest, five 
in number (S. 879, S. 878, H. R. 848, II. R. 4078, H. R. 13524), 
were intended to permit each of the four Territories to be 
admitted separately. None of the bills proposed the union of 
New Mexico and Arizona, and the people of these Territories 
have never asked for joint statehood. 

The bill (H. R. 14749) now under consideration by the Senate 
was introduced by the chairman of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories and referred to his committee on April 4, 1904 It was 
reported back to the House of Representatives on April 8, 1904, 
without amendment, having been in the hands of the committee 
three days. On April 19, 1904, the bill was taken up for con- 
sideration by the House as in Committee of the Whole House, 
under a rule reported by the Committee on Rules, limiting the 
debate, excluding intervening motions, and providing for a vote 
on the bill on its final passage at 4 o’clock of that day. No 
amendments were permitted under the rule, except such as had 
been proposed in the rule; and the bill, as thus amended, was 
passed by the House on April 19, 1904, after a debate lasting 
three and one-half hours. No bill of the kind was ever intro- 
duced in either House of Congress until this bill was brought 
out of the committee by the chairman of the House Committee 
on the Territories. 

Some of the Members who participated in the debate ex- 
pressed regret that the limitations for the consideration of a 
measure so imporant prevented them from presenting certain 
amendments which, in their opinions, would probably have been 
accepted, and if accepted would have removed what was re- 
garded as serious objections to the bill. 

The bill was never read before the House. (See p. 5152, 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, April 19, 1904.) 

I have recited these facts as they appear on the record of the 
legislative history of the measure which the Senate is now con- 
sidering, for the purpose of showing that the people of Arizona 
and New Mexico, through their representatives, or otherwise, 
have never applied to be joined in statehood, and no bill was 
ever before introduced in Congress for such purpose, but that 
such proposition originated in the Committee on the Territories 
of the House of Representatives. It does not, therefore, appear 
that the committee was prompted by any consideration of the 
wishes of the people of the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico, but its action was in direct disregard of the protests 
made in their behalf. z 

In the absence of any explanation given in their report or 
elsewhere, we are compelled, therefore, to presume that the 


measure was suggested only by what a majority of the members 
of the committee in the House regarded as best for the common 
weal of the whole people of the United States, and that in their 
judgment such consideration is paramount and justifies its re- 
fusal to regard the wishes and interests of the people directly | 
interested. But, if such be the case, there is nothing in the 
House report indicating how such a conclusion has been reached 
and it remains to be explained by Senators who are support- 
ing the measure how it has become necessary that this bill shall 
be passed in order that the best interests of the Republic shall 
be conserved or promoted. 

In view of the facts concerning the history of the measure, 
I wish to express my gratification that the rules of the Senate 
accord to its members the fullest opportunity and latitude for 
debate, and that they secure for this or any other measure as 
full and deliberate consideration as its importance merits. 

Senators who are opposing the passage of this bill, as a whole 
or unless it is amended so as to eliminate all portions of it 
which apply to New Mexico and Arizona, are expecting to have 
full latitude under these rules and successfully to dispel any 
idea that may be entertained that there is any present public 
necessity for safeguarding or promoting the common interests 
by the enactment of this bill in its entirety. 

In this short session of Congress, which will be taken up prin- 
cipally by the consideration of the great appropriation bills. 
there will be presented to the Senate for its consideration no 
measure more important than the statehood bill. It affects 
the rights and political destiny of nearly 2,000,000 of our own 
American people and proposes to terminate the control of Con- 
ies over the only contiguous territory belonging to the United 

es. 

The creation of new States has often marked some important 
epoch in the political history of the nation and too frequently 
has signified the accomplishment of some selfish scheme of the 
political party which at the time controlled the Government. 
There does not appear to be any circumstances by which either 
of the great political parties of this day can secure any sure 
advantage by either the enactment or defeat of this measure; 
and I believe that Senators can not be persuaded to let any 
hope for political advantage to either of the parties, whose 
representatives are supposed to be divided by the central aisle 
of this Chamber, prevent them from considering this measure 
only on the higher plane of duty to the Republic and to the 
people most directly interested in it. 

I have no objections to the proposed joining of Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory to make a State of the Union, but I believe 
that it would be more consistent with the principles of our 
Government to permit the people of each of the Territories, 
separately, to vote upon the proposition, and to require a vote 
of the majority of the qualified electors of each Territory to 
ratify the proposed constitution of the new State. These Ter- 
ritories have made great advance in the development of their 
resources and are already populous. 

The combined area of the two Territories is about seventy 
thousand square miles—about the size of Missouri. Oklahoma 
and Indian Territory contain 11,000 square miles less than 
Kansas and 17,000 square miles more than Arkansas, and their 
joint area is less than three-fourths of the area of Colorado—all 
being their neighboring States. 

The aggregate population of the two Territories is probably 
far beyond a million. 

The organic act creating the temporary government for Okla- 
homa provided for the addition, from time to time, of large por- 
tions of the Indian Territory. By this organic act it is apparent 
that it was not intended to draw a permanent line of division 
between Oklahoma and Indian Territory, but that Oklahoma 
should be enlarged by adding other lands within the Indian Ter- 
ritory whenever the Indian nation or a tribe on such lands shall 
assent to the extension. 

Indian Territory is practically without a government and has 
no representation in Congress. Before the proposed constitu- 
tion of the new State shall be in force the lands belonging to 
the Five Civilized Tribes will have been allotted and disposed 
po and all of the Indians will haye become citizens of the United 

tates. 

By the Curtis Act, and various agreements with the Five 
Tribes, tribal courts were abolished July 1, 1898, and all tribal 
ere and government of the five nations are to cease March 

1906. : 

Of the whole population of the Indian Territory the Indians 
of pure and mixed blood, who have intermarried whites and 
negroes, and adopted citizens, constitute only one-fifth of the 
inhabitants of the Territory. The remaining four-fifths of the 
inhabitants of the Territory haye no connection with tribes, 
and are white people with a small percentage of negroes, whose 
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citizenship in the States from which they came has qualified 
them for statehood. 

This large population of white people is without adequate 
schools, except those which have been provided by the Govern- 
ment for incorporated towns. It is estimated that 100,000 white 
children in the Territory are without free educational oppor- 
tunities, 

There seems to be, therefore, not only a sufficient prepared- 
ness, but a necessity for statehood. 

But as to the proposition to join Arizona and New Mexico, 
I am not in accord with the majority of the Senate Committee 
on Territories, of which I haye the honor to be a member; but 
I believe that Arizona, at least, has a right to protest against 
this measure, and has sufliciently indicated to Congress that 
her people are earnestly protesting against the proposed at- 
tempt to coerce them to accept joint statehood with New Mex- 
ico. At no time have the people of either of the Territories of 
Arizona or New Mexico expressed any desire to have joint 
statehood. 

At the hearings held December 11, 15, 17, 1903, and on Janu- 
ary 6, 1904, before the House Committee on the Territories, ref- 
erence was made for the first time to the proposition of joining 
Arizona and New Mexico. It occurs in the statement before the 
House committee by Mr. Ropey, the Delegate from New Mexico. 
(See Hearings, Vol. II, p. 631, and on pp. 64, 66, and 70.) He 
introduced the subject himself by saying: 

There is no use in mincing matters. It is better for the Delegates 
from the Territories to be plain with the committee. There is a senti- 
ment in the East, as we know it was developed in the opposition to 
statehood last winter, in favor of making an effort to join the Terri- 


tories of New Mexico and Arizona as one State when they come into 
the Union. 


And, continuing, he said: 


The people of the Territory of Arizona, as I am at present advised. 
would vote as a unit against such a bill; and 60 or more per cent of 
the people of New Mexico would vote this minute to defeat a constitu- 
tion under it. If they shall change their minds it will only be by 
coercion after this Congress has denied their just demands. . 


That was the testimony of Delegate Ropry. At the same 
hearing Hon. E. E. Ellinwood, of Prescott, Ariz., for five years 
United States district attorney, said (p. 145): 


If you can not benefit the Territory of Arizona, do not do her an in- 
jury. New Mexico does not want us tied to her, and we do not want 
to tied to New Mexico. We want statehood, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, but we are not insane on the subject of statehood. If you can 
not admit Arizona with its 113,000 square miles, with its resources, 
with its American population, leave us out. + 

Gentlemen of the committee, take up the New Mexico bill and 
take up the Oklahoma bill and pass it; and let Arizona rema: 
is rather than po us together. 

tory a 


ss it; 
as it 
We will be loyal. We would prefer to 
remain a Terr bsolutely indefinitely, forever, until we work out 
our own salvation. We will do it. For heaven's sake do not strike 
us in the face if you can not Delp us up. This is the preference of the 
people. I know the conditions in the Territory, and no one will a 
pear before you who will not tell you the same thing. Arizona 
unanimous on this subject. We will not have it if we can help it. 


Mr. Ellinwood was asked the following question : 


By what authority do you speak; on behalf of your Territory, sayin, 
that you are united in igs Pig? on to being joined with any other Terri- 
tory to form a State? it simply your judgment about it, or has 
there been a vote, or a town meeting? 


His reply was: 


I will state to the gentleman that since this question has been up I 
panh E been in eyery county in the Territory, and nearly every town 
in every county. I am with the people all the time; I am in the 
courts with the jurors and witnesses all the time; and I have never 
heard one man in the Territory of Arizona express himself favorably 
to any such joining of the two Territories. 


The Delegate from Arizona, Mr. Witson, being asked (Jan- 
uary 15, 1904) by the chairman of the committee: 


Su ponn that you were confronted with the question whether you 
coul admitted with New Mexico or not at all, would you rather 
wait, or would you rather be joined? 
replied: 

We would rather wait until the crack of doom before we would ever 
consent to it, and if stronger language is necessary I will use it. 

Mr. Rogpinson. Is that the sentiment of your people? 

Mr. Witson. Yes, sir; absolutely. 

Mr. Rogrnson. Will that sentiment change? 

Mr. Witson. It never will. It will only grow more violent. 


In each case these witnesses gave in full the reasons why the 
people of Arizona are not only unwilling to be joined with New 
| Mexico in joint statehood, but strongly protest against it. This 
protest was early expressed by the governor of Arizona in his 


report to the Secretary of the Interior for the year ended June 
30, 1903. He said (p. 205): 


While the people of Arizona are unanimous in their desire for the ad- 
mission of the Territory as a State and feel that the longer this boon 
is denied them the longer is a t injustice being done to a hardy, 

i honest, straightforward, and patriotic people, still they are as unanimous 

In their opposition to a union with zy tate or part of State or Terri- 

tory, even ges by such a union could the desired boon be attained. 
ey have withstood the dangers and vicissitudes of frontier life too 


many years; they have worked too hard to mold a State from the des- 
ert; they have expended too much time and energy in the upbuilding 
of their Territorial public institutions to at this late day desire to sur- 
render control to others. + Arizonans desire admission to 
statehood, feeling sure that, under the stimulus given by the more sta- 
ble form of government, Arizona will Se ot na to the front and 
soon become one of the most prosperous of all the States of our Repub- 
lic. They feel without exception that a union with the Territory of 
New Mexico as one State. by whatever name it may be known, would 
make a State too unwieldy for the proper administration of public 
affairs; that such a union would be disastrous to all concerned, and 
would be rather an obstacle than a help to progressive advancement 
for either. 

And in his last report, for the year ended June 30, 1904, after 
the bill under discussion had been passed by the House, the gov- 


ernor of Arizona says (p. 14): 


Finding themselves confronted with a plan to unite their Territory 
with New Mexico, the people of Arizona have protested Torona; and 
they will continue to do so until they have defeated this repugnant 
scheme. The injustice of it should rea ny appeal to all. 

The two Territories, as they stand, are different in many ways. They 
have little in common; their lands are dissimilar. It is doubtful if 
they could ever become reconciled to exist under one form of State gov- 


ernment. 
* I can not add to the prore that has already been made by 


. * 
the people of the Territory of Arizona against this reprehensible meas- 


ure, and I have only to say that vee! would desire that their Common- 
wealth remain a Territory indefinitely rather than be joined with New 
Mexico. They desire to come into the Union as the State of Arizona, 
with the present Territorial boundary, and until, in the wisdom of the 
nation's legislators, they are permitted to do this, they are content to. 
remain as they are, trusting in the justice of the future years to bring 
the boon so earnestly sought. 

The people of Arizona, alarmed by the intimation that such 
a proposition was being entertained by the House Committee 
on Territories a year ago, quickly sent earnest protests to 
their Delegate, that he might present them to Congress; and 
we find these protests printed in full in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, pages 5111 to 5118, filling eight pages. They are the 
resolutions passed by the people in mass meetings in all the 
principal. towns and cities and throughout the counties of 
Arizona, and by municipal bodies, county supervisors, boards 
of trade, chambers of commerce, etc. They are positive dec- 
larations “that the people of Arizona are unalterably opposed 
to New Mexico and Arizona being consolidated and made one 
State; that they prefer to remain as citizens of a Territory 
than to enter the sisterhood of States under such condition ;” 
and they pray that “no bill be passed providing for the union 
of New Mexico and Arizona into a single State.” 

The newspapers of Arizona also have repeatedly given ex- 
pression to the almost unanimous opposition by the people of 
that Territory to this measure. The sentiment of opposition 
is shared by the people and press of both political parties of 
Arizona. Were it necessary or advisable, many pages of the 
Recorp could be filled with hundreds of newspaper articles 
in support of this statement. Specimens of these denunciations 
by the press of Arizona are perpetuated in the Appendix, 
printed in connection with the admirable remarks of Mr. 
NEEDHAM, one of the Representatives from California, on 
pages 5130 to 5132 of volume 38 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I am personally informed, from yarious reliable sources, that 
most of the best-known men of Arizona, among them Chief 
Justice Kent, of the Territory, and ex-Governor Murphy, of Ari- 
zona, strongly express their own disapproval of the proposed 
jointure of the two Territories, and state that the opposition of 
the people is almost unanimous. 

Governor Otero, of New Mexico, a Republican in politics and 
originally an appointee of President McKinley in his first term, 
is of Spanish descent on the paternal side and qualified in every 
way to speak of the popular sentiment in the two Territories 
respecting this measure. 

There is no doubt that the great majority of the people of New 
Mexico are opposed to joining New Mexico and Arizona into one Com- 
monwealth as is proposed by pending legislation.. Even the small per- 
centage who would acquiesce in such a consolidation prefer single 
and separate statehood for each Territory. This is not due to any 
innate animosity between the two Territories, but to the inherent 
differences jn population, in legislation, in industries, in contour, in 
ideals, and from an historic and ethnologic standpoint, not to mention 


that the consolidation of two Commonwealths like New Mexico and 


Arizona into one is unprecedented in American history. 


And Governor Otero has said, in even a more emphatic man- 
ner, in a recent interview as reported by the newspapers, the 
following: 


The new State would be an unnatural and an unwilling alliance. It 
would be the coercion of two populations, which are unlike in character, 
in ambition, and 14 85 in occupation. 

The union would be abhorrent to both. Because the two populations 


are in the Southwest the nation should not suppose that they are alike 
or sympathetic. 


Arizona was once a county of New Mexico, but from the very 


beginning her people were dissatisfied and desired to become 
separated from New Mexico. Senator Wade, in this Chamber, 
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in the debate on July 3, 1862, on the bill to create a temporary 
government for Arizona, said: 


The or; tion of the Territory of Arizona has been a matter of 
constant 8 upon this Government for more than seven years, 
to my certain knowledge. * * The ple there.. * ever 
since I have been upon the Committee on Territories, have been urging 
Congress to organize this Territory. 


It appears that the people of New Mexico were quite recon- 
ciled to the proposed separation, for in the debates in Congress, 
preserved in the Congressional Globe, we find Mr. Watts, the 
Delegate from the Territory, earnestly supporting the bill to 
create the temporary government for Arizona then pending, and 
representing that the people of New Mexico realized that sooner 
or later a division of the Territory would be made by Congress, 
and that it were better to come now, before the people of the 
different sections of the Territory shall become so “ attached to 
each other and so intertwined as one people that to disrupt the 
Territory will cause the most unpleasant and painful sensations.” 

But, Mr. President, the people of these two Territories were 
not permitted to become “ attached to each other” or “ to be in- 
tertwined” very long, for the bill which Mr. Watts was then 
supporting soon afterwards became the law, under which, for 
forty-two years, the people of Arizona have enjoyed the benefits 
and happiness of a separate autonomy. Mr. Watts said, in his 
remarks upon that occasion, in 1862: 

It is a Territory large enough to make four States of the size of New 
York or Pe lyania, and I know and feel that it will not be allowed 
to remain undivided. I know that it will be considered too large for 
one Territory, and division must come sooner or later. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair). Does 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator from California passes 
from the point he is making in his almost, I will say, unanswer- 
able argument in favor of the contention which he is urging, I 
will submit, if he will permit me, some very recent and, to my 
mind, conclusive testimony just received in the mail this morn- 
ing from the Bar Association of Arizona, signed by Jerry 
Millay, president, and Thomas J. Prescott, secretary—a per- 
sonal letter addressed to me inclosing a resolution passed by the 
bar association, dated the 31st of December, 1904. I suppose it 
has been three or four days in transit, or something like that, 
but it is the most recent and authoritative statement of the 
opposition of those in Arizona who are supposed to know what 
they want. If the Senator will permit me, I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read it, so that it may go into the RECORD. 

Mr. BARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator want both the letter 
and the resolution read? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; I want both read, because they are 
interlocked and one is about as strong as the other. Let the 
letter be first read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Bar ASSOCIATION oF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY, 
Phoenia, Ariz., December 31, 190}. 
Hon. Bens. R. TILLMAN 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Dran Sin: We herewith present to you a any of resolutions adopted 
— the Bar Association of this Territory regarding the Msg mai union 
a anena and New Mexico and their admission to the Union as a 

e e. 
‘hese resolutions have been forwarded to the United States Senate 


as a CENA but in addition we desire to invite your personal considera- 
tion of this proposed legislation and to implore you lend your assist- 
ance tò avert from the erritory the calamity which 


people of this 
they feel to be impending. s 
ible by resolutions to convey to you or to the honorable 


It is im 
a of which you are a distinguished member the intensity of the 
feeling of our << upos this subject and their loa of the pro- 
sed union. In this time of our peril we appeal to the Senate of the 


between the 
of New Mexico, and the topography of the country interdicts all inter- 
course and all interchange of commodities or ideas. 


The inhabitants of this errr 
in race, government, ideas, political ambitions, and otherwise to such 
an extent as to make it impossible for the people of the two Territories 
to unite in harmonious conduct of a State government. 

We therefore implore you not to lend your countenance or assist- 
ance to the = of this measure, which, if it becomes a law, will 
practically disfranchise and enthrall as progressive, loyal, and patriotic 


a body of American citizens as any whom the members of your honor- 
able body represent, 


Separate, independent statehood has ever been the hope of our peo- 
pl , yet we willingly, gladly consent to defer the fruition of that hope 

d tely rather than incur the irremediable disaster of the submer- 
gence of our identity which the proposed union with New Mexico 


would entail. 
Respectfully, JERRY MILLAY, President. 
Attes 


it: 
THOS. J, PRESCOTT, Secretary. 


Resolution. 


The Arizona Bar Association, of Arizona, at a meeting held at the 
caas of the Territory, on December 27, 1904, adopted the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That this association protest against the admission of 
Arizona and New Mexico as one State into the Union, and offers this 
protest against the passage of the bill now pending on the following 


grounds : 

First. It violates our sense of local pride; sentimental possibly, but 
a sentiment underlying and necessary to loyalty, ent and the 
higher aspirations for good government and g citizenship, 

md. It subjects us to the domination of a majority heretofore 
strangers to us, living under different institutions, observing different 
customs, haying different laws and different rules of property as to its 
acquisition, en. Somer and d ition, subject to different environ- 
ment, having different trade relations, and the larger proportion of 
whom can not and do not understand, speak, or write the English 


language. 

Third. That such union involves either a concession by that ma- 
jority of their laws, customs, and habits or an abandonment by us of 
ours, and the consequent unsettling of our laws and jurisprudence 
which are the gro of nearly half a century of different, distinc 
and separate government, and by experience shown to be adapted an 
adaptable to our institutions, customs, habits, and peculiar wishes, 

ourth, The union of these two Territories would create a State the 
area of which would be greater than Iowa, Michigan, New York, and 
all the New England States combined. This would entail extraordi- 
nary expenditure of money and time in the transaction of public bust- 
ness, working hardship and more or less operating to deprive us of par- 
ticipation in the transaction of our public affairs. It is, we submit, a 
cardinal peas of American institutions that the more nearly within 
the actual observation of the people the functions of a government are 
exercised, and the greater facility afforded them for actually partici- 
ting therein, the safer those institutions are and the more econom- 
Feally, apn efficiently, and capably they are carried on. 

These considerations principally, rha others, more than forty 
years ago induced a Congress of the United States to establish the gov- 
ernment of the Territory of Arizona separate and a from that of 
New Mexico. The lapse of time has not, we submit, rendered these 
reasons of less efficiency, but has, on the contrary, not only justified the 
act of that Congress, but emphasized and made more apparent and 
urgent the reasons that then prompted the separation. he proposed 
enabling act. is violently op to our wishes and, as we deem it, will 
necessarily result in the subversion of our rights. 

We therefore respectfully but most earnestly protest against the pas- 
sage of the proposed law, implicitly believing t in so doing we ex- 
poe the sentiment of the vast and overwhelming majority of our 
people. 

And as members of this honorable profession we appeal to the Con- 

of the United States that, as a matter of right and justice, this 
istasteful union be not imposed upon an unwilling people. 


I hereby certify that at a special adjourned meeting of the Bar As- 
sociation of Arizona, held in the court room at the court-house in the 
city of Phoenix, Ariz., on the 28th day of December, 1904, at the hour 
of 2 o'clock P: m., due and timely notice of such meeting having first 
been given, the foregoing resolution was unanimously adopted; that the 
undersigned was at the date of said meeting and now is the duly 
elected, qualified, and acting secretary of said association. 


THos. J. Prescorr, Secretary. 
PHOENIX, ARIZ., December 31, 190}. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BARD. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from California will permit 
me, I want to say that this cry for help appeals to me with 
greater force than possibly it does to many others here, for the 
reason, if I understand the situation, that it is a cry of a pure- 
blooded white community against the domination of a mixed- 
breed aggregation of citizens of New Mexico, who are Spaniards, 
Indians, Greasers, Mexicans, and everything else. It is just 
about the same as if we were to join Florida and Cuba, and then 
let the two be governed by a legislature elected by the universal 
suffrage of the Cubans and Floridians. 

Mr. BARD. I am afraid the Senator from South Caro- 
lina—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to say that I cast no reflections, and 
I do not want to cast any reflections, upon the New Mexicans. 
I am willing to give them statehood, but I do say that, as a 
white man, I appeal for white supremacy in Arizona. 

Mr. BARD. I had no intention of introducing in my speech 
any similar testimonials of the feeling existing in Arizona in 
opposition to this bill, but since the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TLMAN] has introduced these papers, I have been 
handed by a messenger two communications which perhaps 
may as well be submitted at this time. I am informed by tele- 
grams that there will be much more of the same kind of eyi- 
dence presented to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
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fornia desire the communications to which he has referred read 
by the Secretary? 

Mr. BARD. If permitted, I will have them inserted in the 
Record as a part of my remarks. I will say, however, that they 
consist of resolutions of protest by the Arizona Baptist conven- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let them be read. 

Mr. BARD. Very well, I will send the communications to 
the desk. I ask that the resolution only be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolutions of protest by the Arizona Baptist Convention. 


At a called meeting of the board of managers of the Arizona Baptist 
Convention held in Phoenix, Ariz., December 31, 1904, the following pre- 
amble and resolution were unanimously adopted : 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the United States Senate pro- 
nua for the admission to the Union of Arizona and New Mexico as 
one State: 

Resolved, That we respectfully and most earnestly protest against the 

roposed merging of the two Territories as being unjust, unwise, and 
politic, believing, as we do, that it would peoos antagonism which 
would be detrimental to the interests of both Territories to unite two 
Commonwealths so separated by natural, political, racial, and religious 


barriers. 
Lewis HALSEY, 
President Board of Managers of the Arizona Baptist Convention. 


Attest: 

GEORGE H. Brewer, Secretary. A 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BARD. Ido. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had assurance from the Senator that he 
would yield before I rose to address the Chair. . 

Accepting at its face value, and more, the statement of the 
Senator from California, upon the authority which he cites in 
support of it, that the people of Arizona are practically a unit 
against this bill, and the statement which he quotes from the 
governor of New Mexico that the people of New Mexico are 
practically a unit against the bill, I ask the Senator what harm 
can come from submitting this question to the people them- 
selves, and letting the people themselves say at the ballot 
box whether they want this or whether they do not, and whether 
or not that would not be a more accurate expression of their 
desires than the statements of governors appointed over them? 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, I have anticipated a little fur- 
ther along in my speech the question of the Senator from 
Indiana 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; I am willing to let it go. 

Mr. BARD. And when I come to it I will direct his atten- 
tion to the remarks in reply to his question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If I had known that the Senator was 
going to take it up I would not have said anything on the sub- 
ject. It merely occurred to me, I will say to the Senator from 
California, that there could not be any harm in hearing from 
the people themselves, since this bill could not possibly become 
effective if it is true, as the authorities he quotes say, that the 
people themselves are against it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If it does not interfere with the Senator 
from California, I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
a question at this point. 

Mr. BARD. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. And that is whether or not the Senator 
from Indiana will contend that a majority of the people in each 
of those Territories, New Mexico and Arizona, are in favor of 
statehood by consolidation? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from California permit 
me to answer the question of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say, in answer to the question of 
the Senator from Ohio, that I do not contend that or the re- 
verse. I contend for what the bill which was passed by the 
House and came to this body proposes—merely that the people 
of this country shall hear from the people of the Territories 
themselves as to whether they wish this bill or not, and not 
from those who assume to represent the people. For fifty years 
we have heard what politicians said the people wanted, but 
never have we heard the people themselves say what they 
wanted. That is what I contend for. 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, in the history of legislation on 
this subject there has never been a case where Congress has 
acted except upon evidence that the people were applying for 
admission to the Union as a State. I will proceed. 

As originally constituted, the Territory of New Mexico, in- 
eluding Arizona, contained 235,380 square miles; larger than 
any other State or Territory, except Texas, nearly 50 per cent 
larger than California, and two and one-half times as large as 


the Territory of Oregon. There is good evidence to show that 
Congress had anticipated the necessity of dividing the Territory 
of New Mexico, for in the act of September 9, 1850, creating the 
temporary government of the Territory, it is provided that when 
admitted as a State the said Territory, or any portion of the 
same, shall be received into the Union, with or without slavery, 
as their constitution may prescribe at the time of their admis- 
sion, and also— 

That sections 16 and 36 in each township in said Territory shall be 
reserved for the purpose of being applied to schools in said Territory 
and in the State and Territories hereafter to be erected out of the same. 

One of the same reasons given then for desiring separation 
is given now for remaining separate Territories, namely, that 
the combined area of the two Territories is too great for con- 
venient and economical governmental administration; and this 
is insisted upon now, though the facilities for intercourse be- 
tween the sections are greatly improved by railroads and tele- 
graph and telephone lines. 

New Mexico alone has an area larger than the aggregate 
area of England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales. 

New Mexico and Arizona together have an area equal to the 
area of all the thirteen States on the Atlantic seaboard from 
Maine to South Carolina, or equal to the aggregate area of New 
York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, and In- 
diana. 

These two Territories are a part of the territory which was 
ceded by Mexico under the treaties of Guadalupe Hidalgo and 
for the Gadsden purchase. 

The great State of Texas, having an area of 265,780 square 
miles, was also originally Mexican Territory. Along the inter- 
national boundary between Mexico and the United States, from 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, at the Gulf of Mexico, to the 
southwestern corner of California, on the Pacific Ocean, lie the 
State of Texas, the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, and 
the State of California. 

The distance between the two extreme points named, follow- 
ing the boundary, is about 1,500 miles. Such a line stretched 
from the most northeasterly corner of Maine on the Atlantic 
would reach to the Florida keys. 

These four border States and Territories—Texas, New Mexico, 
Arizona, and California—have an aggregate area of about 
660,000 square miles, which is 22 per cent of the whole area of 
continental United States—equal to the aggregate area of all of 
the six New England States and New York, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, West ‘Virginia, Ohio, and 
Indiana, represented in this Chamber by twenty-eight Senators, 
while the same area of the Mexican border States are repre- 
sented here by only four Senators. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Can the Senator state, if he has the 
figures at hand, what the respective populations of those re- 
spective areas are? 

Mr. BARD. I have not the figures. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that question because I assume 
that the Senator does not contend that this is a Government 
of areas, but a Government of people. 

Mr. BARD. I have not the information at hand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from California will allow 
me, I would suggest to the Senator from Indiana that this 
body is peculiarly a representative of entities, representing 
area and not population. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I do not want to interrupt the 
Senator from California; I thought perhaps he had the figures 
at hand, and that is the only reason why I do not answer the 
pointed observation of the Senator from South Carolina. I 
merely thought perhaps the Senator from California had the 
figures and could put them in. 

Ek will be very glad to take up the other subject at some other 
e. 

Mr. BARD. Iam sorry I have not the information, but I will 
remind the Senator from Indiana that the territory with which 
I have contrasted these Mexican boundary-bordering States is 
a thoroughly American community f 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARD. That it has had great advantages, varied deyelop- 
ment; and there is no comparison in some respects between the 
two areas. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 1 

Mr. BARD. The Territories of Arizona and New Mexico are 
inchoate States, entitled sooner or later to become members of 
the Union of States. If they are not yet prepared for state- 
hood, Congress may justly deny their application; but Congress 


524 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 6, 


can not justly unite them if the proper political equilibrium of 
the various sections of the country is to be preserved. 

The people of Arizona, particularly, are, as I have shown, 
earnestly protesting against the passage of this measure. 
Through fear of the consequences and injury which the bill 
would inflict upon them, they have abandoned all hope that 
Congress will, at this time, give Arizona separate statehood, 
though such has been their ambition for a whole generation. 
In surrendering this hope now Arizona begs, but begs in a 
manner that is dignified, though intensely earnest, that she may 
be spared the degradation of the Joss of her separate autonomy 
and identity, and the humiliation of having her boundaries 
forever effaced, and forgetting in her distress the rights that 
she may claim, almost pitifully says, “rather than incur the 
impending disaster of a joint statehood with New Mexico, 
we request Congress to allow us to remain as a Territory of 
the United States.” 

But, Mr. President, no one can with propriety ask here in be- 
half of the people of Arizona that only their wishes or prefer- 
ences shall guide Congress in its consideration of this measure. 
I realize that Congress, in considering such measures. has a duty 
to perform to the whole people of the Nation as well as to the 
people of the sections of the country whose interests are more 
particularly Involved. 

It devolyes now upon the Senate to determine whether or not 
there is any injustice in the provision of this bill which at- 
tempts to unite Arizona and New Mexico in statehood; and if 
there be any such injustice, whether it shall nevertheless be 
permitted. 

Congress has undoubtedly the power to do what it will in re- 
spect to the government of the Territories, and there is no 
power or authority on earth to question that right. There is no 
court to which the question could be appealed. It is generally 
admitted, as Judge Cooley has said, that— 
the people, except as Congress shall provide therefor, are not of right 
entitled to participate in authority until the Territory becomes a State. 

And that— 
while Congress will be expected to recognize the principle of self-gov- 
ernment to such extent as may seem W. its discretion alone can con- 
stitute the measure by which the participation of the people can be 
determined. 

But it has been the practice of Congress, from the earliest 
times, since the adoption of our Constitution, to create tempo- 
rary governments for the Territory ; and though there have been 
different forms of Territorial government, in every case there 
is implied in the acts creating them that the governments are 
to be succeeded by permanent governments, and that the people 
shall emerge eventually from their temporary pupilage and 
partial dependence into the full growth of statehood. 

In every treaty of cession to the United States by which ad- 
ditional territory has been acquired, except for the purchase of 
Alaska, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, the United States 
Goyernment obligated itself to incorporate the inhabitants into 
the American Union as soon as consistent with the principles 
of the Constitution. The period of pupilage varies: Kansas, 4 
years; California, none; Michigan, 32 years; Utah, 44 years; 
Nebraska, 36 years. New Mexico and Arizona have existed 
under Territorial government 54 years. 

These acts creating Territorial governments are modeled upon 
the principles embodied in the ordinance of 1787, which the Con- 
stitution left in force. The ordinance was adopted July 13 of 
that year by the Congress of the Confederation, sitting in New 
York, when the convention that framed the Constitution of the 
United States, sitting at Philadelphia, was in the very middle 
of its great work. 

There can be no doubt that the eminent members of the Con- 
gress and of the convention were constantly conversant with all 
that was transpiring in either body. It may be reasonably sur- 
mised that before the convention framed Article IV, section 3, 
of the Constitution it had regarded with great interest the pro- 
ceedings in the Congress while it was engaged upon the formu- 
lation of that noble and notable instrument known as the “ ordi- 
nance of 1787,” providing a government for the Northwest Terri- 
tory and for the three or five States which were to be formed 
out of that Territory. 

An examination of this ordinance and particularly of the 
older forms of the ordinance, adopted in 1784, will show that 
the Congress regarded the subdivisions of the Territory as 
“States” and called them by that name when referring to them 
even before a temporary government had been formed in them. 
And so to this day we are in the habit of regarding and refer- 
ring to our Territorial organizations as embryonic States, which 
are eventually, at such time and under such conditions as Con- 
gress may deem proper and necessary, to receive authority to 
form a permanent constitution and State government, and to 


be entitled to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever. 

It is to be remembered that Article V of the ordinance pro- 
vided that There shall be formed in said Territory not less 
than three nor more than five States,” and then it goes on to 
define with minuteness the boundaries of the three States, but 
provides that these boundaries shall be subject so far to be al- 
tered that if Congress shall hereafter find it expedient it may 
form one or two States in that part of the Territory which lies 
north of an east and west line drawn through the southern bend 
of Lake Michigan. 

This division of the territory was in the main adhered to 
when Congress created the temporary governments of the Terri- 
tories of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; and the three States which 
bear those names are substantially the same in territorial 
„ as the three States described in the ordinance of 

1. 

This Article V, fixing the boundaries of the States within the 
territory is one of the articles which the ordinance declared 
shall be considered as articles of compact between the original 
States and the people and the States in the territory, and which 
shall forever remain unalterable unless by common consent. 

Alongside of the articles which assured to the settlers in the 
Northwest Territory, freedom of worship or religious sentiment, 
the right to the benefits of the writ of habeas corpus, the right 
of trial by jury, and the free navigation of the large rivers, is 
to be found this Article V, which, in express terms, provides 
that— 

Whenever any of the said tes In the 
yang Pagal inhabitants therein, guch State shall De MANIRA bein tele. 

n 3e mgress o e 
fhe original States, in all — whatever. enen with 

The admission of the States was conditioned only upon that 
qualification of population and that the constitution and the 
government so to be formed shall be republican. There was no 
reservation to Congress of discretionary power to consolidate 
two of the States in the territory, and no joining of two States 
was eyer attempted. 

And remembering these facts, that the convention and the 
Congress were sitting at the same time, that the ordinance re- 
ferred to the subdivision of the Territory as States, and that it 
reserved to Congress no discretionary power to form a new 
State by the junction of two or more States within the Terri- 
tory, we may find some new significance in its language, while 
we read again Article IV, section 3, of the Constitution of the 
United States as follows: 

New States may be Ne Congress into the Union, but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other 
State, nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more States 
or parts of States without the consent of the legislature of the State 
concerned, as well as of Congress. 

Mr. President, I do not argue that the constitutional injunc- 
tion forbidding the formation of any State by the junction of 
two or more States applies as well to the formation of a new 
State by the junction of two Territories. Nevertheless, in view 
of the fact that, in the ordinance of 1787, and that in almost all 
of the acts of Congress creating Territorial governments since 
the adoption of the Constitution and down to the present day, 
the Territories are referred to as States, there does seem to be 
some foundation for such a construction of the article of the 
Constitution which I have just read. But that is not my argu- 
ment here. I am contending that the principle and the rule 
of the constitutional provision which forbids the formation of 
a State by the junction of two States have already been made to 
apply to the case of Arizona and New Mexico, and that by its 
own enactment of law Congress is enjoined from forming a new 
State by joining them without the consent of the people of each 
and both of these Territories. 

And I am showing, Mr. President, that the people of Arizona, 
through their Delegate and otherwise, are protesting, and have 
right to protest, against the enactment of this measure on the 
ground that it would be a violation of a compact made and 
existing between Congress and the people of that Territory. 

I will attempt to show that the status of the people of Ari- 
zona is different from the status of the people of any other Ter- 
ritory of the United States, now existing or that has been cre- 
ated since the beginning of the last century; that their present 
autonomy and their ultimate right to statehood rests not upon 
uncertain construction, but is expressly guaranteed by an act 
of Congress having the same force as the charter of compact 
embodied in the ordinance of 1787 in respect to the people then 
inhabiting the territory northwest of the Ohio. Out of the ter- 
ritory of the Northwest Ohio was established as a State in 1802 
and there were created, from time to time, other Territories 
for which separate governments were established by Congress 
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first, Indiana Territory in 1800; Michigan Territory in 1805, 
and Illinois Territory in 1809. 

In the separate acts creating these three Territories, it pro- 
vided that there should be established within the said Terri- 
tory a government in all respects similar to that provided by 
the ordinance of 1787; “and the inhabitants thereof shall be 
entitled to and enjoy, all and singular, the rights, privileges, 
and advantages granted and secured to the people of the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the Ohio River” by said 
ordinance. 

And finally, on April 20, 1836, Congress passed the act 
establishing the Territorial government of Wisconsin, which 
was also a part of the Northwest Territory; and this act also 
specifically extends to the inhabitants the rights, privileges, 
and advantages granted and secured to the people of the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the Ohio by the articles 
of the compact contained in the ordinance of 1787. 

But we find, however, that Congress, for the first time in the 
history of the creation of Territorial governments, provided 
the act creating the Territory of Wisconsin that— i 


“Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to inhibit the Gov- 
ernment of the United States from dividing the Territory hereby estab- 
lished into one or more other Territories in such manner and at such 
times as Congress shall, in its discretion, deem convenient and proper; 
or pen attaching any portion of said Territory to any other State 
or Territory of the United States.” 


Such proviso was, in effect, a reservation of discretionary 
powers in Congress; and it forms a precedent which has been 
followed in all of the acts creating Territories of the United 
States since the act creating the Territory of Wisconsin in 
1836 down to the present day, except in the case of the Terri- 
tory of Washington, in which the proviso is omitted entirely, 
and in the case of the Territory of Arizona, where reservation 
of the power of Congress to attach any part of its territory to 
any other State or Territory is omitted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator leaves that particular 
branch of his yery interesting argument, I beg leave of the Sen- 
ator to make a statement which will complete the history of 
that. 

Mr. BARD. I have not completed it yet. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator if it is not true 
that when the ordinance of 1787 was originally drawn it pro- 
vided for ten States out of the Northwest Territory, giving their 
delimitations, and that Congress itself changed it from ten 
States to five States, thus beginning the policy of Congress, 
which has been continued since, of making the States progres- 
sively larger; and whether it is not true that the original sub- 
division of the Northwest Territory into ten States, which was 
rejected by Congress, was urged upon the ground of maintain- 
ing equilibrium upon the part of this new territory and the 
States east of the Alleghenies, and was rejected by Congress 
and made into five States instead of ten because they did not 
think that position was tenable? 

Mr. BARD. I am unable to tell the Senator what was the 
reason for it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was done was that originally it was 
proposed to make ten States out of the territory of which there 
are now five, and Congress, by committee, the chairman of 
which was an ancestor of a Member of this body, rejected that 
plan as originally drawn and adopted the plan of five States, 
upon the theory, even at that early time, that there were States 
in the Union which were entirely too small. In this portion of 
his very interesting and well-connected historical address, I 
thought perhaps the Senator from California would not object 
if I put in that statement. . 

Mr. BATH. Before the Senator from Indiana sits down, 
with the permission of the Senator from California, I should 
like to ask a question. 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Is it not true that the territory embraced 
within Arizona and New Mexico is larger than all the five 
States or the ten States he speaks of—aye, nearly twice as 
large? 

Mr. BEVERI DGE. With the permission of the Senator 
from California, I should be very pleased, indeed, to answer 
the question of the Senator from Tennessee, but I fear I 
should want to answer it more comprehensively than would 
be quite courteous to the Senator from California in his time. 

With the permission of the Senator, I may state, however, in 
answer to the question of the Senator from Tennessee, that this 
new proposed State is much less in area than the State of 


Texas; that the distances are not so great as at least in two 
other States of the Union. 

Mr. BATE. They have a right to divide it up into fiye 
States, a right not given in this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; and if it is desired that there shall 
be more Senators from that section of country, why does 
not Texas, well settled and well populated, avail herself of 
that opportunity and send ten Senators here? 

Mr. BARD. I have just quoted, from the act creating the 
Territory of Wisconsin, what is a reservation of discretionary 
powers in Congress, and this forms a precedent. This proviso 
with reference to Wisconsin—I want to be partieular—this pro- 
viso with reference to Wisconsin is found to be identical as to 
phraseology with that of the act of June 12, 1838, creating the 
Territory of Iowa; the act of August 14, 1848, creating the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon; the act of March 3, 1849, creating the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota; the act of September 9, 1850, creating the 
Territory of New Mezico, and on the same date the act creating 
the Territory of Utah; the act of March 30, 1854, creating the 
Territory of Nebraska, and on the same date the act creating 
the Territory of Kansas; the act of February 28, 1861, creating 
the Territory of Colorado; the act of March 2, 1861, creating the 
Territory of Nevada, and on the same date the act creating the 
Territory of Dakota; on March 3, 1863, creating the Territory 
of Idaho; the act of May 26, 1864, creating the Territory of 
Montana; act of July 25, 1868, creating the Territory of Wyo- 
ming, and the act of May 2, 1890, creating the Territory of 
Oklahoma. 

Congress has several times exercised its discretionary power 
thus expressly reserved to divide a Territory, as in the case of the 
division of the Territory of Dakota, of which two States were 
formed, and in the case of the original Territory of New Mexico, 
of which Arizona was at one time a part, and also in the case of 
Utah, which was originally bounded on the west by California, 
but out of which the State of Nevada was taken, and in the crea- 
tion of the Territory of Iowa out of a portion of Wisconsin. 

But Congress has rarely exercised its power of attaching a 
portion of a Territory to any other State or Territory. The new 
Territory of Idaho, organized in 1863, included within its bound- 
aries a part of the Territory of Washington, though the right to 
attach a portion of Washington Territory to any other State 
or Territory was not reserved in terms in the act creating that 
Territory. 

The fact that this proviso is found in all of the acts creating 
many of the Territories certainly indicates that Congress re- 
garded it necessary to specifically make a reservation of the 
right to divide the Territory or to attach portions of it to other 
States, which right otherwise would appear to be waived by the 
act of Congress creating a Territorial government in which the 
autonomy of the people is 

If it be admitted that it was necessary that such reservation 
of the right to attach portions of the Territory to any other 
State or Territory should be specifically made, then it follows 
that the omission of such a reservation in the act creating the 
Territory of Arizona implies that Congress intended to give to 
the people of Arizona an assurance that no portion of their 
Territory will ever be attached to New Mexico or any other 
State or Territory. 

It is true that Congress has, under the Constitution, plenary 
power to govern the Territories; but a Government such as 
ours, when dealing with dependent territory, will exercise such 
power only according as its wisdom shall deem politic, wise, 
and just, having regard for the interests of the inhabitants of 
the territory as well as for the common weal. Congress exer- 
cises such power without qualification when it governs newly 
acquired territory. It sometimes establishes for such terri- 
tory military or provisional government, or a government by 
an executive and judges appointed by the President, who to- 
gether constitute the legislature for the territory. In such a 
government the people do not participate. 

But in a Territorial government, such as that of New Mexico 
or Arizona, Congress provides that the executive and the judges 
shall be appointed by the President, but it gives to the people 
the right to elect the legislature; and the authority conferred 
upon the legislature extends to all rightful subjects of legisla- 
tion not inconsistent with the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States, and such laws stand unless disapproved by Con- 


The granting to the people by Congress of a part of its con- 
stitutional power to govern the Territory brings into play the 
doctrine of the consent of the governed, and creates an au- 
tonomy which never has been revoked and never ought to be 
revoked. 

This autonomy belongs to the people “within the Territory” 
of Arizona as it is now constituted and they can not be justly 
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deprived of it in the manner proposed by this bill. Congress 
has reserved the right to change the boundaries and to divide 
the Territory of Arizona, but it has not reserved the right to 
revoke or to discontinue its grant to the people of the limited 
right of local self-government without the consent of the people. 

Let it be observed that Congress has neyer, in any act creat- 
ing a Territorial government, reserved to itself the discretion 
to attach the whole of one Territory to another Terrtiory, or 
to consolidate the governments of two Territories. If it be con- 
tended that the right of Congress to unite the chole of one Ter- 
riory with another, as proposed by this bill, is unquestionable, 
then it is pertinent to inquire, Why was it necessary or impor- 
tant for Congress, in almost all of the acts creating Territories, 
to reserve the right to attach d portion of one Territory to 
another State or Territory? 

I have said that the precedent formed by these provisos has 
been followed in all of the acts creating temporary governments 
of the United States since 1836, except in two of them. One of 
these exceptions I have referred to as relating to the Territory 
of Washington, where the proviso is entirely omitted. 

The other exception is very remarkable, and I desire espe- 
cially to call attention of the Senate to the important change in 
the character and phraseology of this proviso in the case of the 
act of February 24, 1863, providing a temporary government 
for the Territory of Arizona, which, as it will be remembered, 
had been a part of the Territory of New Mexico. 

The Arizona proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in the provisions of this act shall be con- 
strued to prohibit the Congress of the United States from dividing said 
Territory or changing its boundaries in such manner and at such times 
as it may deem proper. i 

This reserves to Congress the power to divide the Territory 
and follows the precedent to that extent only; but it omits the 
usual reservation of the right to “ attach any portion of the Ter- 
ritory to any other State or Territory of the United States,” 
which is contained in every one of twelve acts creating Territo- 
rial governments passed by Congress from 1836 to 1863, ex- 
cepting only the act relating to the Territory of Washington. 

This omission is notable, and its significance is accentuated 
by the fact that, in the act providing for the temporary gov- 
ernment of the Territory of Idaho, passed in the same session 
of Congress and about one week later, the usual proviso re- 
serving the right of Congress to attach portions of the Terri- 
tory to any other State or Territory was retained. And the 
identical proyiso contained in the act creating the Territory of 
Idaho, as wel as in the twelve Territorial acts before 1863, is 
also contained u the later acts of 1864, 1868, and 1890, creating 
the Territories of Montana, Wyoming, and Oklahoma. 

I contend, Mr. President, that this notable omission of the 
reservation to Congress of the discretion to attach any portion 
of the Territory to any other State or Territory, in the case of 
Arizona, supports my contention that it was the intention of 
Congress to give to the people of the Territory of Arizona an 
assurance that the Territory would never again be joined to 
that of New Mexico. 

In view of the circumstances, it is impossible to believe that 
the reservations of the right “to change the boundaries” of 
Arizona could be construed to mean a reservation to Congress 
of the right to consolidate the whole of the Territory with 
another State or Territory. 

But, Mr. President, there is something even more remarkable 
and important in the act providing a temporary government 
for the Territory of Arizona; and I rely upon it, mainly, to 
support my contention that there exists a compact between 
the United States and the people of the Territory which for- 
bids Congress to pass this measure—and I am gratified to ob- 
serve that I have at this point the attention of Senators. 

The act contains a second proviso, which reads as follows: 

Provided further, That said government shall be maintained and con- 
tinned until such time as the people residing in said Territory shall, 
with the consent of Congress, form a State government, republican in 
form, as prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, and apply 
for and obtain admission into the Union as a State on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

You will look in vain for any similar provision if you expect 
to find it in any of the acts creating Territories passed since 1822. 
You must go back and examine the ordinance of 1787 or the acts 
creating the separate Territories of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
originally parts of the territory northwest of the Ohio, to find 
any legislation by Congress which in the least resembles it. 

This second proviso in the act creating the Territorial govern- 
ment of Arizona is remarkable in that it is the only legislation 
since the beginning of our Government which recognizes, in em- 
press terms, the right of the people of any Territory, sooner or 
later, to form a State government and apply for and obtain ad- 
mission into the Union as a State. Indeed, the subject of state- 


hood is not even mentioned in any other act creating a 
Territorial government except in the acts creating the Terri- 
tories of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska; and in them the 
only reference to statehood is in the proviso which I have al- 
ready quoted, and which for sake of emphasizing the reference 
I quote now once more. It reads as follows: 

And provided further, That when admitted as a State the said Ter- 
ritory, or any portion of the same, shall be received into the Union 
with or without slavery, as their constitution may prescribe at the 
time of their admission. 

There is neither mention of, nor reference to the subject of 
admission of a State to statehood in any of the acts creating 
the Territories of Missouri, Alabama, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Oregon, Minnesota, Utah, Washington, Colo- 
rado, Nevada, Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, or Oklahoma. 

But this second proviso in the act creating the Territory of 
Arizona not only recognizes, by express terms, the right of the 
people residing in said Territory, ultimately, with the consent 
of Congress, to form a State government and apply for and 
obtain admission into the Union as a State, but it assures the 
people that the temporary government so formed shall be 
“maintained and continued until the people residing in the 
said Territory of Arizona” shall take the initiative to form a 
State government. 

I have called the proviso a compact between the Congress 
and the people of the Territory of Arizona, similar to the 
Articles of Compact contained in the ordinance of 1787, which 
assured to the inhabitants of the territory northwest of the 
Ohio certain important rights, privileges, and advantages, 
among which was the right to maintain the boundaries of their 
separate States or Territorial subdivisions, and eventually to 
be admitted as States of the Union. 

Is there any difference, in point of obligation and national 
faith, between an ordinance and such a proviso as is found in 
the act creating the Territorial government of Arizona? Will 
anyone contend that the difference in the forms of contract is 
material? Are not the ordinance and the acts of Congress of 
equal force? Will it not be as gross a violation of good faith for 
Congress to ignore its solemn agreement with the people of 
Arizona and compel them to submit to the conditions which this 
bill imposes as it would have been for Congress to ignore the 
ordinance of 1787 in the creation of Territories and States in 
the territory northwest of the Ohio? 

The people of Arizona are not applying, and have never asked 
Congress for the privilege of again becoming united with New 
Mexico, or thus united, of becoming a part of a State. On the 
contrary, they are entering a vigorous protest against this bill. 

I regret that the Committee on Territories did not preserve 
in writing the testimony given at its hearings on this bill in the 
early part of this session of Congress; but, being a member of 
the committee, I am justified in stating that there appeared 
before the committee Governor Brodie, the present governor of 
the Territory of Arizona; Mr. Witson, the Delegate in Con- 
gress from Arizona, and Mr. B. A. Fowler, a well-known resi- 
dent for many years of Arizona, and who was the Republican 
candidate for Delegate at the last national election. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will do the committee of 
which he is a member the justice to observe in this connection 
that no member of the committee of either party requested that 
the hearing should be taken down stenographically 

Mr. BARD. That is true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And that the hearing followed many 
months of hearings in the House. Of course, if the Senator had 
requested it, it would have been done. 

Mr. BARD. That is very true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Nothing was neglected. 

Mr. BARD. I am to be blamed, perhaps, because I myself 
did not request it. 

Mr. BATE. I beg in this connection, with the permission of 
the Senator from California, to state that all the members of 
the committee were not present. I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if there was any opponent of the bill in the committee 
at the time except himself? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the Senator will also do the chair- 
man the justice to say that he had notified the members both 
formally and by telephone and in person. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly; but of the minority there were only 
two here, who attended when we could; the other two were ab- 
sent, and they are not here yet. 

Mr. BARD. I do not think it will be proper for me to speak 


of what occurs in my committee or the debates which occurred 
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the result, and of the conversions they will make for adoption 
of the constitution, in order that their candidacy shall not be 
without results. Qualified voters of both Territories, under 
such conditions, will be seduced, and, throwing their convictions 
to the winds, will vote for the constitution in order that their 
friends or the hundreds of candidates of their party may win 
the offices. : 

When in the history of our Republic has a community of 
American citizens so considerable in number and haying their 
own organized government ever been treated as this bill pro- 
poses to treat the people of Arizona? 

Mr. President, American communities, and especially those 
who have blazed the way for the advance of American civiliza- 
tion, enduring the hardships of frontier life, and consecrating 
their energies of mind and body to the development of the West 
and the establishment there of American laws, customs, and in- 
stitutions, are naturally proud of their achievements, their 
history, and their traditions. 

The bill proposes to give the name of Arizona to the proposed 
new State. It is impossible for such a prond, liberty-loving 
community of American citizens to be conciliated by such a 
proposition, or even to receive it with patience. 

On the contrary, they will resent such a proposition as a 
mockery of their distress and an outrage upon their sensibili- 
ties as a people. The preservation of the identity of the people 
of a community can be accomplished only by the preservation of 
its territorial boundaries. Such use of the name of Arizona is 
no compliment to them and can not be a compensation to them 
for the loss of their identity as a separate people. 

Some of the people of Arizona regard their Territory as, in a 
measure, the ward of California, and the commercial and social 
relations between these two peoples are very close. As my resi- 
dence is in the southern part of California, which is especially 
thus closely connected with Arizona, I have opportunities of 
knowing the sentiment of the people in respect to statehood. 

I am pleading for Arizona; not that she may now be exalted 
to the rank and dignity of a sovereign State of the Union, but 
that she may be spared the humiliation of being deprived of her 
separate autonomy, which has been recognized for more than 
forty-one years, and that she may not suffer the degradation 
which this bill proposes to inflict by forcing her people, against 
their wishes and protest, under circumstances which are beyond 
their power to prevent, and upon unequal terms, to be joined 
forever with her sister Territory of New Mexico. 

And I am pleading, also, for the honor of the Congress, that 
there shall be no violation of good faith with which, as I firmly 
believe, it can justly be charged if it ignores, as this bill pro- 
poses, the compact contained in the act creating the Territory 
of Arizona, between Congress and the people residing in that 
Territory. 

The repudiation by our Government of any of its obligations 
or promises would be a reproach to our people, and must iney- 
itably have serious consequences. 

The saddest in the train following the violation of its faith 
by any government will be the patriotic citizens who are shorn 
of their confidence in the efficiency and honesty of the adminis- 
tration of their government and weakened in their faith in the 
strength and wisdom of their institutions. 

The people believe that “righteousness exalteth a nation.” 
And, Mr. President, I submit that to the minds of the common 
people of this country this bill will not appear to be righteous. 
They will be able to put no other construction upon the pro- 
visos in the act creating the Territorial government of Arizona, 
to which I have referred, than that it was a solemn guaranty 
that for all time the people of Arizona may of right enjoy 
within their present territorial boundaries a continuous sepa- 
rate autonomy and ultimately to become a sovereign State in the 
Union, and that to despoil them of such right is unjust, unwise, 
and dishonorable. 

The amendment which I shall offer proposes to strike out 
sections 19 to 37, inclusive, being all of the provisions of the 
bill relating to the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico. 

If the amendment shall be accepted by the Senate, then the 
proposition for the admission of the new State of Oklahoma 
would stand alone, and it is quite evident that Senators are 
almost of one mind on that question. 

Two. years ago I opposed the admission of Arizona and New 
Mexico as separate States, but now I would support such a 
proposition with my vote if by so doing I could prevent their 
admission jointly. 

And, in conclusion, I suggest that if it is wrong to expose the 
people of Arizona to the possible danger of being forced, against 
their will, into a union with New Mexico and if such wrong be 
8 ted by the passage of this bill such wrong can never 

undone. 


between members, but I think I am justifled here merely in in- 
troducing into my remarks what I think every member of the 
committee who was present will corroborate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BARD. Certain persons appeared there and gave cer- 
tain testimony, but in the absence of our usual means of obtain- 
ing that knowledge and presenting it to the Senate I am justi- 
fied in giving the information thus obtained to the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objecion to that; and, fur- 
thermore, I will corroborate any statement the Senator from 
California may make as to the gentlemen who appeared at the 
hearing and what they said, because he will make a correct state- 
ment of it. I only rose in justice to the committee to observe, 
and I thought it proper that it should go in the Senator's re- 
marks, that if the hearings were not preserved stenographically 
it was because no member asked for it. 

Mr. BARD. That is true. 

The governor and the Delegate are the official representa- 
tives of the people of the Territory; and Mr. Fowler, by 
reason of his long- residence and of opportunities recently 
afforded him, has ascertained the sentiment of the people of 
‘Arizona with reference to this matter. All joined in the state- 
ment that the people of Arizona are almost, if not entirely, 
unanimous in their protest against the passage of this bill. 

These representatives of Arizona admit that the majority 
of the people of Arizona understand that it is not probable 
that Congress can be convinced now that the Territory has 
yet reached that degree of preparation which fits it for state- 
hood. They also stated that the people of Arizona, rather than 
to be joined with New Mexico as a single State, will prefer 
to remain for an indefinite period under their present Terri- 
torial government; and they offered the assurance that, if 
this measure were defeated, Arizona would not again apply 
for admission to the Union of States, at least until after the 
next decennial census shall be taken. 

I now call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
what follows, for I think it will be a reply to his inquiry a 
few minutes ago. 

It is said that it is not the purpose of this bill to compel 
‘Arizona to unite with New Mexico into one State, but that it 
simply gives the people of the two Territories the privilege 
and opportunity of coming into the Union in that manner, if 
they desire to do so. 

But this is disingenuous and misleading; for, in the last 
elections for delegates, Arizona cast only 19,667 votes and New 
Mexico cast 43,011 votes, while Arizona has only 31,677 regis- 
tered voters, and New Mexico has 64,422 registered voters; and 
therefore it is plain that under the scheme of this bill the fate 
of Arizona depends not upon her own people, but upon the 
wishes and the interests of the electors of New Mexico. 

The bill substantially proposes an arbitrary submission to the 
electors of the two Territories, jointly, the question whether 
Arizona (which has been assured by Congress of a separate 
autonomy) shall, without the consent of her people, be joined 
with New Mexico in a new State. Even though the vote of Ari- 
zona should be cast unanimously against the adoption of the 
proposed constitution, nevertheless it would be within the 
power of the voters of New Mexico to force upon Arizona people 
the acceptance of the new State government. 

The measure proposes to give Arizona a representation in the 
constitutional convention of only 44 delegates, while New 
Mexico, whose separate autonomy is in no degree superior to 
that of Arizona, is given a representation of 66 delegates. Such 
ratio of 3 to 2 is based upon the aggregate population of the 
two Territories; but the inequality in representation in the 
convention of the two political entities would be unjust. 

The constitution of the proposed new State of Arizona must 
provide for the adjustment of the differences in the customs, the 
civil procedures, and the debts of the respective Territories. 
Emphasis has been given in the memorials protesting against 
the jointure to the differences that exist between the two peo- 
ples in respect to their race origin, their local customs, habits, 
and institutions, their ideals and ambitions. Now, under such 
circumstances the Arizona delegates in the constitutional con- 
yention would be utterly powerless to secure a fair adjustment 
of these differences. 

The bill sets before the people of both Territories, as a con- 
sideration for their acquiescence, the seductive offers of the 
grant of public lands larger in area than has ever been granted 
before to a new State at the time of its admission and also the 
grant of $5,000,000 in ready money. 

When the proposed constitution shall be submitted there will 
be called at the same time, as is usual in such cases, an election 
for State, county, and township officers. Think of the candi- 
dates, estimated at 1,000 in number, who will be interested in 
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Mr. WARREN. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Beverrpce] in charge of the pending measure that he per- 
mit it to be laid aside temporarily in order that the Senate may 
resume the consideration of the omnibus claims bill. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business, the pending bill, may be temporarily laid aside 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the pending measure be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
how long a time will probably be consumed in concluding the 
reading of the omnibus claims bill? 

Mr. WARREN. It will not take a long time. I shall be glad 
to have the reading of the bill completed, and then to offer some 
committee amendments. It is rather early to go into executive 
session. There will be plenty of time to do that later. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Wyoming 
that it is rather important that the Senate should go into ex- 
ecutive session when there is a quorum present, and if the Sen- 
ator will yield for that purpose now, there will be ample oppor- 
tunity to have his bill read in the near future. I hope the Sen- 
ator will agree to that course. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, of course, in view of the re- 
quest of the Senator I shall have to yield; but I wish to give 
notice that I shall move to go into legislative session for the 
purpose of resuming the reading of the omnibus claims bill. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


INTERMENT OF ROSE DILLON SEAGER. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Wyoming, 
who has been very kind to me to-day, that I wish to ask for the 
consideration of a bill, and if there is a single objection to it I 
will immediately withdraw it. 

Mr. WARREN. I shall not make any objection, as I under- 
stand the bill is very short and will not consume much time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a bill of but five or six lines, which 
I desire to report from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

-Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6368) 
providing for the interment in the District of Columbia of the 
remains of Rose Dillon Seager, to report it favorably without 
amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

I will simply say that this bill is necessary for the reason that 
this most estimable young woman, a citizen of the District of 
Columbia, died at Panama of yellow fever. Under our laws, 
while the body could be transported through the city, interment 
could not be allowed. We have passed similar bills. heretofore. 
The remains are expected from New York on next Wednesday, 
and hence the haste. I have consulted with the health officer 
of the District, who very highly approves of the passage of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the health 
officer of the District of Columbia to issue a permit for the 
interment in the District of Columbia of the remains of the 
late Rose Dillon Seager, formerly a resident of the District of 
Columbia and a citizen of the United States, who died at 
Panama January 2, 1905. 

The bill was reported to the Seata without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation at this time of the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of 
eertain claims for storés and supplies reported by the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1883, and commonly known as the “ Bowman Act.” 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no objection to that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it being understood that the bill is taken up while the 
regular business is temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

feet WARREN. That understanding has already been had, 
T believe. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to have another understanding, 
which is, that no other business shall be transacted this evening. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. So there can be no misunderstanding, I will 
say that I merely wish to finish the reading of the bill and to 
offer the committee amendments which are on my table, to cor- 
rect typographical errors, etc. Then the bill may pass over 
without further action. ‘ 

Mr. KEAN. And that no other business shall be transacted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is asking for an agreement 
merely that the reading of the bill may be finished? 

Mr. WARREN. I am merely asking that the reading of the 
bill may be finished and that some amendments may be made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren}? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
be continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and amend- 
ment of the Committee on Claims at the top of page 195, and 
the reading was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. I have some short and unimportant amend- 
ments which I should like to offer to perfect the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They will not take very long? 

Mr. WARREN. Only a few moments. 

On page 192, after line 11, I move to insert what I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment to the amendment was read and agreed to, 
as follows: 


To Thomas C. Sweeney, of Wheeling, W. Va., the sum of $5,000, in 
n for services of the steamer Ben Franklin during the year 


Mr. WARREN. On page 185, after line 13, I moye to amend 
the amendment by inserting what I send to the desk. 
The amendment to the amendment was read and agreed to, 
as pais 
ye: . W. Halford, paymaster, United States Army, the sum 
of 2168. 4, for refunding money to him which he disbursed through 
1 5 — — without fault on his bart for travel pay to enlisted men on 


Mr. WARREN. On page 194, after line 2, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read and agreed to, 
as follows: 

To Wiel & Anumdsen, owners of the Norwegian steamer Ragnar, the 
sum of $8,524.10, amount found due by Consul-General Goodnow, for 
damages arising from the collision. between said steamer and the 
United States Army transport Sumner, in the Yangtze River, China, 
on March 18, A. D. 1902. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 181, after line 15, I move to insert 
as an amendment to the amendment, what I send to the desk. 

The amendment to the amendment was read and agreed to, 
as follows: 

To Capt. Archibald W. Butt, quartermaster, United States A the 
sum of $480, amount stolen from the United States in Manila, Philip. 
pine Islands, by an employee of the Pid department, by 
name Jose B. Luciano, the said Capt. Archibald W. Batt having fully 
paid said sum to the United States. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 180, after line 23, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was = and agreed to, 


‘| as follows: 


To the Chesapeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md., $2 „390.28, the amount 
found to be due the said bank by the Commissioner of internal Rey- 
enue, under the act of Congress approved February 28, 1901 (31 Stat., 
p. 1750), for internal-revenue taxes illegally collected. 


Mr. WARREN. On page 36, under the heading Arkansas,“ 
after line 5, I move to insert what I send to the desk as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

To Robert N 8 of Jamison W. Rice, deceased, of 

Phillips County, 85,70 

Mr. WARREN. Under the heading “ District of Columbia,” 
on page 42, after line 17, I move to insert what I send to the 
desk as an amendment to the amendment. 
5 Ses amendment to the amendment was read, and agreed to, as 
ollows: 


To Mary J. Carpenter, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin D. 
Carpenter, 3 1,253. san 


Mr. WARREN: On page 55, after line 24, under the head of 
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“ Maryland,” I move to insert what I send to the desk as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


To Richard P. Blackistone, of St. Mary County, $6,326. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 67, after line 5, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment. 
; 155 amendment te the amendment was read, and agreed to, as 
ollows : 


To B. E. Gray, administrator of the estate of Mrs. S. M. Davidson, 
deceased, of Marshall County, $2,370. 

To Samuel Worthington, administrator of the estate of Samuel 
Worthington, deceased, $18,835. 


Mr. WARREN. On page 207, after line 12, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


Frederick Brown, $521.71; Joseph Burnett & Co. $249.90; Byam, Carl- 


$28,240.75; 
any, $970; Cowles & Lech, $1,084.52; Curtiss & B $24; M. Daily, 
54 P. Eichele & Co., $7,437.72: Excelsior 
Match 8 „ $398.27 ; $100; Fleming 
Brothers, $1,300; William Gates, nS 

R. P. Hall h, 

ton, $95; Hiscox & Co., $12; C. E 


O., 
23,104.81; A. J. Gri 


Co., $126.66 i Lawrence & Cohen, $2,862; C. 
$51; Dr. J. 


solidated Card Company, $215; Ray V. Pierce, 
. Richardson, $20,955; tch Com: 


hmittdie, $2,982.09" J. E 


& Co., 
784: II. Stanton, $3,163.25; Swift & Courtney, $4,650 
Se TE R. Tyler, $ 8203.50 
58953 World's Dispensary Medical Association, $30.40. 


Mr. WARREN. I have here a list of about thirty-five typo- 
graphical changes, a letter put in here or one struck out there. 
I will send the list to the desk, and I have given the reporters 
a bill already corrected. I should be glad to have these amend- 
ments adopted. There is no money involved. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand these are nothing whatever 
except mere typographical errors to make the bill read correctly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 
have the corrections adopted without being read? . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ments to the amendment will be considered as agreed to, 

The amendments to the amendment are as follows: 


Page 32, line 21, correct spelling of Moore.” 

Page 32, line 23, period after “ dollars.” 

Page 38, line 10, period after “ cents.” 

Page 42, line 25, hyphen at end of line. 

Page 46, line 17, period at end of line. 

Page 47, line 3, comma after “Arkansas.” 

Page 55, line 18, strike out “at” and insert “of” in lieu. 

Page 71, line 19, insert “r” in claimant’s name, making it Elmer.” 

Page 73, line 21, period after “ cents.” 

Page 75, line 19, penna after “ cents.” 

Page 82, line 16, hyphen at end of line. 

Page 85, line 17, correct spelling of surviving.” 

Page 86, line 20, after word“ Company ” insert words “of Pittsburg, 
Allegheny County.” 

Page 88, line 11, correct spelling of “ dollars.” 

Page 91, line 19, change comma at end of line to period. 

Page 91, line 20, change period at end of line to comma. 

Page 92, line 3, put hyphen at end of line. 

Page 92, line 7, period after “ M.“ 

Page 100, line 7, semicolon instead of comma at end of line. 

Page 106, line 17, put in comma at end of line. 

Page 110, line 22, correct spelling of Episcopal.” 

Page 119, line 8, correct spelling of “ proceeds ” and strike out “ re-“ 
before the word “ covered.” 

Page 119, line 24, hyphen at end of line. 

Page 123, line 5, insert comma after part of word “ deceased ” in that 


ine. 

Page 123, line 16, insert comma at end of line, 

Page 124, line 8, insert comma at end of line. 

Page 133, line 5, insert comma at end of line. 

Page 133, line 18, transpose two final letters in name of decedent, 
making name read Welles.” 

Page 134, line 21, change period to comma at end of line. 

Page 134, line 22, change comma to period at end of line. 

Page 178, line 16, change semicolon after“ ninety-four ” to comma. 

Page 181, line 13, correct spelling of “ eighty.” 

Page 183, line 23, change comma after four“ to semicolon. 

Page 190, line 25, correct spelling of “ and.” 

Page 223, line 14, correct spelling of name, making it “ Louis J.” at 
end of line. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the 
Senate tn regard to this measure? 


Oil Compan 2 
ew York Con. 


XXIX— 34 


$154.70; Le Ives, 85.95; Dr. D. Jayne & Son, $4,321; J. S. 
0 4 


Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to have the bill considered 
further at this time, but I desire to say that I shall seek the 
earliest opportunity to call it up and put it upon its passage, of 
course deferring to the pending business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 9, 1905, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate, January 6, 1905. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Robert W. Tayler, of Ohio, to be United States district judge 
for the northern district of Ohio, vice Francis J. Wing, whose 
resignation has been accepted to take effect February 1, 1905. 

Arthur L. Sanborn, of Wisconsin, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Wisconsin, vice Romanzo 
Bunn, resigned. : 

MARSHAL, 

John B. Robinson, of Pennsylvania, to be United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. A reappointment, 
his term haying expired April 16, 1904. 


SECOND SECRETARY AT LEGATION. 


Irwin B. Laughlin, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary 
of the legation of the United States to Japan, vice John Mack- 
intosh Ferguson, resigned. 

CONSUL. 

Harold L. Lyon, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 
aeae at Chungking, China, vice M. Marshall Langhorne, de- 

in 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

First Lieut. William W. Low to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps, from the Ist day of December, 1904, vice Second Lieut. 
John S. Bates, retired, after being due for promotion. 

First Lieut. Leof M. Harding to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps, from the 9th day of December, 1904, vice Capt. Wendell 
C. Neville, promoted. > 

First Lieut. Harold C. Reisinger to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps, from the 15th day of December, 1904, vice Capt. Albert 
S. McLemore, appointed assistant adjutant and inspector. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 6, 1905. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Henry M. Rose, of Michigan, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for-the fourth district of Michigan. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
1 for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Caro- 
ina. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Third Lieut. Charles F. Howell to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
George E. Wilcox, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Muller S. Hay, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Thaddeus G. Crapster, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieuten- 
ant in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 
H. F. Butler to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Arkansas, 
NEW YORK. 
Herbert B. Eaton to be postmaster at Youngstown, in the 
county of Niagara and State of New York. 
í PENNSYLVANIA. 
Nelson B. Duncan to be postmaster at Zelienople, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 
Samuel W. Hamilton to be postmaster at Vandergrift, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Millard F. Mecklem to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
Arthur H. Rider to be postmaster at Freedom, in the county 
of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
James R. Underwood to be postmaster at Roscoe, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 
H. P. Williams to be postmaster at McDonald, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 


530 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 6, 


WEST VIRGINIA, 3 
William R. Brown to. be postmaster at West Union, in the 
county of Doddridge and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN, 
Marilla Andrews to be postmaster at Evansville, in the 
county of Rock and State of Wisconsin. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH PANAMA. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed January 6, 1905, from 
a treaty between the United States and the Republic of Panama, 
for the mutual extradition of criminals, signed at Panama on 
May 5, 1904. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH SWEDEN AND NORWAY. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed from an amendatory 
extradition treaty between the United States and Sweden and 
Norway, signed on December 10, 1904. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 6, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to Senate bill 5306. The bill was reported 
from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. A 
question arose as to a point in the bill, and the committee di- 
rected me to request the return of the bill to the committee. 
I made the request, but by some means it did not reach the 
Journal of the House, at the conclusion of the session. I 
therefore now ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that the bill 
and report be recommitted to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from further consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be reported by the Clerk, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 5306) to amend certain sections of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States entitled “ Regulation of steam vessels,” 
and acts amendatory thereto, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, we were unable to hear the state- 
ment of the gentleman. We would like to know what he wishes 
to do with the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want it to go back to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries for further examination 
in connection with certain matters which have transpired since 
the bill was reported out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had a memorandum of two gen- 
tlemen on the Democratic side of the House, as he recollects, 
who desired to be recognized, each to call up a bill, and as the 
Chair recollects, a bridge bill. The Chair has lost his memo- 
randum, and he calls attention to the matter and submits the 
request in the presence of the gentlemen, The Chair will rec- 
ognize either or both. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill, but it is not a bridge 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota. 


GULL RIVER LUMBER COMPANY. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14351) for the relief of 
the Gull River Lumber Company, its assigns or successors in 
interest. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to execute, acknowledge, and deliver, in the 


name of the United States of America, to the Gull River Lumber Com- 
pany. its assigns or successors in interest, a deed of quitclaim and re- 
ease, quitclaiming and releasing all the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to the following real property, lying 
and being in the county of Cass, in the State of Minnesota, — 7 de- 
scribed as follows: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, sec. 20, T. 135 N, R. 29 W. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, some years ago the Government 
planned to construct an additional reservoir in the northern 
part of our State. There are already two or three up the Mis- 
sissippi, and this was called the Gull River Reservoir. In pur- 
suance of that plan, it obtained conveyance of flowage rights 
from the settlers without compensation. The project has been 
abandoned, and this simply authorizes the Secretary of War— 
and it has the recommendation of the War Department—to re- 
convey the flowage rights that were granted under the original 
scheme, and only to reconvey in cases where no consideration 
was paid for it by the Government in the first instance. The bill 
has the approval of the War Department. I suppose the prop- 
erty is worth nothing to.the Government or to anyone else ex- 
cept to the riparian owners. It is virtually a bill to clear the 
title. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Linp, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17094) mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes. And pend- 
ing that motion I would like to fix the time for closing general 
debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. TAYLOR], the ranking member of the subcommittee, 
is not present. I would like to have an understanding with the 
gentleman in charge of the bill as to whether we shall have any, 
discussion on the bill in the nature of general debate. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Personally, I have had only one request for 
fifteen minutes. I think we could get along with a half an hour 
on each side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does any gentleman on this side wish 
for time? 

Mr. BAKER. I want a little time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How much does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, you had better make it an hour. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think we had better make it an hour 
on each side. I have only one request for time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will not half an hour on each side be 
sufficient? : 

Mr. BAKER. I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then we will make it a half hour on 
each side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to half an hour for gen- 
eral debate on each side on the bill? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. Lirraver was then agreed to; accordingly. 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union (with Mr. Bouretr in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17094) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance, for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, this bill as submitted to the 
House carries appropriation of $6,747,893. About one-third ef 
that amount, $2,000,000, is for the repair, preservation, and mod- 
ernizing of our seacoast defense plant, of gun and mortar bat- 
teries and their armament. About one-quarter of the amount, 
$1,555,000, is for range and position finders and the system of 
fire control; $700,000 is for submarine defense; $200,000 for 
searchlights; $800,000 for ammunition for seacoast guns, for 
practice and for reserye supply. Then come items amounting 
to $1,800,000, which do not appropriately belong to seacoast for- 
tification; $877,000 for artillery, to be used by armies in the 
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field, with ammunition for practice and for reserve supply, and 
finally the item of $936,000 for fortification of our insular pos- 
sessions. 

While this bill carries appropriations of $770,300 less than 
the fortification appropriation bill of last session, yet we have 
appropriated $513,000 more for submarine defense and $275,000 
more for range and position finders. While on the other hand 
last year we appropriated $800,000 for the purchase of new sites 
and erection of new batteries, while this year we submit no ap- 
propriation whatever for these purposes. Again, last year we 
appropriated $1,210,000 for guns for seacoast fortification, while 
this bill carries but $182,000 for that purpose. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, these figures merit the attention and careful consideration 
of the committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
leaves that line of thought, I will ask him to indicate to the 
House where the cut comes between the estimate and the appro- 
priation? Does it come on the Atlantic coast, the Pacific coast, 
or where does it come—nearly four millions of money? I will 
state that the members on this side of the House are interested 
in that question. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The amount recommended for expenditure 
by the engineers, which includes the building of emplacements, 
fortifications, and all material connected therewith, is $532,600 
less than the estimates. The recommendation for the artillery 
is $687,000 less than the estimates. Then we appropriate for 
fire control installation $651,852 less than recommended. When 
we reached the subject of insular fortification we cut the rec- 
ommendations from the estimates $1,675,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In which colony does that appear? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman will have to help me out in 
his designation of “ colonies.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I mean insular possessions. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The specific appropriations are shown in 
the report, toward the end of page 4. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, the figures that I have en mark the 
beginning of a new plan and a departure from the progressive 
installation of the Endicott scheme for the defense of our har- 
bors, which was inaugurated in 1889, and toward which during 
the next seven years twenty-two and one-half millions of dol- 
lars were expended, while during the last nine years ninety 
millions of dollars have been appropriated, and this includes 
$35,800,000 voted in the Fifty-fifth Congress—at the outbreak 
of and during the war with Spain. 

The former Secretary of War, in his report for 1903, estimated 
that to complete this scheme, including barracks and quarters, 
would cost $50,852,694, while his successor, the present Secre- 
tary of War, in the report for 1904, makes his estimate 
$65,346,082. The magnitude of these figures demanded a thor- 
ough and comprehensive reexamination of the entire scheme, and 
your committee advises that further progress in installation now 
cease, because the complement of heavy guns is nearly complete, 
while the provision for rapid-fire guns has been about one-half 
completed. The Endicott scheme for the fortification of our har- 
bors, thirty-one in all, provided for 364 guns of largest caliber, 
8, 10, and 12 inch, of which 334, or 91 per cent, are already em- 
placed or provided for. It also provided for 524 12-inch mortars, 
and of these 376, or 71 per cent, are already emplaced or pro- 
vided for; and, in addition, 1,296 rapid-fire guns, of which 587, 
or 45 per cent, are in like condition. 

Now, with these facts before us, and with the positive assur- 
ance that the chief harbors of our country have, mounted in 
their fortifications and ready for use, guns and mortars sufficient 
to offer an effective defense against any attack from the sea, 
and cause any thoughtful naval commander, who had not ships 
to lose, to hesitate before approaching our harbors, your com- 
mittee has reached the conclusion that it is now time to call a 
halt in the Endicott scheme, stop any additional installations 
whatever, and devote our energies as represented by apprepria- 
tions to thorough utilization of what we already have installed. 

This bill is based upon that policy. In following out that de- 
termination—to put what we already have in most efficient 
shape—we begin with the gun emplacements, and, instead of 
building additional ones, as we have been doing year after year, 
we begin to modernize those we already have. Bear in mind 
that when this scheme was originated a proper service for heavy 
guns was supposed to be that they could be fired once in every 
five or eight minutes; but the development of the battle ship and 


the armored cruiser, along the line of an enormous supply of 


rapid-fire artillery, made it necessary to greatly increase the 
rapidity of fire on land. This contingency was met with im- 
proved gun construction, with improved disappearing carriages, 
and with smokeless powder, which had not even been invented 
at the time this scheme was inaugurated. So that to-day our 
great guns can be fired almost as rapidly as what were formerly 
termed “ rapid-fire guns.“ 


We have demonstrated that we can fire them accurately at 
least once every minute, and, at times, every forty-five seconds. 
Now, in connection with such rapidity of firing, there must 
necessarily come many accessories in the batteries and em- 
placements. The magazines must be of greater capacity to 
hold the larger amount of powder and projectiles, and they 
must be proof against dampness, in order to preserve the 
smokeless powder. The gun platforms must be larger, in order 
to handle the greater amount of material. The means of 
handling these great projectiles, weighing 800 and 1,000 pounds, 
from the magazines to the firing platform must be improved. 
Formerly this was done by crane and hand power, but now 
electrically operated, continually running belt hoists are 
needed to do the work. An estimate has been made of the 
cost of modernizing these emplacements, which would amount 
to some nine hundred and odd thousand dollars. We have 
recommended an appropriation to begin this work in this bill 
of $450,000. 

Next we come to the guns, and again, instead of providing 
amply for a large manufacture of new guns, we appropriate 
half a million dollars to improve and modernize the older and 
earlier built guns to bring them up to the point of efficiency 
of those latest made. It is estimated that it will take three 
years of like appropriations to complete the work, if, for- 
tunately, in the meantime we may not be able to devise new 
means of still further increasing the efficiency of these guns, 
for we are very fortunate, indeed, in that not a single one of 
the guns in our seacoast forts has as yet become obsolete; 
we have been able to add improved equipment to each one of 
them, so as to make them quite as efficient as those of the 
latest and newest designs. 

Next we proceed to searchlights, and there we increase the 
usual annual appropriation by one-third, realizing that guns 
at night are practically useless without the aid of search- 
lights, and that this has been emphasized greatly in recent 
experience. 

Now we have two great lessons from the experience of the 
Japanese and the Russians on the seacoast side of Port Arthur, 
from the standpoint of coast fortifications. First, in the sea, 
the demonstrated effectiveness of submarine mines, and, second, 
from the land side, the practical uselessness of guns of long 
range without a proper system of direction and fire control. 
The Japanese gun fire, if I am properly informed, has sunk only 
two ships of large size, while the Russians have lost seven bat- 
tle ships, nineteen cruisers, and thirty-six torpedo boats and 
torpedo-boat destroyers. This is a unique experience, and bears 
testimony to the great efficiency of submarine mines. Then, 
from the land side, not a single Japanese vessel has succumbed 
to the fire of the long-range guns in the fortifications of the 
harbor at Port Arthur, despite the fact that the Japanese fleet 
continually maneuvered within the range of these guns, thus 
proving that shots are simply wasted when directed against 
vessels at a longer range than 2 miles, unless the fire be con- 
trolled by a proper system of range finders and fire control. 
The value of submarine defense, properly known as the first 
line of defense against attack from the sea, is nowhere in the 
world so important as in our own country, in of its im- 
mense coast line and numerous harbors. 

Moreover, our military policy, which provides only for a 
skeleton army, to be filled in by militia and volunteers at the 
outbreak of war, makes it indispensable that we should organize 
our forces in such a way as to gain time and prevent sudden 
attack at the outbreak of war. We ought, therefore, to continu- 
ally provide for an effective submarine defense to secure to us 
this precious time to prepare in other directions. Now, until 
recently your committee has been informed by the engineers, 
who formerly had control of our submarine defenses, that they 
were amply provided for, and could be effectively laid down 
within ten days of any emergency, and that they were so laid 
down within ten days at the outbreak of the Spanish war. 

This year we are confronted by the able report of a member 
of the General Staff who has investigated this subject, and who 
declares that our harbors are literally unprovided with sub- 
marine defense—that not a single harbor in the United States 
has mine material at hand to lay down an effective defense 
within the time called for by usual war conditions. The army 
reorganization act placed the control and care of submarine 
defense in the hands of the artillery, and the Secretary of War 
has ordered formed the torpedo board for this purpose. That 
board concurred in that opinion, so that your committee was led 
to conclude that our submarine-mine equipment was far from 
complete and that it was our duty properly to provide for de- 
ficiencies, lest this necessary element of defense might either 
fail or become practically useless in time of emergency. The 
torpedo board, at the order of the General Staff, has made a 
detailed estimate of what it will cost to supplement the ma- 
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terial we have to provide for a complete submarine defense. It 
estimates that that equipment will cost, for all the harbors of 
the United States, $2,634,276, to which must be added $1,185,144 
to provide the submarine defense designed to be laid in the 
eastern entrance of Long Island Sound—a total of $3,819,000. 
Now, if that estimate of less than $4,000,000 is in any way ap- 
proximately correct, the amount sinks into insignificance when 
compared with the value of a single battle ship, which costs 
twice as much, particularly so when we reason that this sub- 
marine defense is a guaranty of safety not only for the protec- 
tion for the thousands of millions of dollars’ worth of property 
in our harbors, but it will enable our powerful and costly Navy 
to go forth to perform its proper work on the seas, confident 
that every harbor on our coast is secure against sudden attack. 
For this submarine defense we have recommended $700,000, the 
entire amount estimated, which will complete the equipment in 
about five or six years. 

Mr. MANN. Do they remain equipped? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The material can be so stored as to prac- 
tically remain good for from twenty to fifty years; we have 
had no great experience. The suggestion has called to my mind 
another matter, and that is in time of peace we can procure 
this equipment economically, but to wait until the outbreak of 
war, when people become stampeded at the vaguest prospect of 
attack, as was the case at the outbreak of the Spanish war, and 
then to rush into wasteful expenditure, as we did then, will 
prove false economy, for we have learned very thoroughly that 
what we need for submarine defense can not be had at short 
notice. 

The next subject to which I will call your attention is the 
range and position finding equipment and fire-control system 
that we have developed. Our artillery has devised a system of 
this kind which is unequaled in the world. It is based on long 
horizontal lines, sighting the angles of ships, reporting them to 
a central station by telephone or telautograph, where the direc- 
tion of the gun is given to the men behind the guns. It is so 
accurate that effective shots are continually fired from guns and 
mortars, some when the target representing the ship can not be 
seen by the gun crews. It has proven that we can discharge 
effectively our great guns at an extreme range up to 6 miles, 
while without this position-finding and fire-control system shots 
at a longer range than 2 miles are practically useless and 
thrown away. It adds a great advantage to the land gun over 
the gun on the battle ship. We have appropriated a large sum 
for the general installation of these range and fire control sys- 
tems—something like $1,555,000—about the same as we appro- 
priated last year. It is a matter that must grow progressively 
on year after year. The system has been fully tested and fully 
approved. The Board of Ordnance and Fortification report 
that they know of no object for which money can be more effec- 
‘tively expended, or from which greater benefit can be derived. 
General Storey, the Chief of Artillery, states that to double our 
armament would not increase the effectiveness of our defense 
as much as would the complete installation of the approved 
position finding of guns already mounted. 

Next we come to the recommendation in connection with in- 
sular fortifications. In conformity with oft-repeated recom- 
mendation by the Secretary of War, we began last year to make 
appropriations for insular fortification. We appropriated 
$1,318,000 for a beginning. Your committee, after much con- 
sideration, determined that we should spend a like amount 
during the coming year. We appropriate specifically $936,000 
and then authorize the transfer of $380,000 worth of surplus 
guns that we have on hand, so that the total appropriation is 
within a couple of thousand dollars of what it was last year. 
There has been no complete project for insular fortification yet 
developed. Its necessity is obvious, particularly at harbors 
where there are naval stations. There have been suggestions 
that we ought to have a second board for insular fortifications 
similar to the Endicott Board. We have made plans for emer- 
gency emplacements at practically all the larger harbors, and 
surveys have gone on at even some of the smaller harbors like 
Iloilo and Cebu. 

The appropriation of last year was spent entirely, or will be 
spent entirely, at Subig Bay and Manila. The design is, in the 
estimates of this year, that whatever we will appropriate will 
be spent at the same place in connection with a moderate 
amount at Guantanamo. We omitted Hawaii for this reason. 
The estimate was $526,000 for the sites needed for emplace- 
ments. We gave $200,000 last year. Part of the sites were 
purchased. The engineers stated that if we gave them money 
this year they would do no fortifying, but would simply buy 
more land. And in the spirit of what we believed to be proper 
economy, and to give them opportunity to let the price of the 
land go down, we thought we would defer appropriation for 
more land until we are ready to begin fortification. 


Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that that completes what I 
have to say about the bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have never charged the com- 
mittee with dereliction of duty, but I have understood that the 
Bureau of Ordnance and Construction, under a misinterpreta- 
tion of Congressional enactment, have gone to such wild ven- 
tures in the building or promoting engines of war that they 
have permitted, to the extent of $100,000, the building of a 
Langley air ship. I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Lirraver] whether the committee has directed any 
appropriation to that Bureau of Ordnance and Fortification, or 
whether the Department has taken any stand with reference 
to any further ture upon that line? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will say to the gentleman\from Indiana 
he might properly ask the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
the professional advisers of this House, with reference to these 
technical matters. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman then, as the 
professional adviser of the committee of the House, state what 
has been the policy adopted recently, and if it includes any- 
thing new with reference to the expenditure for the Langley 
air ship? 

Mr. LITTAUER. All I can say to you is that the Board, on 
March 3, 1904, reported that they were not prepared to make an 
additional recommendation at this time for conducting the work 
on the Langley aerodrome. I would also say that we reduced 
the usual recommendation of appropriation for the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification from $100,000, where it has stood 
for many years, to $10,000, because we found that they had an 
unexpended and unallotted balance of $216,000 on hand July 1, 
1904. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, I think the gentleman has 
fully explained the proposition. I am glad that he is protect- 
ing the public from such a fantastic expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has six 
minutes of his time remaining, 

Mr. LITTAUER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I have no application for time. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish the gentleman would yield to me. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. BAKER. About ten minutes, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the subcommittee having charge of this bill a question 
before I make one or two remarks. As understood, in response 
to a question of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON], 
he said that certain army officers were the technical advisers of 
this House. When did this House select these technical ad- 
visers? And if this House never selected them, how can they be 
called advisers of a body that had nothing to do with their 
selection? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will refer the gentleman to the legisla- 
tion which formed this Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, 
which makes them practically, as I stated they were, the ad- 
visers on all technical matters in connection with ordnance and 
fortifications. i 

Mr. BAKER. Did the legislation to which the gentleman re- 
fers me provide who was to constitute this Board? Were they 
appointed by this House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It provided how the Board was to be con- 
stituted. 

Mr. BAKER. Were they appointed by this House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They were not. 

Mr. BAKER. Then how can they be called the technical ad- 
visers of this House when this House never selected them? 
{Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. I believe the legislation specifically pro- 
vided that they shall be the Chief of Ordnance, the Chief of 
Engineers, and the Chief of Artillery. 

Mr. BAKER. They are not selected, then, by this House? 

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday it will be remembered that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] endeavored to obtain 
explicit information as to when this bill would come up for dis- 
cussion in this House, and he failed to obtain that information. 
The reply of the chairman of the subcommittee having charge 
of the bill, evasively, was, “As soon as I can get an opportunity 
to be heard.” The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] then 
pressed his request for more definite information, and Mr. Lrr- 
TAUER replied that he would either bring it up to-morrow or on 
next Tuesday. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to enter my protest here and now 
against legislation being enacted in this manner. I do not 


speak now against the bill particularly, but am protesting 
against your present methods of legislating, which in effect 
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require that men be here and be in their seats every moment 
primed and fortified all the time with all available data on 
bills on which they wish to speak; that they have got to have 
their data constantly with them, as such a bill as this may be 
called up without their having any foreknowledge that it is 
to be considered. 

Now, I have taken pains to collect some data bearing upon 
this subject. That data is not available here to-day. We have 
not for the House any office building like the Senate has, and 
therefore it is not possible for me to have this data easily at 
hand, where it could be obtained. That data is at the other 
end of the city, and therefore I am unable to make such a 
criticism of this bill as I would offer if I had that data. I 
say it is a crying shame and disgrace that the rules of this 
Horse are so made as to permit such a condition to exist. 
As to all legislation of a general character the Members of 
this House should know one or more days in advance that it is 
coming up for action so that they can be prepared to discuss it. 
I was unable even to obtain a copy of the bill until after the 
gentleman having it in charge [Mr. Lirrraver] had commenced 
to speak on it. 

I came to the Capitol this morning with the expectation of 
attending a meeting of the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
my resolutions asking the Attorney-General what steps, if any, 
have been taken to prosecute the Secretary of the Navy for 
haying, when vice-president of the Sante Fe Railroad, granted 
a secret rebate to the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company, has 
been referred, which I desired to discuss before that committee. 
I came prepared on that subject, but I did not come prepared on 
this subject, as I might have been prepared if I had known 
that it was to come up to-day. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, however, held no meeting, although it is the day regularly 
appointed for its meetings. Having no knowledge that this 
bill was coming up to-day until the session commenced, I am not 
as fully prepared to discuss it as I desired to be. I say that 
legislation ought not to be enacted in this way. 

Now, as to the merits of the bill itself. Constant pleas are 
being made here for these tremendous expenditures. In the 
report of this committee one of the arguments made for this ap- 
propriation is that during some prior Congresses large sums of 
money were appropriated; therefore it is necessary to go on 
with that policy. What a puerile plea! We make precedent a 
fetich to be worshiped. Because a previous Congress laid a 
heavy burden of useless expenditures on the people, why we 
must do likewise. We are told in the report that of the 
$90,000,000 expended for fortifications since 1889, $68,000,000 
of that amount has been expended within the last nine years; 
and that is given as a reason for further expenditures. There 
seems to be an utter lack of disposition, an utter lack of intent, 
on the part of the administration of the Government of this 
country, as represented on this floor as well as at the White 
House—an utter lack of desire or intent to take the first step, 
to make the first move, to do the slightest thing, which will 
promote peace among the nations of the world. No! We must 
always be spending money in competition with other great 
nations, 

We are told that this and that great nation has expended 
enormous sums of money and therefore we must do the same. 
No expression of horror, not one word of detestation of the fear- 
ful results that spring from such policies as this. Oh, no! Hu- 
manity has no consideration upon this floor. It is only some 
man with epaulets, the man behind the gun, who is extolled; 
but the men, the women, and the children who suffer from the 
policy of these tremendous warlike expenditures that inevitably 
result in friction between nations—not one word is said in their 
behalf, and no disposition or intent is shown to bring about a 
change in this fearful competition for warlike supremacy among 
the great nations of the world. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is preaching a sermon 
from the text “ Blessed are the peacemakers.” 

Mr. BAKER. No; I do not care about quoting Scripture. 
When men come here haying their minds made up that they are 
going to engage in such practices as these, no Scripture quota- 
tions will have any effect upon them. When they are led by the 
man who worships war, who wants to hold himself up in the 
United States as the equal, as the counterpart, of William II, 
the great war god; when an Administration is dominated by 
such a spirit as that it would be farcical to make Scriptural quo- 
tations; it is almost useless to suggest anything in the interest 
of peace. 

Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said here to-day about 


the “utility” of certain instruments of human destruction.’ 


Does anybody care that 800 human souls went down in the har- 
bor of Port Arthur as the result of one little torpedo or one lit- 
tle submarine boat getting under the Petropavlovsk? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

A MEMBER. Give him all the rope he wants. 
` Mr. BAKER. Give him all the rope he wants and he will 
hang himself.” That is the sentiment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You will not kill anybody, will 
vou? 

Mr. BAKER. I would like to prevent this House taking any 
steps to kill people. Let me say that the fact of my not being 
elected to the Fifty-ninth Congress has no influence and no 
effect upon my position here to-day. Had I been reelected I 
should have said what I say now. I said it last year only a 
short time in advance of the Congressional elections, and I 
want to say to you gentlemen who seem to believe that you have 
got to fall down and worship this god of war that in my judg- 
ment the fact that my opponent and the whole Republican 
organization of Kings County made a particular drive against 
me because I dared to raise my voice upon this floor in behalf 
of peace and against extravagant, useless, and wasteful warlike 
expenditures—I do not believe that fact lost me one vote; that 
is, the aggregate loss to myself was not one vote. I met that issue 
then, and I will meet it anywhere; in fact, I mailed to several 
thousand of my constituents a copy of a speech I delivered at 
the Lake Mohonk Arbitration Conference in June last. I wish 
more moral courage was displayed on this subject by the Mem- 
bers of this House. I wish the Democrats here would get up 
and show to the nation that we are opposed to these extrava- 
gant war appropriations. I say it is the duty of the minority 
to use every parliamentary device at their command to block 
all such legislation. The moral duty is upon every Democrat 
to do what he can to prevent the Republican party continuing 
this policy. 

Only in to-day’s papers we are told that what is called the 
“pride of the Russian navy” has grounded on a rock and 
has sunk, it is believed, with all on board, off the island of 
Madagascar. The people of this country and the people of the 
great nations of the world have had their eyes for months cen- 
tered upon the titanic struggle going on between those two 
nations and we are told that because Japan and Russia are 
fighting, therefore we must expend more millions of dollars in 
order to get ready for fighting. But I want to call the attention 
of those who worship this idol of war to the fact that in the 
one so-called civilized country where autocracy rules, in the 
country where it has been heretofore almost impossible to find 
any man to stand with that greatest of all Russians, Count Leo 
Tolstoi, and raise his voice against such a shameful waste of 
the people’s money and such a fearful waste of human lives, 
right in Russia within the last ten days a great meeting has 
been held in the old city of Moscow, in the heart of that great 
Empire, and 766 representative men voted in favor of a resolu- 
tion and only 7 againgt it, declaring that the war between 
Russia and Japan was a monstrons, cruel, and wasteful war, 
and expressing their opinion that it ought to be brought to an 
end at the earliest possible moment, 

These are the resolutions: 


[From the New York Times, Thursday, December 29.] 


RUSSIAN LIBERALS DEFY GOVERNMENT'S WARNING—MUCH EXCITEMENT IN 
MOSCOW, AND OUTBREAK IS FEARED—DEMAND THAT WAR BE ENDED— 
RESOLUTIONS PASSED AT BANQUET. 


Sr. PETERSBURG, December 28. 
It is evident from the reports received from the interior that the 
fairly good impression produced by the imperial manifesto on the sub- 
ject of reforms may be more than offset in many places by the effect 
of the Government's note of warning to the Zemstvos. 


Private re; from Moscow indicate that much excitement prevails 
there, and the Psalm fears are expressed that the ancient capital of 
Russia will be the scene of bloody excesses. 


The banquet held there on the occasion of the anniversary of the 
revolution of 1825 was stopped by order of the police at 3 o'clock this 


mornin; gg, Pega resent were popular writers, professors of 
the versity, g school, and the technological institute, 
tors, and lalist workmen. M. E. Kedrine, a well-known lawyer 


and member of the St. Petersburg municipality, presided. A resolution, 
which was carried by 766 to 7 votes, after many perfervid speeches, 
was as follows: 

“In view of the horrors of the war, which is devoid of sense, and in 
view also of the enormous sacrifices and ruin in which the country is 
being involved, we, representing the liberal professions and working 
classes, protest against the war into which the Government dragged the 
nation without consideration for the opinions or interests of the Rus- 
sian people, and we express our profound belief that only the nation 
itself can save Russia from her difficulties through free representatives 


le elected by secret ballot inci; 
bad Deop oh — — Bee 1 om the principle of equal rights. 
Mr. Chairman, in order to clear my skirts of the infamy of 
our part in this constant competition of strife between nations, 
in order that I may clear my skirts of responsibility for these 
things, I enter a protest against the enormous sum appropriated 
by this bill. 
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That I have not attempted to hide my views on this subject 
is not only proven by my circulating a speech at Lake Mohonk, 
which I shall incorporate in my remarks to-day, but is also 
shown in an article I contributed to the Hebrew Standard, a 
leading Jewish paper in New York, and which I also include. 

But the chief reason why I desire to incorporate here the 
Lake Mohonk speech is because I wish the country to appre- 
ciate the absurdity of Members of this House forming an inter- 
parlamentary union for peace and then voting, as you do in 
this bill, extravagant appropriations to “ fit” us for war. 


ARE YOU FOR PEACE OR WAR? 


[Speech of Congressman Robert BAKER at Lake Mohonk Conference 
on International Arbitration, Lake Mohonk, June 1, 1904. From 
1504 Annual Report of the Lake Mohonk Arbitration Conference, 


I have ee asked s why it is that the idea which is the 
basis for this conference, which, for a number of years, has seemed 
to have a large following among the more highly ntellectual people 
of the United States, as well as of the leading uropean nations, should 
niake so little apparent progress. 

We have just listened with a great deal of . to the report of 
Doctor Trueblood; we have noted the interes ing events which he has 
related, which appear to be, and I think really are, indicative of consid- 
erable ponos toward our ultimate object, universal peace. But at the 
same time we oat to look at the other side of the picture. I believe 
that the other side of the picture exists to a very considerable degree 
just because such garering as this, just because the kind of ple who 
are gathered here to-day, do not attempt to lay out a consistent course 
toward this idea. They pray for internationa peace, but do they pray 
for domestic peace? ow, that may seem a foolish question to many, 
but it is impossible to get the American people generally to take more 
interest in the affairs of their country with the other nations of the 
world than they do with the affairs of each with the other. And, until 
the intellectual class, such as are gathered here, are repared to, and 
do, frown upon every act of their o cials, every act of thelr represent- 
atives, every act of their legislative bodies, which makes for omestle 
war, you can not hope to make any large advance toward international 


peace. 

Now, what do I mean? Just to give point to a matter that has been 
referred to by one of the speakers here this morning. We have been 
told of the formation ter the recent session of Congress of an Amer- 
ican group of the Interparliamentary Union, 

Mr. SMILEY. Mr. Baker is a member of that group. 

Mr. Baker. That is true, but that is not what I was going to speak 
of. We have also heard it stated, and that is significant and very im- 
portant, it seems to me, that at this same session only two votes were 
recorded in Congress, not against a navy, not even against large appro- 
protons but against an appropriation for two more battle ships. And 

was not one of those two, not because I would not have been one of 
the two, or rather made it three, had I been there, but it happened 
that at the time I was at home sick. There were some forty-od em- 
bers of Congress present at the meeting in January when the American 
group of the Interparliamentary Union was formed. It is certainly not 
probable that when some sixty days subsequently that vote was taken 
as to whether we should go on and appropriate some $11,000,000 for 
those two new battle ships, there were none of those forty-odd Members 

resent other than the two who voted against the appropriation. Now, 

say it is farcical for men to come together, form themselves into an 
organization, and say they wish the American nation to be a leader for 
international peace, and then go into the halls of Congress and vote 
$97,000,000 for a big navy. [Applause.] 

But more than that. ot one voice except my own was raised in 
Congress against an immense appropriation for the Army. Not one. 
An army which no one can pretend—I do not care who the man may 
be that talks about the “ necessity" of war—no one can seriously pre- 
tend that we need an army for national defense. We 1 10 u unique, 
unassailable geographical position, and the wildest and most fantastical 
devotee of war can not conceive of any combination of countries being 
formed that could make a successful attack upon this country unless 
we deliberately throw the gauntlet down to practically every one of the 


European nations. 

Here we had appropriations of $97,000,000 for the Navy, $70,000,- 
000 to $80,000,0 for the Army, $7,000,000 for fortificatiors, and 
so on, and yet only three members of the group raise their voices 
against this fearful waste of the prope’ money, and the far more 
wasteful expenditure of the mental energies of the country that is 
involved in the people looking for causes or excuses for war, when 
they ought to be, and would otherwise be, directed, as Doctor Leip- 
zeiger has said, toward education. Why is this? It is because the 
members of the Interparliamentary Union, and, I fear, many of those 
here assembled, look at this matter as a dilettante measure. Let 
us be consistent. If we really favor peace, let us be in favor of 
it from the ist of January until the 31st of December, and not alone 
on those occasions when some great international event is transpiring. 
Only last week I saw, within ten blocks of each other, two immense 
armories, gigantic forts, being erected in the city of New York, one 
occupying almost all of a big block. which, I suppose, is to cost a 
million or so of dollars. Let us say that this enormous waste now 


1 n eve ear in this State shall cease. How can the American 
People, the 85 at mass of the ag ever be successfully appealed 
ty, when told that peace is desirable, when right in their midst you 


of the intellectual ple of the United States encourage 
jalia members of assembly to vote millions for the erection of such 
absolutely useless buildings as these armories {applause}, while your 
Congressmen vote hundreds of millions annually for a big navy and a 
great army? Are you in favor of peace, or are you not? That is the 
question, j 


[From the Johnstown, Pa., Democrat.) 

CIVILIZED NATAN NS UNCIVILIZED—CONGRESSMAN BAKER ADVOCATES EQUAL 
RIGHTS FOR ALL, IRRESPECTIVE OF RELIGIOUS BELIEFS, AND IN FORCE- 
FUL MANNER DEPRECATES THE HORRORS OF WAR AND THE INSINCERITY 
OF NATIONS. . 

In the Hebrew Standard, Hon. ROBERT BAKER, prominent New York 

Congressman, says : 


The treatment of the Jews by certain of the so-called civilized nations 
of Euro 
j tion in 


shows how far they yet are from real civilization. 


Civiliza- 
th has been confronted by no more powerful than the 


passions that for centuries have been aroused and inflamed by appeals to 
religious prejudices. 

T ese appeals haye been made in the name of the Lowly Naza- 
rene proves that instead of being- 8 by his doctrines, animated 
by his yore these nations have n rendering mere lip service, and 
have adopted those doctrines as a cloak under which the better to 
incite men to war upon their fellow-men, thus perverting und prosti- 
tuting to the vilest ends the ennobling and uplifting teachings of Him 
who said “ Blessed are the peacemakers.” 

For myself, I abhor beyond expression those who foment race hatred 
of whatever kind, but especially am I unable to conceive how any ra- 
tional and well-disposed mind can fail to reprobate and condemn in 
the strongest terms the fomenting of religious hatred. Here, at | 
where existence is due to an unquenchable love of liberty, men shoul 
not merely abstain from acts which reflect upon the religious beliefs 
of their fellows, but should insist that no discrimination shall ever be 
made on such grounds. If the spirit of liberty, the love of justice and 
of humanity really animated us as a nation ; if the greed of guin were 
not so constantly in our minds, we would demand the removal of every 
restriction or impediment preventing zarona on account of his 7 
Frka the same treatment or exercising the same rights allowed to 
others, 

An Administration—I care not whether it be Democratic or Repub- 
lican—which does not demand that the same treatment be given and 
the same rights accorded to Jews as to those of other religious beliefs 
fails in one of its most important functions. 

My views of the horrors of war are probably understood. I would 
not advocate any step in the remotest degree liable to embroil this 
country in war. There are other ways of inducing a wages H nation to 
accede to any reasonable demand. If this country is justified, which 
I do not admit, in erecting an artificial barrier to commerce—com- 
merce, the world’s most potent peacemaker—in the form of a tariff 
wall, and then intimating that it will remove certain parts of that 
wall—knock out a brick here and there—if some other nation will re- 
duce its duties on certain articles manufactured here, surely there is 
far higher justification for removing those duties if that other nation 
will agree to cease its discrimination against some of our citizens on 
account of their religious beliefs. We are not too prone to elevate the 
material above the ethical. Material prosperity is desirable, but lib- 
erty, justice, and fraternity among all the people of the earth are still 
more desirable. 

Why can not we say: We*are willing to trade with you. We are 
willing to exchange the product of our mills, mines, and farms for 
things you people produce or manufacture, but we owe a duty to our 
citizens to see that none of them are discriminated against . on 
account of their religion. Therefore, the first requisite of trade with 
us is, that no citizen of this Republic shall be denied, when entering 
your territory, the privileges extended by you to other foreign citizens. 

de therefore insist that there shall be no discrimination shown in the 
issuance of passports because of the religious beliefs of the applicants. 

I submit Phat if our country should make some such propon ton as 
this it would show a willingness to at least remove the m from its 
own eye before offering its service to its brother, and would show that 
we could place ethical above material considerations. 


Mr. Chairman, I hope to live to see the day when even such 
expenditures as this will have to be submitted to a referendum 
vote of the people. As matters are carried on to-day no one 
can tell what proportion of the people favor these wasteful, if 
not criminal, expenditures. The interests that profit either 
through contracts, or, as in the case of the Philippines, by ex- 
ploiting the inhabitants through the possession of its special 
privileges, are always active in fomenting the demand for war 
and for warlike preparations. No one can tell whether the 
people thus influenced constitute 5, 15, or 50 per cent of the 
people, while those who are opposed to war have the disadvan- 
tage which always attaches to the negative side, of finding it 
difficult to secure a hearing. Even if the peace lovers consti- 
tute 90 per cent of the people, the remaining 10 per cent may 
make so much noise, beat tom-toms so loudly, and in other ways 
become so assertive as to convey the impression that they con- 
stitute the majority and not those whose motto is “ Blessed are 
the peacemakers.” 

But anyhow, as the mass of the people have through indirect 
taxation not only to pay the expenses of war, but supply the 
targets for the other fellow’s bullets, they should first have the 
opportunity of determining by a direct vote, unmixed with any 
other subject, whether they desire a war or not. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not look for any material change In the 
attitude of this House on this subject any more than on other 
matters of great moment until the people are able to express 
their views directly on public questions. Under our present 
election system it is impossible to know what the people really 
desire on these matters. Take the recent election as an illus- 
tration. I am confident that hundreds of thousands of Demo- 
crats who have no sympathy with Mr. Roosevelt's views on 
war, imperialism, or militarism—of which this bill is an ex- 
pression—voted for him, because it seemed to them the only 
way they could protest against the control of their own party 
by its monopolistic elements. Had it been possible for these 
and other men who are coming to realize the curse of these 
warlike preparations to have separately expressed their views 
thereon, it is quite likely that the President would not be so 
confident that the election was a magnificent indorsement of 
him and of his works. I am therefore greatly pleased and en- 
couraged to observe the growing demand for the “ initiative 
and the referendum,” reflected as it is in the action of certain 
Democrats, who, as candidates, received such extraordinary | 
yotes at the election in November. 
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Governor Garvin, of Rhode Island, has for several years been 


an outspoken advocate of direct legislation.“ I am confident 
that his election in 1902 and 1903 was in great measure due to 
his advocacy of this truly Democratic principle. Even on No- 
vember 8 his strength with the people of his State was so great 
that, while Mr. Roosevelt received some 15,000 plurality in 
Rhode Island, Governor Garvin only failed of election by about 
500. This was a most gratifying tribute to his sincere devotion 
to Democratic ideals and his championship of the initiative and 
referendum, which, by bringing government close to the people, 
make the people’s representatives the people’s servants. 

That brave Democrat of the Middle West, Joseph W. Folk, the 
man who has done more to strike terror into the hearts—if they 
have any such uncommercial organ—of the great monopolists, 
who are constantly corrupting public officials, is, I am informed, 
a conyert to this same theory of government, and will endeavor 
to secure the adoption by the Missouri legislature of bills estab- 
lishing direct legislation—the initiative and referendum. 

In Wisconsin, the governor of which State is a splendid 
Democrat on all questions save the tariff, has won out in his 
fight against the combined public-service corporations of his 
State. His victory, I am told, will result in the enactment of 
a primary-election law, which will make it much more difficult, 
if not impossible, for the railroads and other special-privileged 
interests to dictate nominations, and will also, I believe, insure 
Wisconsin adopting the principle of direct legislation. 

In Massachusetts the man who won the phenomenal victory 
of carrying that Republican stronghold by 36,000, with Roose- 
velt having 80,000 plurality, in his message to the Massachu- 
setts legislature yesterday takes advanced ground for the popu- 
lar referendum and for municipal ownership of public utilities. 

All these men comprehend that the people are demanding 
more direct control of legislation. They know the people are 
rapidly abandoning the idea that such bodies as this Congress 
are composed of men of superlative wisdom and can make no 
mistakes, even where they are not directly affected by the emis- 
saries of special interests who are constantly demanding legis- 
lation in the interest of the privileged few. 

Governor Toole, of Montana, another Democrat who was 
able to carry his State in a year when the plutocratic Demo- 
erats were driving Democratic Democrats to the support of 
Roosevelt, is also an advocate of the initiative and referendum. 

The aggressive attitude which Governor Douglas has taken in 
advocacy of these fundamental Democratic principles is shown 
in his message of yesterday. So sure is he that the people 
of his State did not on November 8 indorse the “stand-pat” 
policy of the gentlemen on the other side of this House that he 
even proposes that a commission be appointed to investigate 
the operations of your sacred tariff system and recommends 
that the result be submitted to the people for their decision by 
a referendum vote as to what tariff changes they desire. It 
may easily be that the Republican delegation of that State will 
thus be instructed to vote with the men on this side of the 
House in favor of radical tariff changes and to place coal, 
hides, lumber, leather, etc., on the free list. 

His recommendations are as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Friday, January 6, 1905.] 
DIRECT LEGISLATION URGED BY DOUGLAS—BAY STATE GOVERNOR WANTS 
POPULAR VOTE ON FRANCHISES—FOR MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP. 


Boston, January 5. 

Direct legislation, muncipal . of public service utilities, 
popmar vote on franchise grants, the abolition of indiscriminate im- 
prisonment of offenders, and tariff revision were the Nee recom- 
mendations made by Governor Douglas in his inaugural address. 

Governor Douglas, who is the forty-first governor of the State, was 
sworn in shortly after noon to-day. He is the fourth Democratic gov- 
ernor in fifty years. All the other State officers are Republicans, and 
the legislature is heavily Republican. 

Governor Douglas made a vigorous plea for tariff revision, attrib- 
uting the increased cost of tiring to the present law. He asks au- 
1 of the legislature to a t a commission which shall deter- 
mine the nature and extent of the injury the State suffers by excessive 
tariff taxes, and suggest a remedy. 

A referendum vote should be taken, he thinks, on the conclusions of 
this commission, the object being to obtain an expression from the peo- 

le which shall serve as a guide to the Massachusetts delegation in 


ingress. 

On direct legislation he says: 

“It is diffieult to see what objection there can be to such a t of 
pome to the people over their legislation. As members of the legis- 

ture are representaties of the people, they should not object if their 
constituents given to reverse or approve their acts. If the objec- 
tion be made that the poste can not be trusted, such an objection is a 
denial of the success of popular government as shown by the history of 
town meetings for more than two centuries. 

“ Especially do I recommend the passage of a law giving broad pow- 
ers to the people of our cities to secure the submission to them of acts 
of the city councils affecting the interests of the citizens.” 

Continui Governor Douglas advocates a direct vote on franchises. 
“When capital,” he says, has been invested in these franchises there 
arises at once, in the nature of things, a conflict between the public, 
which desires the cheapest and best service, and the franchise owners, 
whose purpose is to pon rollt. It is futile to expect, if the legisla- 
ture continues the sole distributor of these valuable franchises, that it 


tmost. 

e le are given the right by direct vote to determine 
whether su 
itations, they shall be exercised. 
chises will be compelled to meet the pee requirements. 

Governor Douglas recommends wider powers of municipal owner- 
ny “Whatever doubts,” he says, “may exist as to the en 
of State or Federal ownership of publie utilities, the o tion of su 
. towns and cities has now passed the ex mental 
stage. It been demonstrated by the experience of towns and 
cities In this Commonwealth, both with regard to water supply and 
public lighting, that under favorable conditions and proper tg 

and water supply can 


ment the b ess of gas, electric lighting, 
conducted by municipal corporations with profit to the inhabitants, 
in price and in service.” 
recommends that een, be granted the power 
to conduct their own publle service utilities. 


He, therefore, 

As further evidence of how rapidly this demand for munic- 
ipal ownership is growing, and also how general is the demand 
for the initiative and referendum as to the means whereby the 
people can secure the same, I want to incorporate in my remarks 
a letter I have just received from the president of the Refer- 
endum League of Erie County, N. Y¥.—that is, of the city of 
Buffalo. You will note there is the same old story of inadequate 
accommodations provided, of excessive fares, of low wages and 
long hours for the company's employees, together with what 
amounts to a practical refusal to pay even the ridiculously 
small amount of taxation which the present law requires them 
to pay. This is accomplished by having these enormously val- 
uable franchises assessed for taxation by the State board of tax 
commissioners, instead of, as they should be, by the local authori- 
ties, whom the voters could reach if they permitted these public 
service corporations to dodge their taxes, as they now do by 
being assessed at probably not more than 25 per cent of the rate 
at which the homes of the people of Buffalo are assessed. Thus 
these corporations first steal the property of the whole people of 
a city by bribing aldermen to give them these valuable privi- 
leges; then they refuse to pay taxes upon the people's property 
which they monopolize, thus forcing the mechanic and the mer- 
chant to pay a larger amount of taxation than they otherwise 
would be called upon to pay. 

Mr. Stockton's letter is a strong presentation of the argument 
for both municipal ownership and the initiative and referendum, 
and is well worthy of perusal by every Member of this House. 


It is inserted in full: 
beggar League Qi Erie County.—Lewis Stockton, president; 
Thomas M. Crowe, M. D., vice-president; W. H. Baker, treasurer, 
215 Franklin street; James Malcolm, 313 Herkimer street. Council: 
The Rey, Israel Aaron, D. D., J. N. Adam, James Ash, Max Breuer, 
M. D., J. B. Coakley, XI. D., Spencer Clinton, John Coleman, Charles 
F. Dunbar, A. J. Elias, Rev. O. P. Gifford, D. D., William Horace 
Hotchkiss, Nell McKachren, William E. Kreiner, John G. Milburn, 
Michael Nellany, George S. Potter, Rey. L. M. Powers, John J. Smith, 
Thomas Stoddart, Hon. Truman C. White. Proposed legislation: 
1. Expressions of opinion by voters of Buffalo on questions of public 
policy at elections when 5 per cent petition therefor. 2. Votes at 
the polls on nts by the common council of franchises and other 
public proneety 4 


Hon. ROBERT BAKER, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: The common council of this city realize the im 
under existing conditions, of obtaining from the New York State legis- 
lature any adequate remedy for certain conditions. The evils com- 
plained of and everywhere recognized result from the monopolies which 
spring from grants of franchises for public service utilities in cities 
to quasi public corporations for private The Buffalo common 
council, under the good government“ or “ general welfare“ clause of 
the city charter, therefore enacted the following ordinance : 

CHAPTER 45. Upon the filing with the city clerk of a written petition 
signed by 5 per cent of the registered voters of the city of Buffalo, 
as shown he last registration list, or upon a resolution of the com- 
mon council of said city, passed by a majority vote thereof, aathorizing 
it, it shall be the duty of the prope election officials to submit any 
question or questions of public policy so petitioned for or authorized 
to the electors of said city at any general election in order to obtain 
the opinion of such electors thereon; provided that such petition is so 
filed or such resolution becomes of force not less than sixty days before 
the date of the election at which such question or questions are to be 
submitted. Not more than three questions propo: by petition shall 
be submitted at the same election, and such questions shall be submit- 
ted in the order of filing the petitions. 

Sec. 2. The city clerk shall publish in the official paper and in three 
other daily papers of the city a notice_that such question or questions 
are to be voted upon at the next election. The notice shall be pub- 
lished twice a week for three weeks prior to the election. 

See. 8. Every question submitted to the clectors shall be submitted 
in the manner and form in which constitutional amendments or other 
public measures are submitted to a vote of the electors. 

3 the foregoing ordinance the following petition is being cir- 
ated: 


BurraLo, N. Y., January 3, 1905. 


ibility, 


THIS IS THE PETITION. SIGN IT. 


Bank Buñding. 
are n 


(Telephone, Seneca 3673-Y.) 


they can be obtained at above address, 
Explanation of questions. 
estion 1. Referendum Dill provides for votes at the polls, on grants 
of large franchises and other public property: Privileges and permits 
are to be granted under general rules, w 


ich rules are to be approved 
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by 9 votes. No interest is affected adversely. Act prevents 
hold ups” and stops franchise grabbing. Grants mey be submitted 

at general elections, but a special election may be held and would- 

EEN be required to pay expenses of such special election if he 

Question 2. Oregon law gives equal opportunity under law as to 
nominations. All city candidates would be nominated directly b, 
voters. Political parties governed by affiliated 1 voters. Candi- 
dates may on their petition pledge how they will or will not vote on 
questions. Two pa cent petition places name on party ballot. Nomi- 
nee receiving highest vote is party's candidate. R ar parties must 
use this law. ustralian ballot used at primaries, and same election 
officers and safeguards as at general elections. 

Ends factional fights for control of paniy machinery, and places 
governing power more directly in hands of the people. 

Question 3. City’s right to use power poles and conduits expires 
December, 1905. lagara Falls power obtainable at $20 per horse- 
power per year. Cheap power would bring small manufacturers, and 
also benefit merchants, householders, and city by giving cheaper lights 
for stores, homes, and city streets. 

BUFFALO, N. Y. 
Petition for a city referendum on franchise grants, direct nominations, 
and a municipal lighting and power plant. 
To the city clerk of Buffalo, N. Y., and the commissioner of elections in 
Erie County, N. Y.: 


We, the undersigned registered voters of Buffalo, respectfully peti- 
tion that the 9 cee of public policy be submitted to the 
electors of the city o uffalo at the general election to be held on 
Tuesday, the 7th day of November, 1905, in order to obtain the opinion 
of such electors thereon : 

(1) Grants of franchises or public property.—Shall legislation be 
enacted amending the charter of the city of Buffalo by requiring that 
all acts granting property or franchises to persons or corporations in 
said city shall be submitted to the people of Buffalo at elections before 
taking effect? 

(2) Direct primary nominations.—Shall legislation be enacted pro- 
viding for a direct primary nominating elections law for Buffalo in 
substance similar to the law enacted by the people of the State of 
Oregon on June 6, 1904? 

(3) Municipal electric lighting and power plant.—Shall the city of 
Buffalo own and operate an electric lighting and power plant for the 
‘benefit of itself and its inhabitants? 


Name. Address. 


Circulator’s name. Address. | 
PETITION 


The reason for submitting the first question to the voters of Buf- 
falo at the polls next November is that franchises are public property, 
and the people should have a volce in their disposition. The private 
ownership of franchises being a menace to popular government, the 
only remedy is found in the accurate expression of public opinion at 
the polls as a check and wise 9 in grants of popular rights and 
proper so that the people ma now the terms, conditions, and con- 
siderations for such grants. me franchise for a street railroad in 
Buffalo granted by the State i, apo runs for a term of nine hun- 
dred and ninety-nine years. he corporation ‘counsel estimates the 
value of this franchise, exclusive of tangible property, at $20,000,000, 
but the State board of tax commissioners appraises the value at less 
than $5,000,000, upon which sum the tax is levied. The street cars 
are crowded, lowering the standard of manners, morals, and health of 
of the community, and no remedy is 3 from the legislature. 
. The Buffalo Gas Company is overcapitalized. As a consequence 
the city and consumers are overcha: + There is no publicity of ac- 
counts. There is no record of any compensation to the ple for the 
grant aoe distributing franchise, and no remedy is forthcoming from 
e legislature. 
Experts assure us that we can, by a municipally owned and operated 
plant, get are electric lights for $37.50 per 2 as against $75 now 


id; that for $12 we could have incandéscent electric lights of 
wice the illuminating 


wer of the . getter ag now used (for which 
we pay $14.04 per 8 we co supply electric light and power 


to 1 consumers at an immense reduction over present prices as 
well as pay for the whole plant in twenty Fita But the Buffalo 
General Electric Company has a monopoly of distribution and there is 
no chance of a remedy from the State legislature. 

The reason for submitting the second question is that under the 
present system of nominations by delegates party bosses have more 
power than the people themselves, and yet these political leaders are 
unchecked by anyth f but public opinion; and the only accurate way 
to ascertain what public opinion is is by means of popular votes. 

No one but the ple can be trusted to choose the people's servants. 

Direct nominations will prevent factional fights, but not destroy 
ponnc parties. They will save convention expenses and convention 
og rolling, but will not endanger political parties. 

f Tweed was rightly quoted in saying “ Let me select the candidates 
and you can elect whichever you please,” he stated what all intelligent 
citizens recognize to be truth. We can never have a fair trial of popu- 
lar government unless we give a fair chance to the people to govern 
themselves or to choose their governors. 

The reason for submitting the third question is that the mayor and 
common council have advised the city, over eighteen months ago, to 
adopt the plan of municipal ownership and operation of an electric 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 6, 


lighting plant. Yet nothing is done by the city government toward 
carrying the recommendation into effect. The o insistent, and 
able representatives of the Buffalo General Electrie Company seem able 
to postpone action which the city government has advised to be for the 
best interests of the city, its citizens, and taxpayers. 

Under these circumstances the people should themselves vote on this 
question, thus intervening in their own behalf. 

In general it may.be urged that only by such participation in city 
government, by exercising the function of determining public policy 
can popular Institutions be safeguarded and preserved in cities. 

Five per cent of the registered voters of Buffalo number 3,800. We 
need the active interest of all to obtain signatures and thus educate the 
F on the question at the election to be held November 
7. 3. 
I am, sir, yours, respectfully, 

LEWIS STOCKTON, 

President of the Referendum League of Erie County, N. Y. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, as there is no other ap- 
plication for time on this side of the House, I will yield the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Apams]. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, after listening 
to the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] in 
favor of universal peace on earth, I propose to call the attention 
of the House to a question that was submitted to our considera- 
tion by the President in his annual message, which it is hoped 
will lead to domestic peace as between individuals who have 
entered into the holy state of matrimony. I quote from the 
President’s message on page 13, in which he says: 

There are certain offenders, whose criminality takes the shape of 
brutality and cruelty towards the weak, who need a special type of 

unishment. The wife beater, for example. is inadequately punished 
— imprisonment; for imprisonment nog often mean nothing to him, 
while it mar cause hunger and want to tie wife and children who 
have been the victims of his brutality. Probably some form of cor- 
poral punishment would be the most adequate way of meeting this kind 
of crime. 

Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of that suggestion by the Presi- 
dent I have introduced a bill into this House which, as it is 
short, I will read for your information. It is as follows: 


II. R. 17115. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever hereafter any male person in the 
District of Columbia shall beat, bruise, or mutilate his wife, the court 
before whom such offender shall be tried and convicted shall direct the 
infliction of corporal punishment upon such offender, to be laid upon 
his bare back to the number of lashes not exceeding thirty, by means 
o$ 8 lash of sultable proportlons aud strength for the purpose 
F Src. 2. That the punishment provided in the first section of this act 
shall be inflicted by the marshal of the District of Columbia, or by one 
of his deputies, within the prison inclosure, and in the presence of a 
duly licensed physician or surgeon and of the keeper of the said prison 
or one of his deputies, but in the presence of no other person. 

Mr. Chairman, twenty-two years ago, when I had the honor to 
sit in the senate of Pennsylvania, representing one of the dis- 
tricts of Philadelphia, a constituent put in my charge a similar 
bill to repress this crime and inflict a proper punishment. I 
thought so little of it that I declined all personal responsibility, 
for it, and introduced it “ by request.” Strange to say, the com- 
mittee, instead of allowing it to die in the pigeonhole of the 
committee room, reported it adversely to the senate chamber, an 
unusual proceeding. Being rather nettled, I addressed the sen- 
ate on the subject and to my surprise and to the surprise of 
everybody the bill was placed on the calendar by the necessary 
two-thirds vote in spite of the adverse report of the committee 
to the contrary. [Applause.] 

Almost the entire press of Pennsylvania took up the subject 
in its advocacy and support. I began to look into this subject 
seriously, and I assure you from that day to this I have been 
thoroughly impressed with the advisability of such legislation 
to put down this brutality. More than that, I have gone into 
the economical side of the question, and if the House will bear 
with me I will show that it is in the interest of the taxpayers 
to enact this legislation. 

Many historians have agreed that the treatment of women as 
a nation is one of the best tests of its progress in civilization. 
A short review will testify to the soundness of this conclusion. 
In savage life, in which prowess alone commands distinction, 
the comparative feebleness of woman deprives her of recogni- 
tion, and she is the mere slave of man for labor and drudgery. 
This is equally true of the barbarians of the past, or the savage 
of Brazil and North America of the present. The first idea of 
a wife seems to have arisen from the power to obtain and re- 
tain possession of a woman. We read in the Bible of the cap- 
ture of wives from the daughters of the Shiloh for the children 
of Benjamin. The early history of the Greeks, Romans, and 


Hebrews is filled with expeditions made for no ostensible reason 
save that of procuring wives. Walter Scott says that the Mac- 
Gregors captured a wife in 1750 for Robin Oig; a date so recent 
that the deed might be set down to fiction did we not know that 
it was necessary to pass a law in England in the third year of 
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Henry VII's reign making it a capital offense to carry away a 
woman without her consent. The next step in the matrimonial 
relation was the sale of daughters among the semicivilized 
tribes. This had the improvement of giving fathers and 
brothers some say in the disposition of the woman, and of at 
least rejecting brutal alliances. The Egyptians stand out in 
bold relief in respect to their treatment of women during the 
reign of the Pharaohs, but as their advanced state of civiliza- 
tion at that time is well known, it but adds a proof to the 
validity of the test before named. 

The legal status of woman was changed early in the Greek 
law, and from that of a chattel to be sold, the father paid a sum 
of money to the bridegroom, which was the beginning of the 
custom of “dowry.” This was secured to her, in case of sepa- 
ration, as well as an allowance from her husband, if he were 
the guilty cause of a divorce. Thus, a fixed legal status with 
personal rights was first given by Greek law. This raised her 
position in the marital state, and she became the companion in- 
stead of the plaything of the husband. ‘The “ Patria Potestas” 
of early Rome gave absolute authority to the father over the 
family. He could sell his daughter to one of his own selection, 
and his authority was transferred to the husband as to the for- 
tune and even the life of his wife. More mature Rome juris- 
prudence improved the status of the female to the extent of in- 
heritance of property and its retention independenly of her hus- 
band. The fall of Rome and the institution of feudalism had a 
disastrous effect on the social and legal position of women. 
Marital service was the indispensable qualification of the right 
to hold property. Deprived of this, her personal rights were 
soon abridged. During the whole Anglo-Saxon period the law 
gave the power to the husband to exercise restraint by correct- 
ing her if necessary. Civil law allowed the husband for some 
misdemeanors “flagellis et festibus-acriter verberare uxorum,” 
and for others only “modicum castigationen adhibere.” Au- 
thorities do not agree as to what constituted a moderate casti- 
gation, or the instrument wherewith it was to be inflicted. 
Welsh law fixes as a proper allowance “three blows with a 
broom stick on any part of the body except the head.” A second 
law limits the size of the stick at the “length of the husband’s 
arm and the thickness of his middle finger.” Another rule was 
that“ a man may lawfully correct his wife with a stick no big- 
ger than his thumb.” No wonder, then, when Justice Brooke (12 
Henry VIII, fol. 4) affirms “that if a man beat an outlaw, a 
traitor, a pagan, his villein, or his wife it is dispunishable, be- 
cause by the law common these persons can have no action.” He 
says “ God send gentle woman better sport or better compane.” 
But said Blackstone, in his Commentaries, “with us in the 
politer reign of Charles II this power of correction begins to be 
doubted, and a wife may now have security of the peace against 
her husband. Yet the lower rank of people, who were always 
fond of the old common law, still claim and exact their ancient 
privilege.” It was not until 1829 that the act of Charles II, 


which embodied the old common law and allowed a man to 
“chastise his wife with any reasonable instrument,” was 
repealed. 
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The legal position of women in this, our century, is fully es- 

tablished, so far as her rights to property are concerned, and 
she is amply protected against her husband squandering her 
wealth, be it real or personal. Her person itself occupies a 
less secure position, and eyen the remedy offered by law is not 
available to her, owing to the attending consequences, and this 
in spite of the constitution of the country guaranteeing the right 
of enjoying and defending life and liberty. The usual proceed- 
ing “in civiliter” of suit against her husband for damages re- 
sulting from assault and battery is denied her, owing to her 
marital state, while the criminal prosecution, with the penalty 
of imprisonment, deprives her and her children of needed sup- 
port, which anticipated result is frequently a bar to her even 
seeking protection. The binding of her husband to keep the 
peace, or the order of maintenance by the magistrate, has been 
found to be futile, especially among the class to which most 
wife beaters belong, namely, drunkards, who are the only -class 
allowed to take the law in their own hands and inflict corporal 
punishment on their wives for alleged faults existing only too 
often in their intoxicated brain, while fines and costs simply 
deprive the injured mother and innocent children of the neces- 
sities to sustain life. Referring to the prevalence of the inhu- 
man crime of wife beating, Darwin says, with the exception 
of the seal, man is the only animal in creation which maltreats 
its mate, or any female of its own kind.” 
_ Judicial statistics leave no question as to the extent of the 
crime. In England and Wales, issue of 1877, we find that of ag- 
gravated assaults on women and children brought under sum- 
mary jurisdiction there were reported in 1876, 2,787; in 1875, 
3,106; in 1874, 2,481, and of these it is estimated that four- 
fifths were assaults made by husbands on their wives. It is in 
centers of dense mercantile manufacturing and mining popula- 
tions that this crime was most prevalent. In London the 
largest returns for one year (Parliamentary reports of brutal 
assaults) of brutal assaults on women were 351; in Lancashire, 
194; in Stafford, 113; West Riding, 15, and in Durham, no 
fewer than 267, with a population of only 508,666. In America 
it has been impossible to secure any published statistics, but to 
supply the place of such records the following interrogatories 
were sent to every district attorney in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, and their replies have been tabulated to show the results: 

I. During the last year how many complaints were made to 
the grand jury for wife beating or for assault and battery on 
wives by their husbands? 

II. How many true bills were found? 

III. How many convictions were obtained, and what was the 
average term of sentence? 

IV. The nationality of the condemned? 

V. In your opinion is the crime on the increase? 

VI. Do you know if the families of the condemned, or what 
proportion of them, became a charge upon the county for want 
of support? 

VII. Were the condemned under the influence of liquor at the 
time of committing the crime? 

Please return, etc. 
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The nationality of the condemned. 
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Five hundred and twenty-five brutal complaints by wives 
against their husbands for brutal beatings in one year is a ter- 
rible showing for a State so long settled and so far advanced in 
civilization in other respects as is Pennsylvania. Three hun- 
dred and thirty-seven of the complaints were pronounced well 
founded by the grand jury, and 211 husbands were convicted 
for terms averaging three months each, thus depriving their 
families of necessary support. Would that we could flatter our- 
selves that these returns showed the full extent of this crime in 
that Commonwealth, but it is probably ten times as great as is 
directly apparent. It will be noticed that there is no return 
from the coal regions of Luzerne County. Attention is also 
called to the prevalence of wife beating in Camden, N. J., which, 
except for geographical lines, is part of Philadelphia. The tab- 
ulated reports represent only the aggravated assaults, in which 
the wife, driven to desperation by repeated assaults, seeks to 
have her husband imprisoned. 

Hundreds of minor cases appear before the justices of the 
peace or are settled before trial. This fact is established by the 
yoluntary remarks of the several district attorneys. He of Ly- 
coming County says: “The statement does not by any means 
represent the extent of the crime. Many prosecutions are set- 
tled before the justices that we never hear of. Many more 
wives are abused who will not make a complaint.” The prose- 
cutor of Northampton County says: There probably have been 
many more such cases returned for trial during the year, but 
settled by parties before billisfound. Many more have been set- 
tled by the justices of the peace and no returns made to court.” 
Blair County: “I have had a great many cases of wife beating, 
but only some three or four have come to trial; all generally 
settled, and frequently before preliminary hearing.” Montgom- 


ery County: “ Desertion cases, which are disposed of on hear- 


ing without jury trial, develop a large amount of wife beating. 
These are not included in the queries. During the past year 
wife beating was developed in ten desertion cases.” The dis- 
trict attorney of Brie County says: “I find that a certain class 
of Englishmen beat their wives from habit.” Dauphin County: 
“Only two specific charges of assault and battery on wives, but 
in many desertion or maintenance cases the testimony showed 
personal violence by husbands.” 

Clearfield County reports: Forty complaints have been made 
before magistrates in addition to complaints appearing in court.” 
In the thickly settled mining regions of Schuylkill County the 
preserver of the peace writes: Thirty-six cases were returned 
by justices of the peace and were bound over by the judges for 
good behavior. Then we had about forty cases in which there 
was no trial from the fact that the wives asked the court to 
withdraw the prosecution of the defendant, as his imprison- 
ment would leave the families in want.” It is needless, in order 
to establish the prevalence of this crime, to quote from others 
who write in a similar strain. 

Further, it will be noticed that wife beating exists to a greater 
extent, though not exclusively, among the foreign population, 
and it is certainly desirable that the baneful influence of the 
practice should be promptly checked before contaminating our 
native-born people. 

To the question, “ Were the condemned under the influence of 
liquor at the time of committing the crime?” the answer is 
almost invariably in the affirmative. Here is a thought for 
those interested in the temperance cause. What effect would 
the whipping post have on these drunken brutes? From eleven 
counties and from Camden comes the disheartening statement 
that in the opinion of the men best able to judge the crime is on 
the increase. 
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Surely, with its prevalence in many counties and its increase 
in others, the present law is proved to be inadequate, and legis- 
lution is necessary on the subject. 

The knowledge of the frequency of wife beating will be start- 
ling to the community and the inadequacy of the present pun- 
ishment evident. Infliction of punishment should always have 
a twofold end—the reform of the criminal and the prevention 
of the committing of the crime by others. Hobbes says: “In 
revenges or punishments man ought not to look at the greatness 
of the evil past, but the greatness of the good to follow, 
whereby we are forbidden to inflict punishment with any other 
design than for the conviction of the offender and the admoni- 
tion of others.” The latter has the greatest interest for the 
publie for its own safety and that of its property. 

The ordinary procedure, when complaint is made, is before 
justices of the peace, to whom the wife applies to have her hus- 
band bound over to keep the peace or to provide maintenance. 
These cases are usually settled, the wife preferring to risk a sec- 
ond beating rather than deprive herself and offspring of food 
and shelter. The risk of such deprivation likewise deters the 
magistrate. The district attorney of Cameron County writes: 
“The greatest difficulty in enforcing the law properly and pun- 
ishing wife beaters arises from the fact that the wives them- 
selves in every instance come into court and beg their husbands’ 
release. This has been my experience and my predecessor says 
his was the same. Summary conviction before a magistrate 
and the whipping post within an hour after the crime would, in 
my opinion, be a good way to prevent the constant occurrence 
of this crime.” 

The district attorney of Schuylkill County says: “ There were 
about forty cases in which there was no trial, from the fact that 
the wives asked the court to withdraw the prosecution. To im- 
prison the defendant would only leave their families in want.“ 

The district attorney of Lycoming County testifies: “ Except 
in aggravated cases settlement is encouraged because the par- 
ties are all poor and have no money for the costs and fines, and 
their families suffer while they are in prison.” 

The district attorney of Pittsburg writes: “In most cases the 
wives come into court and beg for the release of their hus- 
bands.” 

The district attorney of Philadelphia says: “I have no doubt 
the imprisonment of the wife beater in a large majority of cases 
causes very great suffering to the innocent families. More, 
indeed, than his incarceration inflicts on him.” 

In the more formal and protracted procedure of complaint 
and indictment by the grand jury, followed by trial in court, the 
objections noted rise to even a greater degree of force, and 
Judge Mitchell, of Philadelphia, informs me that in cases in 
which conviction has been had he has invariably been appealed 
to by the wife to impose only a short sentence, as long imprison- 
ment meant starvation to the family of the convicted. 

Confinement in the county jail, where not even hard labor is 
imposed, has no terror for a brute so demoralized that he will 
strike a woman—his physical inferior—and by nature he is in- 
capable of feeling for those suffering at home. 

It has been urged that wives would not inform on their hus- 
bands and expose them to the disgrace of being whipped. But 
at least they would have a chance, and it will be seen from the 
testimony given that the law, as at present existent, dees not 
even give them any option, for with the want of food staring 
them in the face they dare not complain. The punishment of 
the lash is not open to the objection that want will follow to the 
complainants, and if they have a remedy and prefer to suffer, 
it is for them to decide. Wife beating is not done openly where 
the law can see and take cognizance of the breach of the peace, 
and that the law may be put in motion it is essential that the 
wife should be placed in an untrammeled position, free to pro- 
tect herself by making complaint. 

There is an economic side to the whele matter which affects 
the community far more than the mere horror of the brutality 
of the offense. Society is an organization to protect itself. 
The combining of the weaker against the strong and the em- 
ployment of the machinery of the law offer comparative safety 
to the individual. To sustain the system society is willing to 
be taxed; to have prisons built; judges and prosecuting attor- 
neys paid; police hired; convicts immured and supported, and 
for every murderer hung or incarcerated the sense of increased 
security for his person is a return to the individual for the tax 
paid, and the conviction of each thief is a consideration re- 
ceived on account of the premium paid for the security of 
property. 

What relation does the crime of wife beating bear to the tax- 
payer beyond the shock to his feelings of humanity? It affects 
the citizen in no degree if the brute plies his vocation every 
day of the year. The person of the taxpayer, if anything, is 


less secure, for the brute from force of habit in inflicting pain 
might assault others who were his physical inferiors, while the 
property of the taxpayer, if the brute is convicted and sentenced, 
is taxed to support him in jail. The evil does not end here, for 
the chances are largely in favor of the wife and children of the 
criminal being left a charge on the county as inmates of alms- 
houses during his imprisonment. The number of persons who 
thus become a charge upon the county it is next to impossible 
to estimate. In reply to the inquiry on this subject the several 
district attorneys were unable to give information save in a few 
cases, and as commitments only read, “assault and battery,” 
no information can be gleaned from the prison registers. 

The men convicted of this crime are married, and with the 
average family the number of persons deprived of support can 
not be small. The incomplete returns give 211 convictions with 
an average sentence of three months each, which, at 25 cents 
per diem, makes a charge upon the taxpayer of over $5,000 an- 
nually for supporting these brutes in idleness, Not a pleasant 
thought, certainly. Of course the subject might be pursued fur- 
ther in this direction, and we might discuss as a matter of loss 
to the State the pay of jurors, witness fees, also the time wasted 
by courts and attorneys in trials of wife beaters while impor- 
tant civil cases awaited adjudication. An additional loss is the 
money spent in the purchase of the alcoholic stimulant with 
which these brave men fortify themselves for the heroic deed 
of attacking their wives—their physical inferiors, to say noth- 
ing of the further loss due to the habit of idleness acquired 
during their imprisonment without labor. But enough has been 
adduced to support, from an economic view, the passage of a 
law to suppress this crime. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What States or Territories have 
such a law as this now? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The State of Maryland passed 
this law, and after one conviction and punishment wife beating 
alınost disappeared from that good State. The State of Dela- 
ware already has a whipping post, and I regret to say this 
crime is not included. I wish it distinctly understood in advo- 
cating this bill that I am not an adyocate of the whipping post 
as it exists to-day in the State of Delaware. Certain crimes 
should be punished in another way, in my judgment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, why does not the gentle- 
man so amend his bill as that it shall provide that a man 
shall be whipped for striking any woman, whether she is his 
wife or not? Any man who would strike a woman ought to be 
whipped, and I would like to do the whipping myself, if neces- 
sary. [Applause and laughter.] > 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I quite agree with that. 
That, however, is already provided for by law under the crime 
of assault and battery, and the people have their remedy as the 
statute now exists. 

Mr. BEDE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do. 

Mr. BEDE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if the gentle- 
man reports this bill because, as a bachelor, he is immune to 
the provisions of the bill? [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the only class 
of people who can be got to introduce this legislation are single 
men, because they are not in the married men’s trust. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to suggest that it 
is not the fault of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ApAms] that he is a bachelor. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in a recent de- 
bate in the senate of Pennsylvania objection was raised by a 
senator, not trained in the law, that the proposed punishment 
was in violation of the constitutions of the United States and of 
that Commonwealth. The amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States forbids “ cruel and unusual punishment.” This is 
a restriction of the Federal Government, and not upon the 
States. It is inapplicable to offenses against the State. This is 
well recognized, and has been adjudicated in the case of Barker 
v. The People. (3 Cow (N. Y.), 686.) The law as it existed 
in the slave States formerly, and as it exists in Delaware and 
Maryland to-day, is a sufficient answer to the ebjection. 

It will be noticed that the constitution of Pennsylvania does 
not retain the wording of the bill of rights (1 William and 
Mary), as does the Constitution of the United States, but omits 
the word “unusual.” That this omission was designed by the 
framers there can be no question, as the original phrasing was 
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of too ancient a date and too familiar to be mistaken, and 
formed one of the most pronounced declarations of that statute 
which established security of personal liberty. In interpreting 
the portion of the bill of rights cited, James Fitzjames Stephens 
says, “ No doubt the flogging of Oats and others who were sen- 
tenced were the cruel punishments which Parliament referred 


to.” Macauley, in describing the infliction of the sentence, says 
that Oats was expected to die. He was whipped twice at an 
interval of two days. “The laid on the lash with 
such unusual severity as showed that he had received special 
instructions. The blocd ran in rivulets.” On the second whip- 
ping he received 1,700 lashes. It was the prevention of such 
cruel and unusual punishment as this that the provision of the 
bill of rights was directed, and not against whipping itself. 
This is substantiated by the fact that “whipping has never 
been formally abolished for common-law misdemeanors” (Ste- 
phens), but, on the contrary, has been named as punishment 
to be inflicted in the acts 26 and 27 Victoria, C. 44, where the 
number of whippings, and the instrument to be used, and the 
number of strokes to be inflicted, are set forth. In 1863 this 
statute, the garroters act, was passed by Parliament, discre- 
tionary power being given to the judge to inflict the additional 
punishment of fiogging, and this most atrocious crime of strang- 
ling, which had held London in terror for several years, disap- 
peared after one or two convictions. 

These statutes plainly show that in England the section of 
the bill of rights against cruel and unusual punishments is held 
not to refer to whipping properly administered as a punishment. 

In Pennsylvania, up to the time of the adoption of the con- 
stitution of 1790, in which was first inserted the restriction 
against cruel ptnishment, the provisions of 1 William and 
Mary were in force, and to show that the interpretation in 
that State was the same as that in England I cite the act of 
March 10, 1780 (1 Smith’s Laws, 501), in which punishment 
for horse stealing is prescribed. “ Every such person or per- 
sons so offending, for the first offense, the offender shall stand 
in the pillory for one hour and shall be publicly whipped on 
his or on their bare back with thirty-nine lashes well laid on.” 
‘And the act of March 16, 1785, prescribes that for counterfeit- 
ing the offender “shall be sentenced to the pillory, to have 
both his or her ears cut off and nailed to the pillory.” These 
were not considered cruel and unusual punishments under the 
bill of rights, nor can they be held to be in violation of the 
clause of the constitution of 1790, for they remained statutes 


after its adoption for nearly fifty years, and were only repealed | 


by the act of April 3, 1829, although it may be a question as 
to what was the effect on this subject of the acts of April 5, 
1790, and April 22, 1794 The present constitution of Penn- 
sylvania retains the clause of the former constitution verbatim 
in regard to cruel punishment, and as the case is in no wise 
changed, I hold that there is no constitutional prohibition pre- 
venting the passage of the law inflicting whipping as a pun- 
ishment. 

Mv. SHACKELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if this provides for duckings also for female offenders. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do not see the relevancy of 
that question. If I did, I would answer it with pleasure. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Well, the gentleman can answer it 
yes or no, whether it does or not. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not see 
the relevancy of that question. The question of flagellation as 
a punishment has received much more attention than perhaps 
the Members of this House are aware and from very serious 
sources. It has long been debated whether flagellation as a 
punishment or flagellation as a penance was the more ancient 
of the two kinds of whippings; but the Rey. William M. 
Cooper, in his History of the Rod, decides that corporal pun- 
ishment is as old as sin, and that voluntary flagellation was 
in imitation of punishment inflicted on themselves by those 
feeling guilty of such sins as they had committed. That 
whipping is one, if not the oldest, mode of punishment history 
offers ample proof. In Exodus we read that Pharaoh flagel- 
lated the Israelites. In the laws of Moses flagellation was 
imposed for certain offenses, the number of lashes being lim- 
ited to forty. Jesus Christ was scourged before crucifixion. 
The Romans carried the practice of flagellation further, per- 
haps, than any other nation. Horace tells of the nicety to 
which it was administered in his accounts of the Ferula, 
the Scutica, and the terrible Flagellum.” 

The celebrated cases of Henry II, in England, and Miss 
Cadiere, in France, suffice as examples of the Middle Ages, 
while Austria, Russia, China, Turkey, and Siam at the present 
day apply the rod in various forms as a means of punishment. 
But it is far from my object to advocate whipping as a punish- 
ment in general or to approve the law as it exists in the State 


ment for the offense.” 


of Delaware to-day. The object is only to urge whipping as a 
remedy for the crime of wife beating, and in so urging I am in 
consonance with the doctrine laid down by James Fitzjames 
Stephens, the ablest judge that ever sat in an English criminal 
court, and one of the most learned writers on criminal law. In 
his history he says: The view which I take of the subject would 
involve the increased use of physical pain, by flogging or other- 
wise, by way of secondary punishment. It should, I think, be 
capable of being employed at the discretion of the judge in all 
cases in which the offense involves cruelty in the way of inflict- 
ing pain or in which the offender’s motive is lust. In each of 
these cases the infliction of pain is what Bentham calls a char- 
acteristic punishment.’ The man who cruelly inflicts pain on 
another is made to feel what it is like. The man who gratifies 
his own passions at the expense of cruel and humiliating insult 
inflicted on another is most fearfully and shamefully humil- 
iated.” In 1874 the home office of England issued a circular 
requesting opinions whether flogging should be authorized in 
cases of assault, especially on women and children. There 
was a great unanimity of opinion that the law as it stood was 
insufficient, and that the penalty of flogging should be added 
to the list of sanctions. Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, Jus- 
tices Blackburn, Meller, Lush, Quain, Archibald, Brett, Grove, 
Lord Chief Baron Kelly, and Barons Bramwell, Piggott, Pol- 
lock, Cleasby, and Amphlet were all of this opinion. Lord 
Coleridge and Mr. Justice Denman were hesitating, and Mr. 
Justice Keating, of all who sat upon the bench, was the only 
opponent of flogging. > 

The chairman and magistrates in sessions were, in sixty- 
four cases out of sixty-eight, in favor of whipping. The re- 
corders of forty-one towns were likewise in favor of it, only 
three entering their protest against it. When, at the session of 
the legislature, a bill to establish the whipping post for wife 
beaters was introduced in the senate by the speaker he was 
flooded with letters from within and without the State in sup- 
port of the bill, and copies thereof asked for even from Canada. 
The proposed act received the almost unanimous support of the 
public press. In the interrogatories sent to the several district 
attorneys the direct question of their opinion as to the estab- 
lishment of the whipping post as a punishment was not asked 
for two reasons: First, in the agricultural counties the crime 
exists to a slight extent only, and the attorneys, probably in 
ignorance of its prevalence elsewhere, would naturally see no 
necessity for it; in the second place, the reasons for imposing 
whipping as a punishment solely for the crime of wife beating 
have but recently been given to the public. The following vol- 
untary remarks, therefore, have double force as spontaneous 
opinions of the public prosecutors. The district attorney of 
Schuylkill County says: “There is a growing sentiment in this 
county in favor of your bill. Our judge has spoken favorably 
of it, and reminded a defendant, as he was about to sentence 
him, that he hoped that the day was not distant when wife 
beaters would be punished as directed in your bill.” The dis- 
trict attorney of Westmoreland County adds: “As a rule, the 
same parties, in a year or so, turn up in court again for the 
same offense. The whipping post is the only adequate punish- 
The district attorney for Cameron 
County testifies: “The law in its present condition is utterly 
powerless to prevent this crime. Summary conviction before a 
magistrate and the whipping post within an hour after the 
crime would, in my opinion, be a good way to prevent its reoccur- 
rence.” The district attorney of Adams County puts a P. S.: 
“Your proposed correction of this evil, when the case is clearly 
established, meets with my hearty approval.” Forest County: 
“A law to flog wife beaters would be good.” The judgment of 
the district attorney of Bradford is: “ We ought to have the old 
whipping post in Pennsylvania, and nothing else will so effectu- 
ally check this most dastardly crime.” - 

The district attorney of Franklin writes: “I heartily favor 
the whipping post.” Clearfield County, represented by district 
attorney, says: “In the writer’s opinion, the Delaware whip- 
ping post would be a salutary preventive for this crime.” The 
opinion of the experienced district attorney of Philadelphia, 
who presented 308 bills to the grand jury and convicted 80 
brutes of this cowardly crime, is: “In my judgment, the re- 
establishment of the whipping post or some mode of corporal 
punishment, inflicted privately, would be more effective to re- 
duce the number of wife beaters than the punishment of incar- 
ceration.” Three grand juries of Philadelphia County recom- 


mended the passage of this bill to the legislature, and four 
called the attention of the public to the prevalence of the crime. 
The opinions of the judges of the court of common pleas of the 
State, on the advisability of whipping as a remedy for wife 
beating, are generally unknown to the speaker, but the mature 
judgment of the two judges longest in service on the Philadel- 
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phia bench—Judge Allison and Judge Ludlow (his junior but a 
few years)—both favored the proposed punishment. 

It is a curious fact that the code of Delaware, which inflicts 
whipping for so many crimes, does not impose it for the offense 
of wife beating. We can therefore get.no information from 
Delaware as to the efficacy of whipping in suppressing and pre- 
venting this particular crime, however potent it may be against 
others in that State. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question 
of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, there was so much noise that I 
did not hear the names of those English judges, and I would like 
to know whether Mr. Justice Hawkes is included among them, 
because he has the reputation of being the most severe, the most 
vicious, and the most cruel judge, and I think he ought to be in 
that list. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I dare say that if he is con- 
stituted that way his horror of wife beating would be such that 
the gentleman will find him in the list. 

Mr. BAKER. I should imagine that his desire to perpetuate 
force and to appeal to the desire for strength, for the worship 
of war, the worship of everything that is cruel, would make this 
law appeal to him. That is his reputation. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, I yielded to 
the gentleman for a question. I will ask him one. Do you 
favor wife beating? 

Mr. BAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What would you do with a man 
who hit a woman? 

Mr. BAKER. But I do not favor your law or your proposed 
bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I am sorry to hear it. Prob- 
ably after the gentleman has heard the balance of my argument 
and the remarks I hope to be allowed to extend, and he will 
read them, he may get some information, because I know he is 
fair; but, as I stated in reply to the gentleman, this is to tend 
toward domestic peace, and having just expressed his great 
interest in national peace, I am sure he will be in harmony with 
the measure. 

Mr. BAKER. It is because I am very sure it will promote 
domestic war instead of peace that I am opposed to it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have endeay- 
ored to gather together some statistics of the District of Colum- 
bia, and I applied to the marshal’s office, but unfortunately, 
owing to the shortness of time and as they have kept no records 
and most of these cases have been tried under the charge of 
simple assault, they could not furnish me with any accurate in- 
formation, but the chief of police said hereafter he would keep 
an inventory of these particular crimes, because the department 
is thoroughly in favor of the measure, and he said that in his 
best judgment there are four or five cases a month of wife 
beating tried in the lower police courts here in this city. 

In 1883 the legislature of Maryland passed a bill to punish 
wife beaters by whipping them, and the district attorney of 
Baltimore informed the speaker that after the first conviction 
the crime ceased as if by magic in that State. With this last 
unanswerable testimony I closed my argument in favor of the 
establishment of the whipping post for the offense of wife beat- 
ing, feeling fully persuaded that the sentiment which undoubt- 
edly exists to a certain extent against whipping as a punishment 
will, as did my own individual feeling, change when the facts 
are known, and when it is well understood that corporal punish- 
ment is to be inflicted solely in cases of wife beating. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the Clerk 
now read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition, subcaliber 
tubes, and other accessories for seacoast artillery practice, including the 
machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, $348,000, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee a question. I notice that this first paragraph on page 5 ap- 
propriates the apparently large sum of $348,000 for the pur- 
chase, manufacture, and test of ammunition, subcaliber tubes, 


and other accessories for seacoast artillery practice, and that in 
the very next paragraph there is $77,000 appropriated for the 
purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition, subcaliber 
tubes, and other accessories for mountain, field, and siege ax- 
tillery practice. I wish to ask him whether there is any differ- 
ence in the ammunition used for these two different kinds of 
practice or in the subcaliber tubes, or whether they could not 
well r tested at one time and possibly saye a duplication of ex- 
pense : 

Mr. LITTAUER. Of course, the item of test is a small one. 
The main item of $348,000 is for practice with the great sea- 
coast guns, what we call the large guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch 
caliber, together with the rapid-fire guns composing the sea- 
coast batteries. The second item is an appropriation for am- 
munition for guns used by the Army in the field. It has noth- 
ing to do with coast fortification, and you will notice it reads 
for “mountain, field, and siege artillery.” Now, in fact, we 
have but few mountain guns. We are just now beginning to 
manufacture a new type of field gun which is supposed to be 
the best in the world, but we have not yet any modern siege 
artillery. This sum came to us in one lump sum and we sought 
to divide that portion which applies to coast fortifications from 
that which properly applies to army field guns. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think probably the gentleman has satis- 
fied my inquiry which was simply whether there was a duplica- 
tion here which would result in an increased expense, 

Mr. LITTAUER. They are of entirely different caliber. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the necessary expenses 
on ordnance duties at the. proving —.— . pora 
petit of e f a soe 
Sa ordnance construction, $18,700. 7 PS 

Mr. OLMSTED. Making a proforma amendment for the pur- 
pose of asking the gentleman a question, I will inquire if the 
expenses of these officers referred to in this paragraph, already 
in the pay of the military branch of the Government, when 
away from their regular posts are not already providéd for in 
appropriation for the military branch of the Government? 

Mr. LITTAUER. There are no salaries attached to this 
item. It is merely for expenses. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Are they not already under salary from the 
Government, and are there not provisions in the regular appro- 
priation bills for the military department for their expenses, 
whether at or away from their regular posts? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Not for this special character of expenses, 
The mileage has to come in in another way. This has been car- 
ried along for many years in this bill, allowing officers who are 
temporarily employed on ordnance duty at Sandy Hook proving 
grounds $2.50 a day. 

Mr. OLMSTED. When they do that, as I understand it, they 
are already allowed, under the general law, for their expenses? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They are allowed for mileage. The item is 
under the heading of “ Proving grounds at Sandy Hook,” which 
means that when officers are detailed from forts in New York 
Harbor or elsewhere and sent to Sandy Hook they provide 
them with this allowance of $2.50 a day for maintenance. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The point I am making is that when an 
officer goes to New York or Philadelphia from Washington he 
gets his expenses in some way under the existing law. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. He only gets his milena 

Mr. LITTAUER. But this is for his maintenance. ; 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, let me ask 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver] why the officer 
should be allowed a maintenance on this particular errand when 
he is not allowed it in other cases. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The Government furnishes transportation, 
but he has to take care of himself when he is away from the 
place at which he usually gets his board and lodging. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does he not have to provide 
his maintenance when he is in the barracks? He certainly does. 
He is not allowed a cent of compensation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. He gets an allowance for maintenance when- 
ever he is in the employ of the Government. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is temporary employment when officers 
are sent to the Sandy Hook proving grounds to test guns and 
ammunition, and like matters, and it has always been carried in 
this bill. The officers are there temporarily, and receive $2.50 
a day as recompense for the additional expense they must incur 
by being sent away from their usual posts for a week or two 
weeks. 

Mr. OLMSTED, I am not objecting to their getting their ex- 
penses, but this looks really like giving them additional compen- 
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sation at the rate of $2.50 a day. My colleague suggests that 
wherever they are in the service of the Government they get 
commutation for their rations. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pernsylvania. 
made by the gentleman, I understand that an officer gets the 
commutation of quarters, but not of rations; that the enlisted 
man only gets rations. 


In response to the suggestion 


Mr. PALMER. The Government does not furnish commuta- 
tion to anybody. He gets his pay, forage, and rations, but no 
money. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Think of the expense they must incur in 
going down to the Sandy Hook proving grounds and remaining 
two or three days. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not objecting to that item. I only state 
what the custom is with reference to the payment of officers. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania 

Mr. PALMER. I would be very pleased to afford you all the 
information that I can. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that the officer is allowed his rations? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly; he gets his commutation for ra- 
tions. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it so in the Navy? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know anything about the Navy. 
You are on the Naval Committee and you ought to know. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it so in the Marine 
Corps? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The Marine Corps get the 
same pay as the Army, and not one cent is allowed to the 
officer. 

Mr. PALMER. You are a sailor and I am a soldier. 

Mr. LITTAUER. You are mistaken in your statement. The 
officer is allowed commutation in the Army. 

Mr. MANN. He gets commutation of quarters. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. He gets commutation of 
quarters, and that is all he gets. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
withdraw the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SUBMARINE MINES. . 

For the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to 
operate them for closing the channels leading to our pr anpe! seaports, 
and continuing torpedo experiments, for the purchase of the necessary 
machinery, tools, and implements for the repair shop of the torpedo 
depot at Fort Totten, N. Y., and for extra-duty pay to soldiers neces- 
sarily employed for periods not less than ten days on work in connec- 
tion with the issue, score and care of submarine mining material at 
the torpedo depot, $300,000. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I move to strike out the last word for the 
purpose of asking the chairman of the subcommittee a ques- 
tion relating to these lines beginning on line 2, and ask him 
why, if these men have once in a while to do a little work, 
they should be allowed extra pay? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The law says that if soldiers are on extra 
duty for work in connection with submarine mining for a 
longer period than ten days, they shall receive extra pay, rang- 
ing from 35 to 50 cents per day. 

Mr. OLMSTED. These are soldiers of the general Army, and 
if the law provides for that, is it not provided for in the army 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The army appropriation bill expressly ex- 
cludes this provision. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then there is no duplication? 

Mr. LITTAUER. None whatever. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This bill provides for submarine work and 
mines? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if there is any provision in the bill anywhere for the build- 
ing of submarine boats? 

Mr. LITTAUER. None whatever. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any likelihood to be such a provision in 
the bill when it becomes law, if the gentleman will risk making 
a prophecy? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would not care to enter the domain of 
prophecy, but, if I maintain good health, there will be none in 
this year’s bill, I think. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the health of the gentleman will remain 


Mr. McCALL. What amount was recommended for sub- 
marine mines? 


Mr. LITTAUER. The estimate was for $300,000, and we al- 
lowed the full estimate. I should very much have liked to hava 
seen the estimate much larger. 

Mr. McCALL. I was impressed with the gentleman’s re- 
marks upon that branch of the case, and I was curious to see 
whether they had reduced the amount appropriated below the 
estimate. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We allowed the full amount of the esti- 
mate. I believe that $1,000,000 instead of $300,000 could well 
have been appropriated. It would have been good economy and 
to the best interests of the country. 

Mr. McCALL. It seems so to me. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylyania. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If I recollect rightly, we made 
an appropriation for extra services of $2.50 a day to officers 
who might be engaged upon other service than those performed 
in the barracks. Am I right about that? 

Mr. LITTAUER. You mean officers. This appropriation of 
$2.50 a day pertains exclusively to work at the proving grounds 
5 Sandy Hook, away off there at the extreme portion of the 

Took. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. This would not carry an 
appropriation for these officers? 

Mr. LITTAUER. None whatever. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FORTIFICATIONS IN INSULAR POSSESSIONS. 


71800 construction of seacoast batteries in the insular possessions, 
‘ „ 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 
8 and 9, providing for the construction of seacoast batteries in 
insular possessions, $700,000. 

My purpose in making this motion is because I believe this to 
be the most extravagant item contained in this bill, and by far 
so. The facts are that if it shall be the policy to be determined 
by this House that this Government shall fortify what is known 
as our “insular possessions,” it is an undertaking involving thé 
expenditure of untold millions of dollars. How much no mem- 
ber of this committee knows, and no Member of this House 
knows. How much it will cost the War Department itself con- 
fesses it does not know, and of which it has made no estimate. 
The estimates provided and that were submitted to this com- 
mittee for this bill were $2,600,000, and the committee have re- 
ported $936,000. 

Now, it is apparent to the committee, and may be apparent 
to gentlemen of this House, that even if the full amount of the 
estimate had been allowed by the committee, and $2,600,000 
had been appropriated, that sum would only have begun the 
work of fortification of these insular points, such as Manila, 
Subig Bay, and other places. Now, if this would be but a be- 
ginning of the work, in view of the fact that it is unknown what 
it will take to complete it, why give this small sum of $936,000 
to begin a work which it practically does not begin; a work 
that no man knows how much it is going to cost to complete, 
and upon which nobody can give any information on the sub- 
ject? It is simply asking for an estimate and allowing some- 
thing to continue a policy that we have not fully determined 
upon, and nobody knows what amount of money it will take to 
complete. 

Then, in the next place, gentlemen, I take it that every man 
must have some doubt as to whether or not it shall be the 
policy of the United States Government to continue to hold on 
to its insular possessions for all time to come and to fortify 
them and defend them as a part of the United States. I for 
one have had the hope, and I yet entertain the hope, that at 
some time in the future the United States will be able to rid 
herself of these possessions that have proven so far—and, in my 
judgment, will continue to prove—a burden and a tax upon this 
country and nothing more. I entertain the hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we may at some time, with credit to ourselves, dis- 
pose of and dispense with our entire insular possessions. And 
in view of the fact that this appropriation would simply begin— 
in fact, would not begin—the expenditures that this Govern- 
ment would be compelled to make; in view of the fact that it 
would accomplish no good at this time; in view of the fact that 
no good result can be pointed out that would come from it; 
in view of the fact that it would fortify nothing, that it would 
protect nothing; that it simply commits this Government to a 
policy that I for one am not willing to say we shall commit 
ourselves to in advance of knowing what the cost will be—for 
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these reasons I move that this appropriation be stricken out 
of this bill. Hence I express the hope that this amendment 
may be adopted. If so, we will have taken the first step in the 
_direction of true economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 5 
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRUNDIDGE], to 
strike out lines 8 and 9. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 38. 

Mr. LITTAUER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Brun- 
DIGE and Mr. Lirraver. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
59, noes 74. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this 
act shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the 

judgment of the Secretary of War, 2 is to the manifest interest 8 he 

nited States to make purchases in limited quantities abroad, whi 
materia: shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. LITTAUER, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] rise? 

Mr. BAKER. I rise for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to strike out all the words in lines 11 
and 12, after the word “abroad.” In other words, I move to 
strike out the words “ which material shall be admitted free of 
duty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 10, line 11, after the word al strike out the words 
“ which material shall be admitted free of 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I make oe motion for the pur- 
pose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. Lrt- 
TAUER] a question. Do I understand that these words have 
been incorporated in this bill at the request of the Administra- 
tion—the Secretary of War? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I believe all the Administrations since the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortifications has been in existence 
have practically recommended the same verbiage. 

Mr. BAKER. This is the recommendation of the Secretary 
of War? 

Mr. LITTAUER, Yes; of the present Secretary of War and 
also past ones. 

Mr. BAKER. And I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Secretary of War is a member of the Republican Administra- 
tion, which advances the proposition that the foreigner pays 
the tax. Now, why are you going to make this present to the 
foreigner? If the foreigner pays the tax levied on goods 
brought into the United States, why does the Republican Admin- 
istration; which is so assertive of its solicitude for American 
labor, favor the removal of this tax? Why does it not tax the 
foreigner? Why does it not compel the foreigner to pay that 
tax into the American Treasury and thus relieve the American 
people of so much taxation? Will the gentleman kindly answer 
me that question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, this is not the time for that kind of a 
discussion. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, yes, it is. It is always the proper time 
when you people are shown up in the fraud of your contention 
that the foreigner pays the tax. [Laughter.] That is always 
appropriate. Now, I want to know does the Republican party 
yet defend the proposition that the foreigner pays the tax? 
And if it does, how can it consistently come here and say that 
it is going to remit from the foreigner the tax that they claim 
he pays on goods brought into the United States? 

I have asked that question, but the Republican side of this 
House stand mute. I withdraw my amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Lrrraurn, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bourert, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that the committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 17094) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 


Mr. LITTAUER. 
to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lirraver, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Datzern (at 1 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.), the House, under the order previously adopted, 
adjourned until Monday, January 9, 1905. 


I move the previous question on the bill 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for service of the Geolog- 
ical Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter transmitting the annual report of the Georgetown 
Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railway Company—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of ` 
his report for the year 1904—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Fannie Solari, heir of Emanuel M. Solari, against The United 
. the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 16570) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River in Marion County, Tenn.,” approved May 20, 1902, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3230); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15233) granting a pension to Mattie M. Hawk- 
ins—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17102) to extend the time within which actions 
for the recovery of duties paid in Porto Rico may be brought in 
the Court of Claims under the act of April 29, 1902—Committee 
ay evan discharged, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 17245) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to sell a tract of land in the south 
half of the Colville Indian Reservyation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 17246) for the relief of cer- 
tain receivers of public moneys, acting as special disbursing 
agents, in the matter of amounts expended by them for per 
diem fees and mileage of witnesses in hearings, which amounts 
have not been credited by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department in the settlement of their accounts—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 17247) to divide the State of 
Virginia into three judicial districts, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 17248) to increase the limit 
of the appropriation for a public building at Deadwood, S. 
Dak.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. __ 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17249) to pro- 
vide for a collateral inheritance tax, and for the fees, costs, 
and charges of the administration of the estates of decedents in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


544 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


JANUARY 6, 


By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 17250) pro- 
viding for the construction of irrigation and reclamation works 
in certain lakes and rivers—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 17251) to provide for circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Selma, Ala—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17252) concerning a public building in 
Selma, in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 17253) granting an appropri- 
ation for the repair and strengthening of the Flint Creek to 
Iowa River levee and increase and improvement of its out- 
lets—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17254) to amend section 13 of 
an act entitled “An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1899—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17255) relating to the 
salaries of the President and Vice-President of the United 
States, and for paying the President a salary after his retire- 
ment from office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 189) for the survey of 
Blackwater River, in Virginia and North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 190) for the survey of the 
Warwick River, in Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 17256) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17257) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Heinz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17258) granting a pension to Mary Duran— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17259) granting a pension to Louis Bau- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17260) to correct the military record of 
Cornelius Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 17261) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Gibson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17262) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie N. Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 17263) granting a pension 
to Taylor Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17264) for the relief of the heirs of Susan 
Gholson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17265) for the relief of James Barron, of 
Cullman County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17266) for the relief of Isaac Chadwick, of 
Dekalb County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17267) 
granting an increase of pension to George Spangler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17268) granting a pension to 
Ella Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17269) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17270) for the relief of Miss Lou Jahn— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17271) directing the issue of five coupon 
bonds of $100 each in lieu of lost bonds drawn in favor of James 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 17272) granting an increase 
of pension to Chauncey L. Guilford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17273) granting an increase of 
pension to James J. Furlong—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 17274) granting 
a pension to Louis A. Lavalley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 17275) granting an increase 
of pension to Carmen Frazee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 17276) for the relief of the 
Flat Creek Baptist Church, of Pettis County, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17277) for the relief of Central College, 
at Fayette, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 17278) for the relief of the 
Pa at law of Capt. John Lewis—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17279) for the 
relief of Ashton Fletcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 17280) granting an increase 
5 pension to Ogden Lewis to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17281) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kress—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17282) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman H. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17283) for the relief of Benjamin F. Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 17284) granting a pension to 
George Mottram—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17285) for the relief of 
Chester Bethel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 17286) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John W. Cur- 
tis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17287) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel G. Sterling—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17288) for the relief of William Edward 
Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17289) granting 
an increase of pension to Lydia A. Wood—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17290) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Grove—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 2 ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17291) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17292) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Diggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17293) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17294) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: A bill (H. R. 17295) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Philips—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17296) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Morriss—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17297) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph C. Prosser—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17298) for the 
relief of Jesse H. Dickerson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17299) for the relief of Jesse H. Dicker- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17300) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Penoyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17801) granting an 
increase of pension to George B. D. Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17302) providing for the inter- 
ment in the District of Columbia of the remains of Rose Dil- 
lon Seager—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 17803) granting a pension to 
Ida M. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 17304) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Dustin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17305) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Caswell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17306) granting an increase of pension to 
George Dallison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 17307) for the relief of the 
heirs of Washington Dorney, of Maryland—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17308) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William M. Martin—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17309) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Turner—to the Committee of Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17310) granting an increase of pensión to 
Libbie D. Lowrey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17311) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam W. Grassley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17312) granting a pension to Eva B. Koch 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17313) granting a pension to Kittie C. 
Bench to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17314) granting a pension to Maria Hollo- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17815) granting a pension to Jane C. Van 
Akin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17316) for the re- 
lief of Samuel T. Townsend—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17317) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to N. G. Heard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17318) granting an increase of pension to 
Jaines M, Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17319) granting an increase of pension to 
Fredrick Shinaman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17820) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17821) granting an increase of pension to 
William Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17822) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshal M. Angleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17323) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lemly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17324) granting an increase of pension to 
John Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17325) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Noble—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17326) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Getting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17827) granting a pension to James J. 
Sim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG (by request): A bill (H. R. 17328) for the 
relief of George Nottle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17829) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Smith, Young & Co., of Lan- 
sing, Mich., favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Pennsylyania Dairy 
Union, favoring bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BADGER: Papers relating to pension of Tillman 
Gaff, of Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Waycross, Ga., favoring removal of the tax on alcohol used 
for mechanical purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of heirs of Philip Roberts, 
late of Grainger County, Tenn., fovoring reference of war claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Stephen Gross, of Claibourne County, Tenn., 
favoring reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASTOR: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of the business men of La- 
fayette, Ind., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of shippers of Lowell, Ind., favoring bill H. R. 
18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 17138, 
to increase the pension of J. Drummond—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 17139, to grant an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Jennings—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 17137, to grant a pension 
to Charles W. McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Raubinger, proprietor of Everton 
Roller Mills, of Everton, Mo., and others, relating to tariff on 
wheat—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15917, to increase the 
pension of Oliver P. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers supporting bill H. R. 16076, for 
relief of estate of Lucinda Muse Thomas—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition for legislation against unjust dis- 
crimination in tariff rates—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. FIELD: Papers to accompany bill for increase of pen- 
sion for Carmen Frazee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Union League Club of 
New York, asking investigation of working of present tariff 
act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention, 
favoring a law against unjust discrimination in tariff rates—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford (III.) Manufacturers 
and Shippers’ Association, against pooling of railroads—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Electric Appliance Company, of Chicago, in 
favor of increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Republican Club of the City of New 
York, relative to southern representation in Congress and the 
electoral college—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of John F. Meyer & Sons et al., 
in support of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Division No. 106 of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Bellows Falls, Vt., for en- 
actment of bill H. R. 13354, granting pensions to locomotive 
engineers employed in military service on railroads from 1861 
to 1865—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of A. L. Heckman et al., favoring the 
Conner bill, for increase of postage on packages by rural free de- 
livery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Forest City Creamery Company, favoring 
the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of subdivision of Division No. 
25, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Terre Haute, Ind., 
favoring legislation for competent engineers—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of subdivision of Division No. 25, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Terre Haute, Ind., for legislation 
against excessive time of work for engineers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor, for legislation favoring abolition of war—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of Ashton Fletcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition in support of a bill granting relief 
to Benjamin F. Simmons—namely, two months’ extra pay—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill granting pension 
to George Mottram—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition for protection of Indians in Okla- 
oe from sale of intoxicants—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

Also, petition favoring Conner rural-route bill for reduction 
of postage on packages—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition favoring increased power of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of citizens of Chicago, III., favoring 
investigation of condition in the Kongo Free State—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 17060—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of B. J. Rodgers & Co. et al., 
favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr MAHON: Petition of D. L. Kluck et al., favoring 
legislation restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for an 
increase of pension to Lydia C. Wood—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Papers to accompany bill for relief of George 
Notte—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: Papers relating to increase of pension 
for John T. Phillips—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relative to increase of pension for Edward J. 
Morris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Carriage Builders’ Asso- 
ciation of Wilmington, Del., favoring legislation empowering the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to determine freight rates 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance against proposed reduction in tariff on 
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tobacco and cigars from the Philippine Islands—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill 
for relief of Joseph C. Prossler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John H. Caton, of 
Mount Pisgah, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Carriage Builders’ National 
Association, for legislation empowering the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to change freight rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
John Winemiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Ida 
M. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of 50 citizens of 
Fenton, Mich., urging legislation against polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. H. Magee, of Strobridge, Mich., favoring 
bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Charles Burnett et al., of Rose, Mich., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hartland, Mich., against the 
enactment of legislation favoring the domestic parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Pontiac Grange, No. 283, favoring the Grout 
bili—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Oxford Grange, No. 395, favoring the Grout 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George B. D. Alexander, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16422, 
for the relief of Edward Cook—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16622, for the relief of 
William H. Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16621, for the relief of 
William Meredith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16254, for relief of Lydia 
R. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Lopez, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

IRRIGATION IN CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, information relative to the use 
of the waters of the Lower Colorado River for the irrigation 
of arid lands in the State of California and the Territory of 
Arizona; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of the trustees of the Mount Horeb Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Fauquier County Va., v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Clayton G. Landis, administrator of the estate of David B. 
Landis, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate communi- 
cations from the Secretary of State, trasmitting the final ascer- 
tainment of the electors for President and Vice-President for the 
States of Washington, New Hampshire, and South Carolina; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 14351) for the relief of the Gull River Lumber 
Company, its assigns or successors in interest; and 

A bill (H. R. 17094) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other woks of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial, and for other purposes. 

y PETITIONS AND MEMOBIALS, 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Business Men’s 
Club of Deadwood, S. Dak., and a petition of the Retail 
Implement Dealers’ Association of Alexandria, S. Dak., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Gary, S. Dak., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Volin, S. Dak., praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the ratification of inter- 
national arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. J. A. Arbuthnot, of 
Brookfield Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of Linn County, 
Mo., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Odell, 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Mount Sterling, 
and of sundry citizens of Chrisman, all in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory 
de admitted to statehood; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
III., praying that an investigation be made into the conditions 
existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. u 

Mr. McENERY. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of Louisiana, favoring an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Sabine River from its 
mouth to Logansport, in that State. I ask that the resolution be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recogrp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 15, 


er Con to make appropriations for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Sabine River from its mouth to Logans- 


rt, 

18 Soe in the opinion of this body the Sabine River Valley and 

adjacent territory would be greatly benefited by the making navigable 

this river: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the legislature of the State of Louisiana, That the Con- 
gress of the United States is hereby memorialized in the interest of 
navigation, commerce, and the general welfare of the people of the 
Sabine River Valley to secure an appropriation for survey and improve- 
ment of said Sabine River; that our tors and Representatives In 
Congress be urged to use their influence to this end: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly certified, be forwarded 
to our Senators and Representatives in . 

R. H. SNYDER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
P. M. LAMBREMONT, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 

Approved. NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 

Mr. McENERY: I present a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of Louisiana, favoring an appropriation to complete 
the construction of the locks on Bayou Plaquemine at a point 
where it empties into the Mississippi River. I ask that the 
resolution be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 6, memorializing Congress to com- 
plete the construction of the locks on Bayou 8 at the 
point where the aforesaid bayou empties into the Mississippi River. 
Whereas in the opinion of this body the Teche Valley would be 

greatly benefited the completion of the locks now in the course of 

construction on ou Plaquemine near the town of Plaquemine, 
parish of Iberville: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the legislature of the State of Louisiana, That the Con- 
gress of the United States is hereby memorialized in the interest of 
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navigation, commerce, and the general welfare of the people of the 
Teche section to have completed the locks on Bayon Plaquemine where 


the aforesaid bayou empties into the Mississippi River, and that our 
Senators and Representatives be urged to use their influence to that 
end: Therefore be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly certified, be forwarded 
to our Senators and Representatives in Con ` 
x R. H. SNYDER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
` P. M. LAMBREMONT, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
Approved, June 18, 1904. 


NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. McENERY. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of Louisiana relative to divorcing the Mississippi 
River from the Red and Atchafalaya rivers and for the imme- 
diate completion of the locks at Bayou Plaquemine and the im- 
provement of that navigation. I ask that the resolution be 
printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. s 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 11. 
Resolution for divorcing the Mississippi River from the Red and Atcha- 
falaya rivers, and for the immediate completion of the locks at Bayou 
Plaquemine and the improvement of that navigation. 


Whereas there is great danger of the Mississippi River taking the 
shortest and most direct route to the Gulf of Mexico by the Atchafalaya 
River, through the mouth of the Red and Old rivers; the distance 
by the Atchafalaya from its head, on a direct line, to the nearest point 
on the Gulf being 86 miles, and by its channel and that of its numer- 
ous outlets and lakes, by Berwick Bay, to the Gulf 125 miles, the 
distance from the mouth of the Red, by the Mississippi, to the Gulf of 
Mexico being 315 miles, proving that route more than one-third shorter, 
endangering a large number of the richest parishes in the State, lying 
on the west bank of the Lafourche, and including the beautiful Teche 
and Vermilion 3 and flooding of its valley and basin, containing 
8,100 square miles, or 5,184,000 acres, of the richest lands in the world, 
of which only a portion has been improved and put in cultivation where 
protected by levees on the Mississippi and upper Atchafalaya rivers ; 

Whereas the floods of the 5 pouring into the mouth of the 
Red 883 26% miles of abandoned levees throw its waters into the 
Red and Atchafalaya rivers, damming up the Red, the Black, and the 
Ouachita rivers, also the Tensas and other ous that drain the Tensas 
basin, thereby stopping the drainage from rain and crevasses and caus- 
ing immense damage to the lands under cultivation and rendering the 
greater portion of 3,436,000 acres unfit for improvement and culti- 


vation ; 

Whereas by entirely divorcing the Mississippi from the Red and 
letting it entirely discharge its waters into the Atchafalaya the whole 
Tensas basin will be relieved and at the same time the Atchafalaya 
Valley and basin not endangered, it having been estimated by United 
States engineers that it uires one-sixth of the flood waters of the 
Mississippi to endanger or flood the lands of the Atchafalaya Valley or 
basin; and by doing this at least one-half of 8,620,800 acres now 
flooded and rendered unfit for cultivation can be reclaimed and ren- 
dered cultivable with little or no epen for leyees; and it will not 
only do this but it will prevent danger of the Mississippi from 
taking the short and direct route to the Gulf, leaving the great city of 
New Orleans with its immense commerce without a river; and 

Whereas by the completion of the locks at Bayou Plaquemine and 
the improvement of the navigation the whole waters of western Louisi- 
ana will have a certain communication with the Mississippi and New 
Orleans at low water and at all seasons of the year: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
therein), That we urge the immediate completion of the locks at Bayou 
Plaquemine and the improvement of aava Gon so that steamboats and 
other craft can pass through the locks into the Mississippi River at 
all seasons of the year, drawing at least 6 feet of water; that as soon 
as this is done immediate mr! taken for the divorcing of the Missis- 
sippi from the Red and rebuilding of the 26 miles or more of abandoned 
levees above the mouth of the Red River, thus red 
5,000,000 acres of the richest lands in the world for settlement, 
cultivation, and improvement, adding one-third to the wealth of the 
State and benefiting the whole nation. 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives In 
Congress are hereby requested to give their immediate attention to 
these resolutions and that a copy hereof be forwarded to each of them 
and to the Secretary of War. 

R. H. SNYDER, 


Speaker of the House 12 
R P. M. LAMBREMONT, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
Approved, July 6, A. D. 1904. 
Nxwrox C. BLANCHARD. 


Governor of the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. McENERY. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of Louisiana, favoring an appropriation to secure 
slack-water navigation in Bayou Macon and Boeuf River, pro- 
viding for survey, dredging shoals, and building locks and dams. 
I ask that the resolution be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commrece, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 7, memorializing Congress in behalf of 
an ba e to secure slack-water navigation in Bayou Macon 


and uf River, providing for survey, dredging shoals, building 
locks and dams. z 
Srcerron 1. Whereas the commerce of our country is affected by and 
dependent upon the betterment of our transportation facilities; and 
hereas the improvement of the navigation of our waterways is the 
cheapest, safest, and surest means of transportation; and 


eeming at least 


jurisdiction of our General Government; and 

Whereas Bayou Macon and Boeuf River, situated in the northeastern 
portion of this State, are important tributaries to our great Mississippi 
waterways, taking their source far up in the State of Arkansas and 
coursing along through and draining a vast and 8 stretch of 
territory in Louisiana and Arkansas, finely timbered by a great variety 
of hard and soft woods, and whose soil is very fertile and productive 
and susceptible of a very high state of development and cultivation; 


Whereas, the same propery, and justly comes under the province and 
o 
d 


and 

Whereas this section is comparatively new, backward, and undevel- 
opet 8 adequate and proper “outlets” to the markets of the 
world; an 

Whereas the improvement of the drainage and navigation of these 
streams is of paramount importance and interest to the material wel- 
fare and to the development and commerce of that great section of our 
Union which is already coming into notice, rapidly forging to the front, 
reaching out, seeking after, and inviting capital and immigration: 
Therefore, be it 

Sec. 2. Resolved, by the general assembly of Louisiana, That it is 
the sense, belief, hope, and earnest desire of this body that it is the 
duty of the General Government to come speedily and effectually to the 
relief of these important streams, and we hereby memorialize the Con- 
gress of the United States for relief in the premises and we call upon 
our Representatives and Senators in that august body to urge action 
thereon and to use their influence and utmost endeavors to secure an 
appropriation of $125,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary and 
required, to make preliminary surveys and to dredge, lock, and thereby 
improve the navigation and commerce of said streams and section by 

ne permanent slack water the ger round as far up as practicable. 

Sec. 3. That copies of this resolution be placed in the hands of each 
of our Members of the House and Senate of the United States at the 
next session of Congress by the secretary of state, calling their atten- 
tion to and asking early consideration and cooperation in the matter. 


R. H. SNYDER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


P. M. LAMBREMONT, 
Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 
Approved : 
Newton C. BLANCHARD, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of the Arizona Bar 
Association, of Arizona, and a memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Tucson, Ariz., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the admission of Arizona and 
New Mexico into the Union as one State; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Colorado Beet Sugar 
Manufacturers’ Association, and a memorial of the Michigan 
Beet Sugar Manufacturers’ Association, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to reduce the present duty on either 
raw or refined sugar imported into the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Green Mountain Divi- 
sion, No. 330, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of St. 
Albans, Vt, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to locomotive engineers who served in the war of the 
rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Chittenden, County, Vt., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Sixth Presbyterian Church of Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when 
admitted to statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Deni- 
son, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to change 
the postage rate on packages of books and merchandise from 
16 cents per pound to 5 cents per pound; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Iie also presented a petition of Local Division No. 211, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Eagle Grove, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Hatterscheid and sun- 
dry other citizens of Corwith, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Woman's Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of 
Forest Glen, Md., praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was -referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Antietam Lodge, No. 512, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Hagerstown; Md., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called employers’ liability bill ;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club. 
of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage 
oe in the statehood bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BERRY presented petitions of the Arkansas Synod of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clarendon; of the White 
River Conference, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Au- 
gusta, in the State of Arkansas, and of J. M. Birdwell and 49 
citizens of Proteau, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the protection of the Indians against the 
liquor traffic in the new States to be formed; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Brodhead, Wis., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the 
statehood bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

! Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ful- 
ton, Mount Sterling, La Clede, Quincy, Bartlesville, Paris, Sugar 
Loaf, Dekalb, Harvey, and Champaign, all in the State of Illi- 

nols, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in the new States 
to be formed; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Momence and 
Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying that an investiga- 
tion be made into the conditions existing in the Kongo Free 
Kae; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented petitions of the Illinois State Bar Asso- 
ciation, of the Chamber of Commerce of Chicago, of the Business 
Men’s Association of Springfield, and of the Irwin Paper Com- 
pany, of Quincy, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the rati- 
fication of international arbitration treaties; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Alton, Astoria, Aurora, Batavia, Canton, Cobden, Decatur, East St. 
Louis, Freeport, Galesburg, Harvey, Jacksonville, Joliet, Lasalle, 
Moline, Monmouth, Naperville, Oregon, Peoria, Rockford, Sand- 
wich, Sparta, Sterling, Waukegan, and Rock Island, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee in Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Reading, Somerville, and Everett, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Shelburne, 
Brookline, Manchester, New Bedford, Edgartown, Chicopee Falls, 
Hyde Park, North Swansea, Lyon, Chelsea, Cambridge, Mans- 
field, Somerville, and Worcester, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

SALARIES OF TEACHERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial of Washington 
teachers, showing the necessity for increased salaries in the 
District of Columbia. The memorial is brief. I move that it 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON CHILDREN’S COURTS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in cloth 2,000 copies of 
the t on Children’s Courts in the United States (House Docu- 
ment No. 701, 58th Cong., 2d sess.), of which 1,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies for the Department of State. 

REPORT OF MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
GALLINGER on the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

he Senate (the H R tati 3 
mit" dhere ie printed and Bound 1a cioth A1000 ee 
the Development of the American Merchant Marine and American Com- 
merce, and of the testimony taken in connection therewith, of which 
2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 SETA for the use of 
the Merchant Marine Commission, of which latter 100 copies shall be 
bound in half morocco. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15225) to amend the act 
relating to the printing and distribution of public documents, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4112) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wynne; 

A bill (H. R. 2353) granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
C. Hilleary ; ` y 

A bill (H. R. 14150) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Carberry; 

A bill (H. R. 12058) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 9771) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 10686) granting an increase of pension to Mi- 
chael Kurtz; 

A bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Barron; ^ 

A bill (H. R. 3359) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
E. Salada; and 

A bill (H. R. 5245) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Helt. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5455) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeanie G. Lyles, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
H. Strunk; 
A bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Wyman 


J. Crow; 

A bill (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension to Eð- 
ward L. Russell ; 

A bill (H. R. 14951) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Watts; 

A bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
B. Hesler ; 

A bill (H. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Liggatt ; 

A bill (H. R. 12397) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Chill ; 
A bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 


Roberts ; 

A bill (H. R. 5089) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. McKenney; 

s Abn (H. R. 5692) granting an increase of pension to John 
tanley ; 

A bill (H. R. 15269) granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 14576) granting an increase of pension to Evelyn 
M. Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Parsons; 

à 1 (H. R. 808) granting an increase of pension to George 
Deland; 

A bill (H. R. 11451) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison ; 

A bill (H. R. 15743) granting an increase of pension to Desire 
Leglise ; 

A bill (H. R. 8166) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 

abo (H. R. 9115) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 11148) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Stanfield ; 

A 55 (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 10554) granting an increase of pension to John 
McGregor; and 

A bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Courtney. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Wiliam W. Smith, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Parrerson), from the same committee, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 13501) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Townsend; P 

A bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 
meyer ; 

A bill (H. R. 12052) granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward C. Jones; and 
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A bill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Shay. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to Hiram Baird; 

A bill (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady 


A bill “ia. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts; 
A bill (H. R. 11235) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Me- 


Cormick ; 

A bill (H. R. 12577) granting an increase of pension to James 
Graves; and 

A bill (H. R. 1099) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : ý 

A bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers; and 

A bill (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to James 
Ginnane. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Rhoades; 

A bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus H. Haines; 

A bill (H. R. 6129) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Raymond ; 

A bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings 

A bill l. R. 11661) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClurg; 

A bill (H. R. 5037) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
H. Stillwell; 

A bill ( H. R. 11788) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Kyler; 

A bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 9798) granting an inérease of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman: 

A bill (H. R. 14601) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Scheall; and 

A bill (H. R. 12859) granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelly. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John A. Hayward, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4892) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hyatt, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4660) granting an increase of pension to Nellie B. 
Newton, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
renzo Streeter ; 

A bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; + 

A bill (H. R. 15144) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 912) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Dorsey; 

A bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel Cayes; 

A bill (H. R. 15785) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Young. 

A bill (H. R. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted ; 

A bill (H. R. 15680) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Hanson; 

A bill (H. R. 15071) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
tilda L. Curkendall ; 

A bill (H. R. 15779) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Reeves; and 


A bill (H. R. 15791) granting a pension to Mary Suppes. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6857) granting an increase of pension 
td Lorenzo D. Jameson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

ESTATE OF HENRY LEE, DECEASED. 

Mr. WARREN. There has been referred to the Committee 
on Claims the bill (H. R. 6875) for the relief of the executors 
of the estate of Henry Lee, deceased. As the bill relates to 
taxes upon legacies, incomes, etc., the Committee on Claims re- 
port the same back, asking that they may be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and suggesting that it be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Committee on Claims will 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill and it 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance, in the absence of 
objection. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY OF MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. MALLORY. I submit the views of the minority of the 
Merchant Marine Commission. I move that the views of the 
minority be printed and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6373) for the relief of Mrs. 
Thomas McLaughlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers,.referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6374) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Secor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6375) granting a pension to Sarah A. E. Walton 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6376) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Dewey; and 

A bill (S. 6377) granting a pension to Belle Elder. 

Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6378) granting an increase of pension to Marie 
Louise Michie; 

A bill (S. 6879) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Conrad (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6380) granting a pension to Martha L. H. Spurgin. 

Mr. BARD intoduced a bill (S. 6381) granting an increase of 
pension to John Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6382) for the relief of Wil- 
liam M. West; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 6383) to provide for an 
Alaskan government board, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. McCUMBER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6384) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Jackson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6385) granting an 
increase of pension to Antonette Stewart; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6386) to regulate the 
employment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6387) authorizing the exten- 
sion of Rhode Island avenue NE.; which was read twice by its 
title, and with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6388) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Hadlock; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6389) granting a pension to Ellen Harriman (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6390) granting a pension to Hannah A. Sawyer: 

A bill (S. 6391) granting an increase of pension to Albert C. 
Andrews (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6392) granting a pension to Lydia Jones (with ae- 
companying papers) ; 
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A bil (S. 6393) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Bailey (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6394) granting an increase of pension to Frank B. 
Dore (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6395) granting a pension to Emma F. Evans; and 

A bill (S. 6396) granting a pension to Leocardia F. Flowers. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6397) for the relief of the trustees of Liberty 
Church, Dranesville, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6898) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Marshall, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 6399) for the relief of the vestry of St. James Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, of Culpeper County, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 6400) for the relief of the trustees of Mount Zion 
Old School Baptist Church, near Aldie, Loudoun County, Va.; 
and 

A bill (S. 6401) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Jeffersonton, Culpeper County, Va. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 6402) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 6403) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel L. Wise; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6404) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Cowen; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6405) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie L. Overton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 6406) providing for the 
purchase and condemnation of irrigable lands in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6407) granting an increase 
of pension to John Dempster Croissant; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael L. Cunningham; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6409) granting an increase of 
pension to Louis N. Frank; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 6410) to provide for the deposit of the savings of 
enlisted men of the United States Marine Corps (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6411) relating to certified checks furnished to 
secure compliance with proposals and contracts for naval sup- 
plies (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6412) relating to the band of the United States 
Marine Corps (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6418) to provide for the temporary warranting and 
for the retirement of pay clerks in the Navy. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 6414) granting an increase of 
pension to John Kief; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6415) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Bolen; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER. For my colleague [Mr. QUARLES], who is nec- 
essarily absent, I introduce three bills. 

The bills, which were severally read twice by their titles, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, are as follows: ; 

A bill (S. 6416) granting a pension to Nancy Young; 

A bill (S. 6417) granting an increase of pension to Lucy F. 
Cruttenden; and 

A bill (S. 6418) granting an increase of pension to Wallace 
Goff. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6419) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
Hart (with an accompanying paper) ; ; 

A bill (S. 6420) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Hannard; and 

A bill (S. 6421) granting an increase of pension to Salem 
Bruner (with an accompanying paper). 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6422) to amend an act 
approved February 12, 1901, entitled “An act to provide for 
eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., and requiring said company to depress and elevate its 
tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, 
and for other purposes ;” which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6423) to establish a railroad 
storage yard for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned cannon to 
the board of regents of the University of Minnesota, at Minne- 
apolis, Minn., to be placed on campus as a memorial to students 
of said university who served in Spanish war; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 5 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be adinitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. I ask that the proposed 
amendment may be printed. As the committee has already 
reported the bill, I do not desire that the amendment shall be 
referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CRANE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $47,500 to pay the balance of interest found due and remain- 
ing unpaid on such Kaw or Kansas Indian scrip promising to 
pay 6 per cent upon the principal of the same as shall have 
been filed in the Interior Department on or before the Ist day 
of March, 1890, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to require the whole 
or a part of the bounty allowed upon enlistment to be refunded 
in cases where men are discharged during the first year of en- 
listinent, by request, for inaptitude, as undesirable, or for dis- 
ability not incurred in the line of duty, intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EUGENE b. DIMMICK—WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. Procror, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of S. 2637, second session 
Fifty-eighth Congress, “Authorizing the appointment of Eugene D. Dim- 
mick, colonel, United States Army, retired, as brigadier-general,”’ be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse 
report thereon. 


REPORT OF YOSEMITE PARK COMMISSION, 


On motion of Mr. Barp, it was 


Ordered, That the original manuscript of the report øf the Yosemite 
Park Commission, printed as Senate ument No. 34, Fiftleth Con- 


i gress, third session, be taken from the files of the Senate and returned 
| to the Interlor Department, said manuscript being of the original files 
| of that Department. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR HOAR. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
January 28, immediately after the routine morning business, I 
shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions in commemoration 
of the life, character, and public services of my late colleague, 
Hon. GEORGE FRISBIE Hoar. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report, 
operations of the Bureau of n 3 pkan 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ended June 
with the uirements of section 11 of the act o, 1004, 
for the establishment of that Bureau. 


Warre Hovse, January 9, 1905. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


wif y cul of th 
the Department of 


in 227 1883, 


May 29, 1 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


to the h koest point of e ciency. The Secretary of 
my attention the fact that the act approved February 2, 1901, zare ac- 
complished so much to promote this result, arc 9 the needs 
one staff rtment, In which all of our people y 

ested and of which they have a right to demand a 4 high degree of ex- 
cellence. I refer to the Medical tment, Not o does a com- 
Peet medical service by safeguarding the health 525 


person 

fi am “satisfied tha: Corps is much too small for the needs 
of the present Army and therefore very much teo small for its suc- 
cessful expansion in time of war to meet the needs of an enlarged 
Army, and, in addition, to furnish the volunteer service 
ber of officers trained in medical 
2 inion of the Secreta 

e General Staff of 
3 at the last session of ee and is now before you. 
advised that y —_ the cordial approval of the medical profession of 
the count 1 an organization which, when com with 
that of other nati ons, does not seem to err on the side excessive 
liberality, but 8 is believed to be sufficient. I earnestly 
mend its 3 y the present Congress. If the Medical 
is left as it is, no thorns of wisdom or efficiency in its 
would prevent a complete breakdown in the event of a serious war. 

I transmit herewith a 83 which has been ed for me 
by the Surgeon-General of the Army, and also the remarks of the 
former and of the present Secret ot War with retereace to this bill. 
reported bon me that the Ordnance Corps Is in a position of nie 
advantage; that its personnel is in uate to 1 of the 
duties with which it is 1 and that under ing conditions it 
is unable to recruit its numbers with officers of the class necessary for 
the conduct of its very technical work. It is unnecessary for me to lay 
stress upon the desirability of having the design and manufacture of 
the material with which we are to fight in competent and sufficient 
hands, as there is no difference of opinion as to the intention of all con- 
cerned to have provided a proper supply of weapons, munitions, en- 
gines of war, equal in conception and construction to any in the world, 
and superior in any respects in which by skill and attention we may 
be able to compass such superiority. 

The greatly increased utilization of the exact sciences in ordnance 


construction uires a l r personnel for their 8 and the 
rocess of its selection should be severely and continuous! riminat- 
ng, under 4 — offering stimulus sufficient to tates officers of 


fect a capacity, of whom it appears there are plenty, to wish to sub- 


themselves to it. A bill embodying the n ae and 
be fe ge no radical departure from arg methods th been pre- 
pared by the War Department. I think it ak be passed. 

'HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Warre House, January 9, 1905. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if I am not very much mis- 
taken, the Senate has already passed both the bills referred to 
in the message; but I ask that the message may be printed and 
referred to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order of the 
Senate in the absence of objection. 

Mr. WARREN. Both those bills have passed the Senate and 
gone to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I think both the bills referred to in 
the message have already ‘passed the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The act (H.R.17094) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The act (H. R. 14351) for the relief of the Gull River Lumber 
Company, its assigns or successors in interest, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 


Mr. ANKENY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5187) to provide for the opening of the 
remaining portion of the Colville Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 


r ̃ͤ . ̃ % ˙r. —:. . ee er ek Ue T 


Washington whether the bill has the approval of the Interior 
Department? 

Mr. ANKENY. I am not aware that it has. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. ANKENY. There is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan ask for the reading of the report? 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to know if there is a letter 
from the Interior Department embraced in the report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there is no letter from the Department embodied in the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there a communication from the Depart- 
ment in regard to it? 

Mr. ANKENY. I am not aware of any. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the Senator from Washington 
to state that he is not aware that the bill has received the ap- 
pora of the Interior Department, I ask for the reading of the 
repor : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART 
April 8, 1904, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, having had under consideration 
the bill he 5187) providing for the opening of the south half of the 
Colville Indian Reservation, in the State 5 ee e beg leave to 
report the same favorably and recommend 1 mmn 

A bill (S. 345) in some respects similar to this bill (S. 7 9 — 
reported favorab hs January 25 by Mr. TELLER, who reviewed 
facts in the case in Senate Report No. 5 

In presenting rt on House bill — which Is 8 to the 
bill now anger cons eration * 5187), IN SHaw, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, made Pi —.— g statement : 

“The Committee on Indian having had under consideration 
the bill (II. R. 12235) providing ay the opening of the south half of 
the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to submit the following report 

“The Colville Indian 8 on was set aside in 1872, by Execu- 
tive order, so as to provide a definite location for certain Indian bands 
which th roaming around over the Northwest country without 
any fixed abode, and for such other Indians as might from time to time 
be placed there by the Government. Several different tribes have been 
placed thereon, but no treaty relations exist with any of them. On the 

reservation are to be found members of the follo tribes: Lake Col- 
vill enone Columbias, Nez Percé, Sanpoil, 4800 es 


In 1892 an act was to eet Meyrin 
of the reservation. Prior to this 
inted to treat with the i — an 
pay them $1,500,000. A bill was introdu 
sentatives to ratify this agreement. It passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but when it came before the Senate committee all after the 
enacting clause was stricken out, and it was provided that the north 
half should be thrown N. to homestead entry and that the home- 
steaders, in addition to iang: nls dia the homestead laws, should 
pay $1.50 per acre = the lan is did L mot uot £0 to pe een how- 
— but was to 8 to the Treasury tates, subject S 
py ARETE eE by Congress for an; „ ry and, wail 80 appropri- 
might be used for the support and education of the Indians. he 
— acted upon the theory that the Indians had no title to the 
lands, but were occup: them under a license. The report of the 
„ 52d Cong., Ist sess.) states: 
ecutive order defines the Colville ange ee as it now ex- 
iste, ‘oat is the sole basis upon which the right of occupancy of 
Indians rests. Under this order the Indians were given a license to oc- 
Gone the — 8 described in it so lon; long only as it was the pleasure of the 
Gove: should do so, no right, title, or claim to such 
inne Bae has —— in the Tang by virtue of this occupancy. So 
in the opinion of the committee Congress is entirely to l 
concern! the lands embraced in this reservation and make su 
position of them as it deems proper. An erroneous idea seems to have 
grown up that the Indian allotment act and its amendments have given 
additional sanctions to peo reservations and operated to confer 
titles upon the Indians occu ving them they did not before possess, 
The language of that act se —— y an authorization to the President, 
and is as follows: 


„ In all cases where any tribe or —— of Indians has been or shall 
hereafter be located upon any reservation created for their use, either 
by treaty stipulation or by virtue of an act of Congress or Executive 
order g apart the same for their use, whenever in his opinion — 
reservation, or any part thereof, of such Indians is advantageous fi 
agricultural re | grazing purposes, to cause such reservations, or any 

rt thereof, to be surveyed, or resurveyed if 5 to allot the 
ands in such reservation in severalty to any In 


on. 
At the time of the enactment of this statute there were 10 160 boar 
Executive reservations, embracing perhaps from 75,000,000 to 100 
000 acres of the public lands, in which the Indians had no right or 
claim of title and which could be extin; vA by act of the President. 
It would be preposterous to place mstruction u 
of this act as would vole the ‘United $ States of its 
It extended. no further than a ieee recognition of Execu- 
tive reservations. No part of the Colville Reservation has been sur- 
veyed. No allotments have been made upon it. No selections for al- 
lotments have been had, and, in Ta m basis of selections by individual 


Indians for — 1 
ual Ind . 8 and improved holdings ju the 


* Individ 

faith that hereafter t they would be permitted to obtain the same b 

8 = Ahri eima should not be disappointed. The Col. 
e Reservation in the form of an irregular square, bounded on 

the * and south ty the Colombia, River, west by the Okonogan River, 

and on the north the th parallel or international boundary 

line. It contains about si 000000 

“<The bill as it passed the House | proposes 

tions, the ratification, confirmation, and carrying into effect of an 

agreement of cession and se ee phi ren entered into between the In- 

dians occupying this reservation and three commissioners appointed by 


eement had been made 
in the House of Repre- 


ands. 


„ with certain modifica- 
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the President for the pu „ in pursuance of a provision contained 
in the last Indian appropriation act. 

The House bill, as your committee has shown, rests upon an en- 
tirely erroneous basis, and would not only commit the Government to 
relinquish its complete title in the land proposed to be ceded, but com- 
pel it to pay such a purchase A TH therefor as the Indians having no 
claim to it might exact, and also commit the Government to an 
acknowledgment of Indian title to the remainder of the reservation. 
The Colville agent in his last report submits a carefully prepared cen- 
Sus, taken by himself and employees, of the Indians under his charge, 
including those on this reservation. 


Name of tribe. 


“This substantially agrees with the enumeration made 112 said 
Commission, which 1 the number of male Indians above the age 
of 18 years rightfully on the reservation at Many of the Lake 
and Colville Indians are industrious and have made encouraging prog- 
ress in civilization. They reside along the upper Columbia River, on 
the northern part of the reservation. They cultivate the soil, are 
5 and desirous of educating their children and acquiring 
in severalty the lands they pointed They are largely on the land pro- 

to be vacated as a reservation and opened up to settlement. A 
number of the Okanagons and some of the Moses Indians are on this 
portion of the reservation. The latter have made commendable prog- 
zess: though not so far advanced in civilization as the Lakes and Col- 


villes. 

„The Columbias and Nez Perces were placed upon this reservation 
subsequent to its creation and by virtue of that provision in the Execu- 
tive order authorizing the Secretary to locate such other Indians 
thereon as he saw fit.’ 

“The bill reported by the Senate committee became law. 
the Fifty-seventh Congress an act was passed relieving the 
from paying the $1.50 per acre for the land. 

“The State of Washington is 3 8 Its ee 
tion in 1880 was about 75,000; in 1890 359 „ and in 1 over 
500,000. According to a careful estimate made by the State bureau 
of statistics the 1 e of the State now is over 750,000. 

„The south half of this reservation is the principal body of land in 
the State not now settled upon and which is suitable for homesteading. 
In addition to the large area of agricultural, grazing, and timber lan 
lying in the north and south halves of this reservation, mineral dis- 
coveries of preat richness, extent, and variety have been made, and a 
vast mineral region lies to the immediate westward of this reservation, 
which only can be reached for transportation purposes by the construc- 
tion of railroads across it. Such construction, however, can not be 
afforded unless the traffic resources along the routes across the reser- 
vation can be developed. This can take place only by opening the 
lands to white settlement and ownership. o keep these lands closed 
to settlement is to retard the growth and development of the State. 
The number of Indians on the south half is estimated at about 1,376. 

“Your committee does not recognize nor deny the title of the Indians 
to this land. Prior to the establishment of the reservation they were 


During 
settlers 


roving about over many thousand square miles of territory in the North- 


west without any fixed abode. Whatever eight or title they had must 
have been a very shadowy one, if any at all, and whatever right they 
had to the reservation after it was formed was common to all. Under 
this bill each man, woman, and child will be given the exclusive right 
and title to 80 acres of land. This is more than enough to support 
them in abundance. In addition to this, however, it is provided in sec- 
tions 8 and 4 that for a certain period settlers upon the lands unal- 
lotted shall, in addition to complying with the homestead laws, pay 
certain amounts per acre for the lands homesteaded, and this money is 
to be set apart in the Treasury to be 1 by the Secretary of the 
Interior for the use and benefit of all the Indians of the original res- 
ation. 
er ru Bac. 3. That each entryman, in addition to complying with the 
requirements of the homestead laws, shall pay to the United States for 
the land entered at the rate of $1.25 per acre for land entered within 
six months after the land is opened for settlement; $1 per acre if 
entered thereafter and within one year after the land is opened to 
entry; 75 cents per acre if ente after one year and within two 
years after the land is opened to entry, and 50 cents per acre if entered 
after two years from the time when the land is opened for entry; one- 
fifth of such sums to be paid when the original entry is made and one- 
fifth thereof each year thereafter until the full amount is paid: Provided 
That in case any entryman fails to make such payments, or any of 
within the time stated, all rights in and to the lands covered by 
his or her entry shall be forfeited and held for cancellation: And pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall prevent homestead settlers from 
commuting their entry under section 2301, Revised Statutes, by paying 
for the land entered the price fixed upon, receiving credits for pay- 
ments previously made. In addition to the price to be paid for the 
land, the entryman shall pay the same fees and commissions at the 
time of commutation of final entry as now provided by law where the 
rice of the land is sua per acre: And 3 ee That all 
ands herein ceded and opened to settlement under this act remainin 
undisposed of at the expiration of ten years from the date of the Presi- 
dent's proclamation opening the said land to entry shall be di of 
under the general mining and homestead laws of the United States in 
force at the expiration of the said ten-year period until otherwise pro- 
vided by Congress, and without any additional permi therefor. 
“*Sec. 4. That the p received from the sale of said lands in 
conformity with this act shall be set apart in the Treasury of the 
United States, subject to expenditure by the Secretary of the Interior 


them, 


from time to tim 


as he shall deem best, in the building of school- 
houses and the m: 


ntenance of schools for all the Indians the terri- 
tory originally embraced in the Colville Indian Reservation, and in such . 
other ways as he may deem best for the education, civilization, and 
support of all the said Indians.’ : 

This, doubtless, will furnish an ample fund for the building and 
maintenance of schoolhouses, the 


urchase of farming utensils, suppli 
and other things necessary for Fe ot thea 


e support and civilization of these 
Indians. Considering the character of these lands, the ¢ommittee con- 
siders that the Indians will receive full and just compensation for 
whatever right or claim they may have to these lands and the lands 
embraced in the north half heretofore opened up. 

“There will really be no expense to the Government in the opening 
of this reservation, because it is provided that the amount for survey 
and allotment shall be repaid to the Government out of the fund aris- 
ing from the disposition of the lands. 

Amend as follows: After ‘appropriated,’ in line 2, page 7, insert 
the following: ‘which sum shall be repaid into the Treasury of the 
United States out of the fund arising from the di ition of said lands.’ 

And as so amended we recommend that the bill be passed.” 

The amendment thus incorporated in the House bill by the above re- 

rt is part of the bill (S. 5187) as introduced in the Senate by Mr. 

oster and is included in lines 3, 4, and 5, page 7, of his bill, which is 
hereby approved and recommended for passage. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the bill stands 
as open to objection at this time, I believe? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know that I wish to 
object to the consideration of the bill, but I think the Senate 
ought to know just what the bill is before it acts upon it. At 
some time I should like to make a statement with regard to the 
bill. I will make it now, before the bill has been taken up, or 
at any other time. I suppose an objection can be entered at 
any time while the bill is under consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, 
under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill may be taken up, and 
I will then make a statement about it as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I did not assent 
to this report when I was a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and stated in the committee why I did not, and I should 
like to state in the Senate why I do not. 

The Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
contains about 3,000,000 acres. It was, as the bill states, an 
Executive order reservation. As to the north half, it has been 
opened for settlement under these circumstances and conditions: 
A treaty was negotiated with the Colville Indians for the « pen- 
ing of the north half of their reservation upon the payment of 
$1,500,000 to the Indians in certain specified payments. This 
negotiation was in consequence of a provision in the Indian 
appropriation act of August 19, 1890. 

A commission was appointed to negotiate with the Indians. 
It negotiated an agreement, as I have said, for the north half 
of the reservation, by which the United States was to pay the 
Indians $1,500,000 in five installments of $300,000 after allot- 
ting 80 acres in severalty to each Indian. They were also to 
erect some blacksmith shops, sawmills, gristmills, schools, and 
so forth. 

When that agreement came to Congress, it was not ratified 
by Congress. I think the House of Representatives ratified 
the agreement and provided for payment. When, however, it 
came to the Senate the Senate did not ratify the agreement, 
but passed a bill authorizing the opening of the north half of 
the reservation without reference to the agreement. That bill 
became a law without the President’s signature. It is to be 
found in the Revised Statutes, volume 27, page 62. That bill, 
ignoring the agreement which had been made with the Indians, 
proceeded to open the reservation upon these terms: Each In- 
dian was to have 80 acres of land, then the land was to be 
opened to homestead entry, and the person taking it under 
homestead entry 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is the surplus land. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The surplus land. The persons 
taking the lands were to pay a dollar and a half an acre for 
them. That money so received from the homestead entries 
and the payment of a dollar and a half an acre was to be put 
in the Treasury of the United States, and until disposed of was 
to be used for the benefit of the Indians. It was a very pecu- 
liar provision. 

Section 2 provides: 

That the net proceeds arising from the sale and disposition of the 
lands to be so opened to entry and settlement shall be set apart in 
the Treasury of the United States for the time being, but subject to 
such future 8 for public use as Congress may make, and 
that until so otherwise appropriated may be subject to expenditure by 
the 3 the Interior m time to time, in such amounts as he 


shall deem t, in the vee of schoolhouses, the maintenance of 
schools for such Indians, for the payment of such part of the iozal 
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taxatlon as may be properly applied to the lands allotted to such In. 
dlans, as he shall think fit, 50 leas as such allotted lands shall be held 
in trust and exempt from taxation, and in such other ways as he os 
deem proper for the promotion of education, civilization, and self- 
support among said Indians. 


While this section provides that that money might be taken 
out of the Treasury and used for other purposes, it is very 
manifest it never would have been, but that it would have re- 
mained in the Treasury for the benefit of these Indians. 

Then came the free-homes law, which applied to these lands. 
Consequently the settlers upon these lands have not been re- 
quired to pay anything to the Government for the lands, and 
the Indians derived nothing under this bill. It stands, then, 
that the lands on the north half of this reservation have been 
taken from the Indians, giving them only 80 acres for whatever 
rights or equities they may have had in the lands which they 
occupied under the Executive order. They get nothing. 

Now, this bill proposes to deal with the south half of the 
reservation. It provides that, after giving the Indians 80 acres, 
the rest of the land shall be opened to settlement by proclama- 
tion. Under the new arrangement and for a certain time it 
may be taken up at a dollar and a quarter an acre, I believe; 
then after that at 75 cents an acre, and finally disposed of, I 
think, at 50 cents an acre, if it is not taken by homestead set- 
tlement. 

So it is manifest that under this opening of the south half 
something will be derived for the benefit of the Indians; but 
the Indians on the north half, or the Indians on the Colville 
Reservation, will, by reason of the operation of the free-homes 
law, have received nothing for the lands which are taken on the 
north half of the reservation. This bill changes the disposition 
of the money received from those lands in that it is put into 
the Treasury for the use of the Indians without any power to 
divert it from their use, as there was in the original law. 

My objection to this arrangement is this: I think it is per- 
haps a fair enough disposition of the lands, but it raises the 
question—I do not know that it is really any longer a question 
whether the Government can take away the lands which Indians 
have been settled upon by Executive order without any agree- 
ment with the Indians, and if it can, whether in the statute 
taking them away it has made reasonable provision for the 
compensation of the Indians. 

But the point about this matter is, that if we do this and the 
Indians derive some benefit from it, we are certain to have a 
claim made by those Indians for a million and a half dollars for 
the opening of the north half of the reservation, where there 
was a treaty in the first place, or an agreement, that they should 
have a million and a half dollars, and then the action of Con- 
gress that the lands should be subject to homestead at a dollar 
and a half an acre, which was expected to give them a million 
and a half dollars, and where the lands have been taken with- 
out their receiving a cent. If we pass this bill giving them 
something for these lands, giving them the proceeds which come 
from the opening to settlement, under the terms of the bill they 
are sure to come here in the future saying that they are entitled 
to a million and a half dollars for the land in the north half, and 
they will get that money. No one who has been familiar with 
these Indian claims will doubt for a moment that Congress, as 
a result of this whole transaction with regard to the Colville In- 
dian Reservation, will be called upon hereafter to pay out a 

million and a half dollars from the Treasury. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They have a right to do that, anyway. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to know of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut if, upon the statement he makes, he does not think that 
those Indians will be entitled to that as a matter of right; and 
what right has the Government to take it away from them if it 
belongs to them? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know that I want to 
commit the Goyernment by making that answer. Of course the 
first taking of a portion of this reservation was before the Lone 
Wolf case. The decision in Lone Wolf case, I think, goes to 
the extent that the United States would have the right to take 
these lands from the Indians without making them any com- 
pensation, or making them such compensation as the United 
States in taking the Jands might feel they were entitled to. I 
merely make this statement, as I want the Senate, if it passes 
this bill, to know the facts and to be sure that it is to be fol- 
lowed by the payment of a million and a half dollars out of the 
Treasury to those Indians. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
a question. I am a little confused in my own mind regarding 
this matter. The Senator, as I understand, thinks that if we 
pass this bill it will be followed by the payment of a million and 
a half dollars for the north part of the Colville Reservation. 
As a matter of fact, have not bills been presented here for the 
payment of money to the Indians of the north part of the reser- 


vation? I think I have seen such bills, though I am not quite 
sure whether they came to our committee or not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not at this moment remem- 
ber, but I have an impression that there have been such bills 
presented. 

Mr. DUBOIS. As I have stated, I think such bills have been 
presented. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can not speak with positive- 
ness on that subject. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I should like to make some 
inquiry about this matter, and I therefore trust that the bill will 
go over without losing its place on the Calendar. For the pres- 
ent I object to its further consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over, under Rule VIII, without prejudice. 


TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 15606) to authorize the county 
of Itawamba, in the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge 
across the Tombigbee River near the town of Fulton, in the said 
county and State. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: 

S. 6368. An act providing for the interment in the District of 
Columbia of the remains of Rose Dillon Seager; and 

S. R. 79. A joint resolution granting the temporary occupancy 
of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, D. C., 
for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 


PACIFIO PEARL MULLETT. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will yield to me, I wish to ask 
consent for the consideration of a bill which has come with a 
favorable report from the committee of which he is chairman. 

1 WARREN. If the bill will not lead to discussion, I 
yie 

Mr. BACON. I think it will not. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 965) for the relief of 
Pacific Pear] Mullett, administratrix of the estate of the late 
Alfred B. Mullett. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to Pacific Pearl Mullett, administratrix 
of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett, $2,062.06 in full for 
the balance due her husband on account of compensation and 
his actual expenses incurred as commissioner appointed from 
civil life on the nayy-yard commission, under the provisions of 
the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval 
service, the balance being based upon vouchers heretofore issued 
and approved by the Secretary of the Navy and now in the 
possession of the widow of Alfred B. Mullett. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
resume consideration of the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act.“ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Claims as 
amended. 

Mr. WARREN. I believe all the amendments to the amend- 
ment heretofore proposed by the committee have been adopted. 
I have one here which was inadvertently left out. 

Mr. BERRY. There were some additional amendments not 
presented when the bill was reported. Have they been included 
in the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. They were all passed upon separately upon 
the reading of the bill on Friday. 

Mr. BERRY. The committee had a meeting after the bill had 
been reported, and proposed certain other amendments? 

Mr. WARREN. And reported further amendments. 

Mr. BERRY. And ail of them have been agreed to? 
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Mr. WARREN. They were adopted. As I understand the 
parliamentary situation, the bill is still in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That is the correct status of 
the bill. - 

Mr. WARREN. The consideration closed the other night with 
the offering of various amendments by the committee. I now 
have a committee amendment which I will send to the desk. It 
was overlooked the other evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming, on behalf of the committee, will be 
stated. y 
The Seorerary. On page 201, after line 17, it is proposed to 

insert: 

To Malinda S. Gray, widow and legal representative of Frederick P. 

eceased, if for mall services performed as 
Contacto 68. rons 10172 Wan Claskaburg to Paris, Teun from 
January 1 to March 31, 1861. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. The committee has one more amendment to 
offer, being the bill last passed here in the Senate this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming, 
on behalf of the committee, offers an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 188, after line 21, it is proposed to 
Insert the following: 

; e estate of the late 
Afed f. At the suas of 02002.00 ie full for the balance due her 
husband, the said Mullett, on account of compensation and his actual 
expenses incurred as commissioner appoin from civil life on the 
navy-yard commission, under the provisions of the act of August 5, 
dees e e estate and rat appsted'hy the Secret? 
of the i owe ‘Gea now in the possession of the widow of said Mullett. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire why that 
claim has not been paid, if vouchers have been issued therefor? 

Mr. WARREN. A part of the original claim only has been 
paid, I will say to the Senator. While a voucher was issued, 
there were no ayailable funds from which to pay it. The bill as 
first passed in the Senate covered a little more than double the 
present sum. But it passed in the House for a less sum. The 
item was passed on an appropriation bill. Finally, in conference, 
a smaller amount was designated as in full of the claim. The 
beneficiary never accepted it as final, and never took the entire 
amount appropriated, but, it seems, drew upon it to the extent 
of something like twenty-five hundred dollars. The remaining 
portion is still standing there appropriated for, and this amend- 
ment practically reappropriates that and adds the balance of 
the claim, making the sum the same as the Senate has permitted 
on previous occasions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does this amendment not say 
that vouchers are already in existence for what we are going 
now to give? 

Mr. WARREN. Not as paid vouchers or receipts, Mr. Presi- 
dent. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I probably did not catch the 
reading aright. Will the Secretary read it again? 

Mr. WARREN. I have not the report before me. 

Mr. BACON. I have the report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the Secretary read again 
what it says about the vouchers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

based upon vouchers heretofore issued and a 
sented iy the | 9 the Navy and now in the possession of the 
widow of said Mullett. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The question I ask is, Why, if 
there are vouchers which have been issued by the Secretary for 
this claim, which are now in the possession of the widow, it has 
not been paid, and why we need to do anything about it? 

Mr. BACON. I hold in my hand the report of the House com- 
mittee. This claim has been reported favorably by the commit- 
tee in each House, and both concur in the statement—the House 
report being adopted by the Senate committee—that at the time 
there were no funds available for the payment of the full 
amount due—that is stated in this report—and that the amount 
now appropriated is the exact amount which the Secretary of 
the Navy contracted to pay. 

Mr. WARREN. That is right. This added to what has al- 
ready been paid 

Mr. BACON. This is in pursuance of a contract made at the 
rate of $4,000 per annum by the Secretary of the Navy with 
Colonel Mullett, and the only reason why the full amount was 
not paid by the Navy Department is that there were no funds 
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available under the appropriation made for the Secretary to pay 
the amount due. That fact is found by the committee of the 
House of Representatives and the committee of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. > 

Mr. BACON. I desire to offer an amendment, but I have not 
the form here at the moment. I gave it to the Senator from 
Wyoming, as chairman of the committee, and I think he has 
sent to his room for it, but it has not yet been brought here. 
It is an amendment to pay a certain amount found by the 
Court of Claims in favor of St. Philip's Episcopal Church, of 
Atlanta, Ga. 

8 5 CLAY. Four thousand nine hundred and twenty-five 
ars. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator from Wyoming, 
the chairman of the committee, if he will not permit that 
amendment to go on the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. The amendment proposed to be offered by 
the Senator from Georgia, I understand, is based upon a finding 
of fact by the Court of Claims in favor of a church. I will ask 
if the Senator has the finding there? 

Mr. BACON. I have it here. 

Mr. WARREN. Let me see it. 

Mr. BACON. Please hand this to the Senator. 
report. 

Mr. WARREN. I have the papers here now. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia not to press the 
amendment for this reason: The case is one of a class that has 
not been included in the present bill. I do not say that they 
should not be considered and paid; I do not say that at some 
time they may not be considered and paid; but they differ from 
the claims that have been inserted in the bill. 

I will say, furthermore, that this case does not stand alone. 
There are various other churches similarly situated, and a very 
great many bills of individuals are also pending, amounting, in 
the findings of the last three or four years, to perhaps $300,000. 

Turning to the finding of the court, article 4 reads as follows: 

It is not shown that any claim for the prope herein claimed for 
was ever presented to any Department of the vernment until its 
5 to Congress and its references to this court, as set forth 

the statement herein. 

Now, the committee has believed that the pending bill was as 
large as we ought at this time to consider, and the committee 
has believed that since the Senate has extended to it some 
measure of confidence in authorizing the grouping together of 
bills in an omnibus bill, all bills as to which any questions 
might arise, as the one here, should be eliminated from the 
omnibus bill; that it should be a straight collection of court 
findings free from charges of either disloyalty or laches. 

That is all I have to present as a reason why this claim 
should not be included. It seems to me it would make an in- 
vidious distinction if this were permitted to go into the bill, 
unless indeed it is the pleasure of the Senate to open it up to 
perhaps a hundred and fifty more claims, involving perhaps 
three or four hundred thousand dollars, which have yarious 
flaws in the findings, if I may term them such, similar to the 
one I have just read. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator whether it is not true 
that there have been bills pending both in the House and the 
Senate ten years for the payment of this claim? 

Mr. WARREN. I would not be able to say yes on no—— 

Mr. CLAY. I say it is true. 

Mr. WARREN. Because I think the Senator will hardly ex- 
pect me to remember the several thousand claims annually in- 
troduced and referred to the committee. 

Mr, CLAY. Then, as I understand the Senator, the only 
reason why this claim was not inserted in the pending bill is 
that claimants have been negligent in presenting it to the De- 
partment or to Congress. The finding of the court in every. 
respect complies with the Tucker Act. It says the claim is just; 
that the claimant was loyal, and that the money ought to be 
paid. There is nothing said against it except the fact that this 
is the first time it has been presented to Congress. That is my 
understanding of the finding of the Court of Claims. The bill 
has been pending in Congress many years. 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps the Senator from Georgia states it 
rather broadly. The court finds that the church was loyal, but 
it finds that the claim can not be allowed for the amount pre- 
sented. However, it finds that there is a portion of the claim 
justly due. But it finds that it was not presented early enough 
to clear it of the charge of laches. For instance, this claim 
was not presented to the Quartermaster’s Department or the 
Southern Claims Commission. 


That is the 
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Mr. CLAY. Let me correct the Senator, with his permission. 
They find one item of certain damages amounting to $800. The 
total damages amount to $4,925. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes, Mr. President; but that opens up an- 
other branch of the subject. It has not been the policy and 
practice of the Senate or the House or of Congress, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, to allow bills of damage as such, while they do 
allow for material taken and used. For instance, if a house 
becomes damaged in war or is torn down, it is not allowed for 
strictly as damage. The Quartermaster’s Department would 
not allow for it. The Southern Claims Commission would not 
allow for it. Congress would not allow for it. But if material 
from a destroyed structure—lumber and brick, ete.—is taken 
and used for the benefit of the Army or the forces of the United 
States, the owners are allowed pay for it. 

But, Mr. President, I will not now go into the matter of the 
amount, preferring rather to put the reasons exactly as they 
exist with the committee—i. e., that the claim was excluded at 
this time as one of a class, all of which were excluded. I appeal 
to the Senator from Georgia to withdraw the amendment at 
this time and permit the claim to be considered with a great 
many others of the same kind. 

I wish to say to the Senator that the Committee on Claims 
has presented to Congress, and Congress has kindly consented 
to send down very nearly all the claims of churches that 
have been presented, and they are now before the Court of 
Claims. The court has but just commenced their consideration. 
This bill contains the findings of the court in a few cases. The 
committee files show the reports of quite a number more that 
are situated exactly as this one is situated, and hence not in- 
cluded in the pending measure. But the larger part of the 
church claims are yet unconsidered before the court. 

So this claim, if it does not go into the pending bill, is in 
nowise prejudiced or put out of court, if I may use that ex- 
pression. It is simply not included at the present time because 
we are considering another class of claims. 

Mr. CLAY. The merits of the claim will not be affected in 
any way by the passage of this measure, and it is simply con- 
>» sidered in a class that is rejected on the fourth ground set 
forth in the report of the findings of the Court of Claims—on 
the ground that there was negligence? ¥ 

Mr. WARREN. It is even better than that. These claims 
are not rejected. ‘They are simply not included in the present 
bill. It will not in any manner, in my judgment, inure to the 
injury of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator one question in 
order that it may be made clear. I understand, then, there is 
no other claim standing in this exact class which is included in 
the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. I know of no other one, and if my attention 
should be drawn to one of that kind, I would ask to have it 
stricken out. 

Mr. BACON. There are a large number of others in the same 
class which are likewise excluded from the bill on the same 
ground? 

Mr. WARREN. Exactly so, and without any prejudice to 
such claims. 

Mr. BERRY. Just one moment, Mr. President. I have two 
claims which I have been very anxious to get into the bill. One 
is in favor of Joel G. Higgins, administrator of Richard Hig- 
gins, deceased, and the other is in behalf of Annie F. Polk, 
Susan Keesee, and others. They are in this same class, where 
the court find that there was no excuse for the delay. If 
claims of this class are to be included in the bill, I will offer an 
amendment embracing these two claims, which I am very anx- 
ious to have paid, and I hope the Senator from Wyoming will 
agree to let them go in. 

The Senator from Wyoming says the committee has excluded 
all claims of that class, and that none of them are in the bill. 
I very much regret that he did not put all of them in the bill, 
because it seems to me they ought to be paid. The findings in 
these two cases have been here for three or four years. ‘The 
court find that the parties are entitled to the money, but they 
say that no excuse has been shown for the delay in the prosecu- 
tion of the claims. Of course, if that entire class of claims is 
ruled out, I am helpless, although I would be very glad indeed to 
see them all put in the bill. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand the Senator from Wyoming, it 
simply defers their consideration until a later day? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I understand from the Senator 
from Wyoming that there are a good many cases on a footing 
with that presented by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. WARREN. Just so. 


Mr. BATE. Our State has several, and I have approached 
the Senator from Wyoming in regard to some five or six, three 
of which I am very urgent about. But, as I understand, they 
have been laid aside on the same ground that has been stated 
here with respect to the claim presented by the Senator from 
Georgia. I took it for granted that it was to be uniform. I did 
not think there would be any exception made to it, else I should 
have presented the claims in which I am interested, and I shall 
do so now if there is to be any exception. But, as I understand, 
it is the uniform practice with respect to this bill to exclude 
those cases. However, I understand the Senator is going right 
to work on the other claims, and will try to get them through 
when this bill is disposed of. . 

Mr. WARREN. We will try to arrange it in such way that 
the Senate can consider what it will do with them. 

Mr. BATE. I understand, however, that they are not put off 
purely for delay, but that in the church cases particularly which 
have been spoken of there has been some arrangement made by 
which they will be entertained by the committee. 

Mr. WARREN. They certainly will not, by the committee, 
be kept away from the consideration of the Senate. The com- 
mittee will cooperate with Senators to bring all the facts before 
the Senate for such disposition as it may see fit to make of this 
class of claims. 

Mr. BATE. I simply do not want to see any invidious dis- 
tinctions made. I am willing to submit to that rule, if it is 
thought best, but I do not want any invidious distinction made, 
and I desire to come in with the claims in which I am interested 
if there is any chance to secure their adoption. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to say, and Senators I believe will 
appreciate my situation, that the refusals on my part and on 
the part of other members of the committee to include this 
class of claims have been very numerous. Since sitting here 
this morning waiting for the recognition of the Chair, I have 
probably had twenty or more cards sent me from those outside 
who represent claims of this nature, and should I not now resist 
all amendments of this kind, I should feel that I had wronged 
perhaps a hundred—yes, and probably more than that number— 
of those who have asked the insertion of similar claims in the 
pending bill. 

I hope such amendments will not be pressed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have on my table several of 
these claims (I am told by the Senator from Arkansas that such 
claims involve a very large sum) where the court has found the 
fact of the loyalty of the claimants and where an appropriation 
by the Government would be proper, but have left to Congress 
the question whether there were such laches as under the act 
of 1878 excluded them. I have two or three cases in which it 
seems to me there can not be any question that the laches was 
excusable. I know, having been on the Committee on Claims 
a long time, the difficulty the chairman has with these claims. 

What is the amount involved in the bill, I will ask the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming? 

Mr. WARREN. Including the amendments already adopted, 
the number of claimants will reach above 1,700, and the amount 
of the bill will reach possibly twenty-eight hundred thousand 
dollars in direct appropriations, and there are in addition some 
not large matters to be sent to the Court of Claims for adju- 
dication. 

I will say to the Senator from Colorado that personally I 
would be glad to see a bill twice as large go through, in order 
to more nearly clear the files of deserving claims, but I think 
the Senator will agree with me that it is inexpedient to enlarge 
the present measure and also inexpedient to try out at this time 
the cases of complete or partial laches. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend to embarrass the Senator by 
offering any amendments. I only wanted to excuse myself to a 
constituent or two of mine who will wonder why I did not suc- 
ceed in getting their claims on after the court had said they 
were entitled to the amount. But I can see very readily that if 
we went to work at this short session of Congress and put on 
some claims which would raise a question that might be de- 
bated elsewhere very extensively we might jeopardize the bill, 

I have felt for many years that these claims unpaid and un- 
settled have been rather disgraceful to this nation. We have 
gone about their examination with all the care possible; com- 
mittee after committee has taken testimony; and we haye 
reported them here to the Senate again and again, and they 
are tied up until the people who are entitled to the money die. 
Frequently the heirs die before the money comes, and then it 
goes to collateral heirs, if it is ever paid at all. I would be 
the last person to throw any obstacle in the way of the speedy 
passage of this bill, which I believe justice—I will say more, 
decency—on the part of this Government demands should be 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, just a word. I will say for 
the encouragement of those who are interested in claims that 
are not included here that this bill includes more of the Bow- 
man and ‘Tucker Act findings than any bill, with one exception, 
that has ever passed—something like fourteen hundred thou- 
sand dollars, nearly five times as much as the House expressed 
a willingness to pass at the time it considered this bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have in my hand the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in reference to a case which I 
imagine falls within the category mentioned by the Senator a 
few moments ago. 

It is a claim in favor of O. H. Perry, administrator of George 
W. Perry, deceased. As I understand, the court has found and 
adjudged that the decedent, Mr. Perry, was a loyal citizen of 
. the United States, and that the Government is indebted to 
him in the sum of $4,350 for supplies taken from him for the 
use of the Army during the war. There is no specifie finding 
to the effect that the administrator was guilty of laches, but 
I suppose there is an inferential finding to that effect; that is, 
it is sald that there is no evidence showing that the claim was 
presented in time under the act of 1871. 

I should like to ask the Senator if that bill comes within the 
category of claims which have been excluded under the rule 
adopted by the committee? 

Mr. WARREN. The bill clearly does come within the class 
that is not taken up, and does not come within the class that 
has been inserted in this bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Now, am I to understand, if the Senator 
will permit me, that this rule established by the committee is 
in no sense to be taken as a finding adverse to that class of 
claims? 

Mr. WARREN. Simply that we do not consider them at this 
time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me one other 
question, is it the purpose of the committee to present a supple- 
mental bill during this session of Congress including claims of 
that character? 

Mr. WARREN. The committee has not yet taken up that 
subject. It has not considered it. I think the Senator from 
North Carolina will admit that the committee has been exceed- 
ingly busy so far this session with the make-up of the pending 
bill, and the subject of another bill has not yet been considered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me, I should like 

to make another inquiry. In case the finding of the court is to 
the effect that there has been laches or that there is no evidence 
rebutting laches, will it be necessary for the case to go back to 
the Court of Claims for the purpose of taking evidence on that 
question, or will the committee act upon it on the evidence of 
loyalty and as to the validity of the claim against the Govern- 
ment? 
Mr. WARREN. My own judgment is it will be unnecessary 
to send it back, because, unless there is new evidence, the court 
is supposed to have weighed the evidence and to have decided 
as it would again decide. 

I will state to the Senator that the committee does not con- 
sider it inferential laches when the court declares that no evi- 
dence is presented to show why the claim was never presented 
before. 

This is a clear case, because the findings of fact state: 

the Commissioners of Claims eae 
„ March 3. 871. 220 is 3 barred — — the 
visions of the act of June 15, 1878. 881 evidence has been ofte: 
the claimant under the act of March 3, 1887, “ bearing upon the 
tion wae there has been delay or laches’ = 
or applying for such grant, gift, or bounty,” 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is no finding 05 there was actual 
laches? 

Mr. WARREN. There never has been a finding of that kind 
in one of these cases that I know of. The finding has always 
been in the way I have stated. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator oblige me and the Senate 
by stating approximately the amount of claims excluded on ac- 
count of laches? 

Mr. WARREN. Something approaching $300,000 of claims 
that are in the same position as the claim the Senator now ad- 
yoeates; that is, claims amounting to $300,000 or more have 
accumulated during the last three or four years. 

Mr. BATE. With the permission of the Senator, I beg to say, 
in connection with what I said a while ago about those cases, 
that every one of them has been in the Court of Claims and has 
been passed upon, the question of loyalty established, the 
amount agreed upon by the court, and payment recommended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


— 
e e such claim 


the amendment reported by the Committee on Claims, as 
amended. 
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The amendment as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Page 1, strike out all after line 9 down to and including line 14, 
page 30, and insert: 


* ALABAMA, 
“To Thomas M. Hobbs, of Limestone County, $7,662. 
“To B. W. Hewitt, = trator of Dr. V. Burrow, deceased, of 


Lauderdale County, $66 

“To Jesse Keys, of Madison County, $623. 

“To H. B. Lansden, ia a i of Martha W. Lansden, deceased, 
of Marshall County, 844 

“To John J. ee administrator of ‘ne estate of Andrew Me- 
Williams, deceased, of Limestone County, $860. 

“To William A. Walker, of Colbert County, $330. 

“To John S. Watkins, of Lauderdale Conte. $1,5 

“To H. S. Watters, administrator rik eps estate of Stiatborn C. Wat- 
ters, deceased, of Cherokee County, $44 

Teo C. H. Lavender, administrator oe Elizabeth Nell, deceased, of 
Dallas Coun 15. 

i Douglass Taylor, administrator of Cyrus Jones, deceased, of 
Madison Coun 

' Vaught, administrator of John Sullivan, deceased, of 


“To John 
Jackson County, $1 

“To Floyd Gilliam, administrator of Josiah Springer, deceased, 
of Madison County, $1,085. 

“To. Mrs. Mollie Smith, administratrix of John Hollingsworth, jr., 
deceased, of Mo and Limestone counties, $556. 

“To Russell Kilburn, of Lauderdale County, $1,453. 

“To Douglass Taylor, administrator of Jessie Jefferson, deceased, of 
Madison coniro $267. 

“To John A. Chandler, administrator of Garrett S. Chandler, de- 
ceased, of Lauderdale County, $621, 

“To roy pare Taylor, administrator of Elizabeth Horton, deceased, 
of Madison N 1242 

“To Douglass age administrator of David Vincent, deceased, of 
Madison Coun $ 

“To Do us administrator of Benjamin Carter, deceased, 


. Nicolson, deceased, 


“To John A. Johnson, administrator of en Johnson and Sarah 
E. Ware, deceased, of Limestone County, $2,75 

uto William Jones, of Madison County, 1287. 

“To Douglass Taylor, administrator of the estates of Senia oe 
land and Fenton McClelland, deceased, of Madison County, $670. 

“To William P. Newman, administrator of the estate of William 
Powers, deceased, of Madison County, $1,530. 


“ALASKA, 
“To Frank Guertin, $15.89. 
“To Joseph F. Travers, guardian of Michael Travers, of, the Island 
of Japonsky, $1,250. 
“ARKANSAS. 


“To B. Frank Perry, administrator of Ephraim E. Cooper, deceased, 
ot Phillips County, $6452. 
“To Edward Valencourt Deuell, in his own right, and as adminis- 
trator of Ethan A. Deuell, deceased, of Pulaski 8 $7,867. 
“To Mary C. Sl 57 administratrix of John N. SI osson, deceased, of 
Sebastian County, $4,638. 
“To J. Menkus, TEE of the estate of Sarah Marr, deceased, 
of Pulaski 1 51.1 
“To es M. Green, 8 of John L. Green, deceased, of 
Saline county, $461. 
8 line Coun ty ewkirk, administrator of James H. Newkirk, deceased, of 
aline County, 
“To Constant P. Wilson, administrator of Mary A. Wilson, deceased, 
of Sebastian County, * 010. 
“To Charles 8. Card, N maa of Arthur Mayberry, de- 
ceased, 2 2 be 
“To R. Sg trator of Elijah Y. Toney, deceased, of 
Ouachita County. $ 
“To Daniel W. aimo administrator of Hugh = deceased, of 
Pulaski Sound, 1,183. 
“To Nathan ‘Cloyes, of Hot Springs County, $1,3 
“To Sarah Ann A retin 3 Jacob Vale and Mitchell 
bine, of 5 Cou 
Henry . e of Samuel Cooper, deceased, of 
Gariana County, $ 


“To Lucy J. Eaton, executrix of the estate of Lucy A. Caldwell, de- 
censed, of Jefferson County, $4,250. 

z OM E. E. Whitfield, F of William B. Whitfield, deceased, 
160. 

3 “To Frank B. tony and Sallie T. Elliott, sole heirs of Henry C. 
Toms, deceased, $3,22 

“To Mary F. sen administratrix of the estate of William H. Pol- 
lan, deceased, of Crittenden County, $808. 

“To Lewis Cass Smith, for himself and as administrator of the 
estates of Elisha G. co tt and Zarelda E. Abbott, deceased, of 
Arkansas County, $15,110. 

“Po the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Prairie 
Grove, Washington County, $800. 

“To Robert Gordon, administrator of Jamison W. Rice, deceased, 
of Phillips County, $5,705. 

CALIFORNIA. 


“To John Q. Adams, of San Francisco County, $80.82. 
“To Jeremiah C. Burnett, of San Francisco rs $169.31. 
“To chariad A. Cane of San Diego County, $553.1 
“To Hen Colby, of San Francisco County. $589. 58. 
“To Frank &. Courtis, of Alameda County, $202.74. 
“to Henry Glass, of San Francisco County, * 
“To James A. Hawke, of Solano County, $41.1 
372 15 Emma L. Ferrier, widow of William a Ferrier, deceased, 
“To Louis Kempff, of San Francisco County, $707.60. 
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“To Richard A. Urquhart, of Santa Clara County, 1 

“To Moses A. Lane, of San Francisco County, $1,17. 

“To Joseph Wilson, of San Francisco County, 5 

“To Thomas S. Phelps, of Pa Seno Soa, $597.54 

“To Robert A. Williams, of Monterey County, $686.00 

“To er A. Davis, son and next of kin of rge L. Davis, de- 
ceased, $146.02. 

** COLORADO, 


“To William ri Nickerson, of Arapahoe Co 1 55 890.41. 
“To Edward M. Stedman, of Gilpin County 24.99 
“To Erastus 8. ‘Joslyn, of Colorado Springs, 15 Paso 3 $1,500. 


“ CONNECTICUT. 


“To Caroline Swan, Mary E. Pritchard, 2 Swan, and ae 
N. Moody, sole heirs of Travers Swan, deceased, of Bridgeport, Fair 
field County, $1, ee 40. 

“To Francis W. Dickens, $69.04. 

af DAS Charles E. Hawkins, of Middlesex County, $46.46. 

o John Lowe, of Fairfield County, $107.39. 

si To Alexander Afack, of New London County, $184.93. 

“To Oscar F, Stanton, of New London County, 3 64. 

“To Lawrence = P inin executor of the ate of Edward C. Bow- 
ers, deceased, $843.3 

“To Henry Cleveland, administrator of the estate of Louis Kings- 
ley, deceased, $40.0 

“ro Annie „ Collier, widow of Thomas S. Collier, i $196.72. 

“To Henry T, Skelding, of New London 92 436086 $369.32. 

„To Walter K. Scofield, of Fairfield — — 

“To Grace T. Arms, executrix of Frank H 3 $1,256.51. 

“To A. S. Oberly, $198.74, 


“ DELAWARE. 
“To William „N. and Paul R. Knight, sons of James S. Knight, de- 
ceased, $1,030.52. 
“19 Jane Robinett, widow of David Robinett, deceased, $805.39. 


“ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
ware Philip M. Buckey, administrator of Philip J. Buckey, deceased, 


“Yo Ma ae fe Dashiell, 8810. 
“fo William A Gordon, administrator of William D. C. Murdock, 
deceased, 847,424.50 
* ESA 2 S Liv ingston, $1,691. 
of Cheney, widow of William Che 3 77. 
sent Julia W. Dickenson, widow of Hallowell Dickenson, deceased, 
“To Florence A. R. Judd, executrix of the estate of Somerset Robin- 
son, deceased, $262.36. 
$456.70. Antoinette Stewart, widow of Thomas Stewart, deceased, 
“To Vincendon L. 8 5162.47. 
“To Walter C. Cowles, 848.2 
“To William haf Dri. , 80, 52. 
“To Arthur H. Flete er 5 
“To George Fouse, $508.6 
“To Samuel Gee, $976. 08. 
“To Edwin S. Houston, 5155.33. 
“to Eugene H. C. Leutze, $41.22. 
“To Charles M. MeCarteney, 877.80. 
“To Frederick A. Miller, $443.63. 
“To Francis S. Nash, $205.48. 
“To Robert B. Rodney, $135.88. 
„To George W. Sensner, $512.33. 
“To John S. Sinclair, $55.50. 
“To Edmund B. Underwood, on 
“To Thomas P. Venable, $56.50. 
“To Mary F. Choate, widow of Isaac T. Choate, deceased, $91.20. 
$90 a Eliza B. Dorrance, widow of George W. Dorrance, deceased, 
7.4 
4 “No 485228 50 E. Dunn, administratrix of the estate of George Dunn, 
ecensed. 82 
“To Richard Wallach, son of Cuthbert P. Wallach, deceased, $427.11. 
“To A. E. K. Benham, $352.72. 
“Po William T. Hord, $78.36. 
Jo Aaron K. Hughes, $1, tery 
“To Francis M. Gunnell, $33.84 
“To Philip J. Miller, son of Philip J. Miller, deceased, $42.10. 
“To Evaline V. Ferguson, widow Be William’ J. Ferguson, $138.63. 
“Po William A. 2 850.41. 
“To as E. Mack, son of Eugene Mack, deceased, $281.65. 
„To Joseph Smith, eid 03. 
“To the ry Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Brightwood, 


4.700. 
$ %% the Methodist Episcopal Church, Washington district, Balti- 
more conference, $1,325. 
“To Mary J. ee ee ee in ais of the estate of Benjamin 
D. Carpenter, deceased, $1,25 
5 FLORIDA, 
“To William H. Holden, of Orange Count; een: 
“To James H. Bull, of Monroe County, 65. 
“To William II. Stewart, of W eos ‘ounty, $2,058.92. 
“To Emma Thomas, widow of Robert G. T iomas, deceased, $268.74. 
“ GEORGIA. 


+: To mie Ping aor Cee of the estate of Frederick Read, 
dece: layton Coun 

a3 To Enen Bra s and Bine Wetcher, pues of the estate of James 
Jennings, deceased, of Gordon County, 

“To Pinkney Daniel and a , Sole heirs of Mary Dees, 
deceased, of Chattooga County, $150. 

“Yo David G. Orr, of Catoosa County, $296. 

“To J. C. Sutton and F. S. Black, executors of the estate of Allen 
bia, Set AEE Co aa 

m te, of Gordon Coun 

“to We . Willian ‘Shadrick, deceased, of 
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capt on p unity Se “administrator of Jane Edge, deceased, of Walker 


= 817. 
Conny pi Donas administrator of Nancy Shadrick, deceased, of 
crag ton 9 7 5 oo administrator of Elizabeth Johns, deceased, of 
Fulton oun 


“To Joe A. 8. Moon, administrator of Joel P. Maxwell, deceased, of 
Bartow County, $343. 


“To J. B. 1 administrator of Furney Hutcheson, deceased, 

of oe 9 cape 
“To riffin, of Floyd County, $591. 

“Ti, Wiem N. McConnell, of Clayton County, $3.3 381. 

“To S. A. Rawlins and B. H. Jackson, tors of James Jack- 
son, deceased, of Wilkinson County, $1,325. 

“To Edward Crusselle, administrator and heir at law of the estate 
of Thomas G. W. Crusselle, deceased, of Atlanta, $4,020. 

“To Sarah J. Bonner, administratrix of Thomas Bonner, sr., de- 
ceased, of Carroll County, $1,920. 

“To Thomas J. Mansfield. administrator of Patrick Mansfield, de- 
ceased, of Bartow County, $921. 

“To John H. Bray, o Gordon County, $776. 

“To William R. Dabose, $98.08. 

“To A. 7 9 administrator of the estate of Andrew Millican, 
deceased, of Chattooga County, $754. 

“ ILLINOIS. 


4772 E. 5 administrator of the estate of Jonathan Young, 


“To Nannie it lere executrix of the estate of Lewis A. Kim- 
berly, deceased, $1,597.47. 
Herman Hansen, of Cook Coun: p S121. 50. 
“To Charles B. T. Moore, of Macon , 874.52. 
“To Peter H. Smith, of Cook County, $143 19. 
“To Martha W. Boswell, administratrix of the estate of James W. 
lin, deceased, $253.15. 
“To John C. Irvine, $12. 05. 
“To Bertrand D. Ridgeway, executor of Lindsay Ridgeway, đe- 
puna of 3 County, $1,650. 
$85.48. Bassett, EB dats of F. S. Bassett, of Cook County, 
5. 


Re To Charles W. Adams, $819.75. 
“ INDIANA, 
$57 15 Charles A. Schmitz, son of Charles F. Schmitz, deceased, 
“To Charles A. Schmitz, $406.58. 
“To William Wilkins Carr, administrator of the estate of Overton 
Carr, deceased, $300.87. 
ua a ae E. Pritchett, administratrix of James M. Pritchett, de- 
“To M — Fitch, administratrix of Leroy Fitch, deceased, $36.75. 
“To Nellie F. O Kane, widow of James O'Kane, deceased, 65.75. 
“To John S. Neal, of the city of Indianapolis, 7 $2, 


“ INDIAN TERRITORY. 

“To Edmund Kenna. eceased, 
of Choctaw Nation near poet Salt Ark 34 107. n A 2 
“IOWA. 

“To J. M. Bowyer, $135.67. 

“To Sophia A. Wight, widow of Danforth P. Wight, deceased, $85.48. 
“ KENTUCKY. 

“To Frederick a of Kenton County, $1,213. 


“To George W. Fri to 5 
eee r of Thomas I Frith, deceased, of 


“fo Samuel Berry, of Nicholas County, $732. 


“To John J. Saunders, administrat t 5 
ceased, of Jefferson pan or wt Henry S Saunders, de- 


$160. 
“To James E. Hal lark County, 854 
“To Arthur = 2 administrator of k. H. Wilson, deceased, of 


“To Sallie H. Grundy, executrix of er estate rund 
To Fan ate —.— ore 1 Baptis e 
kit ames Garne ee o e Ba t 
J A 
“To omas ins, admin ro id 
Whitley County, $1,048. en 


“ LOUISIANA. 


“To J. J. Metoyer, administrator of the estate of F. 

77 ec ac ts enw ok Incl 
“To a rex, a x 

Fatrex, 2 of the city of New Orleans. 222.640 i $e or Danil 


“To: N. Jones, widow of R. 8 
31.701. eo 5 Jones, deceased, 


„To Cornelius Donato, administrator of Augus eased, 
of St. Landry Parish, $12,570. $a Donata, Ace 
5122.80 To Thomas Peyroux, administrator of Edward Barrett, deceased, 

45 e e e 0 fin 

“To the is” 0 ana, o e 
$215,820.89. a, ty of New Orl 

MAINE. 

“To J h E. Bradford and others, heirs of Josep 
5 Te Mary 8. Cr id f Charles H. C: à Se 

“o Mary raven, widow o arles raven, d 
4400. Nannie S. Cushman, widow of Charles H. Cushman, d Posters 

“To Susan Fassett, widow of Thomas O. Fassett, decea 

“To Nathan H. Junkins, of York County 4 enn 

“To Annie E. Deering, wide aty, gab ed 

o Annie E. * 7 

“To Kate W. Ingraham, . Por boon Larkin, deceased. 578.20. 20. 


“To Kate R. Morgan, widow of William A. Morgan, deceased, $53 S, 
“To George L. Hall, " executor of Elbridge’ D B. Hall; deceased: 100 20. 
eo Fi 1 ge son of Nathaniel C. Bryant, deceased, $193.60. 
“To Charles E. Tallman, $561.09. 
“ MARYLAND. 
“To Charles F. Elgin, administrator of the estate of William S. 
Elgin, deceased, of W. m County, $1,090. 
To Ezra Marker, * executor of James Marker, deceased, of 


8 County, 
“To muel A and Elizabeth Avey, oe of the estate of 
Jacob Avey, of Washington County, $31 

“To Mahlon Hamilton, administrator de bonis” non of John Hamil- 
ton, deceased, of the city of Baltimore, $11,991. 
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“To Charles W. . executor of William C. Hoffman, deceased, 
of Frederick Coun 2,845. 


“To Buromus H. Hoffman, administrator of the estate of Susan 
Hoffman, deceased, of Washington County, $245. 

“To John C. Middlekauff, administrator of John J. Middlekauff, de- 
ceased, of Washington County, 8618. 

“To Andrew H. Reinhart, of Frederick Count MA 434. 

“To Lewis W. Riddlemoser and Marion F. Ridd Seer sole heirs of 
Ephraim Riddlemoser, deceased, of Frederick County, 

“To G. Finley Smith, administrator of the estate o Davia Smith, de- 
ceased, of Washington County, $1,974. 

“To William 8. Tildon, of Harford County, 8330. 

„To Kirby Wade and James Snyder, executors of the estate of Wil- 
liam Wade, deceased, of Washington County, $1,124. 

“To Julia Walsh, administratrix of the estate of Murtha Walsh, de- 
ceased, of Washington County, $100. 

“To Oliver Peacher, administrator of John Peacher, deceased, of 
8 County, $530. 

“To Eugene L. Derr, sale of the estate of John Derr, de- 
ceased, of Frederick County, $1,1 

TO Henry Young, of 8 County, $1,990. 

“To Christian Smith, of Washington County, $616. 

“To Jennie E. Haller, administratrix of Samuel M. Haller, deceased, 
of the city of Cumberland, $425. 

z ee John W. George, administrator of John Wineow, deceased, of 


y p county, $412. 
An obnson, administrator of Washington Stone, deceased, 

of “Frederick County, $352, 

“To Josephus E. Harley, peer or de bonis non of Otho F. 
Harley, deceased, of Frederick 8 

“To Leonora Cline, gree an Hugh Jacob ie Cline, execu- 
tor, of the estate 155 the late Hugh H. Cline, deceased 
Pr saith Sarah J decree administratrix of the teats ai John S. 

anklin 


deceased, $124.9 
“To Mary M. Semm —.— of Alexander A. Semmes, $219.18. 
$246.02. Ellen A. De Valin, widow of Charles E. De Valin, deceased, 

“To Howard E. Ames, $294.2 

„To Charles H. Black, of Baltimore County, PB ia 82. 

“To James Franklin, of Baltimore County, $ 

“To D. W. Mullan, of Anne Arundel County, $622.47. 

„To Charles J. Murphy, of Anne Arundel: County, $2,172.65. 

“To Joseph B. Parker, "$141. 92. 

„o William G. Smith, of Anne Arundel County, Li 555 06. 

“To John W. Stewart, of Montgomery County, oe 

„o Yates Stirling, of Baltimore County, $1,025. 

“To John A. McDonald, of Baltimore County, 206 62. 

„To Willlam G. G. Willson, of Talbot County, $125.75. 

“To German H. Hunt, survivor of Robert Poole, deceased, of the city 
of Baltimore, $40,321.03. 

“To Thomas Dixon, of Frederick County, $500. 
0 “To A trustees of the Reformed Church of Sharpsburg, Washington 

'ounty, 

10 Willem A. Windsor, 891.50. 

“To Allan alg S administrator de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of Augustus II ay 5 8437.75. 

“To Edward Kershner, $ 

“To Safe Deposit and 15270 N of Baltimore, executor of 
Edward Donaldson, deceased, $2, 

“To Emma L. Barry, widow ot 51 — J. Barry, deceased, $292.05. 

“To T. Bascom Wa kins, $206.05. 

„o Worth Goldsborough, $1,129.13. 

“To Robert Arthur, administrator of George Arthur, deceased, $50.96. 

“To Horace Resley, of Cumberland e a f County, $443. 

“To the trustees of the Lutheran È 
County, $600. 

“NS the legal representatives of Peter Targarona, of the city of 
Baltimore, $20,000, 

“To the trustees oe the Methodist Episcopal Church of Brunswick, 
Frederick County, $585 

“To Richard P. Blackistone, of St. Mary County, $6,326. 


“ MASSACHUSETTS. 


urch of Sharps ae Washington 


“To Seth M. rae of Nantucket County, $55.89. 
“To William A. Barry, of Suffolk County, $142.19, 
“To William W. Beck, of Suffolk County, $1,380.26. 


“to George E. Belknap, of Suffolk County, $139.73. 
George A. Crawford, of Suffolk County, $34.25. 
George T. Davis, of Franklin County, $116.95. 
Wi illam J M4 Devi an, of Nantucket ounty, $323.83. 
Nehemiah M. Dyer, of Middlesex County, $751.78, 
“To Joseph G. Eaton, $221.37. 
John G. Foster, of Suffolk County, $32.55. 
Henry P. Grace, of Suffolk County, $124.11. 
Martin E. Hall, of Middlesex County, Ap 55 
George E. Hendee, of Suffolk County, $754 
Frank H. Holmes, of Middlesex County, 270. 65. 
Mortimer L. Johnson, $1,794.73. 
“To panos zoas, o Suffolk County, $487.97. 
“To . Lovering, E 
Lewis M; Maicher, of Suffolk County, $2,541.59. 

„To Charles O'Ne 
o Thomas Savage, of Suffolk County, $696.20. 

“To Frank E. Sawyer, $105.47. 

“To William H. Summers, of Suffolk county. $ $471 48. 

„To John G. Tilden, of Suffolk County 

“To John K. Winn, of Suffolk County, 85 485. 30. 

“To William C. Wise, of Berkshire cona $306.85. 

“To Angeline Dinner administratrix of the estate of Charles J. Bib- 
ber, deceased, $2,825. 

“To Margaret See “widow of John Black, deceased. 1 e 

“To Catherine F. King, daughter of Jeremiah H ing, 5 
626.92. 
$ ST Hdward H. Macy, nephew of Henry G. Macy, deceased, $449.34. 

“To Susie J. Poole, executrix of the estate of Francis H. Poole, de- 

ceased, $702.0 

“To —.—.—9 Bennett, $8.89. 

“To Catherine B. Burroughs, administratrix of the estate of Daniel 
W. Burroughs, deceased, $ 08. 

“To Thomas M. ere administrator of the estate of Edward H. 
Miller, deceased, $1,010.78. 

e e 1 and Eien Clary, sisters of Albert G. Clary, deceased, 
$586.2 


“To Clara H. Daniels, widow of David Daniels, deceased, 
wae To Addie R. Gallagher, widow of Lawrence B. K Fa FORT nual: 


5 To Charles N H. Hadley, executor of the estate of David Bruce, de- 

“To yet M. Henderson, widow of Moses K. Henderson, de- 
ceased, $134.55. 

“To Eprat D. Marthon, administratrix of the estate of Joseph 
Marthon, $222.4 

“ To, Annie 5. Rundlett, widow of Howard M. Rundlett, deceased, 


$196.62 
¥ To Francis II. Swan, of Suffolk County, $1,267.95. 
“To Florence H. er, daughter, and William H. Davis, son, of 


Davis, deceased, $274.25. 
o Frederick W. Crocker, of Suffolk County, $1 1 
“To Frank W. Nichols, of Suffolk County, 4. 

„To Stephen P. Quackenbush, of Suffolk 1 81 953.42. 
“To John A. Shearman, of Suffolk County, $109.59. 
„To the Globe Works, of the cow of Boston, $81,913.76. 
“To Francis H. Swan, $233.84 

A asna 37. 


Henr: 


“To W. W. Low, son of W. W. Low, deceased, 

“To Henry C. Keene, of Suffolk County, $188.1 

“To Francis H. Delano, $404.38. 

“To A. N. Stocker, widow of Henry T. Stocker, deceased, 8328.20. 

aoe 3 E. Whitmarsh, daughter of Zachariah Whitmarsh, de- 
ceased, 

“To J. B. Murdock, $86.02. 


“To Cromwell G. Macy nephew of Thomas M. Gardner, $543.26. 
ES 2 f, Burbeck, administrator of Christopher Jordan, de- 
ceased, 82. 


“To Sarah A co widow of John Wyckof, deceased, $434.14. 

“To William in — 3212. 

“To William F. Hodgkinson, of Suffolk County, $334.51. 

„To Henry R. Baker, $298 

“To William I. Moore, of Suffolk County, $230.62. 

“To John F. Merry, of Middlesex Count RA $1,269.28. 

5 . Susan I. Bordman, widow of Charles Bordman, 

“To William F. Low, of Middlesex County, $138.08. 

“To Annette B. Wonson, administratrix of George W. Adams, de- 
ceased, $112.07. 

“To Priscilla A. Nicolson, administratrix of E. I. G. Rhoades, de- 
ceased, late widow of William W. Rhoades, deceased, $660.82 

„To Sarah M. Bennett, administratrix oe the estate of Thomas Ben- 
nett, deceased, of Worcester County, $917.1 

“To David H. Tribou, of Suffolk Frag $960.28. 

“To the Atlantle Works, of the city of Boston, $41, 027.46. 


“ MICHIGAN, 


“To Nannie H. Duvall, daughter of John Watters, deceased, $1,599. 36. 
“To Jane E. Read, administratrix of John Ii. Read, deceased, $25.50, 


“ MINNESOTA, 
N. Manney, $180.82. 
“ MISSISSIPPI. 


“To E. L. 5215 administrator of John W. Taylor, deceased, of 
Warren Coun 

“To John fee, niet tor of Sarah Riley (née Griffin), de- 
ecased, of Marshall County, $309. 

“To George B. Her ar, administrator of Carolinas Boyd, deceased, 
of Newton County, 

biel a Je ae Ss Cbanbe lain, of Jefferson County, $340. 

“To Olivia K. Williams, administratrix o; "the estate of Seaborn J. 
Brown, deceased, of Hinds County, $830. 

“To H. Taylor Garrison, administrator of John Gammel, deceased, 
of Tippah and Marshall counties, 

“To Emily C. Richmond (née jibbons) and Samuel P. Gibbons, of 
3 County, $800. 

o C. M. e administrator of Jordan Broadway, deceased, 
of Marshall County, $1,234. 

WONG 5. -D e administrator of C. F. Cunningham, de- 
ceased, of Monroe County, 84.964. 

“To the administrator of Sidney R. Smith, deceased, late of Wash- 
ington County, $2,740; and to the administrator of William R. Flem- 
ing, deceased, lete of Washington County, ty, $685, 

“To Mary M. Jamison, administratrix o Wiley J. Jamison, deceased, 
of Hinds Sun $360, 

“To Jesse A gton, of Lafayette County, $1,692. 

“To Catherine D. O'Sullivan, administratrix’ of Daniel O'Sullivan, 
deceased, of Warren County, $943. 

“To John B. Howard, administrator of Joseph II. Howard, deceased, 
of Marshall County, $1,327 

“To Sarah H. RA, administratrix of Eldred Nunnally, de- 
ceased, of Lafayette County, $3,402. 

“To G. D. Hearn, administrator of William McK. Hall, deceased, of 
Marshall County, $3,608. 

“To Leonidas Pittman, administrator of Flora E. Pope (née Gra- 
), 1 b ee of Marion County, 8882. 

“To W. Ratliff, administrator of Charles F. Norris, deceased, of 
Hinds County, $520. 

“To Magruder, administrator of Thomas B. Magruder, de- 
ceased, of Claiborne County, $1,232. 

“To Robert Watt, jr., e of Robert Watt, sr., deceased, 
of eo County, TUN a tnlatratele or Cheri J 

“To ry F. Erwin, a ministratrix o arlotte Jaquess, deceased 
of Claiborne County, $1,130. 4 

“To Samuel B. larris, of Madison County, 52.988. 
` ae aod 227775 administrator of James Glover, deceased, of Mar- 
shall County, 

"To A PEA M. Willey, administratrix of Alfred Turner, deceased, of 
Yalobusha County, 8450 

“To C. W. Telfair, administrator of James R. Telfair, deceased, of 
Tishomingo County, 83 

“To Anna J. Saunders G. B. Thornton, jr., administrator of the es- 
tate of M. Lou Thornton, deceased, and F. P. Poston, administrator 
of the estate of Mary Trezevant, deceased, of Marshall County, $4,012, 
to be divided in equal shares. 

“To Bettie Brooks Metenite, daughter of Joseph M. Brooks, deceased, 
of Washington County, $2,6 

“To the Fidelity EAA 8 3 of the estate of 
Lucy Brooks Bell, decea Sangnier of Joseph M. Brooks, deceased, 
of Washington County, 220 609. 


deceased, 


“To Henry 


1905. 


“To E. L. Brien, administrator of the estate of Ann Lum, deceased, 
of the city of Vicksburg, ae 200. 
a oa James D. Adams, $275.33. 
S. Strube, administratrix of the estate of P. B. Sawyer, 
of Marshall County, $976. 
Gece Bella Sinnott and Adine Price, of Panola County, $1,330. 
“To 2 W. Spratley, of Warren County, $4,255. 
“To Marett, administrator of William B. West, deceased, of 
Marea odan , $250. 
“To James izer, administrator of the estate of R. M. Glover, de- 
ceased, of Marshall-County, $1,061. 
“To B. E. Gray, administrator the estate of Mrs. S. M. Davidson, 
deceased, of Marshall County, $2,37 
“To Samuel Worthin Pap „Administrator of the estate of Samuel 
Worthington, deceased, $18 
st MISSOURI. 


“To Henry Damm, 7408. administrator of Henry Damm, sr., deceased, 


of Benton County, $ 
“To Julia Ann Faught, William T. Shirrod, Leander K. Shirrod, 
Wheeler, and Robert K. Shirrod, of Dade 


Susan G. Wright, Louisa 
County, $540. 

“To Colly B. Holland, of Bates County, $3,075 

“To Edwin T. Hill, administrator of Leroy L. Hill, deceased, of 
Pettis SORAN $6,735. 

“To the heirs and 12 representatives of John W. Hancock, de- 
San 75 5 County, 

q Moneymaker, ' —— sia of Charles Drennan, deceased, 

of phelps C County $510. 

cyt A Sebree, 51.78. 

“To William W. eeler, of the city of St. oa $16,087. 

“To Thomas G. Johnson, of Wayne County, $200. 

“Yo John Schuman, administrator de bonis non ‘of the estate of Au- 
gust Schuman, deceased, of Bates County, 1 7. 

“To William A. Carr, of Stone County, $1,200. 

„To Charles B. oo assignee of Joseph C. Stark, deceased, of the 
city of St. Louis, $1,851. 

e the estate of Joseph Engle, deceased, of Dallas County, $232, 
be paid to the person authorized by the porets court of Dallas County. 
Mo., nuder the laws of the State of Missouri, r receive the same; and 
so much of the act of May 27, 1902 (32 Stat. L. „p. 212), as authorized 
the payment of $232 to the said Joseph Engle is hereby repealed. 

“ NEVADA. 

„o Constance Louise Batione, a ae of the estate of Domi- 
nick B. Batione, deceased, $1,167.1 

“To Edward D. Sweeney, of Caoa City, Ormsby County, $11,786.65. 

“SEW HAMPSHIRE. 


“To Carlos G. Calkins, of Rockingham Come 1 23. 
„o John H. Clark, of Hillsboro 2 
“To James M. Forsyth, of Merrimack ors $348.42. 
“ro Arthur C. Heflinger, of Rockingham County, $85.48 
“To Eya II. Wingate, widow of George E. l Baker: d deceased, $207.94. 
“To Elizabeth Baker, widow of Francis H. Ba deceased, $134. on 
91 To, Harriet W. Potter, widow of Frederick E. Potter, de 
4.13. 
$ “To Samuel S. eee administrator of the estate of S. N. 
Whitehouse, deceased, 8387 


“To Susan Woodman car mri P. Woodman, executrices of Ed- 
ward Woodman deccased, $337.5 
$1: T Aa i e H. Eastman, . — of Thomas H. Eastman, deceased, 
152 


“Fo panikan Hutchins, $21.37. 
“ro Angie D. Smith, executrix of Daniel A. Smith, deceased, 


$1,146.30. 
“SEW JERSEY. 


$63.01. 
“To Frank Holler, o "Ocean County, $2,618.37. 
“To George W. Mentz . $28.49. 
“to William Watts, of Morris County, $80.58. 
“To Edwin White, of Mercer Coun 
“To Ella S. oe 


“To Samuel P. Comly, 


98.63. 
ys, executrix o the estate of C. F. Humphreys, 


deceased, $591.0 

“To Charles Si, Hu e ee and Mary H. Hooton, sister, of 

h Hugg, ee 
30270 „ „ k. Machs, widow of John R. Mathews, de- 

centai $758.6 
x * 8 C. Setley, administratrix of the estate of Harry Setley, 
leceased, 

“To Edward . Wood, administrator of John De Camp, deceased, 


1,947. 7, 
$ “iro Isabella Jauretche, Rose e and Blanche Jauretche, 
heirs at law of L. C. Sartori, deceased, $173.75. 
“fo Eleanor Sirian, widow of George Sirian, deceased, $281.62. 
“To John J. Read, of Burlington County, $287.13. 
Adele W. Elmer, widow of Horace Elmer, deceased, $451.70. 
Harvey E. Macconn, widow of Robert F. Macconh, deceased, 


° “ NEW MEXICO. 
“To Solomon J. Spiegelberg, Emanuel Ppt 
berg, partners under the firm name of Spiegel 

“NEW YORK. 


“To Frank Anderson, $190.69. 

„Jo Nicholas Anderson, $35. 

“to Conway II. Arnold, of New York County, $79.72. 

“To Joseph G. Ayers, of Westchester County, $250.96. 

“To H. John Babin, of sire. County, $248.60. 

“To Edward B. Barry, $ 

“To Henry G. Beyer, 8169.31 

“To Deinvan Bloodgood, of Kings Romni 80 5910.83. 

“To — if = fe ee Kin Soun 

“To Dan elehan 

“To George R. Du Durand, 5 Erie York Co $731.20 

“To Bradley A. Fiske, ‘of New York ty, SAs $162.74, 

“To William C. Gibson, of Kings County, 

“To James H. Gi of Delaware Coun 2360.86. 

“To George Glass, of New York County, 1.5 

“To James G. Pepe of New York County, 2539.88. 
“To William G. Hannum, of Queens cou k 53. 

“To Andrew Harman, of Kings County, & 

“To Nelson T. Houston, of New — 62 775 $687. 67. 

“To A, J. Kenney, of Kings County, $ 17. 


sot i and Levi Spi 


rothers, $19, 
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“To William P. McCann, of Westchester County, $1,268.49, 
“To John McGowan, of ‘Dutchess County, $254.54. 
“To Alfred T. Mahan, of New York County, $143.56. 
“To Dennis II. Mahan, $490.96. 
„To Charles Miller, of Nassau County, $19.66. 
“To Jerome E. Morse, of Kings County, $226.85. ` — 
“To John Quevedo, of Queens * $238. 
“To Arthur B. Speyers, $43.56. 
“To Henry Stewart, of Ontar io County, $121.29. 
“To Thomas H. Streets, of Kings County, 5116.71. 
“To Daniel D. V. Stuart, $694.80. 
“To Zera L. Tanner, of W oming County, 7249 2¹. 
“To John C. Thompson, o E Sa y County, 73. 
“To James E. Tolfree, of New York County, 221. 868.16. 
of New Tork County $46. 37. 
New York n $893.25. 


To Richard ae 5 
«ae Roscoe V. Wickes, of Kings Mania A 955 80 


“To Charles Wilson, of Kin 
“To George B. Abbott, a istrator of ‘the estate of Alexander 


ceased, $755.34 
“To Robert L. Monde, brother of Henry M. Meade, deceased, $447.80. 
$3.008-48 Maria W. P. Randle, daughter of Thomas Pattison, "deceased, 
310044 Henrietta L. Steyenson, widow of John H. Stevenson, deceased, 
“To Kate F. Se Toa administratrix of the estate of George H. 
Cooper, deceased. $105.76. 


“To Rosalie M. Van Duyne, daughter of Richard Van Voorhis, de- 
John Van Hovenbe 24 
are F. Woods, —— TE of the estate of George W. Woods, de- 


ceased, $251.35. 
“To Catherine S. Van co go administratrix of the estate of 
rg, deceased, 
“To An Wentworth, administrator of the estate of John 
Birdsall, “deceased, "$513. 
ames Poes W. Allibone, brother of Charles O. Allfbone, deceased, 
„To Lizzie M. Barnard, widow of Warren Barnard, deceased, $699.17. 


“To Almira C. Bashford, widow of A. P. Bashford, deceased, $48.22. 

$787.05, Margaret A. Brush, widow of George R. Brush, deceased, 
fhid. 

“To Annie Freeman, widow of Charles C. e e deceased, $585.20. 

5 Elizabeth A. Gardner, widow of John W. Gardner, deceased, 
75. 


EPA Josephine C. Haskins, sister of George S. Haskins, deceased, 


sA “To Edith B. Goebel, neice of Chester Hatfield, deceased, $899.09. 
$2. — e L. Hawley, widow of Charles E. Hawley, deceased, 

To Florence A. R. Judd, committee of Charles H. Judd. $416.39. 

“To Helen F. Lasher, widow of Oren E. Lasher, $123.29. 
$3,087.67 Bessie C. Parker, daughter of Ralph Chandler, deceased, 

es 

To H. De B. Parsons, administrator of the estate of George B. Liv- 
ingston, deceased, $387. 

“To Harty C. Robertson, administrator of the estate of Jonos Dib- 
ble, deceased 64. 
55 sTo. William L. Stephens, grandson of Jacob Stephens, deceased, 

“To Kate E. nei ee -o Ella M. Thompson, daughters of Egbert 
Thompson, deceased, $177.20. 

“To Sarah Waugh, widow of Edward J. Waugh, deceased, $288.48. 

“To Susan D. Yates, widow of Arthur R. Yates, deceased, $483.43. 

„To William S. Dana, $680.55. 

“To Frederick Elliott, $56.04. 

“To William W. Williams, $547.53. 

“To Annie A. A e executrix of Milton Haxtun, deceased, of New 
York County, $42. 

“To Conway H. eie 666.30. 

“To Sones — Houston, 314.07. 

T. Douglass, of Kings County, $76.29 

$143 N Sese A. arty, widow of Stephen A. “McCarty,” deceased, 


$77. 2 5 Phoebe A. Hardy, sister of De Witt Clinton Kells, deceased, 
mae To Anna 17708 een administratrix of the estate of Jasper Cogh- 

5 to Charles A of New Tork County $623.54. 

“To Emma M. Clark, administratrix f Ambrose 3 J. Clark, and Wal- 
lace S. Clark, administrator, of 8 County, 8459.65. 

“To John A. B. Smith, tee 5 

“To Walter McLean, $18.08 

“ite Josephine G Carpe 2555 

“To Josephine arpenter an na ayes, hters of 
John N. meckenbush eceased, $168. ian 

“To Alex G. Brinckerhoff, administrator of Isaac Brinckerhoff, đe- 
ceased, $225, 38. 

“To Francis E. Hunt and Alice M. Hunt; heirs at law of George 
P. Hunt, deceased, $85.64. 

“To Hannah Coo T, ee of James M. Cooper, deceased, 8541.80. 

“To John E. Roller, 8400 
$13 e L. Thompson, 1 of August F. Thompson, deceased, 

“To Peter 8 8153.46. 

“To Elizabeth D. Marthon, administratrix of Joseph Marthon, de- 
ceased, $1,322.74 

“ To Fidele Bartis gear 9 ( ried) of George L. Mead, 

“To ella S. ndle, widow (remar: 0 de- 
ceased, $281.06. = 

“To Charles Miller, of panan County, $17.76. 

“To Andrew Dunlap, $55 

“To William B. Mann, 3245 

“To John H. Cahoone and Charles G. Cahoone, heirs at law of Ben- 
jamin J. Cahoone, deceased, $1,140.7 

“To John Dennett, of New York County, $234.2 

“To Mary F. Sra administratrix of John West deceased, of 

KNE: Coun 
the Ali 


915.10. 
Works, of the city of New York, $50,277.67, payment 
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to be made to Ephraim Miller, president, and no part thereof to any 


other person. 
“To Edward J. Gallagher, administrator of the estate of Charles 


Gallagher, deceased, of the city of New York, $9,876.39, 


“ NORTH CAROLINA, 
“To Nan 
Hill, 8 


“To Duncan Sopra 
of Cumberland 1 8 


“To Thomas F. McCarthy, administrator of Henry Covert, PCE 
of Craven County, $378. 
“To Reuben Jones, administrator of Theophilus Weaver, deceased, 


of Harnett 8 1 — 

“To John W. Supa administrator of Arthur Pierce, deceased, of 
Johnson Coun 

“To Benjam n Bryan, of Jones County, $ 

“To George R. Watkins, of Mitchell County, 1120 096.19. 

“To John I. Rowland, of Beaufort County 
Jo the Seamen's Friend Society, of Wikzingten, $1,256, 
o Nelson M. Ferebee, $84.38. 

“To the wardens and vestry of Saint James Parish, of the city of 
hee ait $3,113. 

“ OHIO. 


7 To L Lyman A of Franklin . $218.63, 


55 
z] 
— 
T 
2 
sE 


p Robert E. Impey, à 
998 To Merrill Miller, 

“To L. D. Cabaune, poser of the estate of George Talcott, de- 
ceased, $61.26. 

“To Joseph Free $835.61. 
“To Alfred McDaniel executor of the estate of Charles A. 
McDaniel, deceased, 

“To Frank E Batten N of the estate of Byron Wilson, 
deceased, $495.90. 


Jo Winslow Allderdice, $83.84. 
“To Albert I. Smith, administrator of Samuel L. Wilson, deceased, 


96.71. 
$172, To J. P. Andre Mottu, administrator of John C. Burnett, deceased, 
“To Byron Wilson, $623.28. 


“ PENNSYLVANIA. 


“To Timothy J. Murphy, F of Chalkley Good, 1 
late of Philadelphia County, $1,74 

“To John Q. Everson, last eee i odra of 55 75 firm of Everson, 
Preston & eg G Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $927. 

“To Mark W. Watson, last surviving partner of tine ‘firm of McCully 
& Co., of Pcb Allegheny County, $1,680.01. 

“To John C. Graff, administrator of John Graff, deceased, the last 
surviving partner of "the 7 85 of Graff, Bennett 4 Co., of Pittsburg, 
Sa, a eny County, $4,313. 

0 V. S Stuart ences Say Henry G. Brown, only surviving partners 
of the firm of Brown & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $2,727.90. 

“To James A. Chambers, executor of Alexander Chambers, deceased, 
the last survivin, ig of A. & D. H. Chambers, of Pittsburg, AL 
legheny County, 710293 

“To George A. alan and Charles ALP Spang, only surviving part- 
ners of the a of Spang, Chalfant & Co., o Pittsburg, Allegheny 
County, 3h 736.5 

“To John C. 8 sole 1 partner of McKnight & Co., of | 
Pittsburg, Allegheny county; $1,822. 

“To Charles H. Zug, sole surviving partner of Zug & Painter, of 
Pittsburg, rte apd County; $2,940. 

“To Walter Chess, sole surviving pa Satine of Chess, Smyth & Co., of 
N cr al Do . $17 7 

“To Wenman A. Lewis and James 8. Lewis, executors of the estate 
of James C. Lewis, deceased, the last surviving partner of og firm of 
Lewis, Dalzel & Co., of 1 Allegheny County, $1,053. 

“To John 8. Slagle and Edwin Miles, only surviving anA en of the 
firm of Shoenberger & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $2,585.62. 

“To Jobn 1 sole surviving partner 55 the firm of Lippin- 
cott & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $089.3 

“To William J. Moorhead, executor of the 3 — of James K. Moor- 
head, deceased, the last surviving partner of the firm of Livingston, 
Copeland & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $1,046.37. 

“To James B. Lyon, sole surviving partner of the firm of J. B. Lyon 
& Co., of Pittsburg, Agny County, $543.13. 

2 To James H. Mitchell, sole surviving os 5 the firm of Mitchell, 
Herron & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny ee 

“To John L. Boyd, sole surviving partner of the firm of Jones, Boyd & 
Co., of Pittsburg. Allegheny County, $1,206.12. 

“To Chester B. Albree, executor of the estate of Robert Albree, de- 

ceased, the last surviving partner of the firm of Fahnestock, Albree 
& Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, 8780.60. 

“To William Varnum, sole surviving partner of the firm of Hail- 
man. 5 & Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $2,251.94. 

“To D. W. C. Carroll, sole surviving partner of the firm of Carroll 
& Snyder, of “Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $237.50. 

“To Frank S. Bissell, sole surviving 250. of the firm of Bissell & 
Co., of Pittsburg, Allegheny County, $262. 

“To Daniel N. Bertolette, of Berks County, $125.48. 

„To Thomas W. Bonsall. of Delaware County, $1, a 83. 

“To James B. Butt, of Philadelphia County, $193.6 

“To Woodward Carter, of Philadelphia County, 200. 44, 

“To Charles E. Colahan, $503.01. 

“To George W. Davis, of Philadelphia County, 8618.62. 

“To Thomas A. Gill. of Philadelphia County, PER 

“To John L. Hannum, of Philadelphia County, $44.3 

“To Robert P. Lisle, of OPT eT ee County, $1,027. 925 

“To Edwin Longnecker, $146.41. 

“To George H. Peters, $40. 

„To Abel F. Price, $145.75. 

“To B. Franklin Rogers, P. 46. 

“To Richard Rush, $130.4 

“To Alexander W. Russell, ‘of Seren way County, $381.13. 

“To Charles A. oar of Philadelphia County, $2,110.89. 

“To Charles M. Thom $560. 

“To S. Stringhgm Willett. of Philadelphia County, $1,027.71. 

“To ey Winder, of Erie County, $1,069.31. 

Serres administrator o "the estate of Henry A. Adams, 
Garoan 51.106 


Agloe Bache, widow of Albert D. Bache, deceased, $956.99. 


| 


PS H. Baughman, widow of George E. Baughman, deceased, 


“To Ellen V. Hines, administratrix of the estate of Sam * 
FC 
To ore en, sole surviy executor of thi 
8. ogg deceased, $92.65. x teal Ei ope ain 


beth I. Lowber, widow of William Lowber, deceased, 


“To Mary E. McMaster, administratrix of the estate of James Me- 
Master, deceased, $404.99. 
$78 my Sarah A. MeMurtrie, widow of Daniel MeMurtrie, deceased, 

í 

“To John A. Senga, administrator of the estate of William H. 
Jones, deceased, $818.63. 

“To Amelia A. Grim, sister, and William Robertson, brother, of 
James P. Robertson, deceased, $731.72. 

“To Oceana B. Irwin, widow of Jobn Irwin, deceased, $1,728.15. 

“To S. Kingston McCay, surviving executor of the estate of Reigart 
9 110 eln F iiai id f Bl a d 

“To roline F. McIlvaine, widow o oomfield McIlvaine, de- 
ceased, $37.65. 

“To 3 M. McShane, granddaughter of Stephen Young, de- 

= 1 10 Dallas 5 administrator of the estate of Cary N. Sanders, 
deceased, $623. 

To Mary . Tompkins, administratrix of the estate of William G. 
Tom vad ag $501.23. 

o Benjamin S. Mackie, of Foredeiphie. RE $161.64. 

“To George W. Omensetter, $150. 

„To Joseph G. Thomas, of Erie County, $332 

“To Joseph A. Smith, of Philadelphia iene 651. 063.01. 

“To Albert C. Engard of ei phia County, $633.97. 

“To George A. L on 6982 

„To Joseph Smi 

“To Theodore M. Bills Si Philadelphia County, 3 77. 

“To William Little, of TOE ged County, $552.09, 

“To David O. Lewis, $346.30. 

“To Fidelity Trust Company, Sea of Francis G. Dallas, 


| deceased, of Philadelphia Vb 8101 


“To Edward H. Gheen, $ 

“To P. J. Horwitz, $56.44. 

„To Robert L. Meade, son of Richard W. Meade, deceased, $1,166.14. 

“To Edward Shippen, of Philadelphia County, $630. 

“To Nicholas Mager, jr., executor of the estate of Nicholas Mager, 
deceased, $527.0 

“To David Mo Fulmer, $163.85. 

“To David B. Harmony, $36.71. 

“To George M. Engle, son of Frederick Engle, deceased, $1,126.84. 

“To the Real Estate Title Insurance and Trust Company of Phila- 
delphia. administrator of the estate of Charles Miller, deceased, $907.09. 

To Linnaeus Fussell, $883.31. 

“ To Mary Lowrie, heir Soa legatee of John Lowrie, deceased, $506.36, 

“To George M. Book, 8323.29. 

“To ane Potts, $164.92. 

“To N. E. Mason, $581.92. 

“To J. M. Emanuel, $461.92. 

“To Cornelius Dugan, $255.34. 

“To Woodward Carter, $586.86. 

“To N. II. Farquhar, $1,173.26. 

“To Isaac G. Moale, administrator of William N. Watmough, yN 38. 

“To Nicholas Brice, 1 . — of William H. Brice, deceased, of the 
ie of Philadelphia, $473.49. 

To John A. Trimble, administrator of George W. Ebert, deceased, of 
the city of Georgetown, $1,057.50. 
3 panko ISLANDS, 
“To John Corwine, of Manila, $69.86. 
“ RHODE ISLAND. 


“To Charles W. Abbott, of Bristol County, $97. 

“To Robert Robinson, of Newport County, $1, 329.12. 

“To Benjamin F. Tilley, $248.77. 

“To Jennie H. Clarke, ne de bonis non of the estate of 
Frank Clarke, deceased, $1,200 

“To Walter N. Smith, of Newport County, $659.18. 

“To Charles i Abbott, administrator de bonis non of Joel Abbott, 
deceased, $779. 

“To George K. Durand, $1,231.78. 


“SOUTH CAROLINA. 


“To Mariah L. Trowell, administratrix 3 Ha estate of Benjamin F. 
Trowell, deceased, of Beaufort County, $4,3: 

“To John S. ether Try administrator of Thames Brigman, deceased, 
of Marlboro County, $615. 

* To Mrs. Sallie J. Adams, administratrix of Herbert Smith, deceased, 
of Marlboro att 26. 

“Fo Cecil C. 1, $162. 74. 
$1.2 mead 3 B. Hoff, administrator of Henry K. Hoff, l 

282.7 

“ TENNESSEE, 
P. Aikin, administrator of the estate of Hugh B. Porter, 
Maury County, $1,912. 

To A. G. Cadle, administrator of Mark Cadle, deceased, of Claiborne 

County, $579. 


“To John T. Cunnyingham, of Coffee County, $220. 

“To Frederickie Eberhart, administratrix of Jacob Eberbart, de- 
ceased, of Davidson County, $1,800, 

“To Eliza A. Duffield, of McNairy County, $405 

“To J. S. Ladd, administrator of the éstate of Thornton G. Ladd, 
deceased, of i — ponni 9 — 

“To Isaiah Standifer, of Claiborne County, $202. 

“To R. W. Barton, of Weakley Connty, $219. 

“To Thomas J. ory 5 administrator of Martin Cadle, deceased, of 
Claiborne County, $40 

“To John B. Roster, administrator of Ailsey Bosley, deceased, of 
Davidson 8 $4,855. 

“To F. Dove, 5 of Christian Bashor, deceased, ot 
Washin va by Rane 833 

“To Louisa 0. Weise ‘Susan W. Wynne, and Mary M. Wynne, exec- 
utrixes of Alfred R. Wynne, deceased, of Sumner Connty, $2,250. 

“To the ECAT of the Cumberland Presbyterian C ureh at Char- 
lotte, Dickson County, $2,070. 

nae rge W. Branham, of Hamilton County, $326. 

o Henry Craft, administrator of William D. Ferguson, deceased, 

of "shelby County, $2,014, 


“To 1 6. 
deceased, 
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“To Hermann Graef, of Perry County, $125. 


, “ VIRGINIA. 
“To Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John Leftwich, deceased, of “To A. H. Baker, administrator of the estate of John T. Gray, de- 


Wayne County, $3,795. 
“To Dorcas Elizabeth (otherwise Bettie) and Samuel McCammon, of 3 none County, BL County, $865. 
e 


Knox County, $1,420. “ 

“ To James W. Van an, administrator of Turner Vaughan, deceased, To peel x County, gy of Benjamin A. Hummer, de- 
of Wilson County, $1,665. ceased, 5 z 

“To R. A. Wool, sole heir of Eliza Wood, deceased, of Sullivan 3078. John, Richard, Philip, and Simon Mayer, of Dinwiddie County, 


County, $100. “To Robert Whitacre, administrator of the estate of Randall 
“To Nathan H. Whitlow, of Madison County, $2,210. e nner wess of Agnes Randall, 
CCC Adee, AARTE Otro Charles E. Carder, cf Rappahannock County, $140. 

To Lettie Cannon, administra s 8 8 of “To Hiram R. McCalmont, EE KETETAN of the estate of A. Law- 


Shelby County, $119. rence Foster, deceased, of Fairfax County, $4,148 

mando Thomas H. Webb, executor of Emily M. Ewell, deceased, of | "To" John P. t. Hopkins, in his own right,’ and as administrator of 
0 J. P. Hunter and William B. Hodges, administrators of Jacob r Neen ANS CAEI; 

u. Faclarge A Priddy, administratrix of James M. Priddy, deceased, | „ “TO William 8. Wood, administrator of the estate of Bazil Grigsby, , 


t 346. deceased, of Rappahannock County, $404. 
of Erg james W. Clit administrator of William Clift, deceased, of To Adelaide Greentaw, of eee d County, $120. 


Hamilton County, $9,544. Ao M. Ringgolia Brooke, of Staford County, $129. 

10 o Julia L. Clemson, Harry L. Clemson, William B. Clemson, Edith 
Dre Cort 44880 sdministrator of James e ene, Geceaned, of M. Clemson, and J. Osborne Clemson, heirs of John Clemson, d „ 

re . J. Williford, administrator of Lavina Williams, deceased, of aao a Ve e e Cent, Jones, heirs of John G. Cookson, 
Rai County, 9200. a ef Paretta County, $146 “To John A. Stover, administrator of Jacob A. Stover, deceased, of 

“To Aaron Bullock, of Campbell County 5 Angusta County $496 

“ To re ER Jenkins, administrator of James Russell, deceased, of Hannah Updike. an pa 8 County gas Hof and 
Marion rine: te Landrum, of Glen County, $207 “To John W. Reeser, of Shenandoah County, $265. 

“To Stephen Eason, of Decatur County, $115. “To the trustees of Trinity Episcopal Church, of Portsmouth, $1,000. 
pnto Charles R. Holmes, administrator of Nelson Cowan, deceased, eee te Ren TREE deceased; ok 
of Rutherford County, . 55 3 

“To S. E. Stephenson, administrator of Henry A. Dacus, deceased, Prices Bare comer 3 of John H. Munt, deceased, of 

3 , $1,175. 

* ig eed BF — of Hamilton County, $656. “To Robert R. Velten. administrator of Septimus Brown, deceased, 


i of Alexandria County, $1,565. 
8 n eee of Joseph H. Bryson, deceased, of | ° «To R. Gray Willams, administrator of Israel Cobourn, deceased, of 


Frederick County, $772. 
of Fapelte Count, 848. administrator of Mary A. Branch, deceased, | ego Kilbourn H. Rowsey, of Rockbridge County, $210. i 
“To C. M. Mckee, administrator de bonis non of Robert C. McRee, eee „ of George N. Rosser, deceased, of 
sete Do F. Haste, admin ‘ator’ of William Varnor, deceased, of shee Ne We Deker, administrator of Elizabeth Nicholas, Gecoased, of 
Gio Storing, Bosson, Granville Beeson, Frank r, Penelope dee John R. Fauyer, sole heir and legatee of Richard Anderson, de- 
Foster, and George R. Dugger, guardian of Georgie K. Dugger, heirs Taed of — Sei $380. 
of and representing one-fifth interest in the estate of one William H | yee Cee e ee eee OLMAY. Sa eH, | Gece -of 
tringer, deceased, o amilton County s 5 n e share of a 1. 
— 1 claimants, in the followin proportions : Sterling ae Jo l W. 2 , administrator of Solomon Barclay, deceased, 
Beeson, $636.26; Granville Beeson, $636.26; Frank Dugger, $212.09; | Of Norfolk County, $2,760. 
Penelope Foster, 1212.00; and George R. Dugger, guardian of Georgie | „p Heures Goonte B, b. ing partner ot Edmond & Davenport, 
ugger, 10. „ 64. 
la , „To George D. Harwood, of Henrico County, $1,300. 
1 —ꝗ— iton r s heir of Jerome C. Simmerman, deceased, 5 “ To Thomas y: McCause, surviving partner of Dunlap, Moncure & 
1 administra o., of Henrico County, $3,675. 
of Jeferson ‘County, SBT 7 sl e as tet dca ovat “To D. T. Madigan, surviving partner of Fabian & Madigan, of Hen - 
“To James F. guy administrator of Isaac Rust, deceased, of rico County, $625. 


“To Dr. Creed Thomas, of Henrico County, $1,127.50. 

Grundy County, $2,016. K 

oT. th 3 e of Solomon P. McKinnie, deceased, jate of Hardeman nen 8 5 executor of William Palmer, deceased, of Hen- 
County, $909, to v among said heirs as follows: Three hun- e DR 
dred and three dollars to Nancy Elizabeth Hurt (née McKinnie) ; «To John E. Robinson, of Henrico County, $1,620. 

303 to Solomon P. McKinnle, jr- and $303 to Needham Michael Me. County John Poders, executor: of William Greanor, deceased, of Henrico 
innie. u » $4,200. 

70 Joseph T. Blanton, administrator of Benjamin Blanton, de- jy = ee of Bailey: executrix of Samuel M. Bailey, deceased, of 
ceased, of Rutherford County, $1,263. on a — z 4 85 5 

“To J. B. Brown, administrator of Mitchell Brown, deceased, of o Garrett F. Watson, surviving partner of Ludlam & Watson, of 


, 8 Henrico County, $4,972. ; 
Manry County, 5278. “To the estate of R. O. Hoskins, deceased, of Henrico County, $540. 


S. Gallaway, administrator of Margaret E. Rawlings “ 
ae, of Fayette County, $1,015. y > Ge- To Ann E. Grant, administratrix of James H. Grant, deceased, of 
“ 0 


0 Henrico County, $1,800. 
eee , of: iro Samuel P. Lathrop, agent for Eugene Carrington, administrator 
amilton y, $200. of George M. Carrington, deceased, of Henrico County, $1,150. 
2 e Want) 1138 administrator of Andrew Bell, deceased, of “To Jonn Enders, of Henrico County, $1,140 . 
efferson County, . “ " 7 g ig 
“To Pink Dews, of Davidson County, $1.120, Conny, Kar Palmer, executor of George S. Palmer, of Henrico 
25 en . of Benjamin Johnson, deceased, 55 To John Bowers, surviving partner of Charles D. Yale & Co., of 
“ }. J. Huber, administrator of the estate of Caroline H „Aenne County, . : 
x ased of me n County, 5 . a sii j 006 E. M. Garnett, assignee of Joel B. Watkins, of Henrico County, 
“ ora 5 riss, administrator o e estate o eter nton, “te te 
a 0 l and Geo eV. Brown, js dmin istrator of th a estalo of Danial Pa ee ittenden, trustee of Mount Holly Baptist Church, of 
rown, deceased, of Colombia, Maury County, Fi or » . 
5 the trustees ot the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sauls- pace cam tein MININEAEOE of Asa S. Baugher, deceased, of 
1 eman County, 8240. 2 „ . 
Eio Argalus B Bratton, of Franklin County, $526. To Charles E. Panay, administrator of Chadwell Brittain, de- 
“To Jose agg. o elby Countx. > ceased, , x . 
“To Mrs. Elizabeth W. Hays, sole helr of Mary A. Walker, deceased, To Clifford 8. Boush, $185.76. 5 


of Shelby County, $3,312. u 75 i 1 F orte 1k County, $320 
i f „ administratrix of C. C. $ uO sames M. Creighton, of Norfolk County, 6 
Nasiaitie Davidson County, ‘$5,770. e “To Benjamin F. Day, of Rockbridge County, $444.93. 


“Po Robert M. Doyle, $46.64. “To James Hill, of Norfolk County, $253.70. 
“To Hig Melton, administrator of the estate of Willlam B. Nokes, de-“ , To Richard Inch, of Warwick County, $17.53. 
ceased, of Cannon County, $90. “To Peter Johnson, of Norfolk County, $82.19. 
“To Elizabeth J. Taylor, administratrix of Josiah M. Stephenson, de- EN ag ne Banay. or Kaugnler Coanty, S204858; 


ceased, of the city of Knoxville, $2,192 “To Hugh Kühl, of Norfolk County, $7 


“To William M. Noe, of Sullivan County, $515. “To Luther L. Martin, $70.68. 
“To Victoria Wasson, Ella Wasson, and Frank Wasson, heirs at law | 4 To charis Aulick, administrator of the estate of Hampton Aulick, 
of Richard F. Wasson, of Rutherford County, $8,050. N E Adder et Des Boom, 0 REN 
- “TEXAS. “To Emily J. Kenney, administratrix of the estate of Edward Ken- 
“To James R. Waggener, of Travis 8 8251.22. ney, deceased, $435.61. 
“To Mary E. Braine, widow of Daniel L. Braine, deceased, $3,272.33. “To Emma J. Rich, administratrix of the estate of Charles E. Rich, 
“To Daniel Hammon, of Brown County, $1,935. deceased. 8692.05. 
“To A. L. Patton, administrator of the estate of Henry Ruby, de- | “To Martha C. ery administratrix of the estate of Robert 
ceased, of Bexar County, $3,181. Whiting, deceased, $249.03. 
„ VERMONT “To Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. Scott, deceased, $197.71. 
MORS, “To Amanda Wheeler, ardian of Ruth E. Hughes, daughter of 
“ To Frank Ellery, $486.57. Edward Hughes, deceased, $355.07. 
“To Gilbert Morton, of Chittenden County, $398.67, “To Alfred B. Carter, of 8 County, $4,000, 
“To M. Annette Upham, administratrix of Charles C. Upham, de- “To John McManus, of Norfolk County, 419.53. 


ceased, $128.11. “To John Gaskins, $562.83. 
517 5 H. Woodward, widow of Edwin T. Woodward, deceased, aA a Set Centenary Reform Church, of Winchester, Fred- 
73. er ounty, $1,786. . 
“To Mae H. Tyler, widow of Hanson R. Tyler, deceased, $624.10. “To Manville A. Austin, Emma A. Johnson, Edgar H. Pullman, and 
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Olive C. Kefauver, heirs of Valorous G. Austin, deceased, of Alexandria 


County, 9 — 680. 
3000. trustees of the Enon Baptist Church, in Chesterfield County, 


“To the trustees of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Strasburg, 
Shenandoah County, $1,619. 


“To the trustees of Braddock Street Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Winchester, Frederick County, $2,560. 

“To Margaret V. Maddux, of Zakir poe A $1,960. 

“To the Catholic Church of Winch Frederick County, $610. 

“To the trustees of the Presbyterian aa Cherca nt e, Fai 


Coun nty, 


1,760. 
& C. Gaver, administrator of Joseph Baldwin, deceased, of 
1 County, 455. 
“To Susanna Buffin un County, -e heir of the estate of A. M. Buffington, 
Geceased, of Loudoun 
“To Henry E. Bu BL County, $25. 
“To C. C. Gaver, a ainistrator of the estate of Joseph Conard, đe- 
ceased, of Loudoun Cone ty, 
conte Sng tdimistraior of the estate of Li W. Derry, de- 
0 udoun County, 
Lou To a Coi 8 5 of the estate of Philip Derry, deceased, of 
udoun Coun 
“TeC n C Gaver, aire a of the estate of Philip Derry, de- 
a of oun County, 
Le administrator of the estate of Philip Fry, de- 
conan. 0 udoun County, 
“To G Bh a Sn OA of the estate of Harrison Haws, de- 
o oun County, 
corpa S. H. Love, e Sg of the estate of Samuel Hough, de- 
ceased, of Loudoun Coni p as 
“To C. C. Gaver, adm istrator of the estate of George W. Moore, 
of Loudoun County, $43 
insteator of the estate of George Neer, de- 
otts, administrators of the estate of Edwin 
s, àsceased, of Loudoun can, 9 1 
a 15 E ora e e estate of F. M. Potts, de- 
ceased, o udoun County, 
“To nag A W. Potts, sole heir of Jonas Potts, deceased, of Lou- 
Co 
aon CE G Gaver, administrator of the estate of Henry Reed, de- 
ceased, of Loudoun Coun 
“To W. 3 8 administrator of the estate of J. L. Russell, de 
f Lo ounty, 
gg &. C Gaver, onain, $75, of the estate of David Shriver, de- 
ceased, of Loudoun ‘County, saon: 
“To Jane Tavenner, anten 880 of the estate of Richard Tavenner, 
ef Loudoun Coun 30. 
“To C. C. dun tor 9 75 ee of the estate of Levi Waters, de- 
of Loudoun Coun 
„To Ella A. Hall, of Walter County, $4,238. 
“To the Norfolk Seamen’s Friend Society, of Norfolk, Norfolk 
Conte’ Raleigh Sherman, administrator of Isaac Hollingsworth, de- 
ceased, devisee under the Fr das of Harriet B. Hollingsworth, deceased, 


of Frederick County, $5,7 
“To Charles U. rate 8351.22 
To John Gaskins, of Norfolk Count 103.83. 
“To Alexander W. Cassell, o anaty $382.70. 
“To Marie Elizabeth Horner, ae Frederick Horner, de- 


ceased, $35.21. 
“To Sannie Glover Kaufman, widow (remarried) of William K. 


Ma eceased, $19 
ET Oord "J. Boush, $2.55. 

is To Emily J. Kenney, administratrix of Edward Kenney, deceased, 
9271105 T. Percy, $323. 

8 To George B rate 518 $154.52. 

“To Baily A. d 5 sister and administratrix of Josiah D. 

decea 

1780 moor In Aas 199.72. 


“To E. B. Shaver, administrator of the estate of Elizabeth Hahn, 
deceased, of 3 County, 8459. 


“To the trustees of the Norfolk Academy, of the city of Norfolk, 
33789 George I. Watkins, Junius F. Watkins, Bettie Hamilton, Lottie 
E. Kidd, and Louisa J. Jones, of Greenesville County, $9,141. 

“To trustees of St. Paul's Protestant Episcopal Church, of the 


the 
folk, $3, 
oy 80 5 . pease Zenobia Porter, E. Bowden, and Martha 
Bowden Gustin, heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased, of York County, 
84.84 
“ WASHINGTON. 


“To Philip C. Van Buskirk, of Snohomish ao a STS 18; 
“To J ance Edmund Noel, of Pierce County, 
“To Ambrose B. Wyckoff, of King County, $199.45. 


“ WEST VIRGINIA, 


“ Allen J. Moses, of Greenbrier County, $672. 
“To J. G. N Bogs administrator of John — deceased, of Fay- 
ty, 
2 W ty, $26 Hutton, ad administrator of Samuel Morrison, deceased, 
of Randolph County, $1,340. 
“To Thomas B. tt, of Randolph County, $1.178. 
“To Charles B. Van Metre, administrator of Thomas T. Van Metre, 
of Berkeley County, $438. 
“To J. D. Billmyer, f administrator of Margaret J. Cross, deceased, 
Jeferson Coun 
of 1 To Patrick n administrator of Henry Currence, deceased, 


Randolph Coun 
at) To Robert C. ng rig executor of John Hess, deceased, of Jefferson 
, $215. 
Cre L. 8 administrator of Jacob H. Snapp, deceased, of 
Berkeley County, $270. 
“To George W. Hott, administrator de bonis non cum testamento 


annexo of the estate of John Nicewaner, deceased, of Jefferson County, 


88% Melven Currence, administrator of William H. Currence, de- 


sed, of Randolph Coun $1,300 
ce To Lee Crone 88 r of Abram Crouch, deceased, of Ran- 
dolph County, $4,104. 


“To James H. n administrator of Newton Shumate, deceased, 


x To bere Me 9. 75 M. ee Co $711.69. 
= ono’ un 
“to William D. Staley, Mien . and Robert D. Staley, sole 


bers oe — hen 1 taler A N of Je cpr andl A durch, $815. 
the Methodist Episcopal Ch of Harpers 

Ferry, Jeferson scout, $3,000. 
the the Aethodist Episcopal Church 3 of Guy- 


Se trustees of 
andotte, Cabell — s . a 
“To the trustees the Baptist Church, of Guyandotte, Cabell 


Comaig, $2,000. 
o the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Mill Creek, 
Randolph County, =. 
e trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Win- 
geld phe So eam $1 
the trustees of 


“To Baptist Church, of Charlestown, Jefferson 
County, $1,449. 
4141 trustees of Baxter Institute, of Buckhannon, Upshur County, 


of Tuscarora Lodge, Ind 

lows, of Martinsburg, Berkeley Counts, $1,14 
“ WISCONSIN. 

“To James K. Cogswell, 4.80. 

“To Albert Mertz, os 

“To Webster Doty, $89.86. 
$31 ae Florence Hayward, daughter of George W. Hayward, deceased, 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: 


a 8 COURT OF CLAIMS ¥FINDINS.” 


. insert: To Mrs. Julia L. widow of 
Jose p5 Hall, deceased, of Washington, D. C., sum of 
8,664.19, 8 interest, in payment of the amount found due 
oseph T. H. Hall by the judgment of the Court of Claims under Bac 
of suis 22, aa age as the provisions of the act of Congress corres 
February 13, 1895, entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitl 
act to on ot the settlement of all outstanding claims against the 
District of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880, 
one half of the said sum to be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise approp priated and the other half out of the revenues of 


dent Order of Odd Fel- 


the District of Columb’ 

Page 30, after line — — * Pap legal representatives of the 
estate of Leo L. Johnso of Scott County, Ky., N sum 
of $37,351.49, for the vege of 761 res and th of sugar tak 
2 military authorities 


7 — Sates at law of Sarah J. 
of Madison Parish, 8 te of Louisiana, the sum of 
ent of the 3 found due by the Court ot 
William J. Hill against the United States, No. 


Page 30, after line 14, Insert: To 1 5 87 B. 
ministrator de bonis non of 15 2 S. Ryan, or to his legal 
representatives, the sum of „582.04, 8 same to be taken and 
pu as a full and final ——— and ‘discharge of his . against 
the United States, gv a by the Court-of Claims under the act 
ap pores Parri 2 1 

age 30, after line 15 gee 


“FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


“To ey the findings of the Court of Claims 2 the followi 
claims for indemnity for ee by the French ga or to July 30, 
1801, under the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the ascertainment 
of claims of American citizens for ve ons committed by the French 

Provided, That in all 


late 
in full 
the case 


Montgomery 
18,769.50, 
laims in 
48.“ 


an, son and ad- 


in 
bankruptcy, and the awards in the cases of individual 8 shall 
not be pa d until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury that the personal representatives on whose behalf the 
award is made represent the next of kin, and the courts which granted 
the administrations, respectively, shall have certified that the legal 
representatives have given adequate security for the legal disbursement 
of the awards, namely: 

“On the vessel sony Cygnet, James Hunt, maste: 1 1 

“John C. Hollister, adm nistrator of Frederick Hunt A 50. 

“John C. Hollister, administrator of John Hunt, 

“John C. Hollister, administrator of Jesse Hunt, 813 88. 

“On the vessel brig Louisa, Benjamin Wheeler, master, 88974 

“Charles R. Street, administrator of Richard Hubbell, jr., $837.90, 

“Richard Hubbell, administrator of Richard Hubbell, sr., $837.90. 

“Fenelon Hubbell, administrator of Benjamin Wheeler, $3,143.30. 

Louisa A. Starkweather, administratrix of R. 8. Hal ge $292.50. 

“ Walter Bowne, administrator of Walter Bowne, 8292. 

„Leopold Mark, administrator of Louis Mark, $487. 50. 

“On the vessel brig Mercury, George Lee, master, namel 

“Thomas S. Rhett and Henrietta Troup, administrators the estate 
of a Laer deceased, $1,562.59. 

adminis 


Mane, trator of the estate of Richard Git- 
5 3 $1,562.59. 
vessel schoon 


5 Ga the er Betsy and Lucy, Joseph Crown, master, 
namely: 
* Jed W. Thompson, administrator of the estate of David Coffin, 


5 oa the’ vessel schooner Friendship, Samuel Moulton, master, 
ame 
‘i administrator of Edward Emerson, 


=: Edward O. Emerson, Ir., 
bert Codman, administrator of William Gray, $4,020. 


$4,¢ 093. 60. 

2 On nthe vessel ship James and William, Nicholas Monnycott, master, 
name! 

“A . Warrington, 3 ‘of John Cowper, surviving part- 
ner of John Cowper & 

“John Stewart, ‘edusinistretor “of William P. Stewart, surviving 
partner of David Stewart & Sons, $6,452.50. 

“Alexander Proudfit, administrator of John Proudfit, $6,452.50. 

on the vessel schooner George and Jane, Clark Elliott, master, 


12 40005 C. Hollister, administrator of Russell Tomlinson, deceased, 
74511. C. Hollister, administrator of Liberty Kimberly, deceased, 
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“John C. Hollister, administrator of Samuel Hull, deceased, 311788 
“John C. Hollister, administrator of Abijah Hull, deceased, $117.83. 
“John F. Plumb, administrator of John Humphreys, deceased, 


77.82. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, deceased, $700. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, 


1.000. 
‘Jon C. Hollister, administrator of William Mansfeld, deceased, 
“On the vessel bri 


$1 


Patty, Josiah 3 master, namely: 
8 


“George G. Sill, administrator de bo non of Justus Riley, de- 
ceased, $15,512.75. 
Geo G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of Josiah Hempstead, 


rge 
deceased, $1,567.50. 
“On the vessel schooner Sally, Jacob Osgood, master, namely : 
“ Jeremiah Nelson, administrator of Jeremiah Nelson, $3,806.82. 
„Joseph L. Wheelwright, administrator of Moses Savory, $3,806.81. 
“On the vessel bri appy Return, Ezekiel Durfey, master, namely : 
O. Gladding, second administrator of Simeon Martin, de- 
ceased, $18,311. 
“On the vessel sloop Polly, William D. Wilson, master, namely : 
“Ann Elizabeth Marshall, administratrix of William Robb, $2,378.23. 
“On the vessel schooner Midget, Lewis Hudgins, master, namely: 
“F, G. James, administrator of Joseph Brickell, $1,180.45. 
“On the vessel schooner Nymph, Thomas Corbett, master, namely : 
“Gordon Gairdner, administrator of the estate of James Gairdner, 
$1 319.7% partner of the firm of James and Edwin Gairdner & Co., 
* On the vessel brig Two Sisters, William Worth, master, namely: 
aw Charles U. Cotting, administrator of John F. Loring, deceased, 
2,193. 
Šp Charles U. Cotting, administrator of Joshua Loring, deceased, 
193. 
$ “On the vessel brig Industry, William Massey, master, namely: 
“Anna E. Taylor and David Stewart, administrators of Joseph 
Massey, $8,442.05. 
“Terman Stump, administrator of John Stump, $2,015. 
„On the vessel ship Rainbow, William Smith, master, namely: 
“Henry E. Young, administrator of John Geyer, $12,210. 
“On the vessel brig Favorite, Thomas McConnell, master, namely: 
“ George M. Gill, administrator of Gabriel Wood, $3,614. 
“On the vessel sloop Despatch, Elias Hulen, master, namely: 
“John S. Martin, administrator of John Sparhawk, deceased, $1,170. 
“On the vessel sloop Lucy, George Gilbert, master, namely: 
“Charles M. Clarke, administrator of Benjamin Snow, $1,873. 
“ Isaac R. Barbour, administrator of Samuel Woodbridge, ve 873. 
“John K. Myers, administrator of Nathaniel Eaton, $6,74 45. 
“On the vessel schooner Ulalla, James Clifton, master, namely: 
“Sarah E. Conover, administratrix de bonis non of John Reed, de- 
ceased, surviving partner of the firm of Reed & Forde, $2,244. 
“On the vessel brig Betsey, Alexander C. Atwood, master, namely: 
“Samuel A. Fowle, administrator of Geo Makepeace, $694.28. 
H. Hollis Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, $239.10. 
“ William Ro Trask, administrator of Thomas Amory, $478.20. 
“William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $478.20. 
“ John O. Shaw. administrator of Josiah rea $239.10. 
“H. Hollis Hunnewell, executor of John Welles, $239.10. 
II. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Cushing, $159.40. 
“On the vessel eta Nancy, John Moulton, master, namely: 
“Benjamin F. Widden, administrator of Benjamin Boardman, de- 


ased, $1,606.34. 

S 8 P. Moulton, administrator of John Moulton, deceased, 
1 

Ain Rare, V. Moore, administrator of William Boardman, deceased, 
45. 

dzb obert Codman, administrator of William Gray, jr., deceased, 


2,800. 
$ “Charles W. Robinson, administrator of Reuben Shapley, deceased, 
“William A. Hayes, second administrator of Nathaniel A. Haven, 


, $300. 

“ Geo 3 W. Haven, administrator of John Haven, deceased, $300. 
“ Francis A. Jewett, administrator of James Prince, deceased, $300. 
„On the vessel schooner Polly, John Allen, master, namely: 
“Samuel D. Wyman, administrator of Rugless Cunningham, de- 

ceased, $3,366.70. 

“ Atwood S. Foster, administrator of William Cunningham, deceased, 
70. 
e Ingalls, administrator of William Melcher, deceased, 


51. 
#12 Thomas J. York, administrator of Nathaniel Bryant, deceased, 


19. 5 
eT prank Dabney, administrator of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, de- 


, $700. 
o N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, deceased, 


8905 the vessel schooner Success, Jonathan Glover, master, namely: 
= John P. Glover, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Glover, 
„5433.32. 
i, pe P. Safford, administrator of Ebenezer Safford, 8473.32. 
“Henry R. Wight, administrator of Henry Reed, 5473.32. 
“Shepard D. Gilbert, administrator of Gifford Crowninshield, $300. 
“On the vessel ship Active, Samuel Whitehouse, master, namely: 
“Samuel F. Coffin and Ida C. Lunt, administrators de bonis non 
of the estate of Samuel Coffin, deceased, $11,000. 
“On the vessel schooner Sally, Robert Atkins, master, namely: 
“James H. Varney, administrator of William Sproul, $1,098, 
“James H. Varney, administrator of Michael Jones, $1,098. 
„ ‘arthur C. Child, administrator of John McKown, $1,098. 
“Albion G. Huston, administrator of Henry Fossett, $1,098. 
“James E. Young, administrator of Alexander Young, $1,098. 
“On the vessel brig Dispatch, Thomas Lunt, master, namely: 
“James De Normandie, administrator de bonis non of Thomas Lunt, 


32550 W. Ham, administrator of the estate of William Ham, de- 
ceased, $2,435. 


as roderick E Jones, administrator de bonis non of Martin Parry, 
eceased, $2,075. 
a On the vessel schooner Resolution, John Crandon, master, namely: 
“Isaac Brewster, administrator of Daniel Jackson, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Daniel & Charles Jackson, $1,726.27. ; 
“On the vessel schooner John Eason, John Cowper, master, namely: 
“A. P. Warrington, administrator of John Cowper, $1,161.85. 


“Benjamin M. Hartshorne and Charles N. Black, executors of Rich- 
ard Hartshorne, $1,000. 

“ Richard Delafield, administrator of John Delafield, $500. 

“On the vessel ship Glasgow, M. Alcorn, master, namely: 

“Horace E. woe Aeon administrator de bonis non of the estate of 


Revie H. Conyngham, surviving partner of Conyngham, Nesbitt & 
O., $2,967.28. 
is 14. 5294 of Philadelphia, administrator de bonis non of Stephen 
rard, $294. 
„C. D. Vasse, administrator of Ambrose Vasse, $784. 
“William D. Squires, administrator of Henry Pratt, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Pratt & Kintzing, $784. 
“Craig D. Ritchie, administrator of Joseph Summerl, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Summer! & Brown, $490. 
“Francis D. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, surviving 
partner of the firm of Thomas & John Clifford, $294. 
On the vessel sloo} bd cpap Henry Brookins, master, namely: 
„ administrator of John Peterson, $658.45. 
David C. Perey, administrator of Charles Peterson, $658.45. 
“Jarvis Patten, administrator of Robert Patten, $476.22. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $500. 
“ William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, $800. 
“Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, $500. 
“Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, $300. 
“On the vessel schooner John, Edmund Lewis, master, namely: 
“William L. Mauldin, administrator of John F. Kern, $1,474. 
“ Abby A. Lewis, administratrix of Edmund Lewis, $1,166. 
“On the vessel brig Polly, Russell Doan, master, namely: 
“Chauncey Buckley, administrator of Chauncey Buckley, $1,503.25. 
“Charles A. Jarvis, administrator of Russell Doan, $1,503.25. £ 
“On the vessel sloop Hope, Ezra Merrill, master, namely : 
“David Stewart, administrator of George Sears, $330. 
“Lemuel P. Townsend, administrator of Jacob Adams, $330. 
Ferdinand C. Latrobe, receiver of the estate of Aquilla Brown, John 
Sherlock, and George Grundy, $5,880. 
On the vessel brig Fo Elisha Caswell, master, namely: 
„A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $600. 
“H. Walter Hunnewell, administrator of John Welles, $400. 
“On the vessel schooner Industry, William Riddle, master, namely: 
“Nathan Matthews, administrator of Daniel Sargent, $460.32. 
“John W. Apthrop, administrator of Caleb Hopkins, $657.60. 
“ Hersey B. win, administrator of William Mackay, $263.04, 
„Edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $328.80. 
“ William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, $657.60. 
Henry B. Cabot, administrator of D. D. Rogers, $328.80. 
“David G. Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, $657.60. 
“ William G. Perry, executor of Nicholas Gilman, $986.40. 
“A. P. Loring, administrator of William Bordman, $328.80. 
“Alexander H. Ladd, administrator of Eliphalet Ladd, $657.60. 
“James E. Tisdale, administrator of James Tisdale, $328.80. 
“ William P. Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, $306.44. 
“James S. English, administrator of Thomas English, $197.28. 
* On the yesse sop Industry, James Parsons, master, namely : 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $125. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $125. 
“On the vessel schooner Eagle, Thomas Gray, master, namely: 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $1,000, 
“John H. Moriarity, administrator of James Scott, $1,000. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John McLean, $1,000. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $1,000. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, jr., $1,900. 
“ William P. Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, jr., $500. 
Frederick O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, $500. 
“Charles A. Welch, administrator of William Stackpole, $500. 
“On the vessel schooner Juno, Jonathan Thompson, master, namely: 
z e Starkweather, administratrix of Richard S. Hallett, de. 
ceased, i 
Walter Bowne, administrator of Walter Bowne, deceased, $500. 
“On the vessel brig Success, Robert Clark, master, namely: 
“John J. Helm and William W. Vasse, administrators of Ambrose 


Vasse, $392. 
“William D. Squires, administrator of Henry Pratt, surviving part- 
ner of Pratt & 1 $392. = 
“Crawford Dawes Hening, administrator of Abijah Dawes, $294. 
“ George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving 
of Miller & Murray, $392. 


ilot namely: 
esschert, administrator of J acob Gerard Koch, $2,450. 


“Charles Prager, administrator of Mark Prager, $338.13. 
“George Albert Smyth, administrator of Jacob Baker, $338.13. 
Leamy, 8588. 


namely: 
“Arthur T. Lyman, administrator of Theodore Lyman, $1,000. 
“Chandler Robbins, administrator of Joseph Russell, survivor of 


bef & Russell, $1,000. 

„Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $1,000. 
“James C. Davis, administrator of Cornelius Durant, $1,000. 
Robert Grant, administrator of William H. Boardman, $500. 
“Arthur D. Hill, administrator of Benjamin Homer, $500. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John McLean, $500. 

„D. D. Slade, administrator of Daniel Dennison Rogers, $500. 

“On the vessel schooner Conrad, John Osborn, master, namely: 

“David Stewart, administrator of Paul Bentalou, $1,241.17. 

“ Cumberland Dugan, administrator of Cumberland Dugan, $947.17. 

“Nathaniel Morton, administrator of Nathaniel Morton, surviving 
partner of the firm of Bedford & Morton, $947.17. 

„Elizabeth Montell, administratrix of Robert McKim, $947.17. 

“J. Savage Williams, administrator of Samuel Williams, $473.59. 

“Anthony Groyerman, administrator of Anthony Groverman. sur- 
viving partner of the firm of D. Werhagen & Groverman, $947.17. 

„W. Hall Harris, administrator of William Patterson, $947.17. 

“David Stewart, administrator of E. C. Boislandry, $767.58. 
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“Wiliam H. Burne, administrator of Frederick H. Burne, surviving 
908 4 of the firm of Aapa & Burne, successors of the firm of Von 
ff & Anspach, $473.59. 

2 Joule T. Carroll, administratrix of Willlam Van W. 

“Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator of Benjamin 
8047.17. Jane and James Thurston, administrators of 

David Stewart, administrator of James Clarke, $1,4 

Robert ro administrator of Isaac Causten, 5 of John 


Hillen, $767.5 
“ Antho erman, administrator of Joseph Calman, surviving 
partner of ny Gro Calman & Co., $947.17. 
“Robert Shriver, administrator of Isaac Causten, $767.58. 
“On Sus vessel schooner Three nines William West, master, 


k, $1,241.17. 
1 
John Hollins, 


M. H. e trator of Jacob G 
“ Crawford Dawes Honning, administrator of abies DE 8 oto. 
“Louis C. Vanuxem, administrator of James — 5412.25 


“ Francis A. Lewis, administrator of 9 Pent, S 412.25. 
“J. Bayard Henry, administrator of C phy John Simpson, 


composing the firm of po = —— 
15 Barats A. Leaming, adm — or Stl Murgatroyd, $659.60. 


„D. Fitzhugh Sa Par par aaaea of John Savage, 
“The city of Ph A pe administrator of Stephen G 5 i, $494.70. 
“On the vessel brig John Choate, pease n 
“ Robert Codman, adminis rator of William G ray, 1280 
k, administrator of Thomas 800 00 


“ William S. Carter, administrator of William Smi 
“William R Tras 

“ John Lowell jr., administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, § 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of ape C. man: $000, $500. 
“ William G, Perry, executor of Nicholas G 

“Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan 

“ Geor; . 5 King, administrator of James Scott, 4800. 


P 2825 vessel brig William and George, Josiah Benton, master, 
namely: 
“Edw ard, administrator = berg Cowles, surviving partner of 
the firm of Gina 1. & Co., 84,78 


Edwin ard, administrator of 2 Demi: survivin, t- 
Deming, $4,617.54. aa 
Gleason’ $1 13. 
1,388.13. 
d 


Chaunce: 
trix of Alis Cowles 
of Nicholas G; G. aters ar 8 — of the firm of Rutgers, 


amin — at, itna and Charles M. 3 executors of the es- 
tuts 7 Mebard Hartshorn, surviving partner of the firm of Rhinelander, 
by Pages & Co., #2, 450. 
On the vessel brigantine Betsey, Thomas McCray, master, namely: 
å * — W. . r administrator of the estate of John Anderson, 
e 7 
“On the vessel t brig Industry, J. Lambert, master, namely 
75 3 — — Bas administrator of the estate of Daniel Merry, 


“On dn tb riang brig Olive Branch, Jonathan Moulton, master, er ips : 
“Simon Davis, administrator of Elias Hunt, deceased, $6,988.16. 
2 — 8 7 6 x, olmes, administrator of Zebedee Hunt, deceased, 


88.1 
- „On the vessel schooner Ardent, George Lee, poje aea 
filliam D. Thomas D. Henry A Lee, J 
virginia Waters, 


“ Florence C. 


namely: 
15 ee Lee, and 
istrators of William Duncan, $5, 54. 
the vessel ship Washington, Aaron Foster, master, 3 $ 
“ Herman Stump, administrator of James 
“ Cumberland B. "Hollins, administrator of John Hollins, 2.478. 94. 
“ Robert Gilmor, administrator Robert Gilmor, ae 


“ Robert Gilmor, administrator of William Bingham. 3,367.04, 

„Thomas J. Wilson, administrator of William m, surviving 
er of Wilson & Maris, $2,115.49. 

„Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator of William Hollins, 


1,839.70. 
“Susan Ludlow Warren, ee of Daniel Ludlow, 5 
Walter Channing, ving 


ng, 3080, 
s administrator of William Craig, surviving partner 
of Henry Sadler & Ory * 
u anklin executrix, and so forth, of George 


cy Fr. ‘Donnell, 
Pollock, survivin; tner me Yates & Poll $980, 
s “John L. KOSAN, survivin 4 for, and 80 = of Nicholas G. 
r of — 


Rut S, Surviving Seaman n K Co., 
oe F. Seri administrator of George Scriba, surviving part- 
ner of Scriba & Henderson, $490. 


“Richard Delafield, administrator of John Delafield, $294. 
“On the — 8 Richard Bishop, master, namely : 
“ Walter ultney, administrator of Abraham Falconer, 


5 8 Morton, administrator of Nathaniel Morton Rit 50. 
“Mary T. Latrobe, ‘administratrix of Thomas Tenant, 85 
“On “the vessel brig Pomona, Reuben Coffin, 
= r Buchan Buchanan a and Josias Pennington, of An- 

drew Buc . 
schooner Tabitha, Daniel Gould, master, n: $ 
— tor of Thomas Per! 2 8922.22 


827 


e heen $ 
tors 


“ Geor ng, administrator of James 3 * 
“On the an ship Seymour, Paul Gould, master, namel 
“ Rebecca 5 all Charles Marshall, administrators 


the firm of Holmes, 


y e vessel * Fg, William 8 l * d 8 
ee T. Floyd and David 8 — S * — er io administrator 
of Isaac 14.058 surviving partner of Thoroughgood & Isaac 
Bm k oon vessel wie M Mehitable, 8 Orne, master, namely: 
“Jane S. Gerrish, administratrix of Edward ‘Toppan, deceased, $267. 
E. See administrator of Nathan Hoyt, $267. 
72 Beg F. Stone, administrator of Jonathan Cool 1 $267. 


„Nathan Matthews, 255 


inistrator of Joseph R 


“Charles F. Hunt, a 


“ Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John SR meng 89. 
“A P. Loring, administrator of 1. Boardman, 


$156. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Charles Si 156.85. 
“A. L. Huntington, administrator of James Dunla tT ON 
z “ William Trask, administrator of ‘Thomas ory, $89. 
Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, $i 7 


5 On the v ‘pri Polly, Joseph Edes, master, namely 

“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel | Fellowes $96. 

Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $96. 

. Ou the vessel . Helden Langford,: master, namely: 
James Burdick, administrator of Thomas Lloyd Halsey, deceased, 


$224. 
“On the vessel brig Resolution, Alpheus Billings, pe namely: 
$4 a J. Hayes, administrator of Alpheus Billings, deceased, 
u the brig Pilgrim, John N40 master, nam 


vessel el 
“Shearjashub Bourne, administrator of Shearjashub Bourne, de- 
$13 Er F. Peckham, administrator of Samuel Wardwell, deceased, 
z: = Mace vessel brigantine Speedwell, James Crawford, master, 


name 
F. Starrett, administrator of James er 
4 P. Starrett, administrator of John Spear, $ 
LP. Starrett, administrator of Thomas Serbe wo 
“ William G. Perry, executor of Nicholas Gilman, $ 
“On the vessel brig Maria, Edward Watts, master, 8 
1. J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of James Shapiey, $454.83, 
“James W. Emery, administrator of Peter Wilson, $454.83. 
“Anna Lowe Grosvenor, administratrix of Joseph A 55 $1,364.50, 
“ Walter L. Dane, administrator of Thomas Leigh, $1,364.50. 
“On the vessel brigantine Nancy, James Brown, 5 namel 
36,171.81. B. Cameron, surviving administratrix of Lemuel B 
“On the vessel sloo: a Xe — Comfort Bird, Pentas name ar’ & 
“A, „Sterling Pennington, ‘administrator Nicholas Ridgely, 


9 
2 David Stewart, administrator of Jonas Mareau, $619.92. 
“On the vessel schooner Thomas, Joseph Sanford, master, namely: 
“Elizabeth W. Smith, administratrix de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of Josep Dean, "deceased, $2,428.21. 
“On the —.— schooner Olive, Nathaniel ‘Treadwell, master, namel 
ate Stewart R Rice, administrator of the estate of Samuel Swett, de- 
ce „ 
“Francis A. Jewett, administrator of James 2 8 $175. 
“Annie A. Kemble, administratrix of Edmund Kemb re 
“Thomas II. Perkins, administrator of the estate 2 ohn C. Jones, 


“ John Lowell, administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, deceased, a 
“ William C. Carter, administrator of William Smith, deceased, 


1,000. 
u te PaA Snow, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de- 
ceased, 
- wT we Titeomb, administrator of John Wells, se $200. 
a 


hop, 


nan ed Stewart, administrator of 


estate of Francis Joh 
survivin E partner, for and on behalf Johonnet, 


e 
ae, the firm of Francis Johonnet 


ewman, deceased, 


athaniel N. Jones, administrator of Amos Pearson, $168.50. 
2 „ amend D. 1 administrator of William Gray, jr., $1,290. 
“On the vessel 75 William, Thomas Farnham, master, namely: 
“John Richards, administrator * hogs on Foster, $9,050.38. 
“On the vessel sloop Charlotte, J Ingham, master, namel 
jamin Hartshorne, executor of chee H 5 arp Ring 
partner = the firm of Panos, H ig pore & Co., $1,9 


On the vessel y : 
44.7175 P. en rm —— TE Stephen mista mamei: 

te Géorg P. Marvin, administrator of Joseph T. Thompson, deceased, 
sen F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, 


„Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, deceased, 
21. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel 

1837 14. , Fellowes, de- 

$37 Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, deceased, 

$83 5 ancis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, ee 


s Benjenin F. Delano, administra 
“Thomas Cushing, administrator of Marston Watson, 
“John W. S'A. Welch administrator of Caleb Hopkins, $1,079.50. 
“Charles A. Welch, administrator of William Black le, $539.75. 
“A, Law administrator of Nathaniel Ee 12107 on 079.50, 
istrator — Tuthill H 

1 555 75. 


79.50. 


“Wiliam T. Moi 
eT M. Ppor, admin 
te, master, namely : 
2 „Edward S. Merrill, administrator of Joshua Merrill, deceased, $4,533. 
the vessel schooner Nancy, William Ward, master, namely: 
jam S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, ta 523.60. 
“William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas oe $598.24. 
ee E G. King, administrator of James Scott, $239.30 
poe. administrator of Samuel W. 5 Josa 
“Archibald M. Howe, administrator of Francis Greene, 8. 
“Lucy S. Cushing, administrator of Jacob Sheafe, $215.37. 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $6,317.55. 
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“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fell ee 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Clark 01. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $37 34. 
Frederick O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, 8308.61. 
“ William P. Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, $308.61. 
“H, H. Hunnewell, administrator of John Wells, $617.23. 
“Robert Codman, administrator of William Gray, $617.23. 
the vessel schooner Lucy, Matthias Rider. master, namely : 
“Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $516. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $132. 
1 w, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $132. 
“On the vessel schooner wore Thomas Gardiner, master, namely: 
“Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $1,000. 
"i rge G. King, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $500. 
“On vessel schooner Lucy, Henry Brightman, master, namely: 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $1,000. 
„David Greene Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, $1,000. 
“ William S. Carter, administrator of William Smi $1,000. 
“Charles F. Hunt, administrator of Joseph Russell, $1,000. 
“John Lowell, jr., administrator of Tuthlll Hubbart, $1,000. 
ck O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, $500. 
“William P. Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, $500. 
“ Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Charles pees $500. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $500. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John McLean, $700. 
“Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of Daniel Sargent, $400. 
“Arthur D. Hill administrator of Ben: Homer, $400. 
“Archibald M. Howe, administrator of Francis Greene, $500. 
“Charles A. Welch, administrator of Willlam Sta le, A eT 
“James S. English, administrator of Thomas En „ $400. 
“Arthur L. Huntington, administrator of James Dunlap, $500. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, jr., $400. 
“ George G. King, administrator of James Scott, $500. 
“Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, $500. 
“Charles K. Cobb, administrator of John Codman, $500. 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $375. 
On the vessel schooner John, David Lufkin, master, namely: 
„George G. King, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $793.65. 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $2,619.05, 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $793.65. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $793.65. 
“On the vessel schooner Redress, John Grozier, master, namely: 
“George Dennie, executor of Thomas — $1,797. 
“ Charles F. Adams, administrator. of Peter C. Brooks, $5,900. 
John Morton Clinch, administrator of Perez Morton, $500. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, 8800. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $800. 
“On the vessel brig Nathaniel, David Young, master, nam 
“Moses Howe, administrator of Moses Gale, deceased, $3,600. 
A F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, 
0. 
255 A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, 
5. 
$ “Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, deceased, $475. 
„On the vessel schooner Nancy, Thomas Hadaway, master, namely: 
“Francis M. Boutwell, trator of Mungo Mackay, deceased, 


4,288. 
: “Charles Francis. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $4,000, 
“ A, Lawrence Lowell, imistrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,500. 
“ William Vernon, administrator of Samvel Brown, $1,500, 
“Henry Parkman, administrator of John Duballet, 5 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, 8500. 
“Charles A. Welch, administrator of William Stackpole 5 
“William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $1,000. 
“ Augustus P. Loring, administrator of William H. Boardman, $400. 
II. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Cushing, $200, 
“ Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan Bond, $400. 
“ Thomas Cushing administrator of Marston Watson, $1,000. 
“H, II. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Well r. $400. 
“Charles K. Cobb, administrator of John Codman, Y 
„Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, $500. 
„George G. King, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $1,000. 
“On the vessel schooner Polly, John Perkins, jr., master, namely: 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $577.34. 
“William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, $384.89, 
“Albert M. Welch, administrator of Thomas Perkins, $112.14. 
“Albert M. Welch, administrator of Samuel Bourne, 
“Chase B. Perkins, administrator of John Perkins, $ 
“ Nathaniel P. Hamlin, administrator of Thomas Perkins, 
“Augustus P. Loring, admfnistrator of William Bordman, 
“William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $192.44. 
“Walter Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, jr., $144.33. 
“On the vessel sloop Cato, William Wyman, master, namely: 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $677.50. 
„Geo G. King, administrator of Crowell Hatch, 81,092.84. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, See 
„George G. King, administrator of James Scott, $415.33. 
“ David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $415.33. 
“ Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, E 
“William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, 8400. 
“ Simeon Jaseph, administrator of Levi Lane, $879.25. 
2 oR the vessel schooner Venus, Benjamin Hutchings, master, 
namely : 
2 Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $3,200, 
„Frederick O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, $500. 
“ William P. Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, $500. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $1,000. 
“On the vessel brig Eliza, Daniel 8 master, namely: 
„Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $1,500. 
“ George C. King, administrator of James Tisdale, $500. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $500. 
“On the vessel brig Leonard, Samuel C. Hills, master, namely: 
“Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. 8 $1, 


9.20. 


ms On the vessel schooner Washington, Henry Chichester, master, 
namely: 
“George B. St. John and Jarvis Kellogg, administrators of James 


Selleck, $2,415.34. 
“George B. St. John, administrator of Eliphalet Lockwood, $915.68. 
“ George B. St. John, administrator of Wil 5 $2 415.34. 
“ Louisa Starkweather, administrator of Richard S. Hallett, $500. 
“Walter Bowne, administrator of Walter Bowne, $200. 
„Leopold Mark, administrator of Louis Mark, $266.66. 


“On the vessel brig Orion, Frederick Hopkins, master, namely: 
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“ Charles F, Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $6,999.39. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $956.86. 
“Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $956.86. 
“Chandler Robbins, administrator of Joseph Russell, survivor of the 
firm of Jeffry & Russell, $956.86. 
“Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $478.42. 
“Seth P. Snow, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $574.11. 
“John C. Hollister, administrator of Liberty Kimberly, eae 
“Maria L. administratrix of Sheldon Curtis, $429.29. 
John F. Plumb, administrator of James Humphreys, $1,173.10. 
“On the vessel brig Fly, James Merrihew, master, namely: 
„John A. MeCarthy, administrator of James Barr, $2,722.45. 
“John A. McCarthy, administrator of James Stuart, $2,722.45. 
“On the vessel schooner Lucre William Young, master, namely: 
“Stuyvesant T. B. Jackson, istrator of Levi Cutter, deceased, 


$1,975. . 

* Mabel N administratrix of Jacob Mitchell, deceased, surviv- 
ing partner of William Buxton and Jacob Mitchell, deceased, trading as 
Buxton & Mitchell, $2,933.32. 

R. Virgin, administrator of Arthur McLellan, $300. 

„John P. T. I administrator of Joseph H. ingraham, 8200. 

“On the vessel sloo 5 Moses Mon master, namely : 

“Herman A. Whittlesey, administrator of Aaron Gaylord, $2,884.36. 

“ George G. Sill, administrator of Thomas panoni $2,884.37. 

“John S. Gary, administrator of John Smith, $2,884.37. 

“On the vessel schooner Hope, Ephraim Hutchins or Abel Nutt, 
master, a y 

“ Henry B. Reed, administrator of Andrew eos: or $2,762.50. 
105 5 85 F. Noyes, administratrix of Benjamin thingham, $2,- 
‘ ei le 
a Joseph A. Titcomb, administrator of John Wells, $200. 

“ Jeremiah Nelson, administrator of Jeremiah Nelson, $200. 
x Francis A. Jewett, administrator of James Prince, $1, 
Noyes, administrator of Zebedee Cook, $200. 


k, 5100. 
, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $2,000. 
King, administrator of Crowell Hatch, $1,000. 
“On the vessel ship Tom, John Bailey, master, namely: 
“James S. English, administrator of Thomas English, $4,059. 
$2,921.75 ee M. Boutwell, administrator of Frederick and Thomas Geyer, 
4 William B. Atkinson, administrator of William Bartlett, $11,603.24. 
1 Sr ye F. Hunt, administrator of Joseph Russell, surviving part- 
2 Frederick O, Prince, administrator of James Prince, $202.89. 
Gardner Dexter, administrator of Samuel Dexter, 2.89. 
A Charles Francis administrator of Peter C. Brooks, ro Galion 
„ Thomas H. Pe: administrator of John C. Jones, $938.72. 
7 Thomas Cushing, tor of Marston Watson, $1,408.10. 
Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, $038.72. 
2 William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, $938.72. 
„ William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1405.10. 
2 Josephine Richter, administratrix of John McClin 8119. 
> George F. Chace, administrator of Stephen Chace, $119. 
Theodore W. Woodman, administrator of John Rollins, $119. 
“ William H. Williams, administrator of Elijah H $178.50. 
‘Alfred L. El administrator of John Langdon, $148. 
z Woodbury Langdon, administrator of Jacob Cutter, $178.50. 
“J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of James Shapley, 15 


“Woodward Emery, istrator of Thomas Manning, $119. 
“J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of Edward Cutts, 
“Edward P. Jones, administrator of Martin Parry, 8238 
“George W. Haven, administrator of Moses W. 9 
“John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, 8966.40. 
“Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, $930.70. 
* Robert Codman, administrator of William Gray, jr., $1,431.16. 
Horace B. Sargent, jr., administrator of Daniel Sargent, $715.62. 

“Lucy 8. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, $357.78, 
“John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, $357.78. 
“John Morton Clinch, administrator of Perez Morton, $715.62. 

mat age ae and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell 
“David Greene Haskins, jr.,.administrator of David Greene, $715.62. 
“Charles K. Cobb, a tor of Stephen Codman, 7257078 
2 noe F. Hunt, administrator of Joseph Russell, surviving part- 

ner, 62. 
“John Lowell, jr., administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, $715.62. 
“Charles A. Welch, administrator of William Stac le, 8357.78. 
“ Charles H. Ladd, executor of Nathaniel A. Haven, $400. 
“Charles H. Ladd, executor of Nathaniel A. Haven, $118.56. 

PE on the vessel schooner Theresa, William Williamson, master, 

y: 

“William W. Cronmiller and Edmund C. Scott, administrat 

John Royer Champagne, $21,304.59. t, ee 
“On the vessel schooner Federal George, Benjamin Tilton, master, 


namely : 
carne Southgate Yeaton, administrator of Marcus McCausland, $9,- 
“Nathaniel Morton, e ec of Nathaniel Morton, surviving 


11. 
Johnson, administratrix, and David Stewart, adminis- 


Stewart, administrator of William MeCreary, $611.04. 
„ David Stewart, administrator of James Clarke, $611.04. 


rt Shriver, istrator of Isaac Causten, assignee of John 
Hillen, $611.04. 
“ David Stewart and Isabella Rutter, administrators of Thomas Rut- 


611.04. 


„Elizabeth Y. Thompson, administratrix of Ji h Young, $305.52. 


Mary Jane Thurston and, James Thurston, administrators of John 
Hollins, $611.04. 
“George H. Williams, administrator of Joseph Williams, $305.52. 
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“Henry W. Ellicott, administrator of William 1 $229.14. 


“James Lawson, administrator of Richard Lawson, „28. 
Anthony Groverman, administrator of Anthony Groyerman, surviv- 
ing partner of D'Werhagen & Groverman, $611.04. 
“On the vessel brig Ann, Robert Lord, master, namely: 
şii oe I. Bowditch, administrator of Stephen Higginson, 
“On the vessel schooner Spartan, Thomas C. Howe, master, namely: 
“Mary T. Latrobe, administratrix de bonis non cum testamento an- 
nexo of the estate of Thomas Tenant, $1,685.85. 
“On the vessel ship Statira, John Seaward ji 
‘iJ, Hamilton Shapley, administrator of Edward Cutts, $284.20. 


20. 
“William Hall Williams, administrator of Elijah Hall, $284.20. 
“A Elwyn, administrator of John Langdon, $213.15. 
“On the vessel snow Thetis, Samuel Cameron, master, namely: 
“Gordon Gairdner, administrator of James Gairdner, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of James & Edwin Gairdner & Co., $5,944.11. 
“On the vessel schooner Betsey and Polly, William Cottle, master, 


namely: 
= eles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $300. 
“William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, $800. 
“John V. Apthrop, administrator of Caleb Hopkins, $1,000. 
“Charles A. Welsh, administrator of William Stackpole, $500. 
“John Lowell, jr., administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, $4 
“William P. Perkins, executor of Thomas 3 N as 
“ William G. Perry, executor of Nicholas Gilman, a 
“David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $1,000. 
“A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000. 
“On the vessel schooner Hazard, Joseph Campbell, master, namely: 
“Edward N. Dingley, administrator de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of William Nickels, deceased, $1,660.20. 
“ William O. MeCobb, administrator de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of Joseph Campbell, deceased, $189.20. 
“ David 44568020 administrator of the estate of Samuel Miller, 
“David Chamberlain, administrator of the estate of Thomas Miller, 
deceased, $1,660.20. 
= sore B. Sawyer, administrator de bonis non of the estate of 
John Nickels, deceased, $1,660.20. 
“On the vessel ship Betsey, Josiah Obear, master, namely: 
“Charles Francis Adams, jr., administrator of Peter Chardon Brooks, 


„500. 
= 5 hac tf ts Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell 
atch, $1,000. 

“Provided, however, That any French spollation claim appropriated 
for in this act shall not be paid if held by assignment or owned by any 
insurance company. But this shall not apply to any claim of a class 
heretofore paid under the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled An act 
making appropriations to ey y deficiencies in appropriations for the 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses,’ and paid under the act approved May 27, 1902, entitled ‘An 
act for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies 9 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved reh 
3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for other pur- 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ Miscellaneous cases.” a 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ For direct 8 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: „To Jewett W. Adams, superintendent 
of the United States mint at Carson City, Nev., the sum of $301, to 
reimburse him for money paid out by him during the months of July 
and August, 1894, to T. R. Hofer and L. L. Elrod, for necessary serv- 
ices rendered by them in the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., administratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased. 
the sum of $10,519.20, in payment of the award made in favor of said 
administratrix and against said District and filed in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia by J. J. Johnson, the arbitrator, to whom 
had been mutually submitted for arbitration by him, by the said Com- 
missioners and the said administratrix, the case then pending and 
untried in said court between said administratrix as plaintiff and the 
District of Columbia as defendant, known and des ted upon the 
calendar of said court as No. 24279, instituted therein for the recov- 
ery of damages by the plaintiff from the said defendant for alleged 
breach of contract by the said defendant for laying asphalt pavements 
in sald District, and being the amount afterwards found and returned 
by the verdict of the jury upon a trial in said court involving the 
validity of said award and upon which verdict judgment was duly 
ente in said court for said sum of $10,519.20, besides costs, and 
which said g ent was in all things afterwards by the court of 
appeals of e District of Columbia affirmed, upon an appeal taken 
thereto by the said District, and which said judgment was afterwards 
reversed 2 the Supreme Court of the United States, upon appeal taken 
thereto by said District, solely upon a question of law in no way in- 
volving or affecting the merits of said judgment or said case: Provided, 
That the said sum shall be accepted as full satisfaction of all of the 
claims of the said estate against the United States. And one-half of 
said sum so awarded shall be paid out of the revenues of the said 
District of Columbia and one-half from the Treasury of the United 


F Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To Henry Bash, the sum of $1,260, 
being the amount due him for office rent and expenses incurred by him 
while United States shipping commissioner at Port Townsend, Wash.. 
from July 1, 1886, to October 1, 1891, being sixty-three months, at $20 

r month.” 
ge e 30, after line 14, insert: “To Emile M. Blum, the sum of 
$5,000, for services as commissioner-general to the International Expo- 
sition at Barcelona, Spain.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: Te the legal representatives of A. G. 
Boone, of Laveta, Colo., the sum of $12,291, in full satisfaction for his 
services and expenses as United States commissioner in negotiating 
the Indian treaty concluded February 18, 1861.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Priscilla R. Burns, widow of the 
late Gen. William W. Burns, deceased, the sum of $7,987, in full pay- 
ment of the balance due him for royalty on 3,195 tents used by the 
United States Government.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To the Chesapeake Bank, of Balti- 


west j crea of section 2, township 13, range 13, Sarpy County, Nebr., 
from Sieg 2 9, 1890, to March 12, 1904, being for the use of build- 
ings on said and acquired by the United States by condemnation pe 
ceedi in the suit against Henry Zurcher in accordance with a 
rope tion made by Ome Clarke to the Secretary of War July 29, 
1889, which said proposition was for the sale of lands to the United 
States in Fort Omaha, now Fort Crook, by which proposition all said 
buildings were retained by Henry T. Clarke: Provided, That the sum of 
$2,880 shall be accepted and received by Henry T. Clarke in full pay 
ment of all claims and demands on account of the rental of said build- 


in, 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: „To Capt. Archibald W. Butt, quar- 
termaster, United States Army, the sum of $480, amount stolen from 
the United States in Manila, P. I., by an employee of the quarter- 
master’s department, by name José B. Luciano, the said Capt. Archi- 
bald W. Butt haying fully paid said sum to the United States.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Mary A. Coulson, executrix and 
sole legatee of Sewell Coulson, deceased, late of Sullivan, Ind., the sum 
of $3,950, being the amount due to him for professional services rendered 
as an attorney at law, the sald services being the defense of sundry 
actions instituted and 8 against a mi pag officer and men of 
his command in the Indiana State courts and the United States circuit 
court within and for the district of Indiana for acts done by them 
while in the discharge of their duty and in obedience to orders emanat- 
ing from the authority of the United States Government during the 
ate war.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ To the legal representatives of 
8 W. Curtis, deceased, late of Arizona Territory, for the benefit 
of said estate, the sum of $2,288.91, being the amount due said Curtis 
for services rendered the United States in e ing out, as bondsman, 
the army transportation contract of Isaac S. dol, defaulting con- 
tractor, in contract No. 61220, for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1882.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To Leonard L. trick, late first 
lieutenant, Thirty-fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers, the sum 
of prow said sum heaving been United States funds stolen from his safe 
at Penaranda, Nueva Ecija, P. I., at some time between December 3, 
1900, and December 24, 1900, while he was acting commissary officer; 
and which sum the said Leonard L. Deitrick accounted for an paid to 
the proper officer of the United States from his own private funds.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Merril Denham, of Madison 
County, Ky., the sum of $68, for seventeen sys ce service as storekee; 
in the Internal-Revenue Service, beginning January 21, 1889, under 
order of the collector of internal revenue of the eighth district of Ken- 


tucky.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the personal representative of 
James H. Dennis the sum of $26,538, being the amount found by the 
Court of Claims to be due to him by reason of certain contracts for the 
improvement of the Tennessee River.” 

age 30, after line 14, insert: To the estate of James B. Eads the 
sum of $19,657.54, in full paraan of the balance of interest due to 
said estate from the United States.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: „To the Eastern Railroad Company of 
Massachusetts the sum of $15,714.35, and to the Boston and Maine 
Railroad the sum of $12,246.14, which amounts the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue has found and reported, under Senate resolution of 
April 22, 1904, to have been collected illegally from said companies as 
duplicate taxes on the same identical income or profits under the acts 
of Congress approved July 1, 1862, June 30, 1864, and July 14, 1870, 
and amendments thereto.’ 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Andrew Gleeson and Patrick Ma- 
loney the sum of $4,719.68, being the interest due upon a judgment 
rendered by the Court of Claims in cause No. 16310, Maloney and Glee- 
son v. The United States, from the 26th day of June, 1890, the day the 
transcript of judgment was presented to the 8 of the Treasury 
for payment, until the 14th day of June, 1892, the day said judgment 
was paid, after the Government's appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States had been dismissed.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ To Eleonora G. Goldsborough, widow 
of Surg. Charles B. Goldsborough, of the Marine-Hospital Service, the 
sum of $7,200, the 1 of two years’ salary at the rate of salary 
he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, with allowances for 
two years.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To the Good Sheperd Industrial 
School, of Milwaukee, Wis., the sum off$298.11, in payment and settle- 
ment for amount expended by said Good Sheperd Industrial School in 
the transportation of fifty-four Indian girls from Milwaukee, Wis., to 
Devils Lake and other ts in North Dakota.” 

Tage 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Grand Rapids and Indiana 
Railway Company the sum of $25,039.75, for transporting the United 
States mail under its present corporate name and under its former cor- 
porate name, the Grand rapua and Indiana Railroad Company, over 

tal routes Nos. 24018 and 137018, during the period between July 1, 
876, and June 27, 1896, both inclusive.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To John W. Gummo, late of Com- 
any E, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of 
190, being the balance of bounty due him for services rendered the 

Government during the late war of the rebellion.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To Maj. E. W. Halford, paymaster, 
United States Army, the sum of $165.44, for refunding money to him 
which he disbu through error and without fault on his part for 
travel pay to enlisted men on discharge.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To Charles R. Hooper or his heirs 
the sum of $50 dollars per month for sixty months, as full compensa- 
tion for loss of his left eye while employ by the United States Goy- 
ernment in the eee! of first-class blacksmith in the orga shop in 
the navy-yard in the city of Washington, D. C., in the year 1894.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: „To John Wesley Hoyt, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the sum of $5,000, for the expenses actually incurred 

by him in the travel necessary to the preparation of his report on edu- 
cation in Europe and America, requested by Hon, William H. Seward, 
3 fo of the United States, and published by Congress in 
the year ted 

Pike 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Independent Line Steamers, 
of Tampa, Fla., the sum of $1,344.18, in full settlement of all claims 
said steamer line may have against the United States for damages to 
the steamer Manatee, due to a collision with the U. S. S. Hillsboro in 
Tampa Bay, Florida, on the night of November 18, 1901. And so much 
of the act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., p. 557), as authorized the pay- 
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F to the said Independent Line Steamers. is hereby 
30, after line 14, insert: “ To Sarah E. Jenkins, of 


1874, to Jane 8 80, “1877, in 
late Rear-Admiral Thornton A. Jenkins, United 1 States Na 
missioner and representative of the Navy Department at © Centen- 
nial Exhibition 1 Philadelphia, 1878.“ 

a sum of $5,000; 


Page 30, after line 14, —.— “To Richard 
being compensation in Tull for ag permanent 
jury susta by reason of his g shot by a soldier of the United | Roc 
tates Army while said soldier was on * N 
Page 30, after line 14, ray “To y- 
representativ the sum 
found due him 


rtermaster’s 


United States Army, at St. Paul, but which was withheld 8. 


the accounting officers of the Government pendin atl the Uni 
States to recover from said Kountz the sum of $: $22, Seg the 
— of which sum he was released of Con- 


and Gecharont D by ee 
Secretary 


Dominion sf the sum of $8,000, for services and money ex- 


ERS into the. United States and procuring the surrender 
82 Sitting, Bull and his followers, under the gt obey A the War De- 


partmen 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ To the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of those who were killed while in a ae — of the United States 
in the discharge of their duties on the 3d 189. = the United 
States 223 a on Goat Island, in — bebe of 
by the explosi the gun-cotton factory, the sum of 
which sum tae shall be paid to the legal or personal repi 
of each of the 8 ns the sum of $5,000 : Frank Loughlin, 
. 5 Michael 0° That — — 

the deceased left a widow and children, the widow shall receive 
pe and the children shall share alike.” 
ge 30, after line 14, insert: To Smith R. Mershon the sum of 

192 3 50, for oo rendered as custodian of a distillery warehouse in 


oln 8 > a United States revenue officer and held 

for seven ys * Smith R. Mershon under the orders of 
the n hited S States revenue officer.” 

Page after line 14, insert: “To Pacific Pearl Mullett, adminis: 


fratrix Ry the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett, the sum of $2,062.06, 
in full for the balance due her husband, the said Mullett, on account 
of compensation and his actual expenses incurred as commissioner 
cs ate from civil life on the navy-yard commission, under the pro- 
ions of the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the 
3 serno W derte 0 2 x upon o 2 a issued 
and a v. y the re 0 e Navy and now e possession of 
the w ow of said Mullett.” j 
Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To Emma Morris, widow of Frank 
H. Morris, late Auditor for the War Department, who lost his life on 
tħe 22d day of December, 1900, while in the discharge of his official 
utie in the Winder Building, the snm of $2,097.83, peins the balance 
the salary which would have been due said Frank H. Morris June 


of 
30, 1901.” 
Pa 30, after line 14, insert: “To Edward H. Murrell the sum of 
7,046.20, sald sum to be received the said E. H. Murrell in full sat- 
3 ‘of all claims against the United States for the occupancy of 
roperty in the city of New yoo La., or for collection of rents 
4 he same, during the military of the city of New Orleans 
— pee a forces arta the the ‘wer Pof 861 to 1865, up to October 
Page 30, after line 14, erie “To Nye & Schneider Co., of Fre- 
mont, Nebr., the sum of 861. being an unpaid balance on bill ren- 
dered for fuel furnished the United States Government — that 8 
during the years 1893 and 1894 for the purpose of heating the 
office building at Hastings, Nebr., which said amount has remain: nso 
by reason of the appropriation for such purpose having been ex- 


ust 
Page 30, after line 14, Insert: “To the Postal Te ph-Cable Com- 
guy: a corporation incorporated under the laws of the State of New 
ork, bavi 2185.18. J office at No. 253 Broadway, New York City, 

2.155. the Post-Office 


the sum of ‘or telegraph 8 eet Vie 
To the 1 aa Steamboat Company, 


a nee from Jul 1. 1889, to June 3 

ge 30, after line 14, insert’: 

the sum of $5,090, that baig the amount by the said Potomac 
Steamboat Company under a decree of the court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Virginia, affirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to the Baker Saly: Company, for services 
rendered to the steamer Excelsior, pelonaing to the said Potomac Steam- 


said amount e said Potomac Steamboat 4 — any in 
full — of ail ail 3 pt demands against the U) States 
ag gts ting 145 fone 2 E Alvin M. f Auburn, 
a ne nsert: “To Alvin 2 of Au 

Me., the sum of $300, being th the Jise paid by Rt 1864, 
as commutation on accoun in Skowhegan, forty th sub- 
district, third 8 of waine 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the! 
Schaumburg, deceased, the sum of $10, 
as may be necessary, in settlement of of th 
allowance of a first lieutenant of dragoons, from July 1, 1836, b 
24, 1845, as heretofore found to be due to him b the United Saaten 
circuit court for the eastern district of pipe on the 23d day of 
age 20 1875 

30, after Une 14, insert: TO A. Spear, $900; to Harriet S. 
Webster, 3 5 315; to F. H. Harford, 8250; to E. A Eppe 
Icholas ears $165 ; to Malvina 
ames eee $150; . P 
5; to Hattie E. Mechan 9 
ble, Me.; to Mrs. Emma Tatro, 

to Katharine Sag ey $3, and to 
ani Hanis, 08 V.; to E. M. oe 
3 against th 


Ma 
all at T 
throp, my 


ws geese T bA 


tataa. AA e ka rg of damages to private property By reason of 


reported to the Secretary of War by a 
gy og constituted for that purpose.” 
30 r line 14, insert: To John Stewart, civil en 2 the 
sam of $2,000, as extra com tion for services rendered him to 
the Government in connection with the dor eg ot: Flats case.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the | repr TAA of 
G. B. Stimpson, of Pueblo, Colo., the sum of si, due him for clerk 
a and e servin ng as hae t South Pueblo, Colo. 

Thomas a Sweeney, of Wheelin eeling, 
9 “fal OS ea for services of the steamer 


e 155 2 “To H. H. Thornton and Ben D. 
hblaive. the 5 — of the steamer Mo the amount of interest 
now due on a judgment recovered t D. G. as collector of 
customs at the port of Pensacola, Fla., April 29, 1901, in the 
— cirealt court of the northern district of Florida, for 8 
ies | 14t — iepa a enpas aay Ethe =e ety pond of Apell, 901, to 2 
of Fe A a ra = 0 r cen r annum: = 

d, Th us anal be in fail satisfact 


at such sum si ion and pay- 

of the balance due on 1 5 a 5 prineipal, interest, and 

. — after line 14, Insert: To Lincoln W. Tipbetts, of Portland, 

— e sum of $15, 000, in full settlement and satisfaction of his ana 
losses sustained by him in bringing back to New York the car 


| Boara 8t as ascertained and 


ard 


the brig Tornado, consisting of 8 ki of 8 555 * 
said brig Tornado from said port to ‘New Orleans in Decem ts 860, of 
which said Tibbetts was master and owner, 1 . — sald 


wder was a from falling into t the of the authori of 
30, ‘after line 14, insert: To Custis Parke Upshur, the sum of 
$787.82, being the amount due him for office rent and arpensa ine’ 
by him while United States 2 commissioner a 
—— of Oregon, from 
and three months, a 
250, after line 1 
the estate of W. 
rm of W. tin the sum of 
r, for materials furn 
Austin & Co. for ee * the Eleventh of 
the same to be in full for all said materials and all 
vested rights.“ 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Wiel & Anumdsen, owners of the 

Norwegian steamer Ragnar, the sum of $8,524.10, amount found due by 
l-General Goodnow, for Se arising from the collision be- 

tween said steamer and the U. 2 transport Sumner, in the 
Yangtze River, China, on Mareh 18, A. P. ig 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Ramon O. Williams, late consul- 
general at Habana, the sum of $2,222.08, in payment of the amounts 
expended by him for clerk hire in excess of his allowances between Jul 
1, 1892, ‘ama June 5, 1896; and to ae h o Springer, late vice-consul- 
general’ at Haba the sum of pee ee of the amounts 
expended by him for clerk hire uae of his allowances between 
October, 1892, and June 30, 1895; both amounts as shown on the rec- 
ords of the State Department and as recommended for payment by the 
ap Department te the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses.” 

after line 14, insert: To the persons hereinafter named, or 

their eirs or legal representatives, whose claims were presented to and 
allowed by the State board of examiners of Nevada, or tried by the 
Court of Claims, the several sums, respectively, set opposite their 
names, in full satisfaction for services rend mone “in repel 
indebtedness incurred, and supplies and necessaries furnished in — 
ling iavasions and suppressing Indian outbreaks and ae wit 
the Territorial limits of the present State of Nevada, namel 


“AMOUNTS ALLOWED BY THE STATE, BOARD OF EXAMINERS OF NEVADA. 


“ Alexander Ash, $780. 
“ Erastus Bond, 8380. 
y apr L. Biak odil, $281. 
Bence, $300. 
s Heury Bush, 8100. 
“ Isaac S. Burson, $160. 
“William C. Bradley, $372. 
“John C. Daniels, $290.75, 
„Anthon, 8388. 
“ W, W. Bichelroth, $620, 
» “Greely French, $3 


> Isaman, $395. 


Jones, 
“ Joseph Kenville, $440. 
Charles D. Moore, $300. 
“ Newton C. Miller, $495. 
“R. H. McDonald, $350 
“Patrick B. McCourt, $365. 
“Richard Martin, 8400. 
„Edward Muller, $2 
“James Morgan, $9, 485. 
„ Michael Nichter, $308. 
8. A. Nevers, $145. 
“John Noyes, $250. 
“Thornton A. Reed, 
“John Rickelton, $1 
“WilHam Scott, $32: 


060. 


“John D. Winters, 
Page 30, after line 14, insert: 
“AMOUNTS ALLOWED BY COURT OF CLAIMS—(RESIDENTS OF CRIPFLE: 
CREEK, TELLER COUNTY, colo.) 


“ Daniel = Kimball, $90. 

“Daniel E. Kimball’ and ‘John H. Alphin, $2,066. 
“John H. Alphin, $90.” 
Page 30, after line 14, Insert: 
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“ CLAIMS OF ANTEBELLUM MAIL CONTRACTORS. 
“(As shown in S. Doc. No. 92, 57th Cong., 2d sess.)” 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: TO Henry O. Bassett, sole surviv 
heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, the sum of $142.59, for ma 
service performed as contractor on route numbered 6564, Florida, from 
January 1, 1861, to March 31, 1861.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Lottie Bowman, widow of Thomas 
R. Bowman, dece , the sum of $427.17, for mail service performed as 
ra hg route numbered 7841, Arkansas, from January 1, 1861, to 

É 5 ” 

Pa 30, after line 14, insert: “To the estate of R. W. Bullock, de- 
ce the sum of $95.21, for mail service performed as contractor on 
. 5726, South Carolina, from July 1, 1860, to January 31, 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the legal representatives of Hen 
Fulenwider, deceased, the sum of $10,892.86, for mail service 1 
85 3 on route numbered 7002, Alabama, from April 1, 1861, 

o May 31, Fig 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To the Georgia Railroad and Bank- 
ing Company, formerly the Georgia Railroad Company, the sum of 
$4,850.68, for mail service performed as contractor on routes num- 
bered 6136. numbered 6143, and numbered 6144, Georgia, from Jan- 
uary 1, 1861, to May 31, 1861.” 

Fage 30, after line 14, insert: „To the heirs of Peter Johnson, de- 
ce: , the sum of $1,859.91, for mail service performed as contractor 
on mato numbered 8588, Texas, from January 1, 1861, to May 31, 


Page 30, after line 14, Insert: “To the Alabama and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company, the sum of $11, for mail service performed 
se 3 route numbered 7147, Alabama, from January 1, 1861, 
o May 31, 55 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To the Charlotte and South Caro- 
lina Railroad Company, the sum of $4,589.01, for mail service per- 
formed as contractor on route 5 5673, South Carolina, from 


January 1, 1861, to — 95 31. i 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the administrator of the late 
D. S. Farrar, the sum of $63.52, for mail service performed as * 
* 


tractor on route numbered 4277, Virginia, from January 1, 1861 
“To the Greenville and Columbia 


March 31, 1861.” 

Fage 30, after line 14, Insert: 
Railroad Company, the sum of $3,273.97, for mail service performed as 
contractor on route numbered 5674, South Carolina, from January 1, 
1801, to March 31, 1861.” 

Page 80, after line 14, insert: To the Laurens Railroad Company; 
the sum of $375, for mail service performed as contractor on route 
vec 5711, South Carolina, from January 1, 1861, to March 31, 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Manassas Gap Railroad 
Company, the sum of $89.12, for mail service performed as contractor 
on route numbered 4251, Virginia, from April 1, 1861, to May 31, 1861.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Memphis and Charleston 
Railroad Company, the sum of $20,947.93, for mail service performed 
= 7 85 75 gn route numbered 7096, Alabama, from January 1, 1861, 

ay 31, ” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company the sum of $15.95, for mail service performed as con- 
1 on route No. 4183, Virginia, from April 1, 1861, to May 31, 

Page 80, after line 14, insert: “To the Richmond and York River 
Railroad Company the sum of $270.35, for mail service performed as 
1 on route No. 4612, Virginia, from December 25, 1860, to May 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To the South Carolina Rallroad 
Company the sum of $46.70, for mail service performed as contractor 
on route No. 5602, South Carolina, from January 1, 1861, to May 31, 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: “To the Western North Carolina 
Railroad Company the sum of $122.69, for mail service performed as 
contractor on route No. 5176, North Carolina, from January 1, 1861, 
to May 31, 1861.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To Malinda S. Gray, widow and legal 
representative of Frederick P. Gray, deceased, the sum of $356.10, for 
mail services performed as contractor on route 10171, from Clarks- 
bi to Paris, Tenn., from January 1 to March 31, 1861.” 

age 30, after line 14, insert: 


“FOR INVESTIGATION AND REPORT. 


“That the Anditor for the State and other Departments be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to examine all claims which may be presented in 
pro form by the different counties in Arizona Territory, and to as- 
certain the amount due each of said counties on account of le costs 
and expenses incurred from March 8, 1889, to June 30, 1899, in the 

rosecution of Indians under the act of March 2, 1885 (23 Stat. fo? 
Bas), for which the United States is liable under act of March 3, 1859 
(25 Stat. L., p. 1004), and which have been paid by said counties; 


and the amounts so found shall be certified by the retary of the 
T to 1 for a deficiency appropriation.” 
Page 30, after line 14, insert: 


“FOR INVESTIGATION AND SETTLEMENT.” 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to examine the claim of John 
Conner, sr., for payment of a sum alleged to be due for 20.1 acres of 
cleared land, 7.71 acres of timbered land, 500 bushels of corn, and 20 
bales of cotton, said land and other property alleged to have been 
taken and ge Peg 125 the United States in constructing a levee 
at Ashport, uderdale panty: Tenn., in 1886 and 1887, under the 
supervision of the Mississippi River Commission, and allow him what- 
ever the said land and other property are reasonably worth, not exceed- 
ing the sum of $1,279.60, the amount so allowed to be in full payment 
for said land and other property alleged to have been taken and appro- 
priated: Provided, That none of the said amount shall be paid to the 
claimant until after he shall have executed and delivered to the proper 
officer of the Government all papers necessary to give to the United 
States a title in fee simple to all of the aforementioned land, but nothing 
in this proviso shall be held to compel claimant to pay any taxes which 
may have accrued against this land during its occupancy by the Govern- 
ment: And provided further, That the acceptance by the claimant of 
the amount so allowed shall be considered as full satisfaction of his 
claim. And whatever sum shall be found due on such examination 
shall be paid to the said John Conner, sr., and is ani lai 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp e 
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Page 30, after line 14, insert: That the propan accounting officers 
be, and they are hereby, directed to settle and adjust to Sarah K. Mc- 
Lean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, all back pa 
and emoluments that would have been due and A gare to the sai 
Nathaniel H. McLean as a major from July 23, 1864, to the date of his 
reinstatement, March 3, 1875, and that the amount found due by said 
adjustment is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any money the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: That the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
examine and settle the claim of John Scott, late sutler Twenty-first 
Regiment New York Cavalry, for money alleged to be due him by cer- 
tain enlisted men of the said regiment who had died in the service or 
who had deserted ; and in the examination of said claim the accountin 
officers are authorized to regard the certificate of the commanding of- 
ficer of the regiment now on file with the case as equivalent to an 
entry on the muster roll of the regiment; and a sufficient sum of mone 
to pay the amount found due to John Scott is hereby appropriat 
out of any money in the Treas not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
all of said claim not already settled by the Uni States with the 
men or their legal representatives.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “ That the Secre of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Walter H. Tay- 
lor, administrator of Richard Taylor, deceased, of Norfolk, Va., the 
sum of $11,946.51, remaining 3 of the amount appropriated to 
be paid to John A. Brimmer, i administrator of John Gilliat, de- 
‘ceased, of the firm of Gilliat Taylor, in the act entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other 
porpora- Provided, That the Secretary of the ury is satisfied 

at an agreement was entered into in the year 1800 between the 
members of said firm of Gilliat & joe fe by which the late Richard 
Taylor became, upon the dissolution of said firm, entitled to the assets 


of said firm. And so much of the act of June 30, 1891, as authorized 
the payment of the said sum of $11,946.81 to the administrator of 
John Gilliat, deceased, is hereby ed.” 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: That the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to examine the claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, 
for injury to its business and property on Wales Island on account o: 
the recent decision of the Alaska boundary tribunal, under which the 
8 of said island has passed from the United States to the 

minion of Canada, and allow to said company whatever sum may 
be found due, not exceeding $81,689.60. And such sum so found due 
shall be paid to the Wales Packing Company: Provided, That the said 
sum shall be accepted by the said company as full satisfaction of all 
of its claims against the United States arising from said injury; and 
the said sum is een $ 8 out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized to make settlement with James M. Willbur for ex- 
cess in weight of material and excess in the superficial measurement 
of illuminating tiling, frames, and supports thereof, placed by said 
Willbur in, on, and around the New York City post-office and court- 
house building beyond what he was required to furnish by his contract 
with the United States, according to samples submitted and accepted, 
either upon the report of such excessive weight and 1 measure- 
ment furnished by the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
Senate committee, by the 3 Solomon J. Fague and Archibald 
Given, of date April 21, 1886, to the Senate committee, and on file 
with the Senate Committee on Claims; but if not satisfied with the 
report of such er ees the Secretary of the Treasury shall, within 
thirty days from the gpa of this act, appoint three competent per- 
sons, who ghall be duly sworn to ascertain and report the sum, if any, 
which in justice and equity ought to be paid James M. Willbur for 
excess in weight of material and excess in the superficial measurement 
of illuminating tiling, frames, ard 1 thereof, placed by said 
Willbar in and around the New York City post-office and court-house 
saunus beyond what he was required to furnish by his contract as 
aforesaid, such sum to be determined hi the prices fixed in said con- 
tract, so far as they are applicable. he said persons so appointed 
shall also ascertain and report any increased or extra expense or cost 
incurred by said Willbur resulting from any changes and additions made 
in and to the weight, measurement, and character of said tiling, or in 
the beige thereof, from that which was specified in said contract; 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury shall, within sixty days after 
the making of said report, pay to said Willbur such amount as he shall 
find from such report to due to him, which sum shall be taken 
and received by said Willbur in full and final settlement of all and 
every claim against the United States on said account; and such sum 
as may be necessary to pay the amount so found due is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money the Treasury net otherwise appropriated.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: To refund internal-revenue taxes 
illegally collected from owners of private dies, the following amounts, 
or so much as may be found due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, to wit: 

“To American Match Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, $358.63; Dr. 
J. C. Ayer & Co., $8,485: Barclay & Co., $211.25; B. Bendel & Co., 
$584.17; William Bond, $40; B. Brandreth, $1,965; Brocket & New- 
ton, $280; erick Brown, $521.71; Joseph Burnett & Co., $249.90; 
7 Carlton & Co., $28,240.75; Centaur oes bey $39.58; Clark 
Match Company, $970; Cowles & Lech, $1,084.52; Curtiss & Brown, 
$24; M. ily, $4,895; James Eaton, $4,505; P. Eichele & Co. 

Z Excelsior Match Company. $398.27; B. A Fahenstock & 
Jo., $100; 2 Brothers, $1,300; William Gates, $23,104.81; 
A. J. Gri „ $1,358.75; R. P. Hall & Co., $2,050; Samuel Hart & Co., 
2,861; J. È. Hethrington, $95; Hiscox & Co., $12; C. E. Hull & Co., 

81.96; Thomas J. „ $154.70; T. T. Ives, $85.95; Dr. D. 


usband 
$4,321; J. S. Johnson & Co., $279.75; Johnston, Hollo- 
os 

{Lord & Robinson), $1,328.27; Andrew S. Lowe, $51; Dr. J. 

& Co., New 5 Consolidated Card 
H. & W. Roeber, 8058.81; 2 
Schmittdie, 52,282.09; J. 

L. Scoville & Co., 
$784; H. Stanton, $3,163.25; Swift & Courtney, 28 Herman 


., $102; Kennedy & Co., $126.66: Lawrence & Cohen 
C. S. Leete, $505.91; John J. Levy, $1,153.20; C 
Merchants’ Gargling Ou Company, $536.29; K. Messen- 
E 5 
215; Ray V. Pierce, $969.22; D. Ransom, Son & Co., 
Richardson, $20,955; Richardson Match Com $ 
William Rocber, $2,804; 1. 1. 
Son, $1,284; Schmitt & E. 
Schwartz & Co., $90; Schwartz & Haslett, $150; A. 

Tappan, $5; E. R. Tyler, $45; A. Vogeler & Co., $2 ; James I. 

Weedon, 3805; World's Dispensary Medical Association, $30.40.” 


1905. 
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Page 30, after line 14, insert: 
“FOR REFERENCE TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS.” 
P: 30, after line 14, insert: That the claim of the legal repre- 


ves of Eli Ayres, deceased, for the value and proceeds of ce 
parcels and sections of land situated in the State of 2 and to 
which the said Eli Ayres claims to have held the legal or eq 
at the time of his death, which title as claimed was acquired and de- 
rived by him by A neared and deeds from certain Chickasaw Indians in 
the year 1839, the Chickasaw Indians as R —— in said deeds hay- 
ing derived and acquired their tive title or titles to the said parcels 
or sections of land by grant and ty stipulations in accordance with 
the provisions contained in the treaty concluded between the United 
States and the Chickasaw Nation of Indians on May 24, 1834, amenda- 
tory of the treaty of October 20, 1832, and which said parcels or sec- 
tions of land and the proceeds thereof, in whole or in it is alleged, 
have been, without right or title thereto, and without authority, either 
in law or in equity, appropriated by the United States Government and 
held or disposed of by said Government as its own property, or other- 
wise, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the 
United States, and jurisdiction is hereby conferred on said Court of 
Claims to proceed, according to the principles and rules of both law and 
equity, to find the facts as to the purchase of said parcels or sections of 
land from said Chickasaw Indians by said Ayres and as to the deeds re- 
ceived by him from the said Indians, and the amounts paid by said 
Ayres to said Indians per acre for said parcels or sections of land, and 
as to the title of said A to the same; and also to find the facts as 
to the alleged appropriation by the United States Government of the said 
parcels or sections of land alleged to have been so purchased by said 
Ayres from the said Indians, and what disposition, if any, has been made 
of the same by the United States, whether the same has d of 
by the United States under the public-land laws, and all the material 
facts in connection therewith, . the amount that should be 
paid to the legal representatives of said Eli Ayres, deceased, by reason 
of the loss occasioned to him, if any, by the appropriation by the Govern- 
ment of the said els or sections of lands purchased from said Indians 
as herein claimed; and what amount of the proceeds of the sales of 
said land, if any, is held by the Government in trust for the said Chick- 
asaw Indians; and aiso whether any of the said parcels or sections of 
land are still held and not dis of by the United States; and the 
court is authorized to find any other fact or facts of importance to the 
arties which may arise in this claim; and when the court has found 

e facts under the provisions of this act, it is hereby authorized and 
directed to report the same to wie phage hs and in considering the merits 
of the claim in the finding of the facts, affidavits of persons now 
dead, reports of officers_of the United States Government, rts 
of committees of both Houses of Con; and the several deeds 
from the said Chickasaw Indians conveying said parcels or sections of 
land to Eli Ayres, d , and all papers now on file with the 
claim in Con, s or with the committees of either House relating to 
such claim, shall be considered by the court, and such weight ven 
thereto as may be deemed by the court to be right and proper. 

Page 80, er line 14, insert: “That jurisdiction is hereby given 
to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any failure to protest and 
appeal, to hear and try the claims of Bates & Despard, and of Despard 
Brothers, and of the estate of Charles L. Perkins, liquidating partner 
of Perkins & Choate, and of the Illinois Steel Company as assignee, 
for refund of import duties paid in excess of the duties imposed b. 
law on steel blooms imported during the years 1879, 1880, 1881, and 
1882, and to render judgment, notwithstanding section 3477 of the 
Revised Statutes, in their favor, and in favor of the representatives of 
sald estate, Respectively, for such sums as were paid by them and by 
Perkins & Choate, and by the Union Iron and Steel Company, in excess 
of the legal duty: Provided, That the petitions shall be filed in said 
court within one year after the passage of this act.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: That the claim of the contractor, or 
his legal representatives, for the construction of the light-draft mon- 
itor Etlah may be submitted by said contractor, or his legal representa- 
tives, within six months after the pomer of this act, to the Court of 
Claims, under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of said 
court, and said court shall have jurisdiction, legal and equitable, to 
hear and determine and render judgment upon the same: Provided, 
however, That the investigation of said claim shall be made upon the 
following basis: The said court shall ascertain the additional cost 
which was iregi incurred by said contractor for building said 
light-draft monitor Etlah in the completion of the same by reason of 
any changes or alterations in the plans and specifications uired and 
delays in the prosecution of the work: Provided further, That such 
additional cost in competes the same and such changes and altera- 
tions in the plans and specifications required and delays in the prose- 
cution of the work were occasioned by the Government of the United 
States; but no allowance for the advance in the price of any labor or 
material shall be considered unless such advance could not have been 
avoided by the exercise of orien J. prudence and vigilance on the part 
of the contractor: And provided further, That the compensation fixed 
by the contractor and the Government for specific alterations in ad- 
vance of such alterations shall be conclusive as to the compensation 
to be made therefor: Provided, That such alterations when made com- 
plied with the specifications for the same as furnished by. the Govern- 
ment: And pro d further, That all moneys paid to said contractor 
by the Government over and above the original contract price for 
building said vessel shall be deducted from any amounts allowed by 
said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And provided 
further, That if any such ne caused less work and expense to the 
contractor than the original plans and specifications a corresponding 
reduction shall be made from any allowance which may be made by 
said court to said claimant: A provided further, That said claim 
may be submitted as aforesaid, notwithstanding any statute of limita- 
tions or 11 heretofore instituted for the collection of said 
claim; and in any proceedings heretofore instituted before said court, 
prior to the grant by said Congress of general 1 jurisdiction to 
said court, any testimony that may have been en under the rules of 
said court, and any findings of fact which may be based thereon, shall 
be duly considered by the court and given such weight and effect as the 
court shall deem equitable and just.” 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “That the claim of Hyland C. Kirk, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., and others, assignees of Letters Patent No. 101,604, 
dated April 5, 1870 (antedated October 5, 1869), for an improvement 
in 1 and revenue stamps, isswed to Addison * Fletcher 
and assigned to Hyland C. Kirk and others, for compensation for the 
use of said letters patent and the invention therein described by the 
United States Government in the collection of reyenue on distilled 


senta 


may re- 

earing; and from the judgment of said court either 

p to the Supreme Court of the United States in the 

thin the time provided by statute for appeals from judg- 
ments rendered by said court.” 


eco marked in the name of Col. J. 
t, June 7, 1865,’ 
of Claims of the 


Right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States is ey - 


that igs portion of such sums representing tobacco beneficially belong- 
ing. aoe ~ — father, sister, or other relatives of said Mosby shall be h 


him 3 

Page 30, after Hine 14, insert: That the claims for the further 
compensation for the construction of the ironclad monitors Saugus, 
Cohoes, and Napa may be submitted morei by the contractors or 
their 1 representatives within one year after the ge of this 
act, to the Court of Claims under and in compliance with the rules and 
regulations of said court, and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear 
and determine and render judgment upon the same upon the . ` 
basis: The court shall ascertain and allow the additional cost whic 
was necessarily incurred by the contractors for building the ironclad 
monitors Saugus, Cohoes, and Napa in the completion of the same by 
reason of any changes or alterations in the plans 1 re- 
quired and delays in the prosecution of the work: „ That such 
additional cost in completing, and such changes or alterations in the 
plans and specifications required and delays in the prosecution of the 
work were occasioned by the Government of the Uni States; but no 
allowance for any advance in the price of labor or materia! shall be 
considered which could have been avoided by ordinary prudence and 
diligence on the part of the contractors: And provided further, That 
the compensation fixed by the contractors and the Government for spe- 
cific alterations in advance of such alterations shall be conclusive as 


Provided, That any —.— rendered under this act shall be 


the United States pro to the execution of the contract for the said 
e said firm and the United States, the said court is 


$50,000 ; 
in the Court of Claims shall be competent in this suit and conside: 
ice.” 


by collision 


. the — of Nor- 
March 12 540 be referred to the 


thereon, alleged to have been sunk, sport or 


with the United States Arm 


the same to Pro- 
1 e of this act 

oE ereof: And provided 
cen ae rende: against the Government 
r from the evidence adduced that such 
ce on the part of the United States 


agen 
Page 30, after line 14, insert: For reference to court of admi- 


ty. 

Page 30, after line 14, insert: “That the ree of the owners, 
ter, and crew of the schooner Ella M. e Portland or 
damages and losses sustained by reason of collision nora the United. States 
battle ship Massachusetts with said schooner off th Shoal ligh 

on or about the 27th of June, A. D. 7081. de. 
hereby referred for ation and ‘aieation T to the district court 
of the United States for the district of Maine; that said 

zuch of them as shall choose to PATEE 
twelve months from the final file in said court a 


at 


m proper; 
e 
roceedings as to evidence, mode of 

an 


said parties, the rend 
United States for the amounts so found to 
and certify the same to the mm peces o 


“That the claims of the owners and 
Olive Frances, of 8 Me., and others on 
or damages and losses sus reason of col- 
Hsien of S. gunboat Winooski with said on July Se 
1966. d be, and the same are hereby, referred for examination 
8 to the district court of the United States for the district 
of Maine; that sald [oko | or such of them as shall choose to join 
therein, may, at any thin twelve months from the final rag 
of this act, file in said er a 3 which thereafter may 
amended at the discretion of the court in the same way that other 
leadings in said court are amendablo, w which re shall set forth all 
the ma erial facts upon which the 1 or severally rely 
in support of thelr said claims; and thereupon order 
such notice to be given to the United States, or to its representatives, 
and such further p ings to be had as to answers or other plead- 
ings in sald case as it shall deem proper; that in re to the trial or 
hearing of said cause the same rules and — of proceedings as to 
evidence, mode of trial, liability for right of ap measurement 0 of y 
and otherwise, including the ht 3 appl ‘a as in 
—.— er Pho pee of admiralty between individual erare 3 colliding ves- 
shall also be determined n such | ultable pea 
les as 2. — bea of imitat thereto; that said cl: shal not be 
3 any 5 mitations; and should it on the said trial or final 
hearing be dete ed that anything is due to the said es, the said 
court render 3 erefor against the Uni Ba ones for = 
amounts so found to be due to them join o or <r an certify the 
same to the Secretary of the States for pay- 
ment; and the sum necessary to pay the —.— Is hereby 
* of Eri moneys in the Treasury not otherwise approp: 
Page 


officers Pa "the bri 


e 


after line 14, insert: 
“RELIEF FROM LIABILITY.” 


Page 30, after line 14, insert: That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to release Central University of 
the State of Kentucky, and A. R. Burnam and John Bennett, sureties, 
from the payment z $556.72 for small arms and ordnance stores fur- 
nished Central University of the State of Kentucky, which were lost, 
poe a ap or taken away without fault or negligence of Central Uni- 
the State of entucky, or the sureties, A, R. Burnam and 
John Bennett. 


7 
ge 80, after line 14, insert: That the Secre of the Treasury 
eo he is wr authorized and directed to t James Denton, 
rn 


collector of in revenue for the me ig district of Kentucky, with 
the sum of $57,189.77 (loss of sar pa spirits stamps to the amount 
of $49,401 and stubs or cou the amount of 7,788.77) for 


a charged to him and los * trensit 
ge 30, after line 14, N “That Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chintovich be, and the; ereby, released and discharged from all 
obligation to the Uni States on account of the official bond executed 
them on the 14th day of February, 1 8. 71 sureties for the late 


as B. yarn 3 e United States mint at 


former y and ntehident of of all claims on the pa of the Unea 
inst the estates of D. C. asam and ward Conery, sr., 
shee he legatees, and successors, out of and arising from 
ent * 3 against tear ana Tan avor of the United States 
— t nited States circuit court for the fifth circuit and eastern 
district of Louisiana, New Orleans division, in the cause entitled 
‘United States against Andrew Smythe and others,’ numbered 12329 
of the docket of said court; and that, noo 8 of said sum, full 
receipt and acquittance be’ granted to said 
Page 30, after line 14, insert : “That the —.— of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of 
Louis J. Ne collector of internal revenue for the collection district 
of Lonis „ with the sum of $3,861.88, being the value of coupons of 


tax-pald spirits stamps forwarded by registered mail March 21, 1902, 
under regular instructions of the ro — — of Internal Revenue, to 
the Treasury ent, anea 2 destroyed by fire in a railway 


postal car near Eredar ah rn 
after 1 . . > 5 That Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne be 
credited with | 4.000, ch sum was paid over to him by Capt. W. B. 
account of the tant-quartermaster, and by said Swayne dis on 
account of the bureau of refugees, ‘treedmen, and abandoned lands.” 
Page 30, after line 14, insert: 


LIMITATION. 


“In case of the death of any claimant, or death or discharge of any 
executor or administrator ax any claimant herein named, then payment 
of such claim as herein provided shall be made to the legal representa- 
tives: Provided, That where a claimant is dead the administrator, 
a ge or legal representative shall file a certified copy of his —— 
which bond must be at least equal in amount to the sum hereby ap 

provided further, That in all cases where the — mal 
Claimants 2 8 kin instead of t bankrupts 2 payments shall be made to 


ror 

sions chal oy apply, ents in the cases o tion 

pine a 4 — as heretofore prescribed in this act: And 

urt her, That 5 — under this bill it is provided that a 

made to an executor or an administrator, ee ie original 

or de bonis non, and such executor or administra is 

or no lo Holde his ‘office, gat ms ent shall be made to 185 successor 

therein, his title to — such blished to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. WARREN. The senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mar- 
TIN], a member of the committee, has called my attention to the 
possible necessity of an amendment to come in at the end of the 
bill, which I will ask him to read. 

Mr. MARTIN. After the word“ Treasury,“ page 224, line 23, 
I move to insert the following: 


And whenever under this bill it is provided that a payment shall 
be made to a corporation and such corporation has been in or 
consolidated with another corporation payment shall be 
corporation with which the consolidation or merger has been 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the Court of Claims, and for 


other purposes.” 
HEIRS OF JOHN 0. RIVES, DECEASED. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3718) to quitclaim all 
the interest of the United States of America in and to all lands 
lying in the District of Columbia and State of Maryland to 
heirs of John C. Rives, 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by nnanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to grant and 
convey unto the heirs and assigns of John C. Rives, deceased, of 
the State of Maryland, all the right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a certain lot of land lying partly in the 
District of Columbia and the State of Maryland, consisting of 
about 52 acres, more or less, as described in the will of John C. 
Rives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CUSTIS PARKE UPSHUR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 2020) for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur was 
announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole January 6, and read in full. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish that it might be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was read and consid- 


‘ered as in Committee of the Whole January 6, and the reading 


of the report was not concluded at the close of the morning 
hour. Does the Senator from Connecticut desire to have the 
entire report read? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have it read or 
to have some statement of what the bill is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, February 24, 1904. 

Mr. WARREN. In view of the fact that the bill is included 
in the omnibus claims bill, I ask that it be passed over without 
prejudice. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be taken as the sense 
of the Senate, in the absence of objection. 


REFERENCE OF REPORT OF MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, some days ago I submitted 
in behalf of the Merchant Marine Commission a report which 
was ordered printed, but it was not referred. This morning the 
views of the minority were presented and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and I now ask to have the report which I 
submitted some days ago formally referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report, which has been 
heretofore ordered printed, will be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NATIONAL PARKS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The bill (S. 3376) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to acquire for the Government, by exchanges of public lands, the 
ownership of the private lands within certain public parks in 
the State of California, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 
Sequoia National Park, the Yosemite National Park, and the 
General Grant National. Park, in the State of California, are 
held in private ownership, the Secretary of the Interior is au- 
thorized, in his discretion, to exchange therefor public lands of 
like area and value which are vacant, unappropriated, not 
mineral, not timbered, and not required for reservoir sites or 
other publie uses or purposes. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

LANDS FOR WANDERING INDIANS IN MONTANA. 


The bill (S. 2705) for the relief of wandering American-born 
Indians of Rockyboy’s band, Montana, was read and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, as follows : 

Be iż enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed, with the consent of the Indians of 
the Joco (Flathead) Reservation in the State of Montana, to be ob- 
tained in the usual manner, to set aside a tract of land in compact 
form within the boundaries of said reservation, sufficient in area to give 
not to exceed 40 acres each of arable land to such members, includ- 
ing men, women, and children, of the migratory band of Indians now 
roaming in said State, and known as Rockyboy’s band, as shall, upon 
investigation, be satisfactorily shown to have n born in the United 
States and who may desire to settle permanently upon said reservation ; 
and there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 1 or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to pay the Indians of the Flathead Reservation at 
the rate of $2 per acre for the lands relinquished and set apart for said 
migratory Indians; and a further sum of $10,000, to be expended in 
assisting said Indians in making homes for themselves on said reserva- 
tion; in all, $18,800, to be immediately available. 

Mr. TELLER. Who reported the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported by the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Is there a written report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Srewart, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, February 26, 
1904. 

Mr. TELLER. The chairman of the committee has explained 
the bill to me and I understand what it is. I withdraw my 
request for the reading of the report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is only one thing to be 
said relating to the passage of this bill. It establishes a prece- 
dent for the Government to buy lands for Indians who are 
wandering or who are not already on lands, for the purpose of 
settling them on the lands. It is the commencement of what 
may prove to be a very large and expensive policy. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt about it. 

The bill was reported without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


— STATEHOOD BILL. 


fi The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is House bill 14749. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa acd of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Wherever, and to the extent that the lands within the 


571 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morcan], pursuant to notice, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to give notice that when the 
Senator from Alabama gets through I shall make some remarks 
on the pending bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the consideration of this 
measure, which in its final effect is not a bill, but a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress, since its real vital 
force is the creation of two States by compact with four Terri- 
tories, the Senate is performing, conjointly with the House, the 
highest, most independent, and most discretionary function that 
is confided by the Constitution to any branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

It is the highest function of the Government under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, because it is creative of new 
States that are invested with the sovereignty that is intrusted 
to a body of our people for all the purposes of local self-gov- 
ernment and will forever stand more nearly related to their 
personal rights, duties, and obligations, and are more their pro- 
tector, ruler, judge, and servant than any other power in 
the Republic. It is the most independent branch of the Goy- 
ernment, because no Department can direct or control or re- 
verse or repeal its final decree, or place any limits upon its dis- 
cretionary right to admit or to refuse to admit States into the 
Union. r 

In the exercise of this discretion the two Houses are not ex- 
pressly confined by the Constitution to any method of procedure 
or to specific requirements as to the conditions upon which 
statehood may be granted to the people who apply for it. But 
no Senator or Representative is ever relieved from the obliga- 
tion to support the Constitution in every official act he may per- 
form. 

The powers we are now employing in the consideration of this 
measure are closely analogous to that of making treaties, but 
are intrusted to different agencies, and the agreements with the 
people must be ratified by them, through their local governments, 
before the Houses can accept them. The powers conferred 
upon the Houses is to admit States, not masses of unorganized 
people, into the Union, and with their consent, which does not 
admit of any form of compulsion or duress; and the admission 
necessarily presupposes an application for admission on the 
part of the people. 

Every Member of Congress must determine for himself 
whether the admission of a new State is in harmony with the 
purposes of government that are defined in the Constitution, and 
whether the people who are to constitute the State and exercise 
their sovereign powers in its control are the sovereign people 
who established the Republic and ordained the Constitution. In 
my judgment this is still the leading and indispensable condition 
for conferring statehood upon any body of people. 

No change in the Constitution has been made by amendment 
that makes this condition any less obligatory and imperative 
than it was when the Constitution was ordained, and I can not 
vote to confer the sovereign rights and powers of statehood upon 
any race of people who were not admitted as participants in the 
establishment of the statehood of the original thirteen States 
and of the Republic of the United States of America, 


THE GREAT DECREE OF THE PEOPLE, 


The nationality that the sovereign people of the United States 
established for a new nation and as a distinct people separate 
from all other peoples and nations was established and defined 
by their own decree in the preamble to the Constitution of the 
United States in the following words: 

We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more per- 
fect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
ings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish 
this Constitution for the United States of America. 

The people of the United States date their legal existence as 
a separate, free, and sovereign people from that decree, which 
erystalized into the fundamental and paramount law of the 
Republic all that had been learned by the experiences of the 
Revolutionary war and all the better traditions of our race. 
They then assumed to themselves, in this formal decree, all the 
rights, powers, and obligations of sovereignty and independence 
and took their place among the nations of the earth as a united 
Republic composed of sovereign people whose rightful powers of 
self-government no other people had ever asserted or assumed, 
and of sovereign States whose foundations are immovable and 
perpetual. 

Thus there came forth, in its first appearance in human goy- 
ernment, a nation and a dynasty of the sovereign people of sov- 
ereign States united in a Republic. This great aggregate, 
as well as every unit of the grand sum of the people of the 
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United States, comprised a body politic composed of people and 
States that assumed to be dynastic, and asserted for themselves 
supreme and perpetual lordship and dominion as a race of 
rulers and law givers in the several States and in the United 
States. They decreed that these people, in the exercise of 
these powers, should rule in pursuance of law and that laws 
should be provided to define and regulate the electorate and to 
provide for the selection of officers to conduct the Government. 
These elections perpetuate this sovereign dominion and are, 
therefore, the vital force as well as the regulating power of the 


Republic. 
` THE ELECTORATE. 

It was not intended that every inhabitant of the States that 
formed the Union, and of the Territories, should be a factor, 
elector, or participant in the exercise of the sovereign powers 
of the people of the United States. To prohibit such a pre- 
tension, it was declared in this great decree of “the people of 
the United States” that the Constitution was ordained “in 
order to secure * * * the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity.” 

In the establishment of the plan of the Republic, which is 
more important than any single provision that was adopted to 
execute it, it was not intended to leave the plan or its purposes 
within the reach of the power to amend the Constitution, but 
that these should remain inyiolable, like the suffrage of the 
States in the Senate. Certain purposes are named, to accom- 
lish which the Government of the Republic was ordained, and 
a certain class of people named, who are set apart to exe- 
cute the sovereign power of conducting the Government of the 
people and by the people. Among these purposes none was 
more indispensable than the description or definition of the race 
of people upon whom the sovereignty was devolved and to 
whom it should be transmitted by laws through all coming 
generations. This great fact was settled in the preamble to 
the Constitution, and no room was left for the change of that 
decree by amendment of the Constitution. If it is changed 
by legislative enactment, such a law is an arbitrary usurpa- 
tion. If it is changed by amendment of the Constitution, such 
an amendment revolutionizes the declared purposes and the plan 
of the Government of the Republic. When the people see the 
wrong that is done them in their sovereign and racial rights 
they will never cease work until they revoke such amendments 
by the exercise of their sovereign power through elections. But 
when this sovereign power is invaded by laws or constitutional 
amendments that deprave the electorate and force the States 
to share their sovereignty in the rightful powers of government 
with alien and inferior races who had no part in establishing 
the States or the Union, a wrong is done that so exasperates 
the people that they also are infected with an arbitrary and 
dangerous spirit of disobedience to law. I am not willing to 
encourage such degeneracy by my vote in the Senate, and this 
is the necessary effect of the provisions of this bill, and no 
change has been made in the Constitution that alters or abro- 
gates the racial decree of the preamble of the Constitution. No 
race of people, who were excluded from classification, as “ the 
people of the United States” have been admitted to the elec- 
torate by any amendment of the Constitution. 

THE MEN WHO ORDAINED THE PLAN. 

The men who established the plan of our republican Govern- 
ment and ordained the Constitution to carry it into effect were 
as wise as any who have succeeded them, or as any who had 
lived before them. The people they represented were not ex- 
celled by any in their virtues, their experiences, their intelli- 
gence, their self-reliance, and their appreciation of the blessings 
of liberty and independence. 

They knew what they were doing; the magnitude of the task 
they undertook; the necessity for precision in declaring their 
will; so that nothing should be loosely stated or left in doubt 
as to what they intended. 

No instrument was ever formed for the organization of gov- 
erment, in all its parts, that was more perfectly original and 
unprecedented; or that more completely provided for the for- 
mation of a union of sovereign states; or for the preservation of 
the rights of a sovereign people; or to prevent the intrusion of 
other people into their sovereignty; or for the proper distribu- 
tion of the powers and functions of Government into official 
hands; or for the preservation of a sovereign electorate against 
debasement by alien and inferior races. It is perfect in all 
these provisions. 

The plan of the republic and its purposes, as they are stated 
and fixed in the preamble to the Constitution, is a limitation, 
by agreement, embodied in a perpetual and irrevocable ordi- 
nance, fixing the scope and character of the provisions of the 
Constitution to be ordained by the convention, and the entire 
body of these laws was carefully adjusted to that plan. 


The self-defining statement that “we, the people of the 
United States, do ordain this Constitution” referred to other 
inhabitants of the States and Territories who, at that time, were 
racially distinguished from the people of the United States. 
They were the negro race, who were then held in slavery, and 
were so recognized, in terms, by the Constitution, and Indian 
tribes, organized in separate but independent tribal govern- 
ments; and Indians in the States who were not taxed. 

THE RACIAL DESIGNATION OF THE SOVEREIGN PEOPLE. 

That protection was not left to the capricious and dangerous 
control of ambitious, or altruistic, or facile, or corrupt politi- 
cians, who might find their advantage in the enactment of laws 
for the extension of the electoral power of the people, so as to 
include the lower classes and races of mankind. It was based 
upon the only safe and sure ground left to them, by limiting the 
right to exercise these sovereign powers to “ ourselves and our 
posterity.” The racial plan of exclusion was adopted because 
it was necessary to confine these powers to the white race. 

If all the people who inhabited this country hid been of the 
white race the words ourselves and our posterity” would not 
have been inserted in the preamble to the Constitution. There 
were great numbers of obnoxious and revengeful tories in the 
country when the Constitution was formed, but it was the true 
conception of statesmanship that the line of exclusion from the 
governing power should not be drawn with reference to political 
differences, however bitter they might be, for time would heal 
them; but the differences of blood between the white race and 
the inferior races would create unceasing discord in the govern- 
ment, as is now, unfortunately, the case. 

If Indians in tribes, or Indians not taxed, and their following 
of runaway negroes and their posterity, and Mexicans, such as 
are marshaled as sovereign electors in this bill, had appeared 
by their delegates in the convention that ordained the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, claiming that they were a rightful 
part of the sovereign people of the United States, and that they 
and their posterity should be included in the sovereign elec- 
torate, their expulsion from that body would have been sum- 
mary and indignant. Unless the preamble to the Constitution 
has been abrogated, these races are still excluded from the 
rightful exercise of the sovereign powers of “ the people of the 
United States.” 

The delegates who ordained the Constitution of the United 
States and their constituents came from former colonies, recog- 
nized as independent States in Jay’s treaty, that were governed 
by white men, who, almost without exception, had experienced 
all the hardships of the war of the Revolution. 

In molding the results of their great achievements into a 
form of government that was without precedent and is without 
fault they considered, with the most careful deliberation, every 
danger to be ayoided in the future and every right that should 
be secured to the people of the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment. They gave to their posterity the wisest and best plan 
of government that has ever been devised or that will eyer 
be projected, and secured its sovereignty in their hands by a 
decree that is its strongest bond of perpetual union. 

If there remains an element of disintegration in our Govern- 
ment it is the expansion of statehood, so as to admit the inferior 
races into the exercise of the sovereignty that belongs to the 
white race, and the conferring upon them, by acts of Congress, 
equal powers in the electorate, through which alone that sover- 
eignty can be exercised. 

We have already enough inhabitants in our insular posses- 
sions to form twenty States, each of 500,000 population, nearly 
all of whom are of inferior races. Who dares even to contem- 
plate this transfer of the sovereign powers of the Government 
of the United States into their hands? 

If we add to this dangerous problem the change of our laws 
of naturalization, whereby every race of men can acquire citi- 
zenship of the United States and of the States in which they 
may reside under the fourteenth amendment, and then protect 
them, as is attempted to be done in this bill, against being de- 
nied the right to vote by laws that discriminate against them 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, 
we will find that in less than twenty-five years a very large con- 
trol of the sovereign voting power of the States west of the Mis- 
sissippi River will have passed into the hands of Chinese and 
Japanese; and the Gulf and South Atlantic States will be over- 
whelmed with naturalized negro voters from the Caribbean and 
other islands and coasts, and from Africa. 

Every step that has been taken and every effort that has been 
made to degrade or destroy the sovereignty of the white race 
that was secured to them by the recognition of their recial 
blood and its flow in the hearts of their posterity has resulted 
from the coveting of power to control the Government by ambi- 
tious men or by sections of States that have been moved through 
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jealousy or greed, or through a mistaken sentiment of philan- 
thropy to assail and destroy the property and the political rights 
of the people of other States that are expressly guaranteed to 
them in the Constitution. 


THE STATES, AS WELL AS CONGRESS, HAVE BEEN IN CONSTANT WARFARE 
AGAINST THE ORIGINAL SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OF THE ELECTORATE. 


It is not to deery or to lament over the terrible results that 
have followed these historic events that I would now claim the 
indulgence of the Senate, but to point out the character of the 
legislative measures that Congress and many of the States have 
employed in promoting the invasion of the sovereign rights of 
“the people of the United States "—the white people—to which 
I have referred. : 

Citizenship of the United States and of the States has been 
made the legislative highway for the people of other races and 
of other nations to enter upon and enjoy the rights, powers, 
and privileges that are reserved in the Constitution to the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Citizenship of a State or of the United States does not admit 
aliens, whether by race or place of birth, to participation in the 
governing power that belongs to the people of the United States 
as they are defined by race in the preamble to the Constitution. 
That definition did not relate to the fact of citizenship as a 
qualification for admission to the enjoyment of these reserved 
and exclusive rights and powers of sovereignty. The delegates 
in the convention that ordained the Constitution, and of every 
State convention that ratified it, and their constituency in all 
these assemblies, were white people, and the delegates to the 
Confederate Congress, which had governed the country for 
eleven years, were white people. 

If they were intended to confer the right to vote upon 
negroes, subject to these qualifications, they would thereby pro- 
hibit the States from authorizing the negro women, or male 
negroes under 21 years of age, or any negroes who are not 
citizens of the United States to vote. The right would be ex- 
clusive of all negroes not described in these amendments. They 
were only intended to control the action of the States in respect 
of a certain designated class of negroes. The right to vote, as 
recognized in these amendments, depends upon other qualifica- 
tions in addition to citizenship. Citizenship, standing alone, 
does not confer upon negroes any right to vote. 

The two rights, or privileges, of citizenship and voting are 
entirely separate and distinct until they are expressly con- 
nected by some law of a State, and this is the ruling of our 
Supreme Court. 


essential character of the National Government, the provisions of its 
Constitution, or its laws and treaties made in pursuance thereof, and 

that it is the latter which are placed under the 5 of Congress 
by the second clause of the fourteenth amendmen 


I quote from an opinion of Chief Justice Fuller. 
NATURALIZATION. 


After having settled and established the plan and purposes 
of the Republic in the preamble to the Constitution, and after 
defining the sovereign constituency of the people of the United 
States as the inheritance of the white race, the convention took 
up the question of the citizenship of persons—not of races— 
who would come here and find welcome in this favored land. 

They did not touch the right to vote, except to recognize it 
as a matter that was subject to the exclusive jurisdicion of the 
States. 

In providing for the election of President and Vice-President 
and of members of the two Houses of Congress, it was left 
exclusively to the States to decide the qualification of voters, 
and these are the only elective officers that participate in the 
Government of the United States. 

When the convention proceeded to provide for conferring 
the right of nationality upon aliens no reference was had to 
the privileges and powers that attend the naturalization of 
such persons. All that matter was left to be decided in ac- 
cordance with law, as incidents of naturalization. These inci- 
dents are strictly personal to the naturalized and adopted 
citizen, as contradistinguished from politieal rights. Natural- 
ization conferred no rights except such as belong to allegiance 
in its simplest form and the corresponding duties and obliga- 
tions. 

Because an alien is, by adoption, admitted to the enjoyment 


of the rights of citizenship, it does not follow that such adop- 
tion entitles him to vote in the government of the country. | 

One of the most radical and far-reaching dangers of this meas- 
ure is its effect in transforming the lowest of the wretched 
classes who inhabit these proposed States into citizens of Ari- 
zona and Oklahoma by the action of Congress, 

This transformation by the single act of qualifying them as 
yoters at the elections required by this bill is settled law under 
the decisions of the Supreme Court, from which I will read ex- 
tracts, as follows: 

As remarked by Mr. Chief Justice Waite in Minor v. Happersett (21 
Wall., 162, 167), “ Whoever, then, was one of the ple of either of 
these States when the Constitution of the United States was adopted 
became ipso facto a citizen—a member of the nation created by its 
adoption. He was one of the persons associating together to form the 
nation, and was, — A one of its origtanl el As to this 

never been a doubt. Disputes have arisen as to whether or 
not persons or certain classes of persons were part of the peo- 
ple at the time, but never as to their citizenship if they were.” 

“ Admission on an equal footing with the original Btates, in all re- 
spects whatever, involves equality of constitutional right and power, 
which can not thereafterwards be controlled, and it also involves the 
adoption as citizens of the United States of those whom Congress 
makes members of the 


litical community, and who are recognized as 
such in the formation of the new State with the consent of Congress.” 

I am not discussing the question whether any Indians should 
be admitted to the sovereign powers that belong to the white 
race in the States. That matter should be left to the disposal 
of the States after they are admitted into the Union. 

My contention is that the white race in the Territories are alone 
entitled to participate in creating the organic law for States to 
be admitted into the Union. I adopt as my guide in this conten- 
tion the following clear statement of the law, by Mr. Justice 
Mathews, in Marshall v. Ramsay (114, U. S.): 

The right of local self- - 
stitutional franchise, belongs, under the Constitution te fe Sites ud 
to the pepe thereof, by whom the Constitution was ordained, and to 
whom by its terms all power not conferred by it on the Government of 
the Uni States was expressly reserved. 

But I am discussing a matter that is settled by our Supreme 
Court and is so thoroughly understood that I would apolo- 
gize for referring to it if this bill did not make the right to 
vote for delegates to the Constitutional Convention, on the rati- 
fication of State constitutions, and in the election of Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, to result from citizenship of 
the United States, conferred by act of Congress upon alien per- 
sons, and upon tribes of alien people. 

Civilization forced upon savages by powder and shot and 
education of illiterates by compulsion are bound to fail; and 
the power to control in the affairs of government, given to those 
sesh do not comprehend the principles of government, is sui- 

Efforts to lift races of people who have never made a volun- 
tary approach toward light and knowledge, by compulsion, 
into full equality with the races that lead the marvelous pro- 
cession that is bearing the banner of the highest civilization to 
the zenith of human endeavor, not only fail, but they create im- 
pediments to their successful work that weaken, if they do not 
destroy the progress of the true forces of this grand movement 
toward the accomplishment of the divine purpose of the redemp- 
tion of the depraved, the vicious, and the ignorant. 

This great and noble work belongs to the citizenship of the 
Republic upon whom was developed, in the beginning, the soy- 
ereign ruling powers of government. It can not be truthfully 
asserted that the convention of 1789 intended, or even contem- 
plated, that the power of naturalizing aliens, which was sur- 
rendered by the States to the exclusive control of Congress, 
would be used to confer the sovereign powers of government 
upon the negro race, then under the yoke of bondage, which was 
fastened upon them by the express provisions of the Constitu- 
tion; or upon the Indian tribes that were provided for as auton- 
omous but dependent nations; or upon Indians untaxed, who 
were denied any place, even as inhabitants of the country, in 
our scheme of government; or upon any race of men who were 
alien in blood, to the people of the United States. 

WE ACQUIRED DOMINION OVER THE INDIAN TRIBES AS SUBJECTS. 

On the contrary, all the great nations of Europe, as well as 
the people of the United States, at that time, regarded Indian 
tribes as subject nations whose sovereignty yielded to that of 
the white race from the moment that the eye of the discoverer 
saw the mouth of a great river on whose banks they had their 
homes. That was the law in Europe and of the United States, 
on which is founded the white man’s sovereignty over every 
inch of the Western Hemisphere. 

This discoverer landed and raised a flag, after having insulted 
the Deity with a prayer, and, in the name of his sovereign, he 
usurped the title of the land, back from the sea to the entire 
watershed of the river, and he thus established the dominion of 
his sovereign over all people who were its inhabitants. 
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This was not naturalization, it was arbitrary conquest, and 
these inhabitants became subjects, not citizens. 

We took over from Great Britain, France, Spain, Mexico, and 
Russia these subject Indian tribes, at different intervals in his- 
tory, without any change in their political relations except a 
change of allegiance, which more resembles the allegiance of a 
dog to a new master than it answers to the change of alienage to 
citizenship by the voluntary act of these Indian tribes. 

Recently we have been disbanding these tribes by compelling 
thèm to surrender their tribal dominion over their reservations, 
and are just beginning to confer upon Indians who accept sep- 
arate locations of lands in lieu of their tribal rights the mockery 
of a citizenship of the United States, in name merely, without 
any participation in the sovereign powers of government. 

I do not deny the power of Congress to change the legal classi- 
fication of these Indians from subjects to citizens, their alle- 
glance to the United States having been established by birth and 
our right to govern them having been thus acquired by their 
nativity and by our dominion over their native country. All of 
these consequences come from the laws of nations and are firmly 
established, but “ without the consent of the governed.” 

I do deny that the power given to Congress exclusively in the 
Constitution to “establish an uniform rule of naturalization” 
has any reference to the Indians who are natives of the country 
that is within the sovereign dominion of the United States. 
Whatever “an uniform rule of naturalization” may mean it 
does not apply to persons who are not aliens by birth, nor has 
Congress ever so construed it. On the contrary, whenever an 
Indian has received the legal status of citizen, it has been 
through a special statutory provision that changed his charac- 
ter, as the subject of a foreign country or of an Indian tribe, to 
that of citizen of the United States. 

The rule of naturalization provided in the Constitution has 
no relation to citizenship thus created. Neither does that rule 
apply to negroes born in the United States or elsewhere, or 
to negroes imported as slaves from a foreign country. 

Indians and negroes born in this country, whether in States 
or Territories, are necessarily excepted out of the operation of 
“an uniform rule of naturalization” which Congress can adopt, 
by the other provisions of the Constitution that place them upon 
an exceptional and peculiar basis respecting all their rights, 
personal as well as political, that is totally irreconcilable with 
their acquiring the full sovereign citizenship of the people of the 
United States. 

As to Indians not taxed,“ they are excluded from the basis 
of apportionment as human waifs who are not entitled even to 
be counted as inhabitants, and this obliteration as factors in 
government is solemnly repeated in the fourteenth amendment 
and in the laws of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma. 

The negro is lifted up by all these laws from the same or a 
lower state of civil capacities, imposed upon that race by many 
express provisions of the Constitution of the United States, by 
the force of some statute, and has citizenship forced upon him 
by special provisions of law, without reference to the uniform 
rule of naturalization which Congress had power to establish 
under the Constitution. By taxing Indians they are made citi- 
zens and are permitted to vote, with the result, as matter of 
fact, that they refuse to vote for fear of being taxed. 

This bill clearly and, no doubt, purposely places it in the 
power of the legislatures of New Mexico and Arizona to make 
a voter of every wild “blanket Indian,” and to throw his 
weight in the scale to carry the election in any direction the 
politicians may choose. Tax these Indians a penny and then 
buy their votes with a dime, or a drink of whisky, would be an 
easy task for the practical politician of these times. This wise 
opening for corruption is only one of several provisions of this 
bill that will be used in the work of creating two States for ad- 
mission into the Union. 

This peculiar citizenship that we have been conferring upon 
Indians and negroes in the Territories has no relation to the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, which do not extend to the 
Territories, so as to protect negroes there in the right to vote, 
and they do not extend to Indians anywhere. 

In this peculiar situation the question arises, Can Congress 
confer upon Indians and negroes in the Territories those sov- 
ereign rights that belong to the people of the United States to 
control and participate in the Government of the United States 
and of States in the Union that are the vital powers of the 
Republic and the heritage of the white race? I need not dis- 
cuss the question whether Congress can add to the number of 
these sovereign Americans by so adopting, as citizens, the 
alien people of other nations and races under “an uniform rule 
of naturalization.” We are not proceeding under that rule, as 
to Indians and negroes, and have never done so. 

I will, nowever, take occasion to say that, in my judgment, 
th2 uniform rule of naturalization” provided in the Constitu- 


tion was never intended to apply to the inferior races of man- 
kind. It was made subject to the broader and higher rule, in 
the preamble to the Constitution, which ordained, consecrated, 
and set apart the sovereignty of the Republic to the service 
of the white race and their posterity. That is the ruling race 
and has been since the dark ages; and it is not unjust to any 
American white man, or dangerous to the general welfare, that 
persons of that race who are aliens only in allegiance should 
be permitted to participate in the sovereign powers of the States 
and the Republic. But no one can exaggerate the danger, dif- 
ficulty, and distress that must be created by extending these 
sovereign powers to inferior races by giving them the ballot. 

In conformity with the spirit and principles of the Constitu- 
tion, headed by the great decree of our fathers, which so pro- 
foundly expresses their will as to the preservation and perpetua- 
tion of the liberties transmitted to their posterity, Congress 
should select the white race to prepare these Territories 
for statehood. All the laws that obtain there, and all the 
great progress that has been made there, are the fruit of the 
genius of the white race and of their intrepid courage and indus- 
try. No average equal number of people in any of the States 
are in any way superior to them, or have done more to develop 
and support the prosperity of the country, or to protect its 
interests and honor in peace and in war, and they should con- 
ears to rule in the States when they are admitted into the 

nion. 

What sovereign rights it may be wise and just to confer upon 
Indians, the original owners and rulers of the country, who are 
thereby entitled to special consideration, should be done by 
compact with the tribes under the requirements of our laws 
of naturalization, made uniform as to all Indians. Under such 
laws their conduct and disposition toward the Government and 
its laws would be ascertained by examination and proof as to 
each applicant for these rights. 

But the true constitutional plan for conferring upon Indians 
the right to vote is to leave that power to the States, as it was 
left to them in the Constitution when it was ordained. 


LIBERAL REWARDS FOR CONSOLIDATION. 


The picture that is so vividly presented in this bill, showing 
the work of political gamesters, who are disregarding all sound 
principles of government and all worthy precedents in order to 
gain some sectional, political, or personal advantage, is really 
abhorrent to the conservative sentiment of the people of the 
United States. 

After Congress is asked in this bill to consolidate these four 
Territories by its legislative act, without consulting the will of 
their inhabitants, who are made qualified voters for all other 
purposes, and thereby to repeal all the laws of the United States 
that have built up and sustained their local governments and 
their civil autonomy; then, in order to force this consolidation 
upon an unwilling people, enormous sums of money are voted 
from the Treasury of the United States, and vast areas of land 
from the public domain are offered to these new States to induce 
the inhabitants to elect delegates and form a constitution that 
is virtually prepared for them in advance of this bill. 

That constitution, if it is ratified, carries with it the question 
of consolidation and all other questions, and settles them for- 
ever against all subsequent disputes, and all effort of other 
States and of any Department of the Government to undo what 
is thus to be finally accomplished by the admission of these 
States into the Union will be in vain. 

That rewards should be offered in this bill of extraordinary 
magnitude to secure such extraordinary results is a warning to 
the country that a course so arbitrary and so encouraging to the 
spirit of absolutism in Congress will lead on until the Union 
will become a patchwork of States, largely controlled by Mexi- 
cans, Indians, negroes, Chinese, Malays, and the white race, 
forced into political equality through the debasement of the soy- 
ereign powers of goyernment into the worst form of communism. 
On this occasion opportunity is presented to Congress, without 
reference to questions that influence national politics, to act so 
as to put a final stop to this movement. 

CITIZENSHIP AND VOTING ARB SEPARATE, AND ARE CREATED BY DIFFERENT 
JURISDICTIONS. 

The armies that won our independence were white men. 
They were all represented in these conventions by white men, 
some of whom had never been naturalized as citizens, but they 
and their posterity were included in that grand body of people 
who were designated as “ the people of the United States.” 

Admission to citizenship does not introduce any person of a 
colored or inferior race into the “ posterity ” of the people who 
established the Republic of the United States, nor does it con- 


-fer upon them the right to participate in the exercise of the sov- 


ereignty of its government. 
The United States has no voters who can participate, in vir- 
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tue of the authority of Congress, in any election in any State, 
and citizenship of the United States does not create or confer 
the right to vote. Until that right is conferred by State law 
it can not be exercised within a State. Citizenship, whether 
of a State or of the United States, is not required by the consti- 
tutions or laws of several of the States as a qualification for 
voting. An application for citizenship, founded on the declara- 
tion of the intent to become a citizen, is sufficient, in several of 
those States, to entitle an alien to the privilege of voting. In 
such a case citizenship can not be confounded with a right to 
vote. 

Citizenship, sex, age, and residence are made qualifications 
for voting in all, or nearly all, the States as to all classes of 
people. In the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Con- 
stitution all of these qualifications are made essential to “the 
right to vote.” If they do not exist, there is no right to vote, 
on the part of the negroes which those amendments are in- 
tended to protect. 

Sex, age, and residence are as essentially qualifications that 
entitle negroes to the protection of the fifteenth amendment, 
and for the punishment of States, under the fourteenth amend- 
ment, for excluding persons from yoting, as race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. These amendments do not at- 
tempt to confer upon negroes the right to vote. 

They both concede to the States the exclusive right to create 
the right to vote, and when it exists these amendments provide 
for its protection. In the fifteenth amendment the method of 
protection provided in the fourteenth amendment is abrogated. 


THE DESERT IS FORBIDDEN TO “ BLOSSOM AS THE ROSE.” 


The situation in the region that not many years ago was called 
the “Great American Desert,” and is now rapidly developing 
into a splendid country of great and varied resources of local 
and national wealth and power, demands better treatment than 
is given to it in the bill before the Senate, 

The people of the United States are anxiously looking to 
the Senate for impartial, broad, and thorough consideration of 
this bill. They respond with thanks to the junior Senator 
from California for the clear and statesmanlike presentation 
of this great subject in his speech of Friday last on this bill. 

The history of this legislation, as stated by that Senator [Mr. 
Barp], is a startling proof of a purpose to exercise arbitrary 
and absolute power in Congress to force a measure upon a 
people who have no representation in either House that is 
empowered to move an amendment or to vote on any question 
He has established the fact that this measure is not only 
against their protest, but against their petition and their 
expressions of abhorrence at the treatment that is threatened 
to be inflicted upon them by act of Congress. 

That such a measure should be forced upon such a people 
without a reading in one of the Houses of Congress, and passed 
under a rule that prescribed a time limit of three hours for 
debate, aad cut off all right to offer any amendments not specified 
in the rule, is a warning to the Senate that careful deliberation 
and freedom of speech is required in this body. That Sen- 
ator has not failed in his high duty to point out the weight 
and the danger of this method of treatment. He has also 
presented the facts from official records and other undeniable 
proofs, and from the laws enacted by Congress creating com- 
pacts with the people of these four Territories or clothing them 
with vested rights that are morally inviolable. 

He has established the fact that this measure will dishearten 
the brave people whose labors have made “ the desert to blossom 
as a rose,” and that they must suffer heavy losses under the 
provisions of this bill. What have these people done, that they 
should be made to suffer such distress? 

In these statements he has established, beyond denial, the 
injustice of this measure of compulsory statehood, which is 
sought to be forced upon them under conditions which make 
it a penal condemnation, rather than the noblest and grandest 
recognition of sovereignty that can be bestowed by a free 
people upon a sister State. - 

I am relieved by the clear and comprehensive statement of 
the Senator from any necessity of adding other facts to justify 
my opposition to this bill, and will discuss it upon the solid 
basis of fact and law he has established. 

In the discussion of this measure it is due to its importance 
that the extraordinary provisions of the bill should be care- 
fully examined, because there is drawn into it, without any 
necessity, many vital questions that affect the present and 
future rights of all the States and all the people of the United 
States and the powers of Congress and the President in deal- 
ing with them. 

It must be intended by those who support this measure to 
establish precedents by its enactment that will stand to control 


the future policy of the Government for all time, which are 
not necessarily involved in the question of statehood for either 
of the four areas of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, 
Oklahoma, and the Indian Territory. In the consolidation of 
these large areas into two States there is manifest injustice 
to all the States west of the Mississippi River as to their rep- 
resentation in the Senate. 

In the provisions of this bill, and especially in its consolida- 
tion requirements, there are open, flagrant, and undisguised 
breaches of public faith, pledged in the laws and treaties under 
which the boundaries of those Territories have been defined 
and the civil and political rights of the inhabitants have been 
guaranteed, and there is an unjust and cruel invasion of the 
rights of person and property of many thousands of worthy 
people who have exposed their lives to danger, have suffered 


the hardships of frontier life, have expended their labor and 


taxed their industry, their skill, their property, both under tax 
laws and by private contributions, in organizing those Terri- 
tories into civil governments. 

An enumeration of the personal wrongs inflicted upon these 
people by the consolidation features of this bill would make a 
chapter in American history that no man could contemplate 
without just indignation, unless it is such a man as may have 
surrendered his sense of justice to the demands of cold political 
intrigue or of reckless ambition. 

INJUSTICE TO THE STATES, 

I will not undertake to enumerate those wrongs. They will 
be the burden of the complaint of many thousands of deceived 
and injured people that will be heard in this Chamber for many 
years to come. If we are indifferent to their wrongs, we may 
find a more influential reason for considering the national injus- 
tice of this measure in its distribution of the powers of govern- 
ment between the States as they are represented in the Senate, 
which is the body in which all the political powers of the United 
States are ultimately centered. An evident purpose of this bill 
is to deprive a vast and rich area of the public domain west 
of the Mississippi River of its rightful representation in the 
Senate by giving it only four Senators, when it is now entitled 
to eight, under the pledge of the Territorial laws and because 
of all that has been done and expended in obedience to them, 
and it will soon be entitled to more in consequence of the great 
population it will have. 

In the aggregate it has a population of 1,163,312 by the latest 
census reports, which has been increased largely by immigra- 
tion since that date, 1900. Each separate Territory in this 
area has a larger population now than four-fifths of the States 
had when they were admitted to statehood, and with our new 
plan of irrigation and the enormous mineral deposits there, and 
with the improvements in mining, and with the vast and valu- 
able forests on these areas their future population must 
increase rapidly and to very large numbers. It is much the 
largest area of public lands left in the United States to be 
taken up by that class of white people whose fathers laid the 
foundations of the Republic in the revolutionary struggles of 
1776. They have been the pioneers of all the other Southern 
and Western States, and they must either leave this continent 
in a few years or find homes in the great areas west of the 
Mississippi River. If Congress is willing that they should 
establish such homes, let it be done, as it was with their fathers, 
by giving them statehood that is worthy of their race, and not 
a mongrel sovereignty that will be equally controlled by people 
of every race who are there or may congregate in that country. 

The motive for the consolidation of Territories by act of 
Congress and against the wishes of the people of Arizona and 
New Mexico, who have built up those Territories into .civiliza- 
tion and progress of a very high order, is not to advance the 
interest and welfare of those people, but to subordinate them 
to the legislative power, in the Senate, of the smaller States 
in the Northwest. 

This is an old controversy that has been persistently waged 

whenever a Southern State east or west of the Mississippi 
River has sought admission into the Union. 
It has changed character, however. In the beginning the ap- 
portionment of power in the Senate was based upon existing 
organization, established as British colonies, without reference 
to area. 

In this act established governments are dissolved and areas 
are consolidated that are all too large for a just apportionment 
of pe Senate, and will soon be the homes of great numbers of 
people. 

The purpose of retaining in the New England States their 
relative supremacy in the Senate which, in the beginning, was 
consolidated in a small territorial area, not one-fourth of the 
original thirteen States, but had a representation in that body 
equal to all the other original States, has never ceased to con- 
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trol their policy in the admission of new States into the Union. 
lt is the chief support in the Senate to-day of the proposition 
in this bill to dismantle three organized Territories, really 
designed and intended by Congress and the people of those Ter- 
ritories to be admitted as separate States and so declared in the 
Territorial act of Arizona, and to construct two States out of 
their established limits. Nothing in the sacredness of a pledge 
of the Government to its own people seems to influence this 
close corporation to yield these advantages in the Senate. 

Not content with its needless and destructive work of the 
spoliation of these Territorial governments, this bill reaches 
out to the unorganized Indian Territory and consolidates it 
-with Oklahoma in order that it shall never, by any possibility, 
have tbe right of separate statehood. 

The people of the Indian Territory need the civil organization 
and training of Territorial government to qualify them for state- 
hood. No area of the United States ever stood in greater need 
of this preparation. It is an extraordinary situation in the 
Indian Territory that requires time, Government supervision, 
and careful adjustment to prevent and suppress evils that 
only slumber there and are ready for violent outbreak. This 
comes from the nature of the situation there and not from any 
unusual disposition of the Indians or the white men to do 
wrong or injustice to anybody. 

I need not refer to the laws of Congress that for many years 
have been directed to the purpose of excluding white men from 
the great reservations now included in the Indian Territory. 

They failed of their purpose, chiefly through the inducements 
offered by Indians to white settlers. The Indians owned the 
lands, forests, and mines of this splendid, fertile area, and 
white men were, in the main, hired by the Indians to open and 
cultivate the country, either as laborers or yearly tenants, and 
they have gone into that country with their families until they 
outnumber the Indians nearly three to one. 

It is not conjecture, it is a lesson of history that must repeat 
itself, that these Indians will be ridden down and exterminated 
by the power of the white people if they are forced into state- 
hood before they have had the time and experience to enable 
them to mature a plan of State government that will shelter 
them. This bill confesses the danger of the situation in the 
proviso to the first section, in which it is attempted to keep 
them under the control of the United States as Indians, while 
they are, as citizens of Oklahoma, subject to the laws of that 
State. This dangerous and unheard-of situation is created by 
this measure for no purpose that can be reasonably conjectured 
except to prevent this splendid area of country from ever being 
justly represented in the Senate of the United States as a State. 

THE EQUILIBRIUM OF POWER IN THE SENATE. 

The controversy as to the equilibrium, or balance of power, in 
the Senate began in the convention that ordained the Constitu- 
tion. It was settled by giving equal suffrage to the States in 
the Senate and by prohibiting any amendment to that provision. 
Congress was given the power to admit new States without any 
requirement as to area or population. 

When new States from the South applied for statehood New 
England began a determined opposition on the ground, chiefly, 
that three-fifths of the negro population were counted in the 
apportionment of representation in the House. Their full num- 
bers including Indians, were counted, and they had no ground 
for complaint except that the negroes were slaves. This pres- 
sure was maintained with an aggressive force that caused some 
of the New England States to threaten to secede from the Union 
because of the admission of new States into the Union. 

When the Louisiana purchase was made the opposition to the 
admission of States west of the Mississippi became furious in 
New England, and was kept up during a period reaching from 
the admission of Louisiana to that of Kansas and Nebraska. 
It was ostensibly based upon opposition to slavery, but its real 
basis was the alleged disturbance of the balance of power in the 
Senate that had given almost incalculable advantage to the New 
England States. ‘ 

In 1811, in a speech on the erection of Louisiana into a State, 
Mr. Josiah Quincy laid down the New England policy that has 
never changed, and is now the force that sustains the unjust and 
destructive provisions of this measure. He said: 


The policy of Jefferson was not, therefore, adopted from fear of a 
rejection of the proposition for the admission of Louisiana by the 
States, but he and the slave States foresaw that, by arg the oppor- 
tunity which they then had, and assuming at once that the Constitu- 
tion gave Congress authority to 2 8 tates in foreign territories, 
they would put an end forever to the necessity of applying to the 
States for such power in future. They foresaw that the Territories 
thus conjoined would open the opportunity and power of male 
slave States, for which their climate was adapted, and thus effecting 
additional weight and ultimate predominancy to the slave power in the 
Union. To this end the assumption was made, and the su uent his- 
ue of evidence of its nature and con- 


tory of the Union is but one 
sequences. 


-rence of two-thirds of both H 


This New England policy is more authentically stated in a 
resolution of the Hartford Convention, on the 14th of January, 
1814, as follows: 

Second. No new State shall be admitted into the Union by Congress 
in virtue of the power granted by the Constitution without the concur- 
ouses. 

This was proposed as one of the amendments to the Consti- 
tution, that would make them content to remain in the Union. 

The report of the committee on this topic is as follows: 
hae next amendment relates to the admission of new States into the 

0) 

This amendment is deemed to be highly important, and, in fact, in- 
dispensable. In proposing it it is not intended to recognize the right 
of Congress to t new States without the original limits of the 
United States, nor is any idea entertained of disturbing the tranquil- 
lity of any State already admitted into the Union. The object is 
meny to restrain the constitutional power of Congress in admittin 
new States. At the adoption of the Constitution a certain balance o 
power among the original parties was considered to exist, and there 
was at that time and yet is among those parties a strong affinity 
between their great and general interests. By the admission of these 
States that balance has been materially affected, and unless the practice 
be modified must ultimately be destroyed. The Southern States will 
first avail themselves of their new confederates to govern the East, 
and mney the Western States, multiplied in number and augmented 
in population, will control the interests of the whole. Thus for the 
sake of present power the Southern States will be common sufferers 
with the East in the loss of permanent advantages. None of the old 
States can find an interest in creating ey an overwhelming 
influence which may hereafter discern (as it has heretofore) benefits 
to be derived to them by wars and commercial restrictions. 

It will be noted that slavery is not mentioned in this part of 
the report or in the resolution. The only subject discussed was 
a certain “balance of power among the original parties—the - 
thirteen States.” Slavery was never the real ground of the 
antagonism of New England to the South. The true reason is 
stated in the resolution of the Hartford convention I have just 
read. It was the apprehension that the uncontrollable flood of 
population rushing into the Territories of the South and West 
would bring new States into the Union to disturb the advan- 
tages in the Senate conceded to those States to induce them 
to come into the Union. It is not credible, nor is it believed, 
that a community of slave owners and slave traders, who had 
made great profit in the mercantile features of African and 
Indian slave trade, all of a sudden repented of their sins, and, 
in their new zeal for higher national morality, brought forth 
as fruits meet for repentance the obstructions and persecutions 
they have visited upon the South. Their old Adam of specula- 
tion in slavery did not die so sudden a death. He took to 
negro politics as a substitute for the money he had made out of 
negro merchandizing. 

It will never be forgotten by Senators from the South, at least, 
that when the negroes were emancipated the New England 
States dropped their objections to counting three-fifths of the 
negro slaves in the basis of representation and voted for the 
fourteenth amendment, which requires the count of all the 
inhabitants of a State in the apportionment except Indians not 
taxed. 

New England then became satisfied that she could vote the 
negroes in the choice of Senators by direct but irresistible 
methods, and she saw that what she might lose in the number 
of Senators was compensated by political control over the negro 
vote in the South, and she contentedly balanced her “ equilib- 
rium” account. 

The Northwestern Territories marched into the Union—six 
of them—in less than nine months, with Dakota divided into 
two States, the South assisting in the grand procession. New 
England was ominously silent while the people were rejoicing. 

This heavy disturbance of the balance of power was felt 
deeply by New England in the Senate and in the electoral 
college. The Northwest has often been recalcitrant, and New 
England has resolved that, to prevent any dangerous loss of 
power, if the Southwest should ever become likewise disobedi- 
ent, her power in the Senate should be confined to four Sena- 
tors, when she is entitled to eight. If the Southwest is weak 
in the Senate, or rebellious, these, against New England policy, 
could do little harm. 

These historical statements of indisputable facts account for 
the ingeniously shapen provisions of this bill, which, like a 
skeleton key, are designed to unlock the barriers to the rape of 
this great area of splendid country west of the Mississippi. 

The area included in the two proposed States is 306,395 square 
miles. One of these proposed States has an area of 236,395 
square miles, composed of the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico. The other has an area of 70,000 square miles, com- 
posed of the areas of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, the 
larger area being more than three times as great as that of the 
smaller one. Texas has an area of 274,356 square miles, but 
provision is made in her act of admission for the creation of 
five States within that area. Hight of the States of the Union 
have a smaller area than that of the Indian Territory. 
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The six New England States, with twelve Senators, are 
smaller in area than New Mexico or Arizona, and are smaller 
than fourteen other States that have two Senators each. This 
concentration of power in the Senate in so small an area is dan- 
gerous to the general welfare, although its people and its Sena- 
tors may be at the maximum of intelligence and patriotism. 
Exclusive power is always dangerous to safe and good govern- 
ment. 

The proportion of representation in the Senate and the con- 
sequent power, on the basis of area, is even greater than six to 
one in favor of each of the New England States as against each 
of these fourteen States. On the basis of population the advan- 
tage of the six New England States is not proportionately so 
great, but it is great enough to show that on either basis it is 
very unequal and unjust. 

The nineteen States west of the Mississippi, each with an area 
larger than the six New England States, have resources of 
wealth that will at an early day give to them a population per 
square mile that will at least equal that of New England. Their 
great seaports and commercial marts, such as St. Paul, Seattle, 
San Francisco, Portland, San Diego, Galveston, St. Louis, and 
New Orleans, are already in possession of a commerce that is 
greater and far more important than that of any of the marts 
of trade in New England. 

This disparity in representation in the Senate was, in the 
beginning, the result of a compromise and concession, without 
which the Union could not have been formed. Now that this 
reason does not exist, remedy for that unequal arrangement of 
representation is a question of self-defense and self-preservation 
on the part of the larger States in the Union and the States yet 
to be admitted. 

There ought to be powerful reasons to justify such discrim- 
ination, but there.are none in this period or in this case, except 
a purpose to deprive this immense and rich area of its rightful 
representation in the Senate, so as to add to the power of the 
smaller States east of the Mississippi. 

THE TERRITORIES SHOULD HAVE PROTECTION INSTEAD OF 
AND NEEDLESS RECONSTRUCTION, 

In opposition to this gerrymander of the Union every reason 
is arrayed that requires the observance of legislative and treaty 
pledges, legislative and judicial practices and precedent, and 
the faith of both the great political parties of the country. 

Three of these Territories are fully equipped with civil goy- 
ernments. Two of them—Arizona and New Mexico—have been 
long established and conducted by the people under laws enacted 
by their legislatures and under the laws of the United States, 
and the fourth—the Indian Territory—has been exercising local 
self-government for fifty or sixty years on a broader and more 
liberal basis of independence than any Territorial government 
of the United States, in compliance with the express stipula- 
tions of treaties, several times repeated, and under acts of 
Congress that have specially confirmed and executed those stip- 
ulations; all of which this bill destroys. These organized 
Territories are entitled to their autonomy, so carefully provided 
by the laws of Congress and have been so long conducted on 
the highest plane of civil governmertt and in the advance lines 
of progress without friction, delinquency, or complaint. 

What reason can be stated for disturbing this arrangement, 
created by law and now carefully adjusted by the people during 
many years of toil and expense to their necessities and con- 
venience, and for tearing these four prospective States from the 
foundations established for them by the Government on which 
their people were invited to build and become qualified for ad- 
mission into the Union on an equal footing with the other 
States? 

No fact or reason of publie policy has been stated that in the 
least excuses or justifies a breach of public faith toward the 
States that assisted in the enactment of the laws that estab- 
lished these Territorial governments, as the basis of States to be 
admitted into the Union with the boundaries prescribed to them, 
and have voted taxes upon the people, in vast sums, to support 
these infant States, and have given immense grants of lands to 
their public institutions. These things were done by the Rep- 
resentatives of all the States in Congress, with the common and 
unquestioned understanding that these Territories were each 
entitled to statehood when the character and numbers of its 
population should justify admission into the Union. 

The public faith, thus pledged, accepted, and acted upon by 
the people of all the States, can not be violated, arbitrarily, in 
the absence of reasons that are of overwhelming necessity, with- 
out disturbing the confidence of the people in the honor of the 
Government to a degree that is distressing and us. 

The work in which Congress is engaged, on this bill, is in- 
tended to complete the statehood of our continental posses- 
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sions, except Alaska. Whether it will ever extend to our in- 
sular possessions is unknown to living man. Alaska will be a 
State of the Union or it will go to the Dominion of Canada, 
Unlike the Philippines, it has not the requisites for supporting 
its independence. 

In closing this work of a century and completing the grand 
assemblage of sovereign States in the American Union, our peo- 
ple would fondly welcome the spirit of justice and fair dealing 
with these Territories that would bring the happiness of perfect 
reconciliation between different sections of the Union. Instead 
of that blessing strife prevails, and denunciations of injustice, 
wrong, and breach of faith are loud and angry throughout that 
region, and dissatisfaction is intense in Congress, as the muti- 
lated Territories are threatened to be deprived of their legal 
and rightful autonomy, and are being forced into the Union 
under conditions against which the majority of the inhabitants 
indignantly protest. 

A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT. 


We may in the future be compelled to consult the precedent 
we are establishing, and it is well that we should carefully con- 
sider our work. 

Admitting, to its broadest extent, the legislative power of 
Congress over the disposal of the Territories and over their goy- 
ernment by the direct action of Congress, or through subordi- 
nate territorial or military local governments, and the right of 
Congress to provide for their nurture into a fit condition for 
statehood by means of civil powers granted to the people there 
for such purposes, and admitting the power of Congress to pro- 
vide, by legislation, the procedure that shall regulate the elec- 
tion of Delegates and the conduct of conventions in framing 
their constitutions, and admitting the right and power to make 
the observance of all such laws prerequisites to their admission 
to statehood, and also admitting the power of Congress to waive 
or dispense with any conditions precedent to their admission; 
admitting, in other words, the legislative power of Congress to 
provide all the machinery for this great and final act of confer- 
ring sovereign statehood upon the inhabitants of a Territory, 
still other things remain to be ascertained and other things are 
to be done to create a State that is in all respects upon an equal 
footing with the original States that ordained the Union and 
established the Republic. 

To establish the equal footing of the proposed States with 
the original thirteeen States the inhabitants of the Territory 
included in the limits which are to constitute the State must be 
“people of the United States” in the same sense as were the 
inhabitants of the States that ordained the Constitution, and 
not a heterogeneous mass of human beings of all races and 
nationalities and all conditions of intelligence who may be per- 
mitted to participate, as voters and the holders of office, in the 
ordination of a constitution for the new State and in such State 
after it is admitted into the Union. 

If the Philippines, or Alaska, or Hawaii, or Porto Rico, 
should ever be admitted as States in the Union, we shall find 
cause to consider the high requirements of the equality of the 
States with great care and as a matter that is paramount to the 
lower question of universal suffrage. 

THERE MUST BE UNCONSTRAINED LIBERTY OF ACTION IN ADOPTING A CON- 
j STITUTION. 

The convention, constituted and assembled to prepare a State 
for admission into the Union, must be free to adopt a constitu- 
tion by the uncontrolled will of the majority of its delegates. 
Every such convention being a constituent body can only derive 
its just powers from the consent of the people represented, and 
must not be coerced by act of Congress to embody the will of 
other peoples, States, or constituencies in the constitution of the 
State, as is done in this bill. 

The Constitution of the United States requires that all the 
States shall have governments that are republican in form, and 
they must be in harmony with its provisions; and Congress has no 
right to enact, as a condition precedent to its admission into the 
Union, that a State shall incorporate into its constitution cer- 
tain provisions and principles that are not required by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and that no other State in the 
Union has adopted, or can be compelled by act of Congress to 
adopt, as is required in this bill. < 

This is a most powerful and dangerous form of coercion, and 
it places these States under the absolute dominion of Congress 
after they are admitted into the Union. In support of this 
saeua T will cite the language of section 21, subdivision 1, 
0 8 wie 7 


And said convention shall povide by ordinance irre bl 

the consent of the people of the United States and the anie at one 
State: First, * * © the sale, barter, or giving of intoxicating 
liquors to Indians is forever prohibited.” 
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Thus making a discrimination as to personal rights between 
Indians and white people, negroes, Mexicans, and all other peo- 
ple, all of whom as voters or delegates may equally participate 
in ordaining the State constitution, the amendment of which is 
prohibited in this respect without the consent of Congress. 

If such a provision of organic law is forced upon the conven- 
tion as an irrevocable ordinance, it should not discriminate 
against any class of people represented in the convention by 
their votes. 

It may be sound public policy. If it is, it should be enforced 
against white men, negroes, and Mexicans and should be en- 
forced in Arizona as well as in Oklahoma. 

In the same section is this strange provision: 

The Constitution shall be republican in form and make no distinction 
In civil or political rights on account of race or color except as to In- 
dians not taxed. 

Why they—Indians untaxed—should be discriminated against 
in this provision, and why protection should be given to Indians 
whom the State may choose to tax, and to negroes, Mexicans, 
Malays, Chinese, or Japanese is not easy to be understood. In 
the fifth subdivision of section 21 there is a mangling of the Fif- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution in the case of office hold- 
ers, as follows: The convention shall provide by ordinance— 

That sald State shall never enact any law restricting or e the 
right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previous condition ser- 
vitude, and that ability to read, write, and speak the English language 
sufliciently well to conduct the duties of the office without the aid of an 
interpreter shall be a necessary qualification for all State officers. 

There are other provisions of this bill that illustrate this effort 
to induce Congress to shape the fundamental laws of these 
States in advance to suit its own will and to compel them to 
ordain changes, even in the language of the Constitution of the 
United States, to suit the purposes of Congress. 

THE. VOTING POWER. 

There are three voting stages provided for in this bill, namely, 
the election of delegates to conventions to adopt constitutions, 
the ratifications of constitutions, and the voting for the offices 
which they establish; and the qualifications of voters differ, as 
between each of the proposed States, in the election of the dele- 
gates and in other elections. They differ as to the right to vote 
in those States when the voters come to ratify the constitution, 
and also when they elect State officers. Why these differences 
and discriminations should have been made in the bill is left to 
its authors to explain. It has a queer and unsatisfactory ap- 
pearance. It looks like an effort to secure the consolidation of 
these great areas by varying the qualifications of voters in each 
of the four to suit local conditions favorable to success. 

The right of suffrage for the choice of delegates is given by 
section 2 of the bill to “all male persons over the age of 21 
years who are citizens of the United States or who are members 
of any tribe or nation.” This applies to the Indian Territory 
and to Oklahoma. It does not inciude Indians, Mexicans, or 
negroes unless they have become citizens of the United States 
or are members of an Indian tribe. 

In construing this puzzle the judges of election must have 
great perplexity in Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. This 
perplexity is greatly increased by the provisions of section 20 of 
the act with reference to the proposed State of Arizona, which 
provides that all qualified voters of Arizona and New Mexico 
are authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a con- 
vention, and the election in those Territories shall be conducted 
as now provided by law in each of said Territories, respectively. 

This is entirely different from the qualifications of yoters 
and the method of conducting the election of delegates to a con- 
yention at Guthrie, Okla. The persons qualified to vote for 
delegates to the convention in Arizona under the laws, respec- 
tively, of Arizona and New Mexico, derive that right to vote 
from sources of authority that differ widely, so that a differ- 
ent voting constituency in each Territory is to choose delegates 
to make a constitution for one consolidated State; and in the 
constitution of that State Arizona is permitted by this act to 
exclude certain Indians from voting, under the provisions that 
the constitution shall be republican in form and make no dis- 
tinction in civil or political rights on account of race or color, 
except as to Indians not taved. There are Indians in Arizona, 
who are citizens by a fiction of allegiance to the United States, 
under the Dawes Act, who may not be taxed. If they were in- 
habitants of the Indian Territory they could vote as members 
of a tribe, although they have taken lands in severalty; but, 
being in Arizona or New Mexico, they can not vote because Ari- 
zona does not tax them. 

These contradictory provisions as to the Indians, in different 
parts of this measure, bear painful testimony to the fact 
that this bill is a piece of political work adapted to securing 
yotes for its ratification by appealing to the interests and prej- 
udices of the influential Indians in the proposed State of Okla- 


homa and the influential white men and Mexicans who are to 
be included in the State of Arizona. 
THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, 

But there is another provision that is applied to both of these 
constitutions, which requires that they shall not be repugnant 
to the Constitution of the United States and the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence.” This is the first effort to incor- 
porate the Declaration of Independence as a part of the su- 
preme law of the land by act of Congress. It is evidently 
intended to set up that great declaration as a rule by which the 
constitutions of the States admitted into the Union by this act 
and of the United States are to be construed. It is a bridge to 
enable those who are to execute the laws of those States to pass 
over any difficulties growing out of race questions in the country 
where Indians, Mexicans, negroes, white people, and people of 
other races compose the body politic and constitute the State. 

The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States declares that “all persons born or naturalized in the 
United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citi- 
zens of the United States and of the State where they reside.” 

The Declaration of Independence declares that “all men are 
created equal; that they are endowed by their creator with cer- 
tain inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness.” These principles are required to be 
violated in the constitution of Arizona by the exclusion of un- 
taxed Indians from the right to demand the protection of their 
personal, civil, or political rights. The constitution of Arizona 
must expressly permit such violation as is provided in this bill. 
Here either the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments or the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence, or both, are set 
aside by this bill. 

This is simply Congressional absolutism. It compels a State 
to adopt a constitution for which there is no warrant in the 
Constitution of the United States as a condition of its admission 
into the Union. 

If all persons born in the territorial limits of the United. 
States are citizens by birth, untaxed Indians are citizens. Or 
if, by a forced construction, the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments apply only to negroes, the principles of the Declaration 
of Independence, that include “ all men,” would give the protec- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States to untaxed Indians 
in Arizona, who are denied all political recognition by the terms 
of the fourteenth amendment, and Arizona is expressly ex- 
empted from the duty of giving them protection by the provi- 
sions of this bill. 

If the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments apply to male 
negroes only who are 21 years of age and were born in a State 
of the Union or were naturalized in such State, this forced 
adoption of the principles of the Declaration of Independence is 
a desperate effort to clothe Indians and negroes in the Territo- 
ries with some fashion of citizenship for this special occasion, 
so that they could vote, as citizens of the United States, for dele- 
gates to constitutional conventions and for the constitutions 
they may adopt. What other use can be made of the Declara- 
tion of Independence as part of the constitutions of these pro- 
posed States is a puzzle that is difficult to understand. It is a 
confusion of the vital principles of constitutional government 
that would wreck the Constitution of the United States if they 
were injected into that great body of fundamental laws. 

AN EXPEDIENT TO BRIDGE OVER DIFFICULTIES. 

The framers of this bill evidently found negroes, Indians, 
Mexicans, and Chinese standing in the way of their effort to 
incorporate “all men” into the body politic—that is, to receive 
and rightfully exercise the sovereignty of the people of the 
States in virtue of this act; and they sought to remove the ob- 
struction by engrafting into the constitution of the proposed 
States the principle that “all men are created equal,” and that 
all men born in the Territories of the United States are citizens 
of the United States. 

The fourteenth amendment fails to solve this problem, for it 
applies exclusively to persons who are born or are naturalized 
in a State of the Union, and not to such as are born in a Terri- 
tory of the United States. All the penalties and prohibition 
in that amendment, if they are not abolished by the fifteenth 
amendment, apply exclusively to States and in favor of persons 
residing in States. 

This is fully demonstrated by the provision of the fourteenth 
amendment, which imposes the penalty upon States, that their 
representation in Congress may be reduced if they deny to male 
citizens of the State who are 21 years of age the right to vote. 

The Territories have no Representative in Congress; they 
are only Delegates, and the fourteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution can not apply to them. 

In that amendment, “Indians not taxed” are excluded from 
the numbers that entitle a State to representation in Congress, 
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In the Constitution prepared by this bill for the people of the 
new State of Arizona, Indians not taxed are denied the civil 
and political rights secured to other Indians in Oklahoma; 
which includes the right to vote. Indians belonging to a tribe 
are given the right to vote in Oklahoma without being taxed. 
In one State it is taxation, while in the other it is tribal rela- 
tion that gives the right to vote. 

In the endeavor to bring all these classes into such a citizen- 
ship of the United States as would constitute them the reposi- 
tories of the sovereign power upon which statehood is founded, 
and upon which the sovereignty of the United States is based, 
the authors of this bill contrived the new expedient to which I 
haye referred, of adopting the principles of the Declaration of 
Independence as a part of the constitution of Arizona and 
Oklahoma, thereby giving the rights and privileges, in all 
things pertaining to government, equally to “all men.” In 
every aspect this is the most determined step in the exercise 
of absolute power that Congress has ever attempted. To 
accomplish a purpose of maintaining the supremacy in the Sen- 
ate of the States east of the Mississippi River, it not only 
makes the constitution of Oklahoma and Arizona broader than 
those of all other States, and broader than that of the United 
States, but it confers citizenship of these two States upon “ all 
men,” under the academic statements of just theories of govern- 
ment, stated as principles in the Declaration of Independence, 
that were not adopted in the Constitution of the United States. 

In a pretentious appeal to those principles as being the true 
expression of fraternity, equality, and liberty, they thrust aside 
and disregard the regulation, definition, and limitation of those 
principles, so carefully made in the Constitution of the United 
States, which discriminate between Indian tribes and negroes as 
inferior and subject people and distinguish them from the white 
men who, as sovereign people, created the Government of the 
United States, in providing for their personal and political 
status. 

Taking this measure as a precedent, there is no class of 
human beings upon whom Congress can not confer the citizen- 
ship of the United States, or of the States, or that Congress 
can not declare fit to organize States and provide constitutions 
for their government; or that Congress can not empower to put 
into these constitutions any provision that is repugnant to the 
Constitution of the United States and at war with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

The right of Congress to admit States into the Union is not 
an unlimited discretion. It is a power to be exercised so as to 
secure justice and promote the general welfare, not of “ all 
men,” but of ourselves and our posterity.” 

The House of Representatives, in the bill sent to the Senate, 
did not even except from this grant of the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence to these new States, or as part of 
their State constitutions, the right to “establish government,” 
and “ the right of the people to alter or abolish it and to institute 
a new government.” 

These are leading principles of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and were adopted in the resolutions of the Hartford con- 
vention, and by some Southern States in their secession conven- 
tions. 

There is no error so common or misleading as that of the 
supposed adoption of “the principles of the Declaration of In- 
dependence“ in the Constitution of the United States as a part 
of the organic law. This bill forces these principles, en masse 
and without definition or restriction, into these new State con- 
stitutions for some inconceivable purpose; unless the purpose 
is, as I have stated it, to supply the want of application of the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to negroes born in the In- 
dian Territory who were never inhabitants of a State, or to 
arm an Indian proletariate with the power to vote to suit the 
convenience of the exploiters of this scheme of injustice. 
do this, however, Congress would be forced to enlarge the letter 
and the purpose of those amendments. These amendments 
would not serve the purpose, and the Declaration of Independ- 
ence was resorted to in order to supply the deficiency. 

The reconstruction plan of creating constitutions for States 
by act of Congress, which was done in the case of Alabama, af- 
ter the people of that State had refused to ratify a constitu- 
tion by a vote in the form required by the-act of Congress, is 
again adopted in this bill. In this measure Congress prescribes 
the condition in advance, that the constitutions of these States, 
or irrevocable ordinances, shall contain the provision as to the 
Declaration of Independence, without which those ‘States can 
not be admitted into the Union. 

This mixed, variegated, and incongruous mass of people are 
empowered by Congress to vote on the constitution of two 
States, and the President is empowered to determine whether 
those instruments conform to the act and to the Constitution 
of the United States and, without taking the opinion of Con- 
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gress as to that vital matter, to admit those States into the 
Union by proclamation. 

We are preparing to submit the creation of the constitutions 
of sovereign States to herds of people who can have no real 
conception of the work they are inyited to aid Congress to per- 
form, and whose only qualification for such work is the fact 
that Congress empowers them to vote. 

VIOLATION OF ESTABLISHED PUBLIC POLICY, 

Established public policy of the United States, carrying with 
it every honorable pledge that language and conduct could 
express, is openly violated by the provisions of this bill. The 
Indians in the Indian Territory are allowed to vote not directly 
on the question of consolidation with Oklahoma, but on ques- 
tions of electing delegates to a convention to ratify a constitu- 
tion for the State of Oklahoma, to be adopted by delegates to 
a convention to be held at Guthrie, Okla., in which Oklahoma 
is to have sixty delegates and the Indian Territory is to have 
fifty delegates, thus placing it in the power of Oklahoma to 
dictate the constitution to be yoted upon and, having a larger 
voting population, to ratify it even against the solid yote of 
the people of the Indian Territory. 

The consolidation is completed in the passage of this bill 
without reference to the will of the people or to their votes in 
any of these Territories and in disregard of our pledges and of 
the injury and injustice that must be done to many thousands 
of people. s 

If this bill is enacted as a law and its complete execution is 
prevented by any event, the consolidation of the several Terri- 
tories remains, and their governments are thereby destroyed. 
If the President should refuse to issue his proclamation declar- 
ing that these States are admitted into the Union for any rea- 
son, such as frauds in the election, or if the election board 
should refuse to certify that elections had been held in either 
of the Territories in accordance with the act of Congress, the 
act would not be thereby repealed and would stand as to the 
consolidation. 

The animus of the bill is that its enactment will compel the 
consolidation of these areas into two States without regard to 
existing laws and treaties and against the will of the people 
who are the rightful occupants of these Territories. The bill 
enacts this compulsion in direct antagonism to the will of those 
people, and this being a part of the plan for creating constitu- 
tions for two States out of four Territories the consolidation by 
act of Congress is coercion, by statute, in forming their consti- 
tutions. 

Much has been said, through many years, to guard our people 
against the dangers of absolutism in Congress, and it becomes 
more and more apparent that enough can not be said to properly 
warn the people. Absolutism is the one enemy of the Republic 
that is unceasing in its efforts to destroy it, and, so far as I 
am concerned, I will not cease to resist its encroachments. 

No human being who is an inhabitant of the United States 
or of the Territories belonging to them can be so poor or insig- 
nificant as to be deprived of his personal rights by the hand 
of absolute power or otherwise than by due course of law. If 
he is a citizen of the United States he has a pledge in the Con- 
stitution that restrains the powers of those who rule over him, 
or if he is not a citizen he has the sanction of their oaths that 
they will obey the Constitution and support it in his protection. 

If Congress can enact laws that are unjust to bind people 
who have no representation, it is only the less excusable if 
such laws are enacted. I concede that Congress can enact such 
laws and, when they establish political conditions such as 
statehood, no lawful power exists to nullify them; but that 
fact only intensifies the appeal for forbearance toward people 
who have no representation in Congress. 

VIOLATION OF COMPACTS. 

In every admission of a State into the Union there are com- 
pacts between the Government of the United States and the 
people who constitute the State. In this bill there are several 
compacts of great importance expressly provided for. In our 
treaties with Mexico and France respecting these Territories 
agreements are made, in respect of statehood, in favor of the 
people. These can not be abandoned by us without a breach 
of faith. In the measures we have enacted in pursuance of 
these pledges the people acquire rights that we are bound to 
respect. If there is no power to enforce them, the moral obli- 
gation is only the stronger, 

The Senator from California [Mr. Barp] is strictly correct 
in urging that the pledge of separate statehood given to Ari- 
zona in the law giving her a Territorial government is a com- 
pact with those people. It was made in pursuance of our 
treaties with Mexico, as a step in their execution. But, in 


any case where such a grant of civil autonomy is made to any 
of our people, and they have accepted and acted upon it, and 
refuse to consent to its abrogation, it is a compact that they 
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have the right to claim. It lacks no element of a compact 
between States, except that one of the parties to the agree- 
ment is not a State in the Union. If it is a Territory, Congress 
can not set up its incapacity to enter into such a compact for 
the benefit of its people, because it has created that capacity 
by its own act. 

THE POWER TO ADMIT STATES IS NOT LEGISLATIVE POWER. 

Whatever absolute power Congress may have to admit a State 
into the Union, or to reject it, that power is not, in any sense, 
the legislative power conferred upon Congress by the Constitu- 
tion. The language of this special grant of power is, “ New 
States ex be admitted by the Congress into the Union.” (Art. 
IV, sec. 3.) 

Whatever provision Congress, as a Legislature, may have the 
right to make in the preparation of a people for statehood, that 
is not the power by or under which the State is admitted into 
the Union. The final act, decision, judgment, decree, or pro- 
nouncement that is requisite for the admission of a State into 
the Union is the exclusive act of the two Houses of Congress, 
in which the President has no constitutional right to participate. 

If this act admits these States into the Union now or in the 
future without any further action of Congress, it would not be 
affected by the President’s veto or by his approval. If he should 
disapprove the bill because he objects.to the provisions made 
for carrying it into execution, they would still stand as regula- 
tions made by Congress; and if Congress should admit the 
States notwithstanding his objections, neither the President nor 
the Supreme Court could prevent either House of Congress from 
admitting its representatives to seats in their respective Cham- 
bers. He has no power to disapprove this act or any legislative 
provision it contains, if the effect of the act is to admit these 
States into the Union without any further action of the two 
Houses of Congress. 

A final judge, in the person of the President, is provided for in 
this act to determine whether a State or two States have com- 
plied with its provisions and are entitled to admission into the 
Union, and that they, or one of them, are actually admitted, 
when the Constitution provides that Congress alone can admit 
a State. This is a power of judgment and determination to 
give final and conclusive effect to the most important fact that 
concerns the union of the States, and it can not be delegated. 

It is, in fact, equivalent to an expansion of the Constitution 
by enlarging the area of the Union, which necessarily depends 
upon a compact that must be based upon invitation of Congress 
to the people or upon the request made to Congress by the people 
of the proposed States. It must be an act of admission by 
mutual agreement, and not a compulsory act that forces the peo- 
ple into the Union without their consent. It is a compact that 
ean only be made between Congress and the people of the pro- 
posed States. 

In the exercise of this great and delicate power the judicial, 
executive, and legislative functions of the Government and all 
its political powers are exerted by the two Houses of Congress 
in the final act of admitting a State into the Union. There may 
be necessary preliminary preparation for the final decision by 
act of Congress as a legislative body. 

The judicial and executive departments may have duties to 
perform in furtherance of the great final purpose of the act, but 
neither of these departments can make or prevent or control 
the final and conclusive action of Congress in admitting a State 
into the Union. The act of admission must be final when Con- 
gress has made it, leaving no contingency to be passed upon and 
decided by any other department of the Government, and leaving 
nothing to be done after the declaration that the State is ad- 
mitted to make the admittance final and conclusive. A Terri- 
tory can not be admitted as a State entitled to admission into 
the Union and be still held in abeyance in any of its powers, as 
Is provided in this bill, until the President has examined and 
approved its right. If it is an act of legislation simply, it can 
be repealed while it is in abeyance. If it is an act that creates 
a State into the Union, it can not be repealed, nor can the Presi- 
dent veto it. 

Congress, as a legislative body, is now engaged in prepara- 
tory work, qualifying those areas for admission as States, and 
ean not now make any enactment of law that will be conclusive 
to bind this or a future Congress as the final judge of the fact 
of the admission of either of these States into the Union by 
relegating the decision of the fact of admission to the Presi- 
dent. A final act of admission can not be repealed by this or 
any subsequent Congress. 

Congress can not bind the President to issue his proclama- 
tion, after a future date, declaring these States admitted into 
the Union as the result of his judgment upon the facts; and 
he has no constitutional power to issue a proclamation, the 
effect of which is to admit a State into the Union. Congress 

must judge as to the preparation and qualifications of a Terri- 
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tory for statehood, and its fitness is an open question, to the 
last moment, until Congress has closed it by a final act of ad- 
mission. The President is not mentioned in the Constitution 
as having any right to participate in the act of admitting a 
State into the Union, or in a declaration of war, or in sub- 
mitting amendments to the Constitution to the votes of the 
States, or in calling a convention on the application of the 
legislatures for two-thirds of the States, for proposing amend- 
ments. In the separate exercise of these powers the Houses 
of Congress are the exclusive representatives of the sover- 
eignty of the people and of the States. These powers stand apart 
from the power to enact laws, and are as clearly and as widely 
distinguished from them, as is the power to originate and 
determine upon the impeachment of officers of the United 
States. They stand apart from and are as independent of 
any interference from the President as is a judgment of 
acquittal, or conviction, of an officer who is impeached by 
order of the House of Representatives. 

This bill ignores these great provisions of the Constitution 
and tramples them under foot. i 

The Supreme Court has no jurisdiction to pass upon the va- 
lidity of such acts, because they are political and can not in- 
volve suits, cases, or controversies between parties litigant, nor 
can it control or supervise the action of Congress or its officers 
by mandamus, injunction, prohibition, or any form of judicial 
writ in the performance of such acts. 

Placed in this attitude of supreme sovereignty, as to the ad- 
mission of States into the Union, the States and the people and 
the Government of the United States have but one positive 
restraint or check upon this power of Congress, which is that 
Senators and Representatives are bound by oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States. 

When the Constitution intrusts such broad and final discre- 
tion to Congress, in a matter so vital to the people, in their sa- 
cred personal rights and the rights of their respective States, 
all the limitations upon the power of Congress, whether expressed 
or implied, should be given recognition by the Houses of Con- 
gress, and applied with full force and vigor; otherwise, the 
power to admit States into the Union would be absolute, and 
absolutism is abhorrent to the Constitution and to every just 
conception of our liberties. 

No one has the right or power to participate in the act of ad- 
mission of States into the Union except the immediate repre- 
sentatives, in Congress, of the States and the people, and they 
are restrained only by their oaths of office. 

ALL THE PEOPLE OF THE STATES ARE CONCERNED DIRECTLY IN THE CRE- 
ATION OF A NEW STATE. 

No representative of a Territory or district can participate 
in the great creative act of the admission of a State, nor can 
the legislative, or executive, or judicial departments of the Gov- 
ernment take part in it. The President can not veto the act of 
admission of a State into the Union, nor is his consent neces- 
sary to its final and complete effect. 

The reason for committing this function exclusively to Con- 
gress is that it is the only direct representative of the States 
and of the people and the protector of their rights, which, not 
being enumerated in the Constitution, are confided to their 
natural protectors, who have and will exercise a broad discre- 
tion in defining them. They include all the rights of govern- 
ment that are not delegated to the Government of the Unired 
States or to a department thereof. It is on this basis that the 
strict construction of laws and constitutional amendments that 
narrow the reserved rights of the people is rested, and it is for 
this reason that the power of admitting new States into the 
Union is confided to the discretion and to the exclusive action of 
the direct representatives of the people and of the States, 

The admission of a State into the Union is intended for the 
benefit of all of the people of the United States, rather than for 
the benefit of the inhabitants of an area or territory that is in- 
cluded in the limits of such a State. It is the upbuilding and 
completion of the great American family of States and demands 
the most careful scrutiny of the people who are to constitute 
the new State and of every condition that affects the State al- 
ready admitted. 

The white people of the far distant States, as well as those 
near by the area that is proposed to be admitted, have the right 
to object to the admission of a State into the Union whose inhab- 
itants, or a controlling part of them, converted into citizens by 
a law of Congress, are Chinese, Japanese, Mexicans, Indians, or 
negroes, and are given large powers to contro! the State and to 
send their representatives into the House of Representatives 
and the Senate. Whether the objection is racial, or moral, or 
political, or constitutional, Congress, if it has the power to over- 
rule them, should never exercise it arbitrarily, and should never, 
for any cause, fail or refuse to give it careful and unbiased 
consideration. 3 
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I respectfully and most earnestly insist that the Senate, dis- 
regarding precedent, if there is any settled precedent to the 
contrary, should not take its final action admitting Oklahoma 
or Arizona as a State, until every preliminary fact that is 
requisite to statehood has been established and made of record 
by their conventions; so that our action will be justified by the 
record, and so that the Senate and House of Representatives, 
voting on the facts so established, shall admit or refuse to admit 
Oklahoma or Arizona into the Union without leaving any part 
of these grave constitutional questions to be settled by the Pres- 
ident. If we are in haste with this serious work, so that we 
must find some one to whom we must delegate the power to 
pass the final decree that will admit Oklahoma and Arizona into 
the Union, or refuse to admit them, it would be better to dele- 
gate to the Chief Justice or a judge of the Supreme Court the 
power to make such decree. They have no less constitutional 
connection with the exercise of this power than the President 
possesses, and they have far less temptation than he has for 
making a decision to meet political exigencies, 

THE RIGHTS RESERVED TO THE PEOPLE REQUIRE PROTECTION. 

I insist that Congress, in deciding upon the admission of these 
proposed States, will observe and protect the States and the peo- 
ple of the United States in their rights reserved in the preamble 
of the Constitution, and those also that are not therein ex- 
pressly declared or defined, but are stored away in the hearts 
of the people, as the true legatees of the great liberties won by 
their progenitors in the struggle for independence. These rights 
descend upon succeeding generations, for the nurture of these 
liberties, as silently and as certainly as the milk that nourishes 
their children is provided, in purity and in unfailing supply, 
from the breasts of their mothers. 

The people of the United States do not forget these reserved 
rights that are peculiar to them and were never guaranteed to 
any other people before they ordained the Constitution of the 
United States; they do not undervalue them, nor do they unduly 
magnify their importance. Indeed, they could not, for they are 
the rights of people who are sovereign, which are reserved to 
support, sustain, and protect that sovereignty. They are 
rights that can not be assailed without injustice and offense to 
the sovereignty of the United States. It is safer for the Gov- 
ernment to openly assail or abuse the rights of the people, ex- 
pressed in the Constitution, than it is to neglect or refuse to 
protect those personal and individual and social and family 
rights that belong to those upon whom the sovereignty of the 
United States is conferred and are reseryed to them in the Con- 
stitution. 

I will now state the relative proportion of area, population, 
and representation in the Senate of the States, as they are set 
forth in the Census reports of 1900. They are as follows: 


First class (less than 10,000 square miles). 


Population. | Area. 


184,875 a: 2,050 

908, 420 4,990 

2, 805, 346 8,315 

411,588 9,305 

1,883, 669 7,815 

428,556 1,259 

343, 641 9, 565 

6, 965, 955 | 43,290 
Second class (over 10,000 and under 25,000 square miles), 

Nr case cee sae E esses 958, 800 24,780 

„FFF TTT 1.188.044 12,210 

Ill é 2,148, 844 | 38, 990 

Two States, with four Senators. 

Third class (over 25,000 and under 50,000 square miles). 

2,516, 462 38,350 

2,147,174 40,400 

1,445, 382 48,720 

604, 466 33,040 

1,551,270 46,810 

7,268, 894 49,170 

4, 157,545 41,060 

1, 40,316 80,570 

6, 302,115 45,215 

2, 020, 616 42.050 

1.854, 184 42,450 

208, 424 455, 835 


Eleven States, with twenty-two Senators. 


8, 106, 665 69, 415 

Alabama 1, 828, 007 52,250 
Arkansas 1,811, 564 53, 850 
WRU AR a eet ec he rn ee 528,542 58, 680 
Geo - 2,216,881 58,980 
4,821,550 58, 650 

2) 420, 982 58,915 

421,338 83, 356 

1,883, 810 52, 250 

aa rg 71 0 5 

South Dakota 401,570 77,650 
ashin; 518, 103 69, 180 
Wyoming 92, 531 97,890 
ae ise | e 
Eta 276,749 84.970 
2, 281, 853 50.028 

1,470, 495 82,080 

1,066, 300 77,510 

ff.. ß DA D A 876 | 1,897,316 


Fifth class (over 100,000 square miles). 


1 —. —. wes hieonen accead 
CCC ͤ 0 100, 700 
T ——— —— — 265, 780 
Mon — ——— 2—— —ę— 146,080 
l 774,845 
Five States, with ten Senators. 


I will also insert in my remarks, without reading it, a table 
taken from the census of 1900, showing the areas and popula- 
tion of all the States and Territories, except Alaska and the 
insular possessions : 


East of Mississippi River. West of Mississippi River. 


— 
~ 
ksl 
5 
> 


253 


gener 
B 


BREE 
S888 


— 
282 


New Tork. 
lina z 


ee E eee 


. 


No thoughtful man can reflect on the injustice that has been 
done to the country west of the Mississippi in the apportionment 
of representation in the Senate by giving enormous areas to the 
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States in that part of the Union, without understanding that 
at some time it will be corrected, even at the expense of 
serious civil commotion. 

This Government is too great and its principles are too nicely 
adjusted to the promotion of the general welfare to admit in- 
justice and wrong toward any of the States as a settled policy 
to disturb its tranquillity. 

There is no apportionment of representation in the Senate 
except by the areas included in the State limits, and it is in this 


arrangement that injustice has been done to that part of the |. 


Union west of the Mississippi. The bill before the Senate pro- 
poses to aggravate this unjust discrimination to a degree that 
excites the angry and determined resentment of the people 
immediately concerned in opposing it, and is manifestly unjust. 

Many of the strongest and best men among them already look 
to future events, such as a general convention to revise the 
Constitution of the United States to have a readjustment of 
the representation in the Senate, while others are looking to 
coercive measures. 

All these expectations are vain; as the tree has fallen, so will 
it lie. 

Yet the futility of such hopes is not now realized by all of 
them, and some take the chances as to the future in order to 
have peace. Some of them disregard everything except to fol- 
low their leaders and support them in the massacre of their 
rightful statehood as separate States by a consolidation that is 
fatal to their rightful representation in the Senate. 

The question is, Will Congress continue this injustice by yield- 
ing to the demand of party politics, or will we refuse to do this 
additional injustice to the West and adhere to the wise and 
just arrangement that was intended to be permanent in assign- 
ing limits and boundaries in acts of Congress to these embry- 
otic States? No matter how we may perform this high duty, 
history will record that none was ever greater in its demands 
upon the wisdom, impartiality, and moral courage of Congress. 

Mr. President, I thank you and the Senate for hearing me so 
patiently, when I have been scarcely able to go through with 
this discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If no other Senator desires to speak on 
the pending bill at this particular moment, I call the attention 
of the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Prrrus! to the fact 
that his colleague has concluded. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have a statement to make to 
the Senate, but after a conference with the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims in reference to the matter I will postpone 
the statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 

Mr. STEWART. I present an amendment which I give 
notice I will offer at the proper time, and I ask to have it 
printed. I will defer my remarks until the bill is called up to- 
morrow, as there would not be time to conclude this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Netson in the chair). 
The amendment will be received and printed.“ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if it be agreeable 
to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], I should like to 
move an executive session at this time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, it is so agreeable that I 
was about to suggest the very same thing myself. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. m) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, 
January 10, 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 9, 1905. 
CONSUL. 


Howard D. Van Sant, of New Jersey, to be consul of the 
United States at Guelph, Ontario, Canada, vice Charles N. Daly, 
resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick S. Stratton, of California, to be collector of customs 
for the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 
(Reappointment. ) 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

John E. McCall, of Tennessee, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Tennessee, vice Eli S. Ham- 
mond, d 


COINER. 
Harry Tarbell, of Colorado, to be coiner of the mint of the 
United States at Denver, Colo. Office created by act of Con- 
gress approved March 18, 1904. 
MELTER AND REFINER. 

Hubert D. Coleman, jr., of Louisiana, to be melter and refiner 
of the mint of the United States at New Orleans, La., to succeed 
H. Dudley Coleman, removed. 

DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


William J. Anderson, of North Dakota, to be deputy auditor 
for the Post-Office Department, in place of Harrison Allen, 
deceased. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frederick C. Perkins, of Colorado, to be register of the land 
office at Durango, Colo., his term having expired February 15, 
1908. (Reappointment. ) 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEY. 


Daniel L. Sheets, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moness 
at Durango, Colo., his term having expired February 8, 1902. 
(Reappointment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward C. Kalbfus to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 18th day of December, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Charles M. McCormick, promoted. 

Lieut. Philip Andrews to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of January, 1905, to fill a vacancy 
created in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 
3. 1903. 

Naval Constructor William J. Baxter to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy with the rank of captain from the 21st 
day of May, 1904, vice Naval Constructor John F. Hanscom, 
retired. 

Naval Constructor Elliot Snow to be a naval constructor in 
the Navy with the rank of commander from the 21st day of 
May, 1904, vice Naval Constructor William J. Baxter, pro- 
moted. 

Asst. Paymaster William C. Fite to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 16th day of August, 1904, vice Pay- 
master Thomas DeF. Harris, promoted. 


Passed assistant paymasters to be passed assistant paymasters 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 24th day of 
August, 1904. 

John F. Hatch. 

Frederick G. Pyne. 

Frederick B. Colby. 

Edward E. Goodhue. 

William R. Bowne. 

Rishworth Nicholson. 

Howard H. Alkire, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 30th day of November, 1904, to fill 
a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

John N. Jordan, a citizen of the State of Maine, to be an as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 6th day of January, 
1905, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

TO BE PLACED ON RETIRED LIST. 

Col. William L. Alexander, assistant commissary-general, to 
be placed on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
brigadier-general from the date upon which he shall be retired 
from active seryice. 

With the rank of brigadier-general from April 28, 1904. 

Col. Charles S. Stewart, retired, died July 22, 1904. 

Col. Charles M. Terrell, retired, died November 22, 1904, 

With rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 23, 1904. 

Maj. William Austine, retired, died September 4, 1904. 

With the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 23, 1904. 

Capt. Leonard Hay, retired, died November 12, 1904. 

Capt. Thomas E. Merritt, retired, died August 26, 1904. 

With the rank of captain from April 23, 1904. 
First Lieut. Henry R. Williams, retired, died October 16, 1904. 
rosT MASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

L. D. Redfield to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of 
Cochise and Territory of Arizona. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

CALIFORNIA. 
William Collins to be postmaster at Mojave, in the county of 


Kern and State of California. Office became Presidentia} Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 
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COLORADO, 

Nimrod S. Walpole to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county 
of Pueblo and State of Colorado, in place of John H. Mitchell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 


FLORIDA. 


Peter P. Cobb to be postmaster at Fort Pierce, in the county 
of Brevard and State of Florida. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Charles C. Peck to be postmaster at Brooksville, in the county 
of Hernando and State of Florida. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

William ©. Cole to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in the 
county of Gwinnett and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Mary L. Darden to be postmaster at Hogansville, in the 
county of Troup and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Mary P. Dixon to be postmaster at Westpoint, in the county 
of Troup and State of Georgia, in place of Mary P. Dixon. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1905. 

Andrew D. McComb to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the 
county of Marion and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. : 

David B. Rigdon to be postmaster at Statesboro, in the county 
of Bulloch and State of Georgia, in place of David B. Rigdon. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 11, 1905. 

Clarence W. Withoft to be postmaster at Fort Valley, in the 
county of Houston and State of Georgia, in place of Wallace 
Peddicord. Incumbent's commission expired April 12, 1904. 

ILLINOIS. 

Eva J. Harrison to be postmaster at Johnston City, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Holly C. Marchildson to be postmaster at Thebes, in the 
county of Alexander and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 3 

George M. Thompson to be postmaster at Bement, in the 
county of Piatt and State of Illinois, in place of Horace Hal- 
deman. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

INDIANA, ' z 

John M. Atkins to be postmaster at Jasonville, in the county 
of Greene and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John P. Bradbury to be postmaster at Wetumka, in District 
18, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1905. 

William T. Brooks to be postmaster at Broken Arrow, in 
District 7, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Iowa. 

Albert R. Kullmer to be postmaster at Dysart, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Albert R. Kullmer. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1905. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Henry L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Ackerman, in the county 
of Choctaw and State of Mississippi. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 

NEVADA. 

Herbert Badt to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of Elko 

and State of Nevada. Office became Presidential July 1, 1904. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Joshua L. Allen to be postmaster at Pennington, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Farley F. Holcombe to be postmaster at Hopewell, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 

Shepherd S. Hudson to be postmaster at Mays Landing, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in place of Lewis 
E. Jeffries. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19. 


1903. 
NEW YORK. 


George Bouse to be postmaster at Bay Side, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Frederic J. Merriman to be postmaster at Madrid, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Peter C. Burfening to be postmaster at Kulm, in the county of 
Lamoure and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 


OHIO. 


Louis G. Bidwell to be postmaster at Kinsman, in the county 
of. Trumbull and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

William Cline to be postmaster at Arcanum, in the county of 
Darke and State of Ohio, in place of Clinton F. Parks, deceased. 

Ford H. Laning to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, in place of Ford Lanning, to correct 
name, 

Charles D. Wightman to be postmaster at Medina, in the 
county of Medina and State of Ohio, in place of Albert Munson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William N. Boyles to be postmaster at Juniata, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Sallie P. Gillingham to be postmaster at Langhorne, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Sarah M. Lowell to be postmaster at Tioga, in the county of 
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. f 

Thomas Pickrell to be postmaster at Oldforge, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Leanus Schreiner to be at Tower City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Fred M. Williams to be postmaster at Nicholson, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. ` 

John E. McLure to be postmaster at Bishopville, in the county 
of Lee and State of South Carolina, in place of J. R. McClue, 
to correct name. 

UTAH. 

Clifford I. Goff to be postmaster at West Jordan, in the 
county of Salt Lake and State of Utah. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Charles A. Guiwits to be postmaster at Price, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Utah. Office became Presidential July 


1, 1904. 
WISCONSIN. 

Frank J. Salter to be postmaster at Prentice, in the county of 
Price and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

WYOMING. 


Newton H. Brown to be postmaster at Lander, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Wyoming, in place of Frank S. Smith, 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1905. 
GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 
John G. Brady, of Alaska, to be governor of Alaska. 
CONSULS. 7 

Samuel S. Knabenshue, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Belfast, Ireland. 

George Horton, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Athens, Greece. j 

COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR OF PORTO RICO. 

John Stuart Elliot, of Porto Rico, to be commissioner of the 
interior of Porto Rico. 

MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO. 

Rafael Del Valle, of Porto Rico, to be a member of the execu- 
tive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years. 

Luis Sanchez Morales, of Porto Rico, to be a member of the 
executive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years. 
APPOINTMENTS IN PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Eugene H. Mullan, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon 
— Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 

Wade Hampton Frost, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 


States. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Melvin O. Adams, of Massachusetts, to be United States at- 
torney for the district of Massachusetts, 
MARSHAL. ` 
J. E. B. Stuart, of Virginia, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Virginia. 
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DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Arthur L. Sanborn, of Wisconsin, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Wisconsin. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Judson L. Taylor, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, from the 17th day of December, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. . 


Rear-Admiral George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Department of the 
Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years. 

Capt. Newton E. Mason, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with 
the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years. í 

Commander Samuel W. B. Diehl, United States Navy, to be 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, with tbe rank of captain 
in the Navy, for a term of four years. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David C. Hanrahan to be a lieutenant 
In the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1904. 

Lieut. Commander Theodore F. Burgdorff to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1904. 

Lieuts George W. Kline to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of September, 1904. 

Lieut. Commander Templin M. Potts to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 8th day of November, 1904. 

Lieut. Charles M. McCormick to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of December, 1904. 

Capt. Joseph E. Craig to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from 
the 28th day of December, 1904. 

Lieuts. William W. Gilmer, Robert E. Coontz, William H. G. 
Bullard, and Harold K. Hines to be lieutenant-commanders in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1905, to fill vacancies 
created in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 


1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William S. Miller to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 1st day of January, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Cyrus W. Cole to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lloyd S. Shapley to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of January, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William R. Sayles, jr., to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 1st day of January, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Greenslade to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of January, 1905. 

Lieuts. (Junior Grade) Charles E. Courtney and James H. 
Tomb to be lieutenants in the Navy from the ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1905, to fill vacancies created in that grade by the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1903. 


To be ensigns in the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1904, to fill 
vacancies existing in that grade on that date. 
Henry G. S. Wallace. 

- Horace S. Klyce. 
Frank W. Sterling. 
Emory S. Land. 
Franklin W. Osburn, jr. 

' Gilford Darst. 

Roe R. Adams. 

Semmes Read. 

Edwin G. Kintner. 
Harry A. Baldridge. 
William L. Pryor. 
James Reed, jr. 
George J. Meyers. 
James P. Murdock. 
Edward J. Marquart. 

Andrew A. Peterson. 

Leroy Brooks, jr. 
Donald C. Bingham. 

Robert Wallace, jr. 

Ralph M. Griswold. 

William W. Smith. 

| Francis S. Whitten. 

Thomas L. Ozburn. 

Lewis B. Porterfield. 

Walter G. Diman. 

Frank C. Martin. 

Ralph P. Craft. 

Adolphus Staton. 
David A. Weaver. 

Nell E. Nichols. 
James A. Campbell, jr. 
Otto C. Dowling. 

Julius C. Townsend. 

Wilson Brown, jr. 


Robert Henderson. 
William T. Conn, jr. 
John H. Blackburn. 
Frank B. Freyer. 
Roscoe C. Davis. 
Earl P. Finney. 
Willlam D. Puleston. 
Charles S. Kerrick. 
George P. Brown. 
James O. Richardson. 
Harold D. Childs. 
Gilbert J. Roweliff. 
James P. Lannon. 
Richard Wainwright, jr. 
Charles W. Early. 
Edward C. S. Parker. 
Joseph O. Fisher. 
Carlos Bean. 

Oscar F. Cooper. 
Kirby B. Crittenden. 
Merritt S. Corning. 
William J. Moses. 


PROFESSOR OF MATHEMATICS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Harry McL. P. Huse to be a professor of 
mathematics in the Navy, with the rank of commander, to rank 
next after Professor of Mathematics Aaron N. Skinner, and to 
be an extra number in the corps of professor of mathematics in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Charles H. Lauchheimer, assistant adjutant and 
inspector of the Marine Corps, to be adjutant and inspector of 
the Marine Corps, with the rank of colonel, from the 15th day of 
December, 190+. 

Capt. Albert S. McLemore, United States Marine Corps, to be 
assistant adjutant and inspector in the Marine Corps, with the 
rank of major, from the 15th day of December, 1904. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Š CALIFORNIA. 
Horace E. Allatt to be postmaster at Imperial, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California. 
William Bradford to be postmaster at Hemet, in the county 
of Riverside and State of California. 
Edmund L. Brown to be postmaster at Fernando, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. 
William S. Collins to be postmaster at Loyalton, in the 
county of Sierra and State of California. 
Samuel G. Watts to be postmaster at East Auburn, in the 
county of Placer and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Judson D. Foote to be postmaster at Montowese, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
William E. Gates to be postmaster at Glastonbury, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
Tudor Gowdy to be postmaster at Thompsonyille, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS. 
Samuel S. Irwin to be postmaster at Rankin, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
Jennie M. De Roo to be postmaster at Fort Sheridan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois. 
William M. McDonald to be postmaster at Chandlerville, in 
the county of Cass and State of Illinois. 
Leander W. Niles to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of Illinois. 
Darius B. Reid to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
Caleb W. Barker to be postmaster at Francesville, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Indiana. 
Charles D. Davidson to be postmaster at Whiting, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 
Isaac F. Lawshe to be postmaster at Swayzee, in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana. i 
Charles McGaughey to be postmaster at Roachdale, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Indiana. 
John W. Morrow to be postmaster at Hebron, in the county 
of Porter and State of Indiana. 
James M. Ranstead to be postmaster at Bremen, in the county 
of Marshal and State of Indiana. 
John P. Russell to be postmaster at Kewanna, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Indiana. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


585 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 
1 A. Diggs to be postmaster at Lindsay, in district 17, 
Ind. 
Rena Winnett to be postmaster at Krebs, district 15, Indian 
Territory. 
IOWA. 
Bert C. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Kanawha, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Iowa. 
N. C. Kotchell to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 
James Schroeder to be postmaster at Guttenberg, in the 
county of Clayton and State of Iowa. 
Eugene Stiles to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Iowa. 
Edgar O. Winter to be posmaster at Redfield, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
Frank W. Elliott to be postmaster at Edna, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas. 
James R. Hillhouse to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Kansas. 
William A. Hilmouse to be postmaster at Glasco, in the 
county of Cloud and State of Kansas. 
Floyd E. Richmond to be postmaster at Logan, in the county 
of Phillips and State of Kansas, 
Charles C. Wilson to be postmaster at Scandia, in the county 
of Republic and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
Homer B. Bryson to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the gouty 
of Nicholas and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Wilbur F. Whitney to be postmaster at South Ashburnham, 
in the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Carl M. Lund to be postmaster at Harrisville, in the county 
of Alcona and State of Michigan, 
MINNESOTA. 
Frank E. Bardwell to be postmaster at Excelsior, in the county 
of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
Theodore G. Fasteen to be postmaster at Scanlon, in the 
county of Carlton and State of Minnesota. 
M. Miller Severns to be postmaster at West Concord, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Minnesota. 
NEBRASKA. 
John G. Gannon to be postmaster at Pender, in the county of 
Thurston and State of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Reuben Abel to be postmaster at Bernardsville, in the county 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 
Samuel Gordon to be postmaster at South River, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 
William H. Kuhlthau to be postmaster at Milltown, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
John Borup to be postmaster at Tuckahoe, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Isaac Decker to be postmaster at Williamson, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York. 
Fred A. Green to be postmaster at Copenhagen, in the county 
of Lewis and State of New York. 
Christopher B. Morgan to be postmaster at Aurora, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. 
George J. Skinner to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Oneida and State of New York. 
Hattie A. Walker to be postmaster at Bergen, in the county of 
Genesee and State of New York. 
4 NORTH DAKOTA, 
Philip K. Eastman to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county 
of McLean and State of North Dakota. 
Charles H. Lee to be postmaster at Walhalla, in the county of 
Pembina and State of North Dakota. 
OKLAHOMA. 
George S. Bailey to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county 
of Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. 
William T. Barrett to be postmaster at Carmen, in the county 
of Woods and Territory of Oklahoma. 
Frank H. MeCormick to be postmaster at Clinton, in the 
county of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. 
William Thomas to be postmaster at Thomas, in the county 
of Custer and Territory of Oklahoma. 
OREGON. 
John F. Reisacher to be postmaster at Condon, in the county 
of Gilliam and State of Oregon. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Coleman Smith to be postmaster at Coudersport, in the county 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania. 


VIRGINIA, 
Harry Fulwiler to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county 
of Botetourt and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
Benjamin O. Holland to be postmaster at Logan, in the 
county of Logan and State of West Virginia. 
Nathan C. McNeil to be postmaster at Marlinton, in the county 
of Pocahontas and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN, 
F. J. Buell to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 
Racine and State of Wisconsin. 
John G. Burman to be postmaster at Amery, in the county of 
Polk and State of Wisconsin. 
George M. Carnachan to be postmaster at Bruce, in the county 
of Gates and State of Wisconsin. 
Charles F. Fine to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Vernon and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, January 9, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 6, was 
read and approved. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Benton was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of H. R. 14794, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 
to pay heirs of John Sevier, sr., for certain lands taken by the 
United States. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MORRELL obtained leave of ab- 

sence indefinitely, on account of illness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its Reading 
Clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 2269. An act for the relief of Capt. Archibald W. Butt, 
quartermaster, United States Army. 

S. 4260. An act for the relief of Thomas C. Sweeney; 

S. 3828. An act to provide for the settlement of certain claims 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army for the loss or destruc- 
tion, without fault or negligence on the part of said officers and 
men, of property belonging to them in the military service of 
the United States; 

8. 4161. An act providing for the expenditure of money hith- 
erto appropriated for the improyement and maintenance of Ash- 
tabula Harbor, Ohio; 

S. 4878. An act authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance and 
ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educational 
institutions ; 

S. 2749. An act for the relief of Henry Bash; 

S. 181. An act to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in 
connection with mining claims; 

S. 1586. An act for the relief of J. M. Bloom; 

S. 6368. An act providing for the interment in the District of 
Columbia of the remains of Rose Dillon Seager; 

§. 3313. An act to amend section 1706 of the Revised Statutes; 

S. 4838. An act to increase the efficiency of the medical de- 
partment of the United States Army; 

S. 5166. An act to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance De- 
partment; 

S. 5972. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, Minn. ; 

S. 5359. An act to amend “An act to regulate the practice of 
medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and 
to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District 
of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896; 

S. 5889. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the 
Sue of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 

ver; 

S. 6003. An act to provide for the construction of a light- 
house and buoy tender for the inspector of the Third light- 
house district; and 
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S. 6019. An act to authorize the parish of Caldwell, La., to 
construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution 91. < 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of the ent of Commerce and 
Labor 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
covering the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 
1904, including therein the statement of the case, the opinion of the 
court in Paul v. Virginia (8 Wall, p. 168), and the statement of the 
case, the opinion of the court, and the dissenting opinion in United 
States v. E. C. Knight Company (158 U. S., p. 1). 
Senate concurrent resolution 84. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the two Houses of 8 shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Wednesday, the 8th day of Feb: 1905, 
at 1 o'clock the afternoon, pursuant to the requirements of the Con- 
stitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be 
their presiding officer; that two tellers shall be previously e 
on the part of the Senate and two on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to whom shall be handed, as they are opened by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, all the certificates and papers purporting to be cer- 

ficates an pers shall be 
and acted upon in the Sree order of the 
llers, having then read 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 1513. An act for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Saulpaw. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 15606. An act to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tom- 
bigbee River, near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 
State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 90. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) : 
That there be printed and bound in cloth 6, copies of the report on 
the development of the American m t marine and American com- 
merce and of the testimony taken in connection therewith, of which 
2.000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use 
of the House of resentatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the 
Merchant Marine Commission, of which latter 100 copies shall be 
bound In half morocco, à 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 2269. An act for the relief of Capt. Archibald W. Butt, 
quartermaster, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 4260. An act for the relief of Thomas C. Sweeney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 3828. An act to provide for the settlement of certain claims 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army for the loss or destruc- 
tion, without fault or negligence on the part of said officers and 
men, of property belonging to them in the military service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4161. An act providing for the expenditure of money hith- 
erto appropriated for improvement and maintenance of Ash- 
tabula Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 2749. An act for the relief of Henry Bash—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

8. 181. An act to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in 
connection with mining claims—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. f 

S. 4838. An act to increase the efficiency of the medical de- 
partment of the United States Army—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

S. 1586. An act for the relief of J. M. Bloom—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. ; 

S. 5166. An act to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance De- 
partment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 3313. An act to amend section 1706 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


House of Re 


S. 6019. An act to authorize the parish of Caldwell, La., to 
construct a bridge across Ouachita River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 6003. An act to provide for the construction of a light- 
house and buoy tender for the inspector of the third light-house 


| district—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

S. 5889. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the 
State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 5359. An act to amend “An act to regulate the practice of 
medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and 
to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

S. 5972. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
‘Mississippi River between the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., and the city of St. Cloud, Stearns County, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4378. An act authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance 
and ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educa- 
tional institutions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Senate concurrent resolution 91. 

Resolved by the Senate (the H R t 
That there be pointed, foe e use VVV 
Labor, 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
covering the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 
1904, including therein the statement of the case and the opinion of 
the court in Paul v. Vir, a (8 Wall, p. 168), and the statement of 
the case, the opinion of the court, and the dissenting opinion in United 
States v. E. C. Knight Company (158 U. S., p. 1)— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 84: 

Resolved ty the Senate 
That the two Houses of 


Senate, all pu 
nee of the re votes, wate oe are an A shall be 
0 presen and acted upon e a 

States, N with the lett PA 

the same 


rules by law provided, the result of the same 
Senate, who shall thereupon 
announce the state of the vote, which announcement shall be deemed u 
sufficient declaration of the if any, elected President and Vice- 
President of the United States, and, together with a list of the votes, 
be entered on the Journals of the two Houses— 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the reprint of the bill H. R. 5815 and the report thereon, 
the same having been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks for the 
reprint of the bill H. R. 5815 and the report thereon. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 17330) 
making appropriation for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1906, and for other purposes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order on the bill, and I also present the views of the minority, 
and ask that they be printed with the report. J 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama reseryes all 
points of order and presents the views of the minority. 

The bill was read the first and second time, and, with the 
report and the views of the minority, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of District busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. CURRIER in 
the chair. 
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AMERICAN RAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I call up the 
joint resolution (S. R. 79) granting the temporary occupancy of 
a part of the Government reservation in Washington, -D. C., for 
the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
grant permits, under such restrictions as he may deem necessary, to 
the general committee of arrangements of the American Railway Ap- 

liance Exhibition, to be given in connection with the meeting of the 
nternational Railway Congress, for the use of such portion of the 

ublic reservation fronting on the south side of B street, between 

‘ourteenth street and the Sixteenth street roadway northwest, being a 
part of the unimproved portion of the Monument grounds, in the city 
of Washington, which, in his opinion, will inflict no serious or perma- 
nent injuries upon said reservation, to continue from March 20 to May 
25, 1905, inclusive: Provided, however, That all stands, platforms, or 
other temporary structures that may be erected on the space aforesaid 
shall be under the supervision of said general committee of arrange- 
ments and in accordance with plans to be approved by the officer in 
charge of panas buildings and grounds, 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized to permit said eral committee of arrange- 
ments for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition to convey to 
such reservation, through suitable conductors, wherever necessary, 
and in the nearest practicable connection with the present supply 
thereof gas, steam, and electricity for power, heat, and ight necessa 
for such exhibition: Provided, That said conductors shall not be us 
for the conducting of steam or electric current after May 15, 1905, and 
shall, with their supports, be fully and entirely removed from the 
streets and avenues of the said city of Washington on or before May 
25, 1905: Provided further, That the work of vonveying such con- 
ductors to the reservation and removing of said conductors shall be 
in accordance with plans to be approved by and under the super- 
vision of the Commissioners of the trict of Columbia, who shall see 
that the provisions of this resolution are enforced, and that all need- 
ful precautions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the 
pavement of any street, avenue, or alley distur is replaced in as 

ood condition as before entering upon the work herein authorized: 
Provided further, That no expense or age on account of or due 
to the conveying, operation, or removal of the said temporary con- 
aneron shall be incurred by the United States or the District of 
‘olumbia. 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized to permit said general committee of arrange- 
ments to temporarily occupy parts of streets with tracks and switches 
for the accommodation of the exhibitors attending said exhibition: 
Provided, That such temporary occupation shall not exceed the 
of — days, and shall be subject to conditions prescribed by said Com- 
missioners. 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany, the Postal Telegraph Company, and the Chesapeake and Poto- 
mac Telephone Company to extend overhead wires to said reservation 
and to such points thereon as shall be deemed necessary and conven- 
ient by said general committee of arrangements, the said wires to be 
taken down within ten days after the conclusion of the meeting of the 
International Railway 8 on the 14th day of May, 1905. 

Sec. 5. That said general committee of arrangements, prior to the 
issuance of the permits hereinbefore authorized, shall make such nec- 
essary deposits with the collector of taxes, District of Columbia, as 
may te required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to 
guarantee the removal of any of the appurtenances placed in public 
space and the restoration of public works disturbed by such occupation, 
and said general committee shall also by. po r bond, approved by 
said Commissioners, save the District of Columbia harmless from any 
claim for damages arising in any manner from their occupation of pub- 
lic space under this act. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the International 
Railway Congress will meet in this city in the month of May 
following. At that meeting there are expected to be something 
like 500 delegates from abroad. They are high officials of the 
leading railroads of those countries. Under the rules govern- 
ing that body the meeting must be held in the capital city of 
the nation where the congress is held. In view of that fact, 
and in view of this meeting, the American Railway Appliance 
Association desires to give an exhibition at that time, and this 
resolution is for the purpose of enabling them to have a por- 
tion of the Government reservation near the Monument. The 
matter has been submitted to the Secretary of War, to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to the gentleman 
in charge of public buildings and grounds, and has met with 
their favorable recommendation. The exhibition will take 
place some time in the month of May, but these gentlemen 
desire to use the grounds from the 20th of March until the 
25th of May. It will take some time to prepare the grounds. 
The resolution also provides for a bond to be given by this 
association whereby there will be no injury whatever to the 
grounds. I may say in addition that these are grounds which 
are usually given for playground purposes and that it will in 
no way affect the trees or plants. I see no way whereby any 
injury could come to the grounds by passing this resolution. 
They ask for no appropriation, and there will be no admission 
charged to this exhibition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Warnock having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore sundry messages, in 
writing, from the President of the United States were communi- 
cated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his 
secretaries. 


AMERICAN RAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, this matter has been before the 
House on two previous occasions, and because of the lack of 
a quorum, or a refusal for unanimous consent, it has been de- 
layed to the present moment. I think that 99 out of every 100 
Members of this House, on both sides of the Chamber, who have 
given attention to the subject and have sought to investigate 
what the resolution provides, is in fayor of it. I do not believe 
that there is a gentleman on eXher side of this Chamber who, 
recognizing the stimulus that will be given to our great manu- 
facturing industries scattered over twenty-nine different States 
of this Federal Union who will be represented as exhibitors—I 
do not think that a gentleman on either side of the Chamber who 
is anxious that our skilled mechanics may have the widest oppor- 
tunity to send the products of their skill and their industry to 
the markets in the remotest part of the globe—I do not believe 
a gentleman who glories in the marvelous advancement of our 
American railways, if he has investigated, even hastily, the pro- 
visions of this bill, will be opposed to it, unless it be my good 
and genial friend from Illinois, who has been through one 
struggle to free the parks of his city from squatter sovereignty. 
[Laughter.] 

In this instance, however, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed that 
these people, at their own expense, under a bond of ample sum, 
shall erect at their own proper cost these buildings for this ex- 
position, and within a very short period—I think thirty days— 
shall, at their own proper expense, remove the same absolutely 
and leave everything in as perfect shape as it was before. I 
judge that our friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
is not opposed to this, except that he thinks it may establish a 
precedent. I believe he is as much interested in all that goes to 
add to our dignity and our glory as a manufacturing nation as 
any of his colleagues. I think he is second to none of them in 
patriotism. But there is an idea which prevails in his mind be- 
cause of conditions that existed in his city many years ago, and 
that had run unchecked for a quarter or a half a century, and 
because he was instrumental in curing that abuse, that the same 
conditions may grow out of this. 

I want to assure him that these are not squatters who are 
asking this. These are the representative people from all over 
the Federal Union, from twenty-nine different States, who pro- 
pose to come here to the nation’s capital and exhibit the prog- 
ress we have made as a great industrial people. Why, for my 
own part, Mr. Chairman, I would like to see this national capi- 
tal have a permanent exposition. Since I have been a member 
of this body I have voted for an exposition at Chicago, one at 
St. Louis, one at Atlanta, one at Nashville, one at Omaha, and 
I do not know but that 1 also voted for one at Buffalo and one 
at Charleston. I shall, however, never vote for another. If 
we must ever again have another exposition, I wish to see 
that exposition located here at the nation’s capital, and I wish 
to see it permanent in its character. I would vote once more 
for an appropriation for an exhibit to be permanent in its 
character, to show at all times to the visitors to this capital 
city the greatness of our progress. I would have it here that 
the representatives of the nations of the earth coming here may 
seee what our markets afford, because this is the one great 
municipality which belongs to me, though I live in a remote sec- 
tion of the country, living far away from city life; it is the 
one city in the Federal Union that is mine and yours and that 
belongs to my constitutents and yours wherever they may be. 

Over in Philadelphia private enterprise has given what they 
eall a “ manufacturers’ exhibit,” showing the products and the 
materials of the markets of the world and the form and shape 
and fashion into which the different nations make them; and 
this is done that it may act as a stimulus to the American people 
to meet the demands of that market, and to be prepared to export 
the same. For that reason I should desire that we might have 
a permanent exposition, even if we had to give a portion of our 
public ground. Now, some gentlemen object. My good friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] objects, and he says there are other 
sections of the city where this exposition might be held. That 
may be true, but we want some place that is convenient and 
easily approached from all directions, where heavy machinery, 
where locomotives and cars and all that go to exemplify the 
latest development in railway appliances may be transported 
easily and cheaply; but more than that, where the public may 
easily and readily find access thereto. K 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question along that very line. Why can not some 
other place be found, instead of giving the public park, which 
would be just as suitable for this exposition? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the commit- 
tee went to all the other supposedly available places, and this 
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seemed to be the only one that met all the requirements easy 
of access both in getting the machinery in and out, easy of ac- 
cess for the public who desire to attend. I understand there is 
to be no charge for admission. This is not a money-making 
scheme. It is merely to exhibit here at the nation’s capital an 
exemplification of what we have accomplished as a manufactur- 
ing people along the line of railway appliances, that the people 
who come here from every nation on the globe where there is a 
railway may see, for every such country will have a representa- 
tive here in Washington at that time. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
with the explanation and the additional knowledge on the part 
of the House of what this bill seeks to do, that there will be no 
more opposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this, it 
does not entail any expense on the part of the Government 
at all. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, not a penny. Nor will there be any ex- 
pense on the part of the public who come to witness the expo- 
sition. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman guarantee 
that Buffalo Bill will not come along with his show? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I learned soon after I entered 
public life not to guarantee any man’s good faith but my own, 
and sometimes it is a hard job to keep that good. [Laughter.] 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that inasmuch as the time is very 
short these gentlemen may be given the opportunity to erect 
their buildings and bring their exhibits here, and that there 
may be no further delay. I am confident that there is no 
one who has studied the provisions of the measure who can 


find any objection unless it be that to which I have already 


referred, which lies in the mind of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Mann] because of some unpleasant experiences which he 
has had in the past in his municipality. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is very often distasteful for 
one to perform that which he believes to be his public duty. 
On this particular occasion it is especially distasteful to me 
to oppose the passage of the resolution which is pending, be- 
cause there is no city in the country which will have or which 
would have so many exhibits at this exhibition as the city 
which I in part represent on this floor. I would like to be able 
to yield to the wishes of the people in my own city. I knew, 
from the inception of the movement, what the wishes of the 
manufacturers in that city were, and my knowledge has been 
reenforced by a petition which I have just received, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Curcaco, January 3, 1905. 
Hon. James R. MANN, Washington, D. O. 

Dear Sm: The und ed manufacturers of and dealers in railway 
Ng Ey Bg ge 
Able, 3 of House joint resolution No. 160, granting the 


temporary occupancy of a portion of the unimproved pary of the Monu- 
gpa In Washin, n, D. C., for an exhibition of American 


Mr. MANN. The Clerk may omit reading the signatures. 
There are several hundred names signed to that petition, which 
was secured and forwarded to me through the aid of the editor 
of the Railway Age, the representative paper of the railroads 
of the country. That is what is denominated “ building a fire 
in the rear and endeavoring to execute a flank movement.” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen whose names are signed to that 
petition are men of high character. They have a right to re- 
spectfully—as they have in this case—appeal to any Member of 
this House or to the House itself; but they would think but 
little of me if they believed that I would simply follow their 
expressed wish, expressed for their financial benefit, rather than 
follow the deliberate judgment which I formed from my knowl- 
edge of the circumstances of this case, and while I pay most 
respectful attention to their wishes I have not been able to 
change my judgment that the passage of this resolution would 
be a most serious detriment to this country in the hereafter if 
not in the present. What is it that is proposed to be done, Mr. 
Chairman? I hold in my hand the circular letter which has 
been received probably by nearly all Members of this House 
from the American Railway Appliance Exhibition, purporting 
to give a map of the ground which is sought use of by the reso- 
lution, and I beg to ask the distinguished gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Sau un. W. SmirH] whether the portion of ground 
sought to be used is correctly represented in red on the map, as 
purports to be the case. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I think so, 
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Mr. MANN. The distinguished gentleman from Michigan 
and the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania a moment 
ago said that there was nothing upon these grounds, and yet, 
Mr. Chairman, upon these grounds represented on that plat 
and covered by this resolution are trees more than fifty years 
of age, which, under the terms of this resolution, might be dug 
up, I suppose, to be replaced, as my génial friend from Penn- 
sylvania suggests, within thirty days’ time. I was struck the 
other day, in reading a report of one of the old inaugural balls 
held in Washington, by the reported fact that the people ob- 
tained authority to use a piece of public ground or park in this 
city upon which they located their building for the inaugural 
ball, and that the profits from the ball were to be divided be- 
tween two charitable institutions in this city. That was the 
beginning of the use of public property for inaugural balls. At 
that time they, were willing to construct their own building 
and devote the profits to charity, but in course of time in that 
case, as will happen in this case, they are no longer willing to 
construct their own building and the profits they want to 
divide among themselves. 

We will shortly vote the use of the Pension building for the 
inaugural ball. There is not a single Member in this House 
who believes that that building ought to be used for that pur- 
pose, and yet because of the force of circumstances giving prece- 
dent to that site we are sure to give the use of that building 
for that purpose. If we give to this exhibition the use of these 
grounds lying right in the shadow of the Monument to Wash- 
ington, right in front of the White House grounds, if we give 
to this exhibition the use of those grounds for that purpose, 
by what warrant do we refuse to give the use of the same 
grounds or other public grounds to the next exposition which 
is desired to be held in this city? 

This exhibition may be in a sense an educational one, and I 
have no donbt it is. Behind it doubtless is a laudable ambition, 
but I protest against making a precedent for turning over to the 
use of private parties for any purpose the use of the public 
parks and public grounds of the city of Washington, and par- 
ticularly the use of the Washington Monument lot. They might 
as well hold this exposition in the White House lot, a much 
better place, and where they have a much better excuse for 
using those grounds than for using these. The use of the 
grounds there would interfere with the pleasure of but few. 
Here is a proposition to devote the grounds that have been kept 
partly for purposes of beauty and partly for purposes of play 
to the uses of a private exposition. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. SamveL W. Samir], who will possibly succeed in the 
passage of this resolution—although when it was last debated 
the gentleman who proposed it was defeated—will stay in this 
House long enough to rue the day when he set this precedent 
to turn over the public parks in the city of Washington for exhi- 
bition purposes, because every international congress which may 
be here in the future will desire the use of some of the public 
grounds. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption? j 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would ask you if it is not a 
fact that you have voted heretofore for expositions—the one at 
St. Louis, the one at Portland, Oreg., and probably the one at 
Buffalo, N. Y.—and if you have not been voting money of the 
United States constantly for years for these various exposi- 
tions? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am very frank to answer that 
question. When I came into Congress the Congress had appro- 
priated $5,000,000 for an exposition at Chicago, and my sense of 
decency and fairness brought me here unable to protest against 
voting money for any exposition after the amount which my city 
had received. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
knows exactly what the effect is of such propositions. I stand 
here now ready and willing to put aside all sense of public jus- 
tice and vote money to most any exposition, because I feel, on 
account of the fact that my own city has been the recipient of 
such favors, I have no right to protest against it. Here is 
another proposition—a new one—and against the precedent that 
it will form I desire to protest. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? , 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does this exposition depend upon having this 
identical piece of property? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. Washington is a very circum- 
scribed city. It is not as big as some wards in Chicago in my 
district. There is plenty of grounds upon which this exposi- 
tion can be held without seeking out the Washington Monument 
lot. 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman please indi- 
cate are that ground which is stated as being available is 
located? 

Mr. MANN. I can indicate by pointing a finger around in this 
direction and making a circle. There is no place here that is 
very far away. This exhibition is in aid of railways. The 
railways run into town, and the railways are only too anxious 
to carry the people on special trains free of charge from any 
pao am this town to any exposition grounds which may be 

ected. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that this is the first 
time that you have had an opportunity to vete for an exhibition 
that cost the Government nothing, and that you are going to 
vote against it? Is not that a fact? 

Mr. MANN. That is not a fact. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understood you to state that you 
have been voting all along for these expositions—voting the 
money of the Government for these shows. 

Mr. MANN. Wherever there is an expenditure of money for 
the exhibitions I vote for it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is no expenditure of money 
here, and is that the reason why you are voting against it? 

Mr. MANN. It is not the first one—— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that if we added 
$10,000 to this you would vote for it, and otherwise you would 
not? You mean that if this bill contained an appropriation you 
would vote for it so as to be consistent? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I can very easily differentiate 
so that even the gentleman will be able to make a differentia- 
tion, which it seems impossible for him to do easily. I am 
under no obligation to the city of Washington so far as the ex- 
position was concerned, because the city of Washington had no 
Representative to vote any money to my city of Chicago. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me 
again? Supposing that we should strike out the city of Wash- 
ington and put in Chicago, would the gentleman then vote for it? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman asks if I would vote for it if it 
was the city of Chicago instead of Washington. The people of 
Chicago would do as they always do in such cases whenever ap- 
plication is made for the use of their public parks. I might say 
to the gentleman that there are plenty of these people from 
abroad who come to Chicago and endeavor to obtain the use of 
the parks and they are refused, although Chicago has a much 
larger park area in proportion, at least, than the city of Wash- 


on. 
315 SAMUEL W. SMITH. The gentleman from Illinois says 
that application is made to the city authorities in Chicago for 
such use of its public parks. Have not the Commissioners of the 
District approved it by unanimous consent? They made a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, yielding to the same pressure that has been 
brought to bear upon me, yielding to the pressure that has been 
brought to bear upon the various Members of this House—legiti- 
mately; I have no complaint of it—have yielded and joined in 
the request for that which they know, in my judgment, ought 
not to be done. And then it is for the House to pass upon this 

estion. 

Tie. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for another question? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman always. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that the city of 
Washington has no park except in connection with the parks of 
the United States, and the city of Washington furnishes half of 
the expense of keeping up these parks? And that being so, I 
would ask the gentleman if they should not be permitted to use 
these parks when their use is not only a question of being used 
for the city of Washington, but for the entire United States? 

Mr. MANN. It would take me some time, Mr. Chairman, to 
point out all the objections to the suggestion of the gentleman, 
but a large share of what he contends is not the fact. 

Mr. C ES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman tell us 


where this exposition is to be held if not on Government prop- 
7 


Mr. MANN. It can be held on private property. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Where? 

Mr. MANN. I am not now determining that question; I 
could select many places. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like the gentleman to 
specify one place in the District of Columbia suited for this ex- 
position and where it should be held. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, very well; the gentleman wishes me to se- 
lect a particular place for the purpose of jumping upon that 
place. The gentleman knows perfectly well that there are plenty 
of places—thousands of them—iu the District of Columbia 
amply large enough for the purpose of this exhibition. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know a single place in 
the District of Columbia that is accessible and suited for this ex- 
position that is not controlled by the Government, 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, just one other suggestion 
in this connection. In this very circular letter which was issued 
is shown the purported location of the new Agricultural build- 
ing—right across Fourteenth street from the site of this pro- 
posed exhibition. 

I haye no doubt that the gentleman who got up this circular 
believed that that statement was true when it was put in the 
map. It was proposed to locate the Agricultural building in 
this park, just as he has stated, on Fourteenth street, but on 
account of the protest that went out from the people who 
believe in a proper city and proper parks in the city, such objec- 
tion was made that the parks ought not to be used for the location 
of the Agricultural building that even a public building of the 
Government was moved. So that so far as that point of the 
map is concerned, in that respect it is false—not designedly 
false, but false, because the people objected to the use of the 
park, restricting the use of the park even for the purpose of 
putting up the Agricultural building there. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is not the Agricultural build- 
ing to be erected on the park? 

Mr. MANN. It is not to be erected in the park. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the Mall? 

Mr. MANN. The Agricultural building is to be erected south 
of where the Agricultural building is now. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That would still be in the 

park. 
Mr. MANN. That is not in a park. That might have origi- 
nally been a part of the park, but it is not within a park. 
There is no park there now, and has not been a park there since 
my friend came to Washington, and the gentleman is aware of 
that. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MeCALL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Michigan if this resolution involves the destruc- 
tion of any trees? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Not as I understand it. I under- 
stand it does not destroy any trees or any shrubs. That is the 
information I have received. 

Mr. CURTIS. And the ground is to be restored to its present 
condition? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes; the resolution expressly 
provides that it shall be so restored, and a bond given. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is aware that there is quite a 
number of trees and a great many shrubs on this ground? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Not on this particular piece of 
ground, as I understand it. 

Mr. MANN. On the particular piece contained in the plat 
and covered by the resolution, trees some of which are over 50 
years of age. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It is where they play baseball 
and football, and where two years ago the Secretary of War 
allowed the Grand Army of the Republic to have their tents 
and pavilions, and where fireworks are displayed on holidays 
and public occasions. 

Mr. MANN. Of course I do not know whether trees or 
shrubs will be destroyed. No one can tell that; but the plat 
of ground covered by the resolution to be used by this exposition 
does contain large numbers of shrubs and a number of trees, 
some of them large trees. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest that I am informed 
and understand that there is not a tree or a shrub on the 
ground where this exposition is to be held. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. That is my information. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Neither is there any grass. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman 
having the bill in charge a question? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is the report from the com- 
mittee having this bill in charge a unanimous report? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes; I so understand it. 

I move that the resolution be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, before the 
question is taken on that motion I want to say that in view of 
the past course of the Congress of the United States I do not 
exactly understand the opposition to the pending measure. I 
have been one of a woeful minority, numbering about 40, I 
believe, who have stood in this House now nearly twelve years, 
voting against a certain course of legislation which has been 
exceedingly popular in many quarters of this country. Congress 
has hitherto taken the position that it had the right to contrib- 
ute money out of the Treasury to carry on fairs and expositions 
in the States, where Congress has no peculiar territorial juris- 
diction. Gentlemen have yoted here for sums of money all the 
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way from $50,000 to $5,000,000 for exhibitions in all parts of the 
country, from Buffalo and Philadelphia to Chicago and St. 
Louis, to carry on fairs and expositions within the territorial 
jurisdiction of the States, and all that; and now to-day when 
the question is before the House to permit the use of an unused 
part of the public parkage in this city, to carry on an exposition 
of the most highly useful character, and not asking one dollar 
from the public treasury, all at once I find the legislative con- 
science stung to quickness of apprehension at this “ great evil” 
which is about to take place. 

If this bill were accompanied by a proposition to appropriate 
$30,000 or more, it would meet with less objection. It seems to 
me that the forty of us who have been standing here contending 
that the Federal Government had no right to carry on fairs and 
exhibitions might be heard in opposition to this bill with some 
degree of consistency; but, even as for us, I do not think we 
could be heard logically, because we have put our opposition to 
the other projects upon two grounds: First, the appropriation 
of money out of the Treasury, and that objection does not lie 
in this case; secondly, upon the ground that Congress was 
going into the States to do these things, and that does not apply 
here. In the District of Columbia Congress is a State legisla- 
ture for all practical purposes, and has every power which a 
State legislature has within a State; that is to say, all the pow- 
ers that the Constitution of the United States does not take 
away from every legislative body whatsoever. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the object of this expo- 
sition of railway appliances, and especially railway safety ap- 
pliances, is of the highest importance, both to the citizens and to 
the railroads. The railroads ought to be made acquainted with 
all of the patent appliances that provide for the safety of human 
life. Last year we lost more lives in the United States by care- 
less, incompetent, or some other sort of railway management 
than would be expended in a small war, more than were ex- 
pended in the Spanish-American war. It is important that the 
people should see these appliances, that the railroads themselves 
should become intimately acquainted with them. I for my part 
do not see how, in view of past legislation, of this Congress 
especially, this bill can now be opposed. $ 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COWHERD]. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, if the House will bear with 
me a moment. I so frequently agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that it pains me somewhat 
to disagree with him on any occasion. [Laughter.] I know 
that he will agree with me in saying that had his constituents 
known him as well as we do they would never have attempted 
to change his views or opinions by building a fire in the rear, 
or anywhere else for that matter. [Laughter.] 

I, like the gentleman from Illinois, have tried also at times 
to pose as the guardian of the public parks of Washington, but 
with very poor success. It does seem to me, however, that 
if there ever was an occasion where we could yield slightly 
in this respect that this is the occasion. Here is a great exposi- 
tion in this particular line, to be visited by some four or five 
hundred delegates from foregn countries, most of them govern- 
ment officials, men in charge of the great railway transportation 
systems of the world, and if there is any one place above all 
others that Americans surpass it is in the manufacture of rail- 
way appliances. Here is an opportunity to encourage Ameriéan 
trade without a tax upon any American citizen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not propose to give them ‘any 
land. I think the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in say- 
ing that it destroys any trees. There may be a few shrubs, 
but there is very little good sod even on the ground. You will 
remember it, it is the part of the Monument lot that lies just 
south of B street. It is only used once in a while for a play- 
ground for a baseball game, or something of that sort. Now, 
“there is not another piece of ground within 2 or 3 miles 
that can be used for that purpose except some Government 
reservation. The ground used for this purpose must be near a 
railway track, where the appliances can be moved off onto the 
lot. It seems to me the bill is surrounded with every restric- 
tion, and it seems to me that it is eminently just and fair that 
they should have the use of this ground. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think 
that it would tend greatly to lessen the number of railway ac- 
cidents in this country? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think a display before the country of 
successful appliances for preventing accidents, such as the block 
system, for instance, would awaken public interest and hasten 
their adoption by the railroads. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I think the House does not 
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understand the question exactly as it has been discussed heie 
this morning. I do not understand that the gentleman froin 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] is opposed to the exposition. I certainly 
am not. If this exhibition depended on these particular 
grounds, then the argument that has been advanced here this 
morning would be in order. My friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CowHERD] says you can not find another spot of ground within 
2 or 3 miles of this. 

Mr. COWHERD. Except it be a Government reservation 
such as this is. 

Mr. MADDOX. I say to the gentleman now that he can find 
all the ground he wants for this exhibition just across the 
river in Virginia. These railroads will get it as far as this is 
concerned if necessary. They will find it. There is no trouble 
about that. There is no doubt but that this is a very conven- 
ient place for them. It is not a question of voting money; it is 
a question of selecting a place upon which an exhibition shall 
take place. If the exhibition depended on this ground and it 
could be held nowhere else, that would be another matter. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. The gentleman would not hold that we have 
a right to legislate this exhibition into the State of Virginia? 

Mr. MADDOX. No; but as far as we are concerned, we are 
not obliged to legislate on the proposition at all. These gentle- 
men can find the land, and the gentleman from Pennsy!vania 
knows it. Whenever a railroad wants anything they can get 
it in this country, as they are going to get this resolution. 
{Laughter.] You are going to turn it over to them. As I made 
the suggestion to the gentleman when he was on the floor, if 
Buffalo Bill had influence enough, he would have a show on this 
ground before this year is out. [Laughter.] It is not a ques- 
tion of the holding of the exposition. You are not obliged to have 
this place. You can select some other place if you want, and if 
you want you can decline to have anything to do with it, and 
they will find a place somewhere else. 

I do not think that these parks ought to be used for this pur- 
pose. I do not think that we ought to set such a precedent. As 
the gentleman from Illinois has remarked, we have seen what 
precedents will lead to in this House. Some say that there are 
trees to be dug up and some grass to be removed. How are 
these gentlemen going to restore them as they were before? It 
will take years for a tree to grow. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But suppose they do not exist? 

Mr. MADDOX. Then they will not have to be replaced. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Suppose there are no trees, 
suppose there are no shrubs, suppose there is no sod to be 
removed? 

Mr. MANN. Well, suppose there is not any place there at 
all? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. We are not obliged to suppose things that are 
not true, even if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES H. 
LANDIS] supposes them. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that he is supposing a condition that 
does not exist. He is fighting a man of straw in this instance. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that my infor- 
mation, so far as the ground is concerned, as to what is on it, I 
derive from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]; and I 
say if his statement is true that these gentlemen can not replace 
these things within years. If there are trees there that have to 
be due up and turf removed, it will take some time to replace 
them; and I repeat again that the question of the exhibition 
does not depend upon this particular ground. It is simply a 
question of selectfon. We are all in favor of the exhibition, but 
I know and you know and eyery man in this House knows that 
if we decline to act to-day it will not be twenty-four hours until 
the railroad will find some other place upon which to place the 
exposition. : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpis], who probably never has looked at 
this ground except from a distance—or if he has I am perfectly 
willing to give way to him while he describes it—says that my 
statement was untrue about the trees and shrubs being on tbe 
ground. The gentleman from Indiana ought to know that I 
would not have made a statement of that sort unless I knew 
whether it was true or not. \ I walked over this ground on Sat- 
urday from one end to the other, and I think probably that the 
gentleman will accept my word when I tell him that I know 
what is on the ground and that my information is not hearsay, 
like his. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlemaa 
will pardon me, I will state that my information is not hearsay, 
The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCreary] and the ger 
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tleman from Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. Smrra] assure me that 
no tree or shrub is to be disturbed by these buildings; that there 
is no sod down there that is going to be injured. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. 
Lanpis] has as acute a mind as there is in this assembly. I 
did not say whether the trees or shrubs would be injured by the 
buildings or not. I say that we confer the power to injure the 
trees and shrubs. We turn over the lots containing them. No 
one knows—the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sasrurn W. 
Smirn] does not know, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
McCreary] does not know—what will be done. They are not 
the ones who pass upon the question when they have conferred 
the authority to use the ground where the trees are. Their 
jurisdiction has ceased then. 

Mr. SAMUEL W: SMITH. Does not the gentleman think 
that the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds will see that there is no injury done? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think about that. I know that the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has nothing to do with this when you pass this resolution. 
When this resolution is passed, giving authority to use these 
grounds, there is not one of this assembly who has another 
word to say on the subject. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Has the gentleman read the 
resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I have. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from IIIinois read 
from line 2 to line 7 on the second page of the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I will be very glad to have the gentleman read 
it. I have not a copy of the bill before me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will read: 


Provided, however, That all stands, platforms, or other temporary 
structures that may be erceted on the space aforesaid shall be under 
the supervision of said 3 committee of arr ents and in ac- 
cordance with plans to approved by the officer charge of public 
buildings and grounds. 


Mr. MANN. I understand what is in the resolution, but the 
House gives the authority to use the grounds absolutely with- 
out any restriction so far as the House is eoncerned, and I do 
not know, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBEĻL] 
does not know, what portion of the grounds may be used under 
that resolution. There is no restriction in the resolution on the 
amount of the grounds to be used. If the people who propose 
to put up this exhibition knew what portion of the grounds they 
were to use, why did not they present to this House a plat cut- 
ting out the grounds that have shrubs and trees upon them; 
and I say to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] that 
it is not a possibility to use those grounds as proposed here 
without taking up a portion of the trees and shrubs on them. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman desire any 
more time? 

Mr. MANN. No. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I renew the mo- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the reso- 
lution with a favorable recommendation, 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES, MARCH 4, 1905. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I will call up Sen- 
ate joint resolution No. 84, authorizing the granting of permits 
to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of 
the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, etc., 
which I will send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to grant a permit to the committee on inaugural ceremonies for the use 
of the Pension building in the city of Washington on the occasion of 
the inauguration of the President-elect on the 4th day of March, 1905, 


to such restrictions and regulations as the Secretary ma 
N in respect of the period and manner of such use. 4 


the su 
with the 


ec. 3. Tha 
5 authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the in- 
al committee for the — — to 

w v 


augur: inaugural ceremonies, March, 
stretch suitable overhead conductors, with sufficient supports 


the nearest practicable connection with the present 


necessary and in 
supply of light, for the purpose of effecting the said Illumination: 
Provided, That the said conductors shall not be used for the conveying 
of electrical currents after March 7 1905, and shall, with their sup- 
rts, be fully and entirely removed from the streets and avenues of 
Phe said city of Wash on on or before March 15, 1905: Provided 
further, Th: and removing of the said wires shall be 
of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bla, who see that the provisions of this resolution are enforced; 
that all needful preeautions are taken for the protection of the public, 
and that the pavement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is re- 
placed in as good condition as before entering upon the work herein 
authorized : Provided f K t no expense or damage on account 
of or due to the 3 1 or removing of the said tem 
rary overhead conductors shall be incurred by the United States or the 
District of Columbia: Provided further, That for the purpose of this 
* ee or earns of additional underground conduits 

S ro 

Sec. 4. Tha $15,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, pay- 
able from any og in the a not otherwise appropriated and 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia in equa? is hereby 
appropriated to enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to. maintain 192 order and protect life and tigen | in said District 
from the 28th of Febru to the 10th of March, 1905, both inclusive. 
Said Commissioners are hereby authorized and directed to make all 
reasonable regulations necessary to secure such 
order and protection of life and property and g fares by public 
conveyance during said period. Any person violating ire 3 of such regu- 
lations shall be liable for each such offense to a fine not to exceed $100, 
in the police court of said District, and in default of payment thereof 
to imprisonment in the workhouse of said District for not longer than 
sixty Nagy And the sum of $2.000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, hereby likewise appropriated, to be expended the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia for temporary pu lic-comfort 
stations during the iod aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. That the Recretary of War and the Secretary of the a te 
and they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on tnaugura 
ceremonies such s, flags, and so forth (except battle flags), that 
be spared withent DENAT to the panic motion, nich Been thar aed 

ou men e c service, such flags 
by said committee under such tions and 


reservation of public 


restrictions as may be 


prescribed by the said Secretaries, or either of them, in decorating the 
fronts of public buildings and other places on the line of march be- 
Executive fon and the interior of the 


tween the Capito! and 

2 i That the said committee shall indemnify the 
sali Se ee or either of them, for any loss or damage to such 
fi not u y incident to such use. t the Secretary of War 


i 

Sec. 6. That the C 
they are hereby, 
Company and the 
the Pension building and to such points along the line of parade 
as 8 deemed by the chief marshal convenient for use in connection 
with the parade and other inaugural purposes, the said wires to be 
taken down within ten days after the conclusion of the ceremonies on 
the 4th ag, 9 March, 1905. 

Sec. 7. t the Commisioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to issue to steam railroad companies in said District 
permits to temporarily oceupy additional of the streets for the 
purpose of accommodating the travel public attending the inaugural 
ceremonies in March, 1905: Provided, That such temporary occupation 
shall not exceed the period of fifteen days and shall N to con- 
ditions prescribed by said Commissioners: Provided further, That no 
3 tracks shall be laid upon or over any of the parks of the 
eity. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I move to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that the first reading of the resolution be dispensed with. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
take any time except to say that the committee will ask thaf the 
Senate joint resolution be passed fixing the place for holding 
the inaugural ball in the Pension Office. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Michigan what provision is made in the resolution to provide 
for safety from fire? I would like to say, in connection with 
that, that I was at the inangural ball four years ago, and there 
was a great quantity of cloth, bunting, and other combustible ma- 
terial, and it seemed to me if a fire had broken out there, with all 
those thousands of people from all parts of the country, that the 
Iroquois fire at Chicago would have been but a slight circum- 
stance compared with it. Since that fire almost every common 
council in the United States, almost all the city governments of 
the United States, have been making stringent provisions in re- 
gard to theaters, requiring curtains made of asbestos and simi- 
lar precautions, and it seems to me that Congress should not 
pass a bill permitting the ball to be held under circumstances 
where a dangerous fire might occur. I have not read the reso- 
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lutions, but I think there should be stringent provisions upon 
that point. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Well, it is under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, and I will 
say that the committee that is to be in charge, which appeared 
before the District Committee, said every precaution would be 
taken to obyiate any danger of fire. I desire to say further that 
during the preparation for the inaugural ball four years ago 
there were three slight fires, scarcely worth mentioning, and 
which I understand did not last but a moment. Every precau- 
tion is taken. 

Mr. McCALL, The discussion I had seen about the matter 
related mainly to safety of records and safety of property; but 
it seems to me that a fire very disastrous to life might occur 
there. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If I may interrupt the gentleman, 
I understand further the committee have said they do not intend 
to make use of cloth, but only such decorations as are fireproof. 

Mr. McCALL. Then they would be of a very different char- 
acter from what they were four years ago. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. ‘That is the intention. 

Mr. McCALL. It seems to me as a matter of prudence there 
should not be a resolution passed by Congress deferring this 
matter entirely to the discretion of an executive officer. It 
seems to me there should be some definite provision that ex- 
traordinary safeguards should be provided against fire which 
might result in the destruction of life. I think it should be iz 
the resolution. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Well, we are assured, as I said, 
by the committee that all precautions will be taken. Every 
precaution which was taken four years ago will be taken, and 
more, this time. s 

Mr. McCALL. I understand the Secretary of the Interior, 
speaking with reference to the safety of the records, took his 
position because of the nearness to fire four years ago, and he 
opposed the use of the building because of fires that occurred, 
and that might have been very disastrous to the records there. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If I may interrupt the gentleman, 
I will say it is not intended to use but two floors of the build- 
ing. The records will be on the upper floor or in the basement. 

Mr. McCALL. It seems to me as a matter of good legisla- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, that some of these safeguards should be put 
in the legislative act, and that Congress should not be put in the 
position of legislating on a matter of this character, giving it 
over entirely to the discretion of an executive officer. I have 
not read the resolution, but I could prepare an amendment. I 
have no doubt the Committee on the District of Columbia could 
very quickly prepare an amendment that would exactly cover 
the point I suggested. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, did I understand 
the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

‘Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did I understand the gentle- 
man to say that four years ago there were four incipient fires? 

-Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. No, sir; I said three. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There were three fires discov- 
ered in the Pension building? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. During the period the building 
was taken over for this inaugural ball? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. That is as I understand it; yes, 
sir. They were extinguished, I understand, in a moment or 
two. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But suppose they had not been 
extinguished. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Secretary of the Interior objects to the use of this building 
because of the probable loss of records and life in case there 
should be a fire? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Perhaps I had better refer the 
gentleman to the Secretary's letter, which is in the report. 

Mr. McCALL. What is the substance of it? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the records will all be put on the third floor 
in order that they may not be burned in case of fire on the 
second or third floors? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The records will be placed in 
the basement or some safe place. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But if a fire takes place, it is 
to be presumed it will go down. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If I may be permitted to answer the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LAN DTS J, he stated 
to the committee that there are flre and water proof vaults in 
the basement of that building of sufficient size to accommo- 
date the records. 
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Mr. McCALL. How about the people who will attend the 
ball? Can you put them in fireproof vaults? [Laughter.] 
It seems to me that we are hardly looking at the important 
part of this question. I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Sauukl. W. Sairu] if he does not 
think that some amendment covering the point I have made 
ought to be placed in the bill? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I am frank to say, after the 
statement of the gentleman who appeared before the com- 
mittee and because there are so many firemen placed there, 
constantly in charge, that there is no need for the amendment 
referred to, but if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
se py will prepare an amendment I would be glad to in- 
ser 

Mr. McCALL, I will be glad to vote for the gentleman’s bill, 
but I think it would be a vicious piece of legislation to pass it in 
the form in which it now is. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia could prepare an amendment better than I could, but 
if the gentleman will temporarily withdraw the bill, 1 will 
attempt something in the form of an amendment. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I think perhaps there is going to 
be further discussion on this bill. Can not the gentleman pre- 
pare it in the meantime? 

Mr. McCALL. If there is to be a discussion, I will endeavor 
to prepare it. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the resolu- 
tion will contain the provisions authorizing the Commissioners 
to make the cab fare for that night $20? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I think so; according to your 
understanding. 

Mr. MANN. There is no doubt as to what the bill says, if it 
has not been changed. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The bill provides that the Com- 
missioners shall make the regulations. 

Mr. MANN. And fix the rate of fare? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. And permit them to change the present or exist- 
ing rate? Š 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It is within their hands to do so. 

oe MANN. Permitting them to make such charge as they 
please? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. They can make it as high as they wish to? 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman will permit me, the 
Chairman remembers that the District Commissioners have 
already stated that all they intended to do, and all they wish 
this authorization for, was to publish the rate along with the 
advertisement publishing the regulations which they shall make, 
and that the rate that would be published would be the present 
existing rate. They publish an advertisement under this au- 
thorization which we give them to make certain regulations, 
which shall have the force of law. They advertise them, issue 
cards, and publish them in the papers, so that the people may 
obtain the information. They desire that regulation as to rates 
so that they may publish the rates in the advertisement and 
the public may know what they are. They intend to use the 
existing rates. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I will point out 

Mr. COWHERD. Just a moment or two. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, does he mean 
to inform the House that they can not advertise the existing 
rates unless we give them authority? 

Mr. COWHERD. No; the gentleman does not seem to under- 
stand. They make certain regulations under the provisions of 
this bill that the bill says shall have the force of law during the 
time of the inauguration; and they want to publish the existing 
rate as part of the regulations. Now, they do not make the ex- 
isting rate, and it is a question whether they would have the 
right to include it as a part of the regulations herein provided 
for and publish it in the advertisement unless they are given this 
authorization. When they are given the authorization they can 
publish it, and that is what it was intended for. 

I just want to say a word upon the general proposition of the 
use of the Pension building. Personally, I am opposed to the 
use of the Pension building for the inauguration ball, or for 
any such purpose. The report of the Secretary of the Interior 
suggests that the cost to the Government is only about $30,000. 
I think that could well be doubled and probably tripled before 
we reach what will be the actual cost of the use of the Pension 
building for this purpose. I did not vote against this in com- 
mittee, and I do not think I shall vote against it on the floor. 
As my friend here [Mr. Firzerratp] has suggested, we have no 
responsibility on this proposition. We have had a referendum 
and the people have decided the Republicans shall have control 
of the inaugural ceremonies, and it seems to me it is up to the 
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gentlemen on that side of the House to decide how they shall 
conduct this inaugural ceremony, and what part of the Govern- 
ment property they will use. 

But what I do want to say on this occasion is that this but 
further illustrates the misfortune of paternalism in government. 
Here is this great city of Washington, with 300,000 inhabitants, 
and possibly haying more wealth per capita than any other city 
of the Union, and still they can not have the smallest kind of a 
public affair without cglling on Congress and asking it to help 
them. Now, there is hardly another city in the United States 
approaching this in importance that has not a convention hall, 
or some such sort of building, for just such purposes. Yet here 
is a city that has the greatest civic demonstration known to the 
country, occurring every four years—and of course they know it 
is coming—and yet they make no provision for it. They have 
probably more great conventions held in the city of Washington 
than in any other city in the United States, and yet there is not 
a building of any kind within its limits where a convention can 
be held outside of the ordinary theater. 

There is not another city in the country with half its wealth 
that would not twenty years ago by voluntary subscription 
have raised the money and built a hall suitable for such pur- 
poses; yet year after year, although the inaugural ceremonies 
and convention bring to the business men of Washington enor- 
mous profits, they come to Congress and ask that one of the 
Government buildings may be turned over to them for a private 
function, admission to which can be obtained only by purchas- 
ing tickets. [Applause.] I want to say that four years ago, 
as you all remember, this proposition came before Congress. 
We granted the Pension Office for the ball, and likewise the 
right to use certain other property, with the provision that they 
were to repair any injury that was done, and notwithstanding 
the guarantee they refused to make the repairs where an injury 
was done. In a letter they said they were not personally re- 
sponsible, and therefore they declined to make the repairs. 
Then Congress served notice upon the city of Washington as 
strongly as it could possibly, by a law which passed the House 
and the Senate and was signed by the President, in which it 
said you shall not again have any Government building for use 
in these inaugural ceremonies. 

Yet here we have them, four years afterwards, coming smiling 
again to us with the same old proposition, demanding the same 
old favor, and saying we will take care of jt the next time. I 
have thought that for myself I would like to put the facts before 
the House, yet I think it is hardly the thing for this side of the 
House to raise any particular protest as to the manner or place 
of this inaugural ball or any part of the ceremonies. It seems 
to me the question is up to the gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber. But I do believe it is a good time to suggest that 
this city should erect a-building by the voluntary contributions 
of its citizens, suited for the purpose of holding such ceremonies 
and for the great conventions that want to come here. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not the gentleman think that this House 


ought not to be a party to having this public function held in a 


fire trap? Does the gentlemar consider that he has not any 
responsibility in reference to that proposition? 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not agree with the gentleman that this 
would be a fire trap. 

Mr. McCALL. Did the gentleman go to the ball four years 


ago? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not the gentleman remember that there 
was a great deal of combustible cloth and other material there? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but the inaugural committee have 
guaranteed to this committee that there will be no cloth used in 
the decorations this year. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not the gentleman think that as a mat- 
ter of legislation Congress should make some provision against 
that in this act? 

Mr. COWHERD. I certainly have no objection to it, though 
after the guaranties given to us by the gentlemen in charge of 
the matter we hardly thought it necessary to put the provision 
in a temporary bill of this kind. As far as the building is con- 
cerned, there is probably no building in the country that is more 
nearly fireproof than that. There is practically no woodwork 
in it; it is constructed almost entirely of brick. 

Mr. McCALL. Are not all these theaters that burn with 
great loss of life fireproof buildings? Did not the gentleman 
understand that the Iroquois Theater in Chicago, where there 
was such terrible loss of life, was fireproof? | 
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Mr. COWHERD. Of course there is no such thing as a fire- 
proof building. i 

Mr. McCALL. I mean in the same sense in which this is a 
fireproof building. 

Mr. COWHERD. But, as the gentleman knows, the Pension 
building, with all its supports and all its interior walls built 
out of brick, is as nearly a fireproof building probably as there 
is in the country. Of course you can get enough combustible 
material inside of it to have a fire, and if you get your fire hot 
enough you can destroy the building. 

Mr. McCALL. I do not think the danger would come from 
the building burning. 

Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Michigan will yield to 
me for a moment 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. How much time does the gentle- 
man desire? 

Mr. McCALL. Only three or four minutes. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I yield to the gentleman four 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for four 
minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I do not find any provision in the bill which 
even refers the question of providing safeguards against fire to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. Four years ago 
there were at one time in that building the President of the 
United States, the Vice-President of the United States, probably 
a majority of the Cabinet, and a great many members of both 
Houses of Congress; and while I think it should sufficiently ap- 
peal to this House that the lives of American citizens should 
not be exposed to fire and that therefore rigid precautions 
should be taken, yet there is this further consideration that if 
there had been a fire at that time, with loss of life, the suc- 
cession to the Presidency might have been destroyed and the 
Government for the time being paralyzed. As I said, I do not 
find any provision in the bill with reference to safeguards 
against fire, and I think the District Committee should prepare 
an amendment specifically providing for that point. Therefore, 
at the proper time, I shall ask that this bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions 
that they make provision for this point that I have raised. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER. I have listened to the discussion that has been 
going on here, and I have heard, I suppose, 25 per cent of it. 
It seems to me that all the discussion is directed to the Pension 
building. In this bill, a copy of which I have before me, the 
use of the Library of Congress is called for. As the bill was 
not read before this discussion commenced, I do not know 
whether we are asked to vote in favor of the Library of Con- 
gress or in favor of the Pension Office. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I will say to the gentleman that 
the resolution will be read in a few moments. 

Mr. BAKER. It seems to me it would have been better to 
have it read in the beginning, so that gentleman could have 
understood the discussion. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
New York that the bill will be read by sections under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, is this general discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate. 

Mr. BAKER. I am afraid I am in the condition of a certain 
gentleman from Alabama, a former Member, who once inquired 
on the floor of this House “ Where am I at, Mr. Speaker?’ I 
should like to know the status of this discussion. Is this bill 
being considered under general debate, is it being read by sec- 
tions, or how? There has been so much confusion I have been 
unable to find out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that it is being considered under the order of general debate. 
The reading of the bill has not been 

Mr. BAKER. Is there any limit on the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. No limit has been fixed to the general 
debate. As far as the gentleman is concerned, he is entitled to 
one hour. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care for more than a 
few minutes. As I said, because of the noise it has been im- 
possible for me to follow his discussion; but I am opposed to 
the use of any Government building for a social function. I 
am particularly opposed to the use of the Pension building, be- 
cause it seems to me a travesty on legislation that this House, 
which devotes two days in each month to the consideration of 
pension claims, should deliberately vote that all the business 
connected with the Pension Office shall be suspended during the 
week or ten days or two weeks involved in the preparation and 
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the cleaning up of the Pension building before and after this in- 
augural ball. 

It seems to me that is a preposterous proposition to come from 
the Republican side of the House, which makes particular claim 
to being the soldiers’ friend. Every soldier who has a claim 
in the Pension Bureau must necessarily have that claim delayed 
and deferred by this‘action. That of itself would seem to be 
reason enough why this function should not be held in the Pen- 
sion building. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this whole procedure. 
As I have said once before on this floor, I am opposed to mix- 
ing up official duties and social functions. The matter of a ball 
has nothing at all to do with the Government of the United 
States. It is a purely social matter; it is a private affair that 
Mr. Roosevelt may engage in or not as. he pleases, but it is not 
our business to have anything officially to do with social func- 
tions. Therefore I am opposed not only to the use of the Pen- 
sion building, but to the use of any public building for that 
purpose. 

Referring to the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CowHeEnrp], this is the same old story you get all the time. The 
moment you begin to deal out “pap” you accustom people to 
come asking for favors and privileges, and they will continue to 
come all the time. This city of Washington—the District of 
Columbia—is levying upon the people of the United States to 
the extent of 50 per cent of its municipal expenditures, and then 
they are not satisfied. Why, the women on the east side of New 
York that are sewing their fingers off making shirts for 36 
cents a dozen, these women have to pay a part of the expense 
of this great city of Washington, the land values of which are 
enormously increased every year by our public expenditures 
for Federal purposes, and this entirely regardless of the money 
that we contribute to municipal expenditures. Why, this is the 
one city in the United States that can afford never to have a 
penny of money contributed to it, because the Government is con- 
stantly expending millions of dollars in the erection of public 
buildings, and the erection of these buildings adds enormously 
to the land values, which, instead of being taxed into the publie 
` Treasury, go into the pockets of a few land speculators, among 
whom are some gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol and 
probably some in this House. 

Now, gentlemen, this inaugural committee came to you four 
years ago and said: “Give us the use of a public building now 
and we will have a convention hall erected before the next in- 
auguration.” The guaranty of these people who are constantly 
tapping the public till is not worth a penny. No one would take 
it is a commercial transaction for one moment. Their guaranty 
has proved valueless—th¢y have taken no such step, they have 
erected no hall. Twelve years ago it was demonstrated that 
there was more than $400,000,000 of land values here, and that 
land was increasing in value at the rate of $42,000,000 a year. 
There has, therefore, probably been added to the land values of 
the city of Washington within the past twelve years, since the 
time of the Tom L. Johnson report, at least $500,000,000. 
So that, based upon that investigation, which was a most ex- 
haustive one, at the head of which was the present mayor of 
Cleveland, Tom L. Johnson, then a Member of this House, there 
are approximately $900,000,000 of land values, created in a large 
part by the erection of these Government buildings and by Gov- 
ernment expenditures. And yet with this enormous communal 
fund available for municipal purposes, what do the people and 
the local papers say? They say that Washington is too poor to 
pay for needed public improvements, although the rental value 
of the land values amounts to not less than three times the 
total outlays for municipal purposes—both the half paid by the 
District and the half which the people of the whole country 
contributes. The people of this city who live in Washington are 

less taxes in proportion to the value of property here 
than is paid in any other city in the country. And yet they have 
the effrontery to come before the committee and the House 
: “Give us more; give us more; give us 


This is a city in which the people are denied the right of self- 
government. This is the ideal city, according to the privileged 
classes; the city whose government is distinctly paternalistic 
and therefore should commend itself to the gentleman at the 
other end of Pennsylvania avenue, and to Wilhelm II, his great 
counterpart in Germany. This is a city whose form of govern- 
ment ought to commend itself to the Czar of Russia. Here is 
where autocracy rules, and the beneficiaries of that autocracy 
are not the great mass of the people of Washington, but those who 
own the land values which you are making valuable all the time 
by your constant expenditures of public money. And not one 
word does anybody here ever raise against that. How many 
are interested in the speculation I know not, but I at least am 


going to protest against this perennial, continuous robbery of 
the great mass of the people by indirect taxation in order to 
make fortunes for those who are speculating in the land of the 
city of Washington. I protest against the whole proceeding. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, as an original 
proposition I would not support this resolution) I think we 
can have our President inaugurated without having an inau- 
gural ball, but the fact is there is no place in the city of Wash- 
ington where an inaugural ball such as we should have can be 
held except at the Pension building. As an original proposi- 
tion I would not vote for it, but I shall not by my vote, nor my 
influence, stop having this affair at this time at the Pension 
Bureau. Before any opposition arose to this it was generally 
understood that the governors throughout the United States 
and their respective staffs, the militia, and a great many distin- 
guished men would be invited or were already Invited to come 
here to attend these inaugural ceremonies, a part of which is 
this. inaugural ball. Now, regardless of party, we represent 
those people. 

What are the wishes of the respective governors and of their 
staffs and of the militia and of the citizens who are to thus par- 
take in the inauguration of our President? I did not vote for 
Mr. Roosevelt for President and I never intend to vote for him. 
That is not the question, however. The question is, inasmuch as 
we have already sent out invitations—and when I say we I 
mean the inaugural committee in charge—or have indirectly in- 
vited our governors and their political families and our distin- 
guished citizens—and, if you please, their wives and daughters, 
God bless them, for we have a right to have them, and you 
would not have any ball if you did not have the wives and 
daughters here—are we going to shut the door of hospitality in 
the face of these distinguished people, and simply because it 
may endanger the files or the pension rolls that we have in days 
gone by kept safely? There has been no trouble. We will have 
no fire. Fires have been and can be avoided. No one has been 
killed or hurt. No one has been held up and no trouble has 
come of it. It is true that it is a bad policy, and I will agree 
with my friend, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] — 

Mr. BAKER. Then, why don’t you vote against it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Because it will be inhospitable 
as the matter stands. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, be consistent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And I never saw the time in my 
life when I would be willfully discourteous to a woman or a 
governor or any other person in this country to whom I ought 
to be courteous. That is why. 

Mr. BAKER. But the gentleman is not responsible to them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; and neither is the gentle- 
man from New York. 

I may not go to this affair, the chances are that I will not, but 
I do not want it said that we are all at once to have a spasm of 
economy and be discourteous to the President of the United 
States. Although he is a Republican, we can be courteous to 
him. I know I want to be. And are we, all at once, to say 
that he shall not have what Mr. Cleveland and his successors 
had. Now, Mr. Cleveland is a New York man, and he is the 
first man that ever had an inaugural ball in the Pension Bureau. 
He and his friends set the example. Personally, I believe in 
doing like Jefferson did—getting on a horse and going before the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court and taking the oath of office 
and then going back and going to work. But, Mr. Chairman, 
the common law of “ inauguration” has always been, except in 
the case of the great Democrat, to have an “inaugural ball.“ 
Now, there is not a hall in the city, I am informed, there is not 
a hotel in the city, I am informed, where the ball may be held. 
I have made some inquiries. It is true I have not been here; I 
have been sick, as everyone knows. I have been inquiring, how- 
ever, because I want to be fair and just, I want to be propitious, 
and I do not want us to have a spasm of economy and in doing 
so be discourteous to our President, our governors, their staffs, 
and their wives and their daughters and invited guests. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

But let us serve notice, and I now serve notice, Mr. Chairman, 
that I shall never again yote for an inaugural ball to be in the 
Pension Bureau; never again as long as I live, and I hope to be 
in Congress as long as I live. [Laughter and applause. ]! 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will, but 

Mr. BAKER. You say you serve notice upon these people? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do, and you, too, because you 
will be back in Congress. I hope you will come back, BAKER, 
because you are a good fellow. 

Mr. BAKER. I am obliged to my friend, although that’s a 
debatable question. But I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want five minutes more, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Several MEMBERS. You have an hour. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not want all that. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. The 
gentleman said he serves notice upon these people that he will 
be opposed to the inaugural ball being held in a public building 
four years from now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do now. 

Mr. BAKER. Important as is that notice from my friend 
from Tennessee, surely the gentleman does not consider that 
notice as important as the official notice from this House which 
was served upon these people four years ago in regard to the 
holding of this ball in a public building. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; they did not do any such 
thing. 

Mr. BAKER. If they refuse to take notice, a notice of the 
House, what probability is there that they are going to take the 
notice now served by my distinguished friend from Tennessee? 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Wait a minute. My friend 
from New York is great on statistics, but I am afraid he is poor 
on law. The law does not say we shall not have this inaugural 
ball in the Pension Bureau. It says in effect that we can use 
any public building if Congress says so. Now, I say it will be 
discourteous to the whole nation, it will be discourteous when 
the matter has gone as far as it has, after committees have 
been formed, after they have labored hard—and I do not know 
a single committeeman, not one—after they have invited the 
governors, as I say, after we have invited the 80,000,000 of peo- 
ple who are expected here, thus to shut the door in their faces. 
It is like inviting a man into your house to partake of your hos- 
pitality and as soon as he rings the doorbell you open the door 
and then shut it in his face. 

I say it wonld look to me like a small thing for a great legis- 
lative body, for a great Congress of a great people to be thus 
inhospitable and thus discourteous; but, Mr. Chairman, I will 
serve notice now that, regardless whether we shall have an 
inaugural ball four years from now or not, or whether the 
President inaugurated is a Democrat or Republican—I hope it 
will be a Democrat, and if it is, I propose to go right up to the 
White House and tell him he may have his inaugural ball 
somewhere else than at the public expense, and I shall insist, as 
I do now—— 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Let me finish my proposition— 
of course I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would like to ask the gentleman if Con- 
yention Hall would be adequate to the requirements, and 
hvhether it would be a suitable place to hold an inaugural ball? 
It certainly is large enough. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I really do not know. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I never heard anybody mention it, and of 
course if it is possible to have it somewhere else 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My observation is—and I am 
speaking upon the assumption that everything stated here is a 
fact, that nobody is supposed to be misleading anybody here— 
I understand that there is no other place in all Washington 
where this ball can be held except at this particular place, and 
that is why, I say, have it there. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I most decidedly prefer to have it, if it is 
to be held, at the Pension building rather than in the Capitol or 
in the Library, but it would be desirable to have it elsewhere if 
a building could be obtained adequate to the purposes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would say to my friend that I 
have been informed since he has made his inquiry that the Con- 
vention Hall is situated over a butcher’s shop. 

Mr. DINSMORE. They might move the butcher’s shop out. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Surely we do not want to have 
the inaugural ball there, and I know my friend would not for a 
moment be there if that was the case. So, with the lights be- 
fore us 

Mr. SIMS. I understand the gentleman to say that Mr. 
Cleveland had a ball in the Pension Office? ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My information is that the first 
time the inaugural ball was held in the Pension Office was when 
Mr. Cleveland was first inaugurated. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Cleveland did not have a ball anywhere. 
Mr. Roosevelt does not propose to hold a ball anywhere. This 
is a ball of the inaugural committee with which to raise money 
to defray expenses, and is not a Government function. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My friend is too broad and lib- 
eral minded to higgle over a technicality. The Government 


does not yote for that ball to be held, but the people of Washing- 
ton are going to have it, and the people of the United States 
are going to have it, and everybody will have a chance to be 
there—I hope they will be there—although I now have no in- 
tention of attending it. 

But the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that an inaugural ball was 
held there when Mr. Cleveland took the oath of office, and I 
want to say, furthermore, that I went to an inaugural ball there 
about four years ago, where I saw the lamented McKinley and 
his lovely wife, and everybody was paying respect to them be- 
cause they were there. If there had not been an inaugural ball, 
the President and his wife would not have been there. It was 
given to see them there and they were there. And surely we 
do not want to have an inaugural ball in a place where it 
should not be, where the President and his wife and his daugh- 
ters, and the Cabinet and their friends, and the American people 
are coming to celebrate the inauguration of the President of 
the United States. 

I do not wish to shut the gates now in the face of this matter, 
for it has gone too far, and to do so would appear discourteous. 
And I put it on another ground, which is a subordinate one. I 
am-a Southern man. I do not wish to appear petulant and 
narrow-minded about the President, because he is a Republican 
and defeated my friend Judge Parker for President. No man 
shall righteously accuse me of being narrow and little. Then, 
Mr. Chairman, there is another reason. The President is try- 
ing to do right; thank the Lord for that! The President is 
trying to give teeth to our Interstate Commerce Commission 
that will haul up before the bar of justice the railroads that 
have been robbing the American people, and, by the eternal! I 
am with the President, and do not care how long the teeth will 
be which-we put in the law. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the President seems to be trying to un- 
horse the infernal trusts that are robbing the people of the 
United States by starting out his dogs of war, even if he has 
done so after the election, and I wish to take his hand the first 
time I get a chance and shake it, because of this action. I un- 
derstand he called up a few of the knowing Republicans—he 
might have called up a few more if he had let me pick them 
out—last Saturday and asked them if it was not right to tear 
down the robber tariff that is robbing and destroying the people, 
their liberties, and their rights. I am with him on that. I am 
with him on all the things, Mr. Chairman, which I think are 
right. If he stands for these things I will stand with him. 

I confess I falter when you ask me to shut the door of hospi- 
tality in the face of the President and appear discourteous to 
him, discourteous to his family, discourteous to his Cabinet, and 
discourteous to 80,000,000 people who want to see him inau- 
gurated like we have inaugurated many of his predecessors. 

Mr. SIMS. Will my colleague permit me to ask him another 
question? : 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman think it will have any effect 
on the policy of the Administration with regard to trusts 
whether this ball is held in one building or another? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to show how happy we 
are that he is getting after these outlaws; that he is trying to 
execute the law; and I hope he will do it. I do not care whether he 
is a Democrat or Republican. I am a little bit mad at him that 
he did not put some Democrats and Republicans, too, connected 
with the merger cases in the penitentiary. I want him to put 
them in so thick that their heads will stick out through the 
front door and their hoofs through the back windows. I want 
to see the law enforced and the people of this country put on 
top by overcoming the trusts that are strangling the commercial 
arteries of this fair land. Aboye all things I am an American, 
and that is another reason why I want to be hospitable to the 
President, and for this additional reason I shall vote for this 
resolution. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I ask for the reading of the joint 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate joint resolution No. 84. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to grant a permit to the committee on inaugural cere- 
monies for the use of the Pension building in the city of Washington 
on the occasion of the erty myn of the President-elect on the 4th 
cay of March, 1905, subject to such restrictions and regulations as the 
pon Secretary may prescribe in respect of the period and manner of 
such use. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 3, after the word “ the,” strike out the words “ Secretary of 
the Interior is” and insert in lieu thereof Librarian of Congress and 
the Superintendent of the Library Building and Grounds; in line 6, 
after the words “use of the,“ strike out Pension building” and in- 
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8 rt of 2 1 
wine dee an er eerste A eat u. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendments. 
The question was taken; and the amendments recommended 
by the committee were rejected. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I send up an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
P: „Une 1 after the word “use,” the words “ 
V extinguishing — 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. In this connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I send a letter from General Wilson to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have it read. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
INAUGURAL COMMITTER, 


Hon. Epwarp De V. gyre s 
Hul K stree 


commit I desire to say to you that should Co: its m. 
conclude to act favorably upon tion, it is our far 
as the Pension building is concern “the minimum of use” 
consistent with the grandeur and to see that it re- 
ceives “the maximum of protection and safety,” so as persons, 


ones and are concerned. 
~ ours, very cordially, Jonx M. WiIIsox, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army, Retired, 


Chairman Inaugural Committee, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 5. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
and they are hereby, autho to loan to the committee on ina 

ceremonies such ensigns, flags, etc., belonging to the Government of the 

United States (except battle flags} that are not now in use and may 

be suitable and for decoration and may, in their Judgment, be 

detr: ment to the public service, such flags to be in 

with said ceremonies by said committee under such regu- 


nd the interior of the reception hall: Provided, Th: 
signal numbers, etc., to said chairman shall 
ce prior to the 28th ty of aema 
him by the 10th d March, 1 
That the said committee shall 
either of th for any loss or damage to such 
Incident to such use. the Secre 


and occasion 

President of the United States, March 1905, such h 

camp 1 and other necessar hospital furniture, and 
email of 9 los, ag stretch 
and Red Cross flags 

ly the Government at the time of 
lemnify Department for a 

the pem 5 N 9 aforesaid not 

necessarily incident to such use. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman; on page 5, line 24, 
I move to strike out the word “eighth” and insert the word 
“fourth.” The committee say that they desire these days dur- 
ing which to secure the flags. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

x t the word “eighth” and insert the word 
— — — 2 9 — 4 February.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I send to the Clerk’s desk an 
amendment which is satisfactory to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wittrams], and I hope it will be satisfactory to the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: a. Pater. 
Py, bye yt 83 shall give bond, with security satis- 
factory to the Secretary of War, to do the same.” 

The question was taken,.and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mmissioners of the District of Columbia be, an 
they a Date $ 3 to permit the Western Union Telegraph 
Company and the Postal Telegraph Company to extend overhead wires 
into the Pension Building and to such points along the line of parade 
as shall be deemed by —— —— 3 geben 3 Swine te 
be takest Aea wheats toe days after the conclusion of the ceremonies 
on the 4th day of Mareh, 1905. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In lines 21 and 22 strike out “Pension building” and insert 
“pbuilding for the Library of Congress.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill by sections was resumed and con- 
cluded. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 
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The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Division. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to find out what 
we are voting upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying Senate Joint 
Resolution 84 aside with a favorable recommendation, and a 
division has been called for. 

The committee divided; and there w 54, noes 30. 

Mr. BAKER. I raise the point of no quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York raises the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting 
the committee.] One hundred and twenty-four Members, a 
quorum present. The ayes have it, and the joint resolution will 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I move that House joint resolu- 
tion 160, granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the 
Government reservation in Washington, D. C., for the Ameri- 
can Railway Appliance Exposition, be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie upon the table. Action 
upon this resolution is not necessary, in view of the fact that 
8 Senate resolution has been ordered reported favor- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that House joint 
resolution 160 be reported with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAMUEL W. Surra, the committee 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration Senate resolution 79 without amendment and Senate 
resolution 84 with amendments, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with the recommendation that they do 
pass; and had directed him to report House joint resolution 
160 with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first resolution. 


BAILWAY APPLIANCE EXHIBITION. 


The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was the joint resolution (8. 
R. 79) granting the temporary occupancy of a part of the Gov- 
ernment reservation in Washington, D. C., for the American 
Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I move the previous question on 
the joint resolution to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was the joint resolution (S. R. 
84) authorizing the granting of permits to the committee on 
inaugural ceremonies on the oceasion of the inauguration of the 
President-elect on March 4, 1905, etc., with amendments, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on that resolution. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have five minutes. „ 5 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I withdraw the request and yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana for three minutes. : 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I have asked the 
gentleman from Michigan to yield me five minutes in order that 
I might have read by the Clerk an extract from a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior bearing on the question of the use 
of the Pension building for the inaugural ball. I desire to 
state in this connection that I promised some member of the 
District Committee that I would vote to allow the Pension build- 
ing for this purpose. I did not know at that time what a risk 
we were taking, that there was an even chance of this action re- 
sulting in the utter and absolute destruction of all the records 
in that building. I ask the Clerk to read this extract. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

re t 
5 ocean ot the bung fe one witch oad e 
over when it is considered that the loss of papers and evidence in 
pending claims, which can net be duplicated, would be irreparable and 
work great inj upon many deserving claimants, doubtless prevent- 
ing favorabie action by the Bureau on their claims and necessitatin 
the itioning of Congress for relief. Aside from the large mass o 
records and papers in the various divisions of the office in everyda 
use in the work of this great Bureau it should be borne in mind tha 
there are stored in the upper portion of the building the papers in 
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1,650,400 adjudicated pension claims, and on the floor of the court 
there are 369 file cases, In four sections, containing 450,000 pending 
989 and abandoned files. All this material is of inflammable 
character. 

As a matter of information, it mag | be stated that as a result of the 
occupancy of this build at the last ina tion in 1901, to say 
nothing of the incidental damage to the buil nin, son the furniture by 
reason of such use, the loss of time of the employees of that Bureau, 
I am credibly informed, aggregated in value $30,000. 

It may also be stated that during that period three fires occurred In 
the building, as follows: 

March 2, 1901, at 9.30 a. m., on the first landing of the northern 
stairway, caused by a leakage from a gasoline torch. 

March 8, 1901, at 1.40 p. m., caused by the ignition of a lot of 
straw at the back of the musicians’ stand. 

March 8, 1901, at 7.12 p. m., in the second balcony, caused by the 
breaking ot an electric-light globe, the hot glass falling on the decora- 
tions and igniting them. 

These fires were extinguished without doing any great amount of 
damage, but they show the possibility of similar fires occurring in the 
future if the building is used for the same purpose. 

The Commissioner of Pensions in submitting a report on March 21, 
1901, as to the result of the use of the Pension Office building for the 
inaugural ball stated, among other that “as little loss of time 
as practicable took place, and I am under many obligations to the em- 
ployees of the Bureau for their general supervision and care of the 
property and papers, but I desire to say to you now that this building 
should never again be used for the pu of the inan, 1 ball.” 

In view of the circumstances rect above, I do not deem it 
dient to express any opinion as to the 1 of the passage of the 
resolution aboye mentioned, believing the question presented is 
one which should be settled in such manner as Congress in its wisdom 


deems best. 
Very respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
add only this 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. December 12, 1904. I have only 
this to add, that with that warning I can not see my way clear 
to vote for the use of the Pension building for the inaugural ball. 
There were three fires in that building in three days. This is 
a warning upon which this House can not turn its back. I do 
not know that what is called an inaugural ball is at all necessary. 
If it is, let it be held in some other building. Were it held in the 
Congressional Library and that building destroyed, the books 


could be restored and the records there duplicated. The records 


in that Pension building could never be duplicated. If burned, 
they would be lost forever. This House can not afford to take 
the chance after this solemn warning from the Secretary of the 
Interior. Not only do we risk the destruction of that building, 
with all the records in it, which could not be replaced, and whose 
loss would visit hardship and woe upon millions of people, upon 
soldiers and their widows and orphan children, but the lives of 
15,000 people who will crowd that building would be jeop- 
ardized. The burning of that building, which was threat- 
ened three times in three days four years ago, would result in a 
calamity compared with which the Iroquois Theater fire in 
Chicago would be as nothing. When the time comes, Mr. 
Speaker, I propose to call for the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend allow me to inter- 
rupt him one moment? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not a single one of those fires 
occurred on the night of the inaugural ball. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How did they manage the lights 
and other things on the night of the inaugural ball when they 
did not set anything on fire? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can they not manage equally as 
well again? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why, fires are accidents, and 
you can not tell when they will occur. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman speaks about the 
danger of 15,000 people being burned. No fire occurred on the 
night of the inaugural ball, which shows that they knew better 
how to manage it on that night than they did on the Ist, 2d, and 
8d of March, when the fires did occur. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I think those are questions that 
answer themselves. 

Mr. BAKER, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER. It must be perfectly obvious that as the build- 
ing did not burn down before it will not burn down now. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It shows that they know better 
how to manage the thing on the night of the 4th than they did 
on the Ist, 2d, and 3d. If they had known as well how to man- 
age it on the ist, 2d, and 3d as they did on the night of the 4th 
there would have been no fire. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I presume the same line of rea- 
soning would lead to the conclusion that the Iroquois Theater 
managers knew how to manage the building night after night 


before, but on that particular afternoon it burned they did not 
know how to manage it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. As a matter of fact they did not 
have any fire there to show them how to use common sense be- 


fore. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my 
motion for the previous question on the joint resolution and 
amendment, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Baker) there were—ayes 74, noes 23. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment. : 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate joint resolution. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will withdraw that demand, 
but I desire to give notice that I shall ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the resolution. 

The question was then taken; and there were—ayes 72, 
noes 51. 

So the joint resolution was read a third time. : 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 90, 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 148, as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Adams, Pa. Esch Jackson, Ohio Ransdell, La. 
Adams, Wis. Evans Jenkins ichardson, Ala, 
Aiken Fitzgerald Jones, Wash, enberg 
Allen Fordney, edy Scarborough 
Lassett Foss Ketcham Sherley 
ede Foster, Vt. Kline Sherman 
Birdsall Gaines, Tenn. Kluttz Shiras 
Brooks arber, Knapp Small 
Broussard Gardner, Mich. Knowland Smith, III. 
Brown, Pa Gilbert Kyle Smith, Samuel W. 
Brown, Wis. Gillet, N. X. Lacey Smith, N. X. 
Brownlow Gillett, Cal. Lamb Smith, Pa, 
Rrundidge Gillett, Mass, Lever Southall 
Buckman Glass Lewis Southard 
Burkett Goldfogle Lind Sperry 
zurleson Graf Livingston Steenerson 
Butler, Pa. Griffith Longworth Stevens, Minn, 
Byrd Griggs Low Sulloway 
Campbell Grosvenor Lovering Talbott 
Capron Gudger e Thomas, N. C. 
Conner Hamilton McCarthy Thomas, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Haskins McCleary, Minn. Tirrell 
C zrumpacker Haugen McLachlan ‘Townsend 
Currier Hedge McLain Van Duzer 
Curtis Henry, Conn. Macon Van Voorhis, 
Cushman epburn Maddox Warner 
Darragh Hill, Conn Maynard Warnock 
Davis, Minn, Hinshaw Miers, Ind. Webber 
Dickerman Hitt Miller Weems 
Dinsmore Horr Mudd Wiley, N. J. 
Douglas Ho. y Needham il 
Draper Huft Otjen ynn 
Dresser Humphreys; Miss. Patterson, Pa. 
Driscoll Hun Porter : 
Dwight. Hunter Powers, Mass. 
NAYS—90. 
Ames G Murdock Sho 
er Hamlin Norris Shull 
Bartek 1 = . —— 
ates enry, Tex. layden 
Beall, Tex. Hermann Palmer Smith, Iowa 
Benton Hopkins Patterson,N.C. Smith, Tex. 
3 Johnson erkins nap 
Boutel Jones, Va. Pinckney Snoo! 
Bowle ehoe Pou paang 
Breazeale inkaid Powers, Me. Staffo 
Cassingham Kitchin, Wm. W. Prince Stephens, Tex, 
Clark nopf Randell, Tex. ‘Tawney 
Clayton Lamar, Mo. er Underwood 
usins Landis, Chas. B. Reid Vandiver 
Cromer Frederick Rhea Volstead 
Dalzell der Weisse 
De Armond Little Roberts Williams, III. 
Field Lloyd Robinson, Ark. Woodyard 
Fuller Lorimer Robinson, Ind. Young 
Gibson McCall Rucker. Yenor 
Gillespie Mann Ryan The Speaker 
Goebe eon 10 Shackleford 
Granger oon, Tenn. Sheppard 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10. 
Adamson Dixon McAndrews Wan 
Cowherd Gooch Smith, Ky. * 
Hay Taylor 
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NOT VOTING—148, 


Acheson Davis, Fla. James Richardson, Tenn. 
Alexander Dayton, Keliher Rixey 
Babcock Deemer Kitchin, Claude Robb 

Badger Denny Lafean Robertson, La. 
Bankhead Dougherty. Lamar, Fla. Ruppert 
Bartholdt Dovener Lawrence Russell 
Beidler Dunwell I Scott 

Bell, Cal. Emerich Lilley Scudder 
Penny Finley vind Sibley 
Bingham Fitzpatrick Littauer arid 

Bishop Flac Littlefield Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bowers Flood Livernash Southwick 
Bowersock Foster, III Loudenslager Sparkman 
Bradley Fowler McCreary, Pa. Rpight 
Brandegee French McDermott Stanle: 
Brantley Gaines, W. Va. MeMorran Sterling 

Prick Gardner, Mass. McNary Sullivan, Mass, 
Ru 8 Gardner, N. J. Mahon Sullivan, N. X. 
Burke Garner Marsh Sulzer 
Burleigh Goulden. Martin Swanson 
Burnett Greene Meyer, La. Tate 

Burton Hardwick Minor Thayer 
Butler, Mo, Hearst Mondell Thomas, Iowa 
Calderhead Heflin Moon, Pa. Trimble 
Caldwell Hemenway Morgan Vreeland 
Candler Hildebrant Morrell Wachter 
Cassel Hill, Miss. Nevin ade 

Castor Hitchcock Olmsted Wadsworth 
Cochran, Mo Houston Otis Wallace 
Cockran, N. Y Howard Overstreet Watson 
Connell Howell, N. J. Parker Webb 

Cooper, Pa Howell, Utah Patterson, Tenn. Wiley, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex. Hughes, N. J ayne WIII 

Croft H creek W. Va. Pearre, Wilson, III 
Crowley Hull Pierce Wilson, N. I. 
Davey, La torn pe Wash. Euo Vood 
Davidson Jackson, Md. Rainey Wright 


The SPEAKER. Mr. Clerk, call my name. 

The Clerk called the name of the Speaker and he answered 
“ No.” 

So the joint resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the day: 

Mr. Deemer with Mr. Denny. 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Greene with Mr. McNary. 

Mr. Hitpesrant with Mr. HITCHCOCK. 

Mr. Howe tt of New Jersey with Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. Hower of Utah with Mr. HETILIN. 

Mr. Hues of West Virginia with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. Humpurey of Washington with Mr. Huaues of New 


y. 
Mr. Larean with Mr. KELIHER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 

Mr. Sm with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIND. 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, 
Mr. Marsu with Mr. Pugo. 

Mr. Martin with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. Mixon with Mr. RIXEY. 

Mr. MonpELL with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. Morcan with Mr. SCUDDER. 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. SPIGHT. 

Mr. Steve with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. VreeLtanp with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. WricHt with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. Drxon with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. Oris with Mr. WEBB. 

Mr. DuNWELL with Mr. Wey of Alabama. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts with Mr. FLOOD. 
Mr. French with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. Fow er with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. Frack with Mr. Emerica. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Coorer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. Otmstep with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. LoupENSLAGER with Mr. HILL of Mississippi. 
Mr. Woop with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. CROFT. 

Mr. MorRkELL with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Dovener with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Garnes of West Virginia with Mr. HARDWICK, 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN Surra with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. STERLING with Mr. JAMES. : 
Mr. Burton with Mr. BURGESS. sorai 


Mr. Hemenway with Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Overstreet with Mr. BELL of California. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. BINdHAu with Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. HOUSTON. j 

Mr. Payne with Mr. RogerTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. WIIsoN of New York. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BADGER. 

Mr. BisHor with Mr. BENNY. N 7 

Mr. Bowrnsock with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Cocnran of Missouri, 

Mr. Lirraver with Mr. Cockxran of New York. 

For the vote: ł 

Mr. Sournwick with Mr. LIVERNASH. | 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BuowNLow with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. Surrn of Kentucky. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Witson of Illinois with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 

Mr. Brerpter with Mr. HOWARD. 

Mr. Casset with Mr. GoocH. 

Mr. Bascockx with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WapswortH with Mr. SWANSON. ' 

Mr. Wacuter with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Casror with Mr. Tare. 

For the session: 

Mr. WaNGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. } 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

ey unanimous consent, House resolution 160 was laid on the 
table, 


EAST WASHINGTON TRACTION RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 14752) to change the name of the East Washington 
Heights Traction Railroad Company, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the name of the East Washington Heights 
Traction Railroad Company is hereby changed to the East Washington 
Heights Railway Company. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH.. Mr. Speaker, the only change 
made is simply taking out the word “traction.” I call for a 
vote, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


THIRTEEN-AND-A-HALF STREET. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 15477) to change the name of Thirteen-and-a-half 
street to Linworth place, which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act 
the minor street passing through squares Nos. 263 to 270, inclusive, 
lying between B street and Maryland avenue, and Thirteenth and 
Fourteenth streets SW., in the District of Columbia, and known as 
“ Thirteen-and-a-half street,“ shall hereafter be known and designated 
as “ Linworth place.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PERMANENT SYSTEM OF HIGHWAYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 16460) to authorize certain changes in the permanent 
system of highways, District of Columbia, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized to prepare a new 3 plan for that por- 
tion of the District of Columbia lying north of the Sheriff road and 
east of the right of way of the Alexandria branch of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company and extending to the District line, 
under the provisions contained in the act of Congress approved March 
2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a permanent system of highways 
in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” and 
an amendment to said act, approved June 28, 1898; that upon the 
completion and recording of said new highway plan it shall take the 

lace of and stand for any previous plan for said portion of the Dis- 
rict of Columbia. 


The Clerk read the following amendment: 


In line 6, page 1, strike out the word “east” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ southeast.” 


1905. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


AUTHORIZING UNION TRUST AND STORAGE COMPANY TO CHANGE ITS 
NAME. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
the bill H. R. 16582. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16582) to authorize the Union Trust and Storage Com- 
pany to change its corporate name. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Union Trust and Storage Company, of 
the District of Columbia, a body corporate, duly incorporated under an 
act approved October 1, 1890, and entitled “An act to provide for the 
incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other ra- 
tions within the District of Columbia,” be, and is hereby, authorized to 
change its name to The Union Trust Company of the District of Colum- 
bia, the said change of name to be complete and effectual when said 
corporation shali have filed with the recorder of deeds of the District of 
Columbia an amended certificate of incorporation setting forth the 
change in name hereby authorized, and shall also have filed a copy of 
said amended certificate of incorporation with the Comptroller of the 
Currency of the United States. 

pee 2. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this 
ac 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 


COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL OF GARBAGE, ASHES, ETC. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
the bill H. R. 16802. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16802) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to enter into contract for the collection and disposal of 
garbage, ashes, etc. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
Inmbia may, on and after the passage of this act, enter into a contract 
or contracts with the lowest and best bidder for the collection and dis- 
posal of gar „ miscellaneous refuse, ashes, ht soil, and dead ani- 
mals, In accordance with contract specifications, for a period or periods 
not to extend beyond June 30, 1910. Said Commissioners shall defi- 
nitely fix the collection districts in the city of Wash m and District 
of Columbia, and stipulate in said contract cations the number 
of collections to be made, whether daily, weekly, or triweekly in 
said distri so that efficient collections may be enforced, and to re- 

that bidders shall stipulate in their proposals the increased 
compensation they will 9 if semiweekly collections are as ge 
to be made triweekly or triweekly collections are to be made daily in 
any of said districts or portions of such districts, and the reduction in 
compensation said bidders will concede if daily collections are 

to aac | or triweekly collections are changed to semiweekly in any 

of said districts or portions of such districts: Provided, That all = 

bage collected under the provisions of this act shall be disposed of 
through a reduction or consumption process in such manner as to entail 
no damage or claim against the District of Columbia for such disposal, 
and subject to the regain’ inspection and goes of the Commis- 
sioners. All contracts shall expressly e t no garbage or other 
vegetable or animal matter shall be dumped into the Potomac River 
or any other waters, fed to animals, or — to the elements upon 
lands within the District of Columbia: Provided further, t said 

Commissioners are hereby authorized to make all regulations necessary 

for the collection and disposal of garbage, Uaneous refuse, ashes, 

dead animals, and night soil, and to annex to such regulations such 
peona as may in the judgment of said Commissioners be necessary 
o secure the enforcement thereof. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 5, insert after the word “contract” the words “ with 
the lowest and best bidder.” 

Page 2, line 17, insert after the word “lands” the words “ within 
the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman whether 
this bill entails a charge upon the Federal Treasury in whole or 
in part that is not now imposed upon it? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it 
does. I understand it is similar in its provisions to a bill which 
was passed five years ago—almost word for word, as I am in- 
formed by the Commissioners. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why is it asked to be passed now? Will it 
expire by limitation? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. They desire this bill passed at 
this time so the Appropriations Committee can incorporate in 
their bill the amount that will be bid if this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. DALZELL. This simply preserves existing conditions? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. As I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the question of the Chair was 
to ascertain whether the proposed legislation entails a charge 
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upon the District where none now exists by law; if so, it ough 
to be considered in the Committee of the Whole. k 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I think it imposes a charge, but 
nothing new, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does it impose a charge on the Federal 
Treasury or on the District treasury? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Half and half. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman ex- 
plain the law under which the garbage and ashes in the District 
of Columbia are disposed of now? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. They are let by contract. The 
garbage contract is let at $51,500 a year, with a reduction of 
50 cents per ton after they have removed 20,000 tons. 

— FITZGERALD. How long was the present contract 
made? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Five years; and the Commis- 
sioners say they can make a much better contract where they 
have opportunity for a five-year contract than they can under 
the law where they simply let the contract for one year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the District Committee considered 
the question of the District disposing of garbage and ashes and 
night soil itself, afterwards disposing of the results of the in- 
cineration of these things? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I do not think I understand the 
gentleman’s question. If you will repeat that again, please. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In many cities of the United States the 
municipalities themselves have their own plants for incinerat- 
ing the garbage, night soil, and ashes, and the result of the in- 
cineration is a product which is of commercial value, and these 
municipalities instead of paying to have the refuse of the city 
disposed of are able to get an income from this refuse. My 
question is, Has the District Committee considered the propriety 
of the city of Washington disposing of its refuse themselves? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. No, sir; I will say it has not 
been brought to the consideration of the District Committee. 
Under the present plan they let the contract and the garbage 
goes to a reduction plant down the river some5or6miles. Iam 
informed there is a cremation plant at Philadelphia that desires 
to locate here and also bid upon this new contract, but it has 
not been brought to the attention of the committee as you sug- 


gest. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I would suppose that members of 
the committee themselves would have suggested this plan of 
disposing of the city refuse. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Well, that would entail the build- 
ing of a plant, of course. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 2 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Samvert W. Surru, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill as amended was passed was laid on 
the table. 

MEMORIAL OF TEACHERS OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to present a memorial from the teachers of Washington, 
showing the necessity for an increase of salaries in the District 
of Columbia, and I ask to have the same printed and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. I presented to 
the House a few days ago a petition in reference to compulsory 
education in the District of Columbia, of considerable length, 
and I asked at that time the leader on this side of the House, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], whether it would 
be proper to ask unanimous consent to have that printed, and 
he replied to me that it would be proper to ask it, but that he 
always objected to those requests. Then, in view of his absence 
and to preserve his record 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. He did not authorize you to do it? 

Mr. MANN. As I could not get mine printed, I object to this. 

ROSE DILLON SEAGER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stars! 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the 
following Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 6368) providing for the interment in the District of Colum- 
bia of the remains of Rose Dillon Seager. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the health officer of the District of Columbia 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue a permit for the interment In 
the District of Columbia of the remains of the late Rose Dillon x 
formerly a resident of the District _of Columbia and a citizen of the 
United States, who died at Panama January 2, 1905. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to have some explanation of that. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Wixt1ams] that under the law a person who 
dies with a contagious disease can not be brought in and in- 
terred in the District of Columbia. This lady died at Panama 
of yellow fever, and in order that she may be buried in the 
District of Columbia it requires this act. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How long ago did she die? 

Mr. SIMS. Some time ago. Her remains will arrive at New 
York on Wednesday, and it requires expeditious action. We 
have often taken action of this kind before in similar cases. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did she die of yellow fever 
longer than four months ago? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know how long it has been. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the law is to be suspended in 
this case, why not in all cases? 

Mr. SIMS. This is the plan we have always pursued. Her 
body will come here in an hermetically sealed coffin, I under- 
stand, and there will be absolutely no danger. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

On motion of Mr.-Smrs, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER IN MARION COUNTY. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 16570. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
16570, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16570) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River in Marion 
County, Tenn.,” approved May 20, 1902. 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River in Marion County 
Tenn.,” approved May 20, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, reviv 
and declared to be in full force and effect, and that section 7 of said 
act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void unless the bridge 
herein authorized shall be commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the Ist day of January, 1905.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a-third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 


BEEF TRUST. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary. I am directed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to report back to the House 
resolution No. 403, with the recommendation that the same do 
lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the 8 be, and he is hereby, requested 
to report to this House whether he has ascertained that the so-called 
“peef trust” is in restraint of trade; and if so, what steps he has 
taken under the provisions of section 6, aforesaid, to cause a forfeiture 
of the property “in course of transportation from one State to 
another’ WY gS constituting the so-called “ beef trust.” 


Mr. JENKINS. I move that the resolution do lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. BAKER. I rise for the purpose of asking the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary whether he will yield me 
sufficient time to discuss this motion. 

Mr. JENKINS. It is not a debatable matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ba- 
KER] Is not in order. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. The motion to lay upon the table is not de- 
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batable, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] has 
refused to yield. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that I be given ten 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Refusal to yield is equivalent to an objec- 
tion, as the gentleman knows. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, that the resolution lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER. Division. You might just as well have given 
me ten minutes. It will take more time. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 87, noes 57. 

Mr. BAKER. Tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
tellers. Those in favor of the demand for tellers will rise and 
be counted. [After counting.] Twenty-six gentlemen have 
risen in support of the demand—not a sufficient number, and 
tellers are refused. 

Mr. BAKER. I make the point of no quorum. 

[Cries of “Too late.“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Two hundred and thirty-nine gen- 
tlemen present—a quorum. The ayes have it; the motion pre- 
vails, and the resolution is laid on the table. 


SMOKE NUISANCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary. I am directed by 
the Committee on the Judiciary to report back House resolution 
407 with the recommendation that the same do lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, by direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, reports from 
that committee the following resolution, with the recommenda- 
tion that it lie on the table. The Clerk will report the resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution No. 407. 


Whereas the Secretary to the President, in a letter to the Commis- 
sloners of the District of Columbia, states that “the President has 
again taken up with his Cabinet the smoke nuisance,” and inquires “ if 
it*is not possible to —— criminally against the managers of this 
company“ — the Washington Electric Company—and says: “It would 
seem to be wise to go to the very limit of the law and arrest the head 
of Pe company, again and again, at the shortest possible intervals;“ 
an 

Whereas the stoppage of the present robbery of the people by the 
beef, coal, and steel trusts, the Standard Oil Company, and similar con- 
spiracies in restraint of trade is a matter of transcendent importance 
compared with the abatement of a smoke nuisance, even if adjacent to 
the White House: Therefore be is 

Resolved, That this House respectfully asks the President whether he 
has taken up with his Cabinet the criminal nature of the aforesaid com- 
binations, and also whether he has instructed his Attorney-General “ to 
go to the very limit of the law, and to arrest the heads of these com- 
panies, again and again, at the shortest ible intervals,” to the end 
that permanent relief may be obtained for the people from the exac- 
tions of these combinations, their conduct also constituting “a flagrant 
defiance of law.” 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution do 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BAKER. For the purpose of asking whether the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary considers this matter 
important enough for him to concede me five minutes. 

Mr. JENKINS. I have no time to yield, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 154, noes 74; so 
the resolution was laid on the table. 


REBATE TO COLORADO FUEL AND IRON COMPANY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report back to the House resolution 408, 
with the recommendation that the same do lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution No. 408. 


Whereas the traffic manager of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad Company gave evidence, on December 29, before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, showing that the said railroad did, on and after 
August 19, 1902, grant a secret rebate to the Colorado Fuel and Iron 
Company, which amounted to more than $1 a ton less than the pub- 
lished rate; said rebate, according to the eu Inter Ocean, amount- 
ing to the enormous sum of fully $400,000; an 

Whereas the head of the traffic department of the said Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, during the time this secret rebate was 
allowed, was the present Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Paul Morton, 
who is reported as defending the granting of said rebate, saying, 
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“That what Mr. Biddle (the traffic manager) did, was exactly right:“ 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform this House whether the act of Mr. Paul Morton, as vice- 
president and head of the traffic department of the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad Company, in allowing the said rebate to the 
Colorado Fuel and fron Company, is not in flagrant violation of law, 
and what steps, if any, have been taken to prosecute him criminally 
for his said act. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution do 
lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the resolution do lie on the table. ö 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, upon this 
question, for the purpose of saving time, I think we better have 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 98, 
answered “ present“ 12, not voting 156, as follows: 


YEAS—118. 
Adams, Pa. Driscoll Kinkaid Sible 
Allen Dwight. N Smith, III. 
Ames Esch Knop Smith, Iowa 
Bates Evans Kyle Smith, N. X. 
e F racy Smith, Pa. 

Birdsall Foster, Vt. Landis, Frederick Sna; 
Bishop Fuller Lawrence Southard 
Bonyn Gardner, Mich. Lilley Southwick 
Boutel Gibson Lorimer — 
Brooks Gillett, Cal. Loud Stafford 
Brown, Pa. Gillett, Mass. McCall Stevens, Minn, 
Brown, Wis. Goebel McCarthy Sulloway 
Buckman Graff McCleary, Minn. Tawney 
Burke Grosyenor McLachlan Thomas, Ohio 
Burkett ‘ Hamilton ann Tirrell 
Butler, Pa. Haskins Marshall ‘Townsend 
Capron Hedge 3 Van Voorhis 
Conner Henry, Conn. Needham Volstead 
Cousins Hepburn Norris Vreeland 
Cromer Hermann Otjen Wachter 
Crumpacker, Hill, Conn. Overstreet Wadsworth 
Currier Hinshaw Palmer Warner 

urtis Ilitt Patterson, Pa. Warnock 
Cushman Hore Porter Webber 
Dalzell Holliday Powers, Me, Weems 
Daniels Hull Prince Wiley, N. J. 
Davis, Minn. Hunter Reeder Woodyard 
Dixon Jenkins Scott Young 
Draper Jones, Wash. Sherman 
Dresser Ketcham Shiras 

NAYS—98. 
Aiken Gilbert Lewis Ryan 
Baker Gillespie Lind Shackleford 
Bankhead Glass Lindsay Sheppard 
Bartlett Goldfogle Little Shober 
Itassett Granger Livingston Sbull 
Beall, Tex. G loyd Sims 
Pell, Cal. Griffith, Lucking Slayden 
Benton Gri; Macon Small 
Lowers _  Gudger Maddox Smith, Tex. 
Towle Hamlin Miers, Ind. Snook 
Brundidge Harrison Moon, Tenn. Southall 
Burleson Henry, Tex. Vadgett Stephens, Tex. 
Byrd Hopkins Page Sullivan, Mass. 
Cassingham Humphreys, Miss. Pierce Talbott 
Clark Hunt Pinckney Thomas, N. C. 
Cowherd Johnson Pou Underwood 
De Armond Jones, Va. Randell, Tex. Vandiver 
Denny ehoe Ransdell, La. Wade 
Dickerman Kitchin, Claude Reid Weisse 
Field Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhea Williams, III. 
Finley Kline Richardson, Ala. Williams, Miss. 
Fitzgerald Kluttz Rider Wynn 
Gaines, Tenn. Lamar, Fla. Robinson, Ark. Zenor 
Garber Lamb Robinson, Ind. 
Garner Lever Rucker 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
Beidler Gaines, W. Va. Landis, Chas. B. Sherley 
Bu s Gooch Legare Smith, Ky. 
Dayton Hardwick Longworth Wanger 
NOT VOTING—156. 

cheson Castor Fowler Keliher 
= Wis. Clayton French Kennedy 
Adamson Cochran, Mo. Gardner, Mass, Knowland 
Alexander Cockran; N. Y. Gardner, N. J. Lafean 
Babcock Connell Gillet, N. X. Lamar, Mo. 
Badger Cooper, Pa. Goulden Lester 
Lartholdt Cooper, Tex. Greene Littauer 
Lenny Cooper, Wis. Haugen P Littlefield 
Bingham Crort Hay Livernash 
Bowersock Crowle Hearst Loudenslager 
Bradley Darrag Heflin Lovering 
Brandegee Davey, La. Hemenway McAndrews 
Brantle Davidson Hildebrant McCreary, Pa. 
Breazeale ` Davis, Fla. Hill, Miss. McDermott 
Brick Deemer Hitchcock McLain 
Broussard Dinsmore Houston McMorran 
Brownlow Dougherty. Howard McNary 
Burleigh Douglas Howell, N. J. Mahon 
Burnett Dovener Howell, Utah Marsh 
Burton Dunwell Huff Martin 
Butler, Mo. Emerich Hughes, N. J. Maynard 
Calderhead Fitzpatrick Hughes, W. Va. Meyer, La. 
Caldwell lac Humphrey, Wash. Miller 
Campbell Flood Jackson, Md. Minor 
Candler Fordney Jackson, Ohio Mondell 
Cassel Foster, III. James Moon, Pa. 


Morrell Fue Smith, Samuel W. Thayer 
Mudd Rainey Smith, Wm. Alden Thomas, Iowa 
Murdock Richardson, Tenn. Spalding Trimble 
Nevin Rixey Sparkman Van Duzer 
Olmsted Robb Spight Wallace 
Otis Roberts Stanley Watson 
Parker Robertson, La. Steenerson Webb 
Patterson, N. C. Rodenberg Sterling Wiley, Ala. 
Patterson, Tenn. Ruppert Sullivan, N. Y. Williamson 
Payne Russell Sulzer . Wilson, III. 
Pearre Scarborough Swanson Wilson, N. X. 
Perkins Scudder Tate 

Powers, Mass. Slemp Taylor Wright 


So the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the session: 

Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpts with Mr. TATE. 

For balance of day: ; 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. McAnprews. 

Mr. Kennepy with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Castor with Mr. MCLAIN. 

Mr. Bancock with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Lonewortu with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. Apaus of Wisconsin with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. LiverNAsH. 

Mr. Rozserts with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Surru with Mr. VAN Duzer. 

Mr. Ropensere with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. Lovertne with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. Parrerson of North Carolina. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye” on this roll-call, 
but I am paired with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Meyer]. Therefore I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Dayton, and he answered 
“ present.” 4 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
REBATE TO ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to report back House resolution No. 409, with 
the recommendation that the same do lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the creation of “trnsts” is chiefly due to combinations of 
capial having obtained lower freight rates than those granted to com- 
peting 88 jadividuals, ine an constituting, in the 
r urist, Judge am J. Gaynor, th test 
crime of our day and generation 8 and ities vi saber 
Whereas the President, in his message of December 6 to this House 
declares “ It is necessary to put a complete stop to all rebates:” and ` 
Whereas the traffic manager of tbe Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe ` 
Railroad Compan gave evidence on December 29, before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, showing that the said railroad did. on and af- 
ter August 19, 1902, grant a secret rebate to the Colorado Fuel and 
Iron Company, which amounted to more than $1 a ton less than the 
published rate, said rebate, 00 to the Chicago Inter Ocean, 
ee 1e 18 Claimed that the elect se this oe 
Thereas s cla a e effect of this rebate to 
Fuel and Iron Company was to bankrupt certain 8 8 8 
Whereas the head of the traffic department of the said Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, during the time this secret rebate was 
allowed, was the present 8 of the Navy, Hon. Paul Morton, 
who is reported as Aale f defended the granting of said rebate, sa ing 
= 1 Mr. Biddle (the traffic manager) did was exactly right: 
‘herefore 
Resolved, That this House respectfully asks the President whethe 
it is in harmony with his message of December 6 and also conducive to 
the public interests to retain Mr. Morton as Secretary of the Navy. 
Resolved, That as the Secretary to the President in a recent letter to 
the District Commissioners stated that the President had “ again 
taken up with his Cabinet“ the matter of a smoke nuisance, urging that 
the head of the offending company “ be arrested again and again at the 
shortest possible intervals,” this House expresses the opinion that 
nothing would so surely restore poulo confidence in the administration 
of law as the arrest and prosecution of both the Secretary of the Nav: 
and the traffic manager of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 
Company for what constitutes “a barefa: disregard of law” in hav- 
ing iane to the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company the aforesaid 
secret rebate. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution do 
lie on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Jenkins, on a 
division demanded by Mr. Williams of Mississippi, there were— 
ayes 131, noes 102. 

Accordingly, the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the several 
votes by which these various resolutions have been laid on the 
table, and I moye that that motion do lie on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY OF MERCHANT-MARINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 

mous consent, in the absence of my colleague [Mr. Sricut] to 
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file the views of the minority of the Merchant-Marine Commis- 
sion, and to have the same printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 


GINNING OF COTTON. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the House reso- 
lution 415, being a resolution of inquiry. The report of the 
committee accompanies the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

383 on disse the Directo aon on the Tene te — gg the 
House at once for its consideration the following information, to wit: 
First. The amount of cotton reported to be ginned in each of the 


t 
conati of the United States to the respective dates of his reports dur- 
z e 


ry and 
lis County, 


in Texas; an Bibb 
County and Washington County, in A bour County and Dal- 
las Coùnty, in Alabama ; Lonoke County and Phillips County, — 8 
sas; arolina; 


d 
of the Chickasaw Nation, and district No. 6 of the Cherokee Nation, in 
the Indian Territory. 

COMMITTEB ON THE CENSUS, 
January 9, 1905. 

We, the undersigned members of the Committee on the Census, agree 
to a favorable report on House resolution No. 415, and further agree 
that its author, Mr. bi big faery of Mississippi, may call up same 
Me Se ee č E. D. CRUMPACKER, Chairman. 

JAMES KENNEDY. 
F. M. GRIFFITH. 
G. B. PATTERSON. 
A. S. BURLESON. 
Jon T. ROBINSON. 
Jauxs Hay. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the gentleman 
from Mississippi asks unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee on the Census from the further consideration of the reso- 
lution which has just been reported and for the consideration 
of the same in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do this by authority of 
the Committee on the Census, which submits a unanimous 


rt. 

“Ehe SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, in point of 
fact, the formal report has not been made from the Committee 
on the Census, although there is a paper on the Clerk’s desk 
signed by a majority of the members of that committee. The 
Chair supposes that the proper form would be to ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Census be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution, as the formal 
report has not been made, and that the same be considered in 
the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LUIS BOGRAN H. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to submit the following Senate joint resolution 
24, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
lution 24.—Author the Secreta: 
pn ot ier inatraction at the Sitar Academy at 
Bográn H., of Honduras. 
„ etc., That the Secre E War be, and he hereby is, au- 
37280 te . Luis Boerin Hot, Honduras, to receive instruction 
at the Military 1 at West Point: Provided, That no expense 
5 ee 8210 15 taies, EDE E meov AA —— 
ms 50, n 
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I will explain that this resolution 
is asked for by the Government of Honduras, and it is then 
forwarded to the Secretary of State. It is in the usual form, 
and a courtesy that we have been extending to the sister repub- 
lies whenever asked for. It entails no expense on the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 


of War to re- 
est Point Luis 


from Iowa how often this courtesy has been extended to the 
sister nations? 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer that; but almost always there 
have been one or two of these students in the Military Academy. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Where does the young gentleman 
come from? 

Mr. HULL. Honduras. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman from Iowa think it is a 
good policy? 
Pig HULL. I think it is, and it costs the Government noth- 


g. 

Mr. MADDOX. Some gentlemen tell us that Admiral Togo 

was a student at Annapolis, and you know that he has been 

doing some bad work lately and he may turn on us some time. 

[Laughter.] ; 
Mr. HULL. That is a mistake; he was not at Annapolis. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was read a third time, and passed. 


FRUTOS TOMAS PLAZA. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit Senate joint resolution 
No. 78, authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruc- 


tion at the Military Academy at West Point, Frutos Tomas 
Plaza, of Ecuador. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 78.—Autho: the Secretary of War to re- 
— 28 for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point, Frutos 


of Ecudor. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to nit Frutos Tomás P aza, of bota to receiye . 
tion at the Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no nse 
shall be ca to the United States thereby, and that the said 


shall agree to comply fully with all regul for the poli 
cipline of the United Stakes Military Scademy ana sh 1 he — — 
and give his utmost efforts to accomplish the courses in the various 
1 of instruction: Provided further, That in the case of the 
sald Plaza the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hutt, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the two resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER THE OUACHITA RIVER. 


Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
15810) to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to construct a bridge 
across the Ouachita River. 

The Clerk read the bill at length, with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RANSDELL of Lousiana, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES MARCH 4, 1905. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate concurrent reso- 
lution No. 85. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee consisting of three Senators and three Repre- 
sentatives to be appointed by the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively, is 
authorized to make the arrangements for the inau; tion 


necessa: 
of A President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of March 
next. 


Ordered, That Mr. SPOONER, Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. Bacon be the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MEDICAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have in a former message stated to the Con my belief that 
our Army need not be large, but that it should in mds part be 
brought to the highest point of efficiency. The Secre o ar has 
called to my attention the fact. that the act appro February 2, 
1901, which accomplished so much to promote this result, failed to 
meet the needs of one staff department in which all of our poe 
are peculiarly interested, and of which -they have a right to demand a 
high degree of excellence. I refer to the Medical Department. Not 
only does a competent medical service by safeguarding the health 
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of the Army contribute greatly to its power, but it gives to the fami- 
lies of the nation a guaranty that their fathers, brothers, and sons 
who are wounded in battle or sicken in the camp shall have not only 
skilled medical aid, but also that prompt and well-ordered attention 
to all 8 wants which can come only by an adequate and trained 
personnel. 

I am satisfied that the Medical Corps is much too small for the needs 
of the present Army, and therefore very much too small for its success- 
ful expansion in time of war to meet the needs of an enlarged Army 
and in addition to furnish the volunteer service a certain number of 
officers trained in medical administration. A bill, which in the opinion 
of the Secretary of War—of the late Secretary of War—and of the 
General Staff of the Army supplies these deficiencies, was introduced at 
the last session of Congress and is now before you. I am also advised 
that it meets the cordial approval of the medical profession of the coun- 
trys it provide an organization which, when compared with that of 
otħer nations, does not seem to err on the side of excessive liberality, 
but which is believed to be sufficient. I earnestly recommend its pas- 
sage by the present Con If the Medical Department is left as it 
is, no amount of wisdom or efficiency in its administration would pre- 
vent a complete breakdown in the event of a serious war. 

I transmit herewith a memorandum which has been prepared for me 
by the Surgeon-General of the Army, and also the remarks of the 
former and of the present Secretary of War with reference to this bill. 

It is reported to me that the Ordnance Corps is in a position of 
disadvantage; that its poranne ís inadequate to the performance of 
the duties with which it is charged, and that under existing condi- 
tions it is unable to recruit its numbers with officers of the class 
necessary for the conduct of its very technical work. It is unneces- 
sary for me to lay stress upon the desirability of having the design 
and manufacture of the material with which we are to fight in com- 
petent and sufficient hands, as there is no difference of opinion as to 
the intention of all concerned to have provided a proper supply of 
weapons, munitions, engines of war, equal in conception and con- 
struction to any in the world, and superior in any respects in which 
by skill and attention we may be able to compass such superiority. 

The greatly increased utilization of the exact sciences in ordnance 
construction ig a a larger personnel for their application, and 
the process of its selection should be severely and continuously dis- 
criminating, under conditions ckering stimulus sufficient to cause 
officers of proper capacity, of whom it appears there are plenty, to 
wish to subject themselves to it. A bill embodying the necessary 

rovisions, and involving no radical departure from existing methods, 
as been prepared by the War Department; I think it should be 
passed. 


WHITE HOUSE, January 9, 1905. 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, and ordered printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report, by the Secretary of Agriculture, of the 
operations of the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904, in compliance with 
the requirements of section 11 of the act approved May 29, 1884, for 
the establishment of that Bureau. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuite House, January 9, 1905. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Norris to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of H. R. 7468, for an increase of pen- 
sion of Joseph A. Dudgeon, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

To Mr. Maynarp, to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of James Mount 
and Sarah Ellen Mount, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 


CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ROADS, ETC., IN ALASKA. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 3728) to provide for the 
construction and maintenance of roads, the establishment and 
maintenance of schools, and the care and support of insane per- 
sons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill of which 
the Clerk will read the title. ~ 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPRAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think we would like to hear something about the bill. Does 
this carry an appropriation? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill at present before us 
for consideration is S. 3728, which bill was heretofore passed 
by the Senate at its last session on March 10, 1904. Practically 
all that now remains to secure this just and needed legislation 
is for this House to pass this bill—for it is sure, I think, to re- 
ceive the Executive sanction. 

In the first place, this is a bill that relates exclusively to 
Alaska. It does not affect any other locality or touch upon any 
other subject. And the only moneys or revenues that this bill 
seeks to appropriate or dispose of are moneys and revenues de- 
rived from Alaska. 


In the second place, this bill only relates and refers to three 
subjects: The subject of schools in Alaska, the care of the in- 
sane in Alaska, and the subject of road building in Alaska. 

I think it well early in my remarks to state in very concise 
form just what this present bill provides. 

Under existing law 50 per cent of all the license money col- 
lected in Alaska outside of incorporated towns is used for 
school purposes outside of incorporated towns, and the remain- 
ing 50 per cent is paid into the United States Treasury. 

This bill proposes to change that situation and provides that 
the people outside of incorporated towns shall have the entire 
amount of license fees, 100 per cent, paid outside of incorpo- 
rated towns, and that this 100 per cent shall be used by them 
for the following purposes and in the following proportion: 
Twenty-five per cent to be used for public school purposes out- 
side the towns, 5 per cent to be used in taking care of the in- 
sane in Alaska, and 70 per cent for building roads outside the 
towns. Now, that in substance is just what this bill provides. 
Under existing law the people of Alaska outside the incorporated 
towns only get 50 per cent of the license fees they pay, and all 
of this 50 per cent they use for school purposes outside the 
towns. This bill will give them 100 per cent of the license 
moneys instead of 50 per cent, and that 100 per cent they will 
use for the three purposes I have mentioned, and it will be di- 
vided as I have indicated. While this bill is somewhat lengthy 
in its provisions, I have in these few words stated the exact sub- 
stance of the bill. The remainder of the bill simply provides 
the machinery for carrying out these provisions. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then it reduces the educational fund by 25 
per cent? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The educational fund by the provisions of 
this bill is reduced from 50 per cent to 25 per cent. However, 
from the examination I have made of this subject and the 
figures I have prepared, I believe that the amount which this 
bill provides will be ample for their present necds. 

Mr. MADDOX. Are they satisfied with what this bill pro- 
vides? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, I am hardly authorized to say that 
they are, as I have not, of course, had any opportunity to con- 
sult the people of Alaska generally. I have had to do the best I 
could on this subject. But I may assure the gentleman that I 
would be the last person in the world to intentionally inflict any 
bill on the people of Alaska if I did not think its provisions 
were proper and for their benefit. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Where does that 50 per 
cent go now? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Into the United States Treasury. 

It is also proper for me to remark that this bill is now in 
almost the same form in which it passed the Senate. The 
changes which the House Committee on Territories have pro- 
posed to make in this bill are small and unimportant and are 
set forth in House Report No. 2235, which accompanies this bill. 
A few of these changes proposed were designed to either correct 
small errors or to make the meaning of the bill more definite, 
Such of the changes as are important I will discuss as I pro- 
ceed with my remarks. As this bill relates to three different 
subjects, I can best call attention to these slight changes in 
direct connection with the subjects to which they refer. 

Perhaps this bill will be better understood if I first recite 
briefly the conditions in Alaska at present, and then the changes 
this bill provides. It is proper to remark at the cutset that 
there are no counties established in Alaska. About the only 
divisions in Alaska are the incorporated towns; so that, in 
speaking of Alaska, the common method of reference is to speak 
of the incorporated towns as forming one portion of Alaska, 
and the territory outside of the incorporated towns forms all 
the rest. 

Under the present law the incorporated towns in Aleska are 
adequately provided for; they are given all the money collected 
within the municipality to be used for school and municipal pur- 
poses. There are, I believe, at present ten incorporated towns 
in Alaska, as follows: Juneau, Skagway, Douglas, Wrangell, 
Ketchikan, Treadwell, Valdez, Eagle, Nome, and Fairbanks. 

I have made this preliminary statement in order that my 
meaning would be entirely clear when I say that this present 
bill has only to do with the revenue collected outside of incor- 
porated towns, and to be used only for schools and roads outside 
of the incorporated towns, and also the care of such insane per- 
sons as may be found anywhere in Alaska, Now, under present 


conditions in Alaska the people outside the incorporated towns 
pay a large amount of money in licenses and occupation taxes, 
and yet there is no method prescribed by law under which they 
can care for insane people or build roads, except by private sub- 
scription. 
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The last bill which Congress passed in relation to Alaska 
was at the last session, and it provides, in substance (act of 
March 2, 1903, section 4), that 50 per cent of all license money 
collected outside of incorporated towns shall be covered into 
the United States Treasury and set aside for expenditure by 
the Secretary of the Interior for school purposes outside of 
incorporated towns. Now, it is my judgment that this pro- 
vision of the law as it now stands makes adequate provision 
for the schools outside of the towns. In fact I believe it gives 
them more revenue for this purpose than they need at present 
The purpose of this bill is, first, to give to the people of Alaska 
all of the money they pay in for license fees, and to provide 
that it shall be used for the three purposes that I have men- 
tioned. It is proper for me to emphasize this point: That 
under the present law the schools in Alaska outside the 
incorporated towns get 50 per cent of this fund, whereas, if 
this bill shall become a law, they will only get 25 per cent of 
the fund. But I believe that for the present, at least, as 
25 per cent will be sufficient. 

In order that you may get some idea of the practical effect. of 
this bill, if it shall become a law, I will state that at the close 
of the fiscal year ending July 1, 1904, the records of the Treas- 
ury Department show that the people outside the incorporated 
towns in Alaska had paid into the Treasury during that year 
the sum of $249,771.85, or, in round numbers, a quarter of a mil- 
Hon of dollars. 
| Now, if this sum were to be divided according to the pro- 
visions of this bill the result would be as follows: $249,771.85, 
25 per cent of this amount for schools, $62,442.96; 5 per cent of 
this amount for care of insane, $12,448.59; 70 per cent of this 
amount for road building, $174,840.30. Total, $249,771.85. 

I read these figures so that Members may have some idea of 
the amounts which will be available for these several purposes 
in the various funds into which it is proposed to divide this 
license money. 

The following letter from the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment contains a statement of the license fees collected in Alaska 
from the year 1900 to 1904, inclusive, and shows the disposi- 
tion of the same. This letter also contains a statement of the 
different acts passed by Congress in relation to the disposition 
of license fees collected in Alaska. The letter reads as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 16, 1903. 
_ Hon. PRANCIS W. Cusn 


House of Bera mtatoa. 
Sm: In ly to your verbal inquiries as to the amount of license 
fees collected’ in Alaska during the years 1900 to 1904, inclusive, I 
have the honor to advise you as follows: 


Statement license fees collected in Alaska, showing the disposition made 
Fr fiihs the Auditor for the State and other Departments from 


Ris i or if not wholly needed therefor then for municipal purposes. 
his leaves 50 per cent to be covered into the Treasury. 

Also, 50 per cent of license money oe outside of Incorporated 
towns and covered into the ‘Treasury shall be set aside to be expended 
by the Secretary of the Interior for school 8 outside of inco: 
rated towns. nder this clause one-half of what was covered into 
Treasury is applied for schools as the law directs. 

The act of March 2, 1903, section 4 (82 Stat., Ata provides : 

1. license money collected inside 3 towns shall be 
to the treasurer of the corporation to be used for municipal roe school 
p ; but not more 50 per cent nor leas. than..25 per cent 

be used for school purposes. 

2. Fifty cent of all license money collected outside of incorporated 
towns shall be covered into the Treasury and set aside for expenditure 
by 1 of the Interlor for school purposes outside of incorpo- 
ra wns. 

13 act of April 28, 1904, section 7 (3: Stat., 2 533), prona that 

2 ng oye money collected’ within the limits o incorporated towns 

pa over to the treasurer of the town to be used for school 
e munke — ‘ie within the town. 
L. M. SHaw, Secretary. 


SCHOOLS IN ALASKA, 


I will insert in the Recorp, with the permission of the House, 
a letter which I haye recently received from the Commissioner 
of Education, which gives a general statement of the white and 
native schools now existing in Alaska, and also states the places 
where new schools should be established, and gives much gen- 
eral information on the entire subject of schools in Alaska. 

This letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT re THE INTERIOR, 
. ay or Epvucartion, 
Washington, D C., December E, 1905. 
Hon. Francis W. CUSHMAN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: In response to your verbal reques: of Thursday, the 15th, I 
forward you herewith a statement of ‘wen number of the native population 
of Alaska, outside of incorporated towns, actually in school or in proc- 
ess of being 5 for the present year, also the points at which 
schools should be provided for native children the following yeur, and 
8 same statistics for white children outside of the incorporated 

Wns, 

The native schools in Alaska under the charge of this office number 

th 43 teachers and an enrollment of 2,117 children; the white 
schools number 12, with 16 teachers kana an enrollment of 506 chil- 
dren, as shown in ‘the followin 

The native schools are distr aint as follows: 

(1) On the Arctic coast between Bering Sea and Point Bastor = 
miles north by the coast line to the northernmost point of Alaska, thi 
are 5 schools, with 6 teachers and 266 pupils. 

(2) In the Berin 1755 —— there ure 6 schools, with 10 teachers 

and an aggregate o 

In the Yukon valley t Aiia ya are 4 schools with 5 teachers and an ag- 
gregate of 220 est Alask 

In southwest ka there are 3 schools with 5 teachers and an ag- 
prona of 76 pupils. 

In southeast Alaska, including the coast of the northern Pacific 
from 5 Island to the southernmost . in Alaska, there are 17 
schools with 17 teachers and an aggregate of 1,099 Pa ge Le mag 

This gives a total of 35 schools for natives, wi 
2,117 pupils enrolled. 

WHITE SCHOOLS. 
ons ay Gane S the Yukon Valley t th 
e a e centra 0 e on a e 
mouth of the 7 ait with 60 A re a and 1 teacher 

3 Alaska, 2 sch 3 teachers, and an aggregate of 112 
pu enrolled. 

At and near Kodiak Island, 2 schools, 3 teachers, and 118 pupils 
enxo 

In southeast Alaska 7 schools, 9 teachers, with an aggregate of 216 
pupils enrolled. 

NEW BUILDINGS IN PROCESS OF ERECTION. 

Seven new Punanga are in process of erection on the Arctic coast 
north of Bering Strait, and the Secretary of the Interior has approved 
the plans and set apart money for the aig * = build 5 of 
which 1 is on the Arctie coast, 4 in the zokon. 1 8 in the Kuskok- 
wim Valley (to the south of the Yukon), 1 2 Nushegak Valley 
south of the Kuskokwim, 1 on Cook Inlet, 11 in southeast Alaska. 
Three of these are to provida for villages 1 — Bates containing the fol- 
lowing number of p pupils Of these new ings the ones at Point 
Hope, on the Arctic (150 children), at Eagl then pA e Tukon valley (55 
ehildren), Ougavik, Kuskokwim Valley (50 8 55 N By south- 
east Alaska (25 children), contain an aggregate ildren for 
whi provision is being made to provide schools, tee 8 not yet 


been ar in his office. 
COLLECTIONS. 


Fiscal year. 


9 FOR WHICH SCHOOLS HAVE LONG BEEN NEEDED FOR WHICH NO 
PROVISION HAS BEEN MADE ON ACCOUNT OF LACK OF FUNDS. 

In addition to the 2,117 natives already provided for and the 285 
children for which provision is be made, there are 3,490 native chil- 
dren living in 47 villages, of which 18 villages are in northern Alaska, 
with an aggregate of 165 children, and 29 villages in southern Alaska, 


with an aggregate of 2,088 children. 


The a number Includes the 2,117 natives already enrolled in 
native ools; 506 alread enrolled in white schools outside of 
incorporated towns ; 286 children for which provision is is being made 


in the present year, and bye for which oe = a have. Deen taken to 
provide schools, the total of 7 pe nema bein: 
There are few Ret children 


Alaska’ 8 rporated 
towns, excepting in the list 2 white $ schools ‘alrea established and 


ee a Ry RY PH ER TEREST PETITE YT A 
—The difference between the total collections and the 

ma ne be cepreneokel be hawaree tk tn ees on s a meig Onin 

States courts, 


f March 1899, tion 463 (30 — 1338, Cos S nR A 700 at Candie Cit City” 40 year ask „ 5 ae Bagio < city 
der the act o ar „ section unc! at Candle +f 0 a e 
Alaska Code), all moneys received from licenses are direc ia be cov- | (20), at HN 150 Solomon (18), with a thtet’ wits 
ered into the 


children, and very Hke a scattering z population of 100 or more in th 
neighborhood of mines in addition these 118. It is believed at 
thle omes: that the wake chides: in southeast Alaska sre provides 
* a eed the os already established. 

some tables giving the details of the statistics above 
we — — 


All of which is respectfully . 


‘Treasury. 
The act of June 6, i900, section 10 (31 Stat., p. 325, a code 
provides that all moneys receives by the clerks of court sha 5 
dut — 5 order of the court, the balance, if any, to be 5 into the 


Under’ “the act of March 8, 1901 (31 Stat., i 50 per cent of 
license money collected inside incorporated towns shall be paid over by 


the clerk of court to the treasurer of the corporation for school pur- T. HARRIS, Commissioner. 
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Native and white schools in Alaska. 


Num- | Enroll- 
Location of schools. ber of ment of 
ers. schools, 
61 
a3) 
430 
130 
4 15 
56 
61 
Teller, Port Clar: —.— 80 
er, ence, east phe 
Unalakleet, sie povan ao 134 
eae, ales, Bering Straii 121 
9 lower Yukon Valle: . 110 
Kaata Yukon Rrer oea a a 
Ke nbn k Fee Volas a 
0 n, upper — 
thwest Alaska: 
Bethel Kuskokwim River -020 ..---- 
Kuskokwi 


& et et et et et 79 et et et te — - th D et tt pad pad jad pad w 
skoesanesSsenntes wee ESS 


CFF —T—T—T—————V———— paeese 
WHITE SCHOOLS, 
OO Yukon Walley A E 


ena 
B a. 3 beh ain tee feed —— a 
n umagin Islands, east of Unalaska 
Sout. — Abacos 


Kodiak, Kodiak Island ma 
Wood Island, near Kodiak Island 
9 Alaska: 


Vert 


bad of Sone Ile Ss DENA 


Hi 
Pe 


6 Here hn e — 
2 
NSN SA SI VS 
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85 native schools in Alaska 43 2,117 
12 white schools in Alaska 5 16 506 
rn en eee 59 2,623 
aNumber estimated. 
Places in Alaska where schools shouid be established, together with school popu- 
> lation of the same, census of 1900, 


shacks ejb towns in Alaska where schools should be established, with an 
estimated school population of 3,490, 


New schoothouses in course of erection in Alaska. 


Point Barrow, Arctic coast.. a ee eh eee YH! ti) 
Wainwright, Arctic coast TTT GR 
Point: Hope, Arctic coast. ~3- 23 = A O. 
Copper Center, 28 o TTT 
Wales, Berin . * T... .... ̃ ͤ PL 
r ee ap 000 
e y . ⁊ A 


New school buildings authorized in Alaska by the Secretary 
Interior, May 26, 1904. 

[Plans and specifications for these buildings have been prepared and 

advertisements for bids for their erection will be inserted in the 

newspapers — in Januarii tor 60,000 has been set apart by the 


Secretary from the Alaska school d.] 
Peering, oF. 1 — 8 coast. ————ꝛ—ꝛv— — $3, one 
ogmu ukon (psc aii . RE CEREAL A 
PT NRA ER 1 ae RESON SESE K K—K—— E 
Fort Yukon, Yukon Valley___.__.__...._____-_._.__._...._.... 3, 000 
rc 5,000 
ugavik, Kuskokwim Valley ꝗꝗ&«ἀρÿñ:Dk 8, 000 
Bethel, Kuskokwim TE CE ER OO ERS 8, 000 
Quinhagak, A 8, 000 
armel, Nushagak Valley. !?!! eR TTAR 
Kenai, Cook In —:: — Dee Leer SET — Fi!) 
Klukwan, southeast Alaska 8, 000 
Killisnoo, southeast Alaska 3. 000 
2 southeast Alaska 3, 000 
Kaake, southeast Alaska 3, 000 
BAA . SCRE SI CHEE —— 8, 000 
Hadley, southeast Alaska.. 3, 000 
Jackson, southeast Alaska ————7ðv—̃ ⁊— — — 1, 500 
r . oe man 1. 500 
Shakan, southeast Sa BOT AAA 
Sitka, southeast Alaska 1, 500 
gy. a ee i Kt) 


Presbyterian Church of the United States. A very few of each 
of these missionary schools of both classes are yet in existence 
in Alaska. 

By act of May 17, 1884, Congress passed an act (vol. 23, 
U. S. Stat. L., p. 24, et seq.) known as the “Organic act of 
Alaska.” This act provided for the organization of a govern- 
ment in Alaska, placed the temporary seat of government at 
Sitka, provided for the appointment of a governor, a United 
States district judge for Alaska, and also for the appointment of 
four resident United States commissioners therein, and ex- 
tended the general laws of Oregon then in force over said Ter- 
ritory of Alaska. 

Section 13 of said act of May 17, 1884, made the first pro- 
vision for public schools in Alaska ever made by law, and that 
section reads as follows: 

Sec. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall made needful and 
a per provision for the education of the children of school age in the 

rritory of Alaska, without reference to race, until such time as 
manent provision shall be made for the same, and the sum of $25, boo, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this 
purpose. 

In the spring of 1885 the foregoing section was put into effect 
by the Secretary of the Interior. From the year of 1885 up to 


June 30, 1901, the schools in Alaska, outside the incorporated 


towns, were conducted under the authority granted by that sec- 
tion of law, and during this period an annual appropriation 
was made by Congress each year (except the year ending June 
80, 1886) for the maintenance of schools in Alaska. 

The United States Bureau of Education in 1885 organized the 
Alaska division thereof, and the Secretary of the Interior ap- 
pointed Sheldon Jackson as United States general agent of edu- 
cation in Alaska, having general supervision of the schools 
therein. 

The acts of Congress—act of March 3, 1901 (31 U. S. Stat. L., 
p. 438), and the act of March 2, 1903 (sec. 4, 32 U. S. Stat. L., p. 
946)—made provision for the use of a certain portion of the 
license fees collected in Alaska for the support of schools 
therein, and for this reason Congress has made no direct ap- 
propriation for the support of the public schools in Alaska 
since June 30, 1901. 

Before I leave the discussion of that portion of this bill which 
relates to the schools in Alaska, I deem it my duty to call to 
the attention of the House in this connection one important fact. 

Under the present law giving this 50 per cent of the license 
money to the schools outside of the incorporated towns, this 50 
per cent is expended by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
education of all children in Alaska, both native and white. 

If this bill shall become a law in its present form the 25 per 
cent of the annual license fund which is set apart for school 
purposes will be devoted exclusively to the education of the 
white children in Alaska and children of mixed blood who lead 
a civilized life. This will leave native children of Alaska—the 
Eskimos and Indians—to be educated under the supervision of 
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the Secretary of the Interior and with money appropriated each 
year from the United States Treasury. 

Now, it is proper to remark that this is the same way the In- 
dian children in all other parts of the United States are edu- 
cated. Therefore, this bill makes no violent departure from the 
method which this nation has always pursued in educating the 
Indian. 

But I have in mind some peculiar conditions which exist in 
Alaska. I can conceive that in some localities in which a school 
is hereafter established for white children that there may be a 
few native children in that locality. There may not be enough 
native children to warrant the establishment of an Indian school 
for them, and in that event they might grow up in ignorance 
within sight of a white schoolhouse the door of which was 
closed to them by law. It seems to me there should be some 
proviso in this bill which would adequately take care of a situ- 
ation of that kind. If I had my way in this matter, I would 
insert in this bill, at the end of section 7, the following proviso: 

Provided, That Indian and Eskimo or native children living in the 
vicinity of schools established under and by virtue of this act shall 
also be admitted to the schools for white children in those localities 
where no school for Indian, Eskimo, or native children is convenient of 
access. 

However, I am anxious to secure the passage of this bill, and 
at this late hour in the day I do not wish to invite the extended 
discussion which this proposition might lead to. If experience 
shall proye the wisdom of my suggestion, this bill can be thus 
amended in the future. 

You will understand that the passage of this bill does not 
mean that the education of the native children in Alaska will 
be abandoned, but that their education in the future will be 
directly under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, 


just the same as the education of all other Indian or native. 


children in the United States. 
GOVERNOR MADE SUPERINTENDENT OF INSTRUCTION, 

It is proper to call attention to the fact that there is a pro- 
vision in this bill which makes the governor of Alaska ex officio 
superintendent of public instruction of Alaska. 

The wisdom of this is manifest. Under the present condition 
in Alaska there is no head to the educational system of Alaska, 
as far as the incorporated towns are concerned. In the incor- 
porated towns the school board may engage who they choose 
for teachers, with or without a certificate, pay out whatever 
amount of money they may see fit for various school purposes, 
but make no report to any educational officer. 

If this bill shall become a law, the governor is constituted 
superintendent of public instruction, and as such will pre- 
scribe rules and regulations for the qualifications and examina- 
tions of teachers in Alaska, and each school board in Alaska 
will be required to report to him regarding the number of pupils 
attending school, the amount of money expended for various 
school purposes, and, in short, to report on all school matters to 
him. In my work upon this bill I have had difficulty in obtain- 
ing full information regarding schools in Alaska, because there 
has been no person named by law to whom it is made the duty 
of school officers to report. I think this is a wise provision, 
because it places the governor at the head of the educational 
work in Alaska, and as all reports are to be filed with him in 
the future it will be easy to secure information on the schools 
in Alaska by referring to his reports. 

ROADS IN ALASKA. 

Under existing law the incorporated towns in Alaska have the 
power to improve their streets, and a portion of the money in 
the municipal treasury of each town can be used for this pur- 


pose. 

But in all the vast territory in Alaska lying outside the in- 
corporated towns there is practically no fund provided out of 
which they may construct roads. In the fiscal year of 1904 the 
people of Alaska outside of incorporated towns paid into the 
United States Treasury in license fees the enormous sum of 
$249,771.85. One-half of this was returned to them for school 
purposes, and the other half of it the United States Govern- 
ment—I was going to say “stole,” but I guess “retained” is a 
more elegant word. Think for a moment what an enormous aid 
to these people in helping them to build roads one-half of the 
above mentioned sum would have been! This bill which we are 
now discussing provides that 70 per cent of all license fees paid 
by the people outside of incorporated towns shall be used for 
building roads in Alaska. 

It is proper to state in connection with the subject of roads 
in Alaska that at the last session of Congress we passed an act 
(act of April 27, 1904) providing for the creation of road dis- 
tricts in Alaska, and the appointment of a road overseer for 
each district. You will notice that this former act provided the 
legal machinery with which roads might be constructed in 
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Alaska, but it did not provide any funds for the construction of 
roads. When I say that no funds were provided, I mean prac- 
tically none. It is true that that same act provided that each 
able-bodied person in each road district between-the ages of 18 
and 50 should in each year perform two days’ work on the roads 
or pay $8 as the equivalent of two days’ work. 

When you pause to consider the vast extent of that mighty 
Territory, the sparse population of it, and, last of all, its very 
rugged character, you can readily understand that this meager 
proyision for raising funds under this former act is of prac- 
tically no account. This former act was not intended primarily 
to raise funds, but to provide for the organization of road dis- 
tricts. But this act is intended to furnish at least a portion of 
the money for building the roads within these road districts. 

I recall in this House last winter we had up on this floor for 
discussion in connection, I believe, with the military appropria- 
tion bill two proposals in relation to roads in Alaska. We de- 
sired to have that bill contain two items of appropriation, one 
for building a military road from Valdes, on the coast of 
Alaska, to the interior at or near Eagle City, on the Yukon. 
The other was for building a military trail from the Yukon 
River to Coldfoot, Alaska. Both of these propositions were at 
that time defeated because Members did not apparently feel 
11 in voting Government money for building that road and 

all. 

This bill which we are now considering in effect only asks 
your permission to let the people of Alaska spend a part of their 
own money for road building in Alaska, This feature of the 
bill certainly ought to appeal to those Members who a year ago 
opposed the other propositions which I have just mentioned. 


THE INSANE OF ALASKA. 


I come now to that portion of this bill which relates to the 
care of the insane in Alaska. Prior to the passage of the 
act of Congress of June 6, 1900, there had been no provision 
of any kind made by law for the care of this most unfortunate 
and helpless class. Under the provisions of that act—and later 
under the provisions of the amendatory act of April 28, 1904— 
the Secretary of the Interior has publicly advertised for bids 
for the care of the insane of Alaska. 

Since the passage of the act of June 6, 1900, the insane of 
Alaska, which have numbered about forty-five have been taken 
care of at the State Insane Asylum of Oregon, and later at a 
private sanitarium company near Portland, Oreg. 

I will, with the consent of the House, insert with my remarks 
at this point two letters on the subject of the insane of Alaska, 
being letters from the Secretary of the Interior, one of them 
being written to me a few days ago and the other being a letter 
written by him nearly a year ago to the chairman of the House 
Committee on Territories. 

These letters are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 4, 1905. 
Hon. Francis W. CUSHMAN, 


House of Representatives. 


Sin: Your letter of the 30th ultimo has been received, stating that 
you propose introducing a bill for action in the House of Representa- 
tives, which, among other things, provides for the creation of a fund 
for taking care of the insane people of Alaska, and requesting to be 
furnished with a statement regarding the number of insane in that dis- 
trict, the cost of caring for them past and present, and where they are 
cared for now. 

In response thereto I have the honor to advise you that the act of 
June 6, 1900, entitled “An act making further provision for a civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes" (31 Stats., 222), con- 
tains the first provision for the care and treatment of the Alaskan in- 
sane to an unlimited number. In the fall of 1900, pursuant to such 
act, advertisements were inserted in several papers inviting proposals 
for the care and treatment of such insane for the term of one year. A 
proposal from the Oregon State Insane Asylum, of Salem, Oreg.—the 
only bidder—was received, offering to care for such insane at the rate 
of $20 per month per capita. This offer was accepted and a contract 
was accordingly entered into for such purpose for the term of one year 
from January 16, 1901. This arrangement was continued, after due 
advertisement—the Oregon State Insane Asylum being the only bid- 
der—until the fall of 1903, when they declined to enter into any fur- 
ther contract or to submit any bid. 3 

A bid was received, however, from the Sanitarium Company, of Mount 
Tabor, near Portland, Oreg., a private institution, in which the question 
of some profit necessarily entered, offering to care for such insane at 
the rate of $40 per month per capita. This bid was rejected and new 
advertisements issued, when the only bid again received was from the 
Sanitarium Company, at the rate of $30 per month per capita, which 
was accepted. contract was accordingly entered into, commencing 
January 16, 1904, for the care and treatment of the Alaskan insane 


for the term of one year. 

On April 28, 1904, the existing law was amended by an act one 
the Secretary of the Interior in the month of November, 1904, and from 
time to time theréafter, as in his judgment may be deemed advisable, to 
advertise for and receive bids for the care and custody of persons legally 
adjudged insane from the district of Alaska, and thereafter in behalf 
of the United States to contract for one or more years, as may be 
deemed best, with a responsible asylum or sanitarium west of the main 
range of the Rocky Mountains submitting the lowest and best respon- 
sible bid for the care and custody of peo legally adjud; insane in 
said district of Alaska. Pursuant such provision, November, 
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1904, advertisements were authorized to be inserted in 

papers of the Pacific coast and copies of the same mailed — 

this office to all the known insane asylums and sanitariums west E 
Rocky Mountains. 

Two bids were accordingly received for this service, and after due 
and careful consideration of the same it was decided to award the con- 
tract to the Sanitarium Company for the term of five years, termi- 
nable by the 8 after the expiration of the first year on six 
months’ notice in writing, at the rate of $29 per month per capita, 
as it was found to be the lowest, and, under all the circumstances, 


we. most responsible and reasonable. A contract for this p han 
8 and executed and a bond in the penal sum 85.000 
for pcg aithful performance of the conditions of the same kur nished 


by_the contractor. 

It appears that the prosas contractor on January 16, 1904, 
ceived from the Oregon State Insane Asylum fo oia patients, and 
during the year thirteen other patients were adm f this num- 
ber four were discharged as cured, two died, and one 5 It will 
thus be seen that for an average number of forty-nine patients cared 
for it will cost the Government W the present contract year the 
sum of $17,640 for the care and medical treatment of such snan, 

In regard to 1 Senate bill No. 3728 Ga 2d 
sess.), entitled “To provide for the construction and mai: 
roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the e care an 
saree of insane and destitute persons In the District of Alaska, and 
for other I have to te that an adverse report was nee 
on March 23, 1904, to the House of Representatives chairman of t 
Committee on Territories, as to the merits of House bill No. 20425 
containing the same title and bein ng nearly identical in language. 
ioe inclose herewith a copy of such adverse report for your informa- 


Very respectfully, E. A. Hircncockx, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT or are Derana i 
ashington, March 23, 190}. 
Hon. Epwarp L. HAMILTON, i 


Chairman Committee on Territories, House of Representatives. 
Sm: Your letter has been received, inclosing for such 
the Department may desire to su t the same, House bill 
10435, “ To provide for the 5 and maintenance of roads, the 
establishmen and maintenance of schools, and a the care and support of 
ore and destitute persons in the district of Alaska, and for other 


mse thereto I have the honor a papes rai herewith a report 

S. the b eilte * at m 3 Mute or of Alaska, set- 
forth his vi thes advisabl the enactment 

of the legislation "contemplated th ‘this m 8 other things 


he states that 
“Tf Congress is assured of the necessity and righteousness of the 
measures let an —— made of the probable amount of 
3 of that 


The “Alaska fund“ for next 


C un 
. The same rule to 


will be nents the sug- 
of most serious consideration. 
may be stated that the Department 


paid the ae State Insane —— under its contract which ired 
= the —— — January, 1904, for the care and tenance — — In- 

at the rate of 8240 annum capita, 
the sum of £ $10,320. It not being 3 or said ins tution to to 


current year, 
Feely advertisement, to the lowest bidder, 
Portland, Oreg., for the care of the insane 
tor 3 that 8 45 


5 ting for * 
15 480, 4 ar an . — over th 
experience of 


there will be necessarily an 
and maintenance. Whether 


ent year, and there are now 
patients at the rate of $360 


. increase int the moral amount paid 
or no this amount would come within the 5 
fees pro to be set aside for care and tanes of the insane 
in the bill under consideration I am not prepared to state at this 


I also transmit herewith copies of puns from the . = 
Indian Affairs and the Commissioner of Educati — onp ively, 
regard to the advisability of the amendment of on? of the bill. 
This section is as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That the schools PASE and eee for in this ae shall 
be devoted to the education of white children and children of mixed 


vided for in the same’ manner as Indian seh 
ritories of the United States, and the Indian children of 
Alaska shall have the same right to be adtulkted to any Indian board- 

vent as the Indian children in the States or Territories afore- 


It will be observed that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ex- 
presses a willingness to take charge of the education of the Alaskan 
natives. In my judgment, however, this work should not be added to 
the very onerous duties now develving upon him under existing law, 
and, as suggested by the Commissioner of Education, and in whose 
views I concur, it 3 be permit the 


ent, under the supervision of the Bureau of g 9 To that end, 
therefore, I have the honor to - 
tuted in lleu of section 7 of the bi 

“Sec. T. That the schools ñea and provided for in this act 


shall be devoted to the edu on of white children and children of 
mixed blood who lead a civilized 1 life. The education of the Eskimos 
and Indiaps in the district of Alaska shall remain under the 


and control of the Secretary of the Interior, and schools for 1 — bao 
the Eskimos and Indians of Alaska shall be provided for b 


je | appropriation, riation, 75 the Eskimo and Indian children of 

have ght to be admitted to any Indian boarding schoo — 

the Indian chi aiden in the States or Territories of e United States” 
Should the foregoin; 8 be incorporated in the bill and it 

become a law, it wo necessary to submit an estimate of — 

amount that will be — for the education of the Eskimos and 

at er in Alaska for consideration in connection with the sundry 


bill. 
Very respectfully, E. A. Hrrencock, Secretary. 


From a perusal of this last letter it would appear that the 
Secretary of the Interior is not very favorable to that particular 
portion of this bill which relates to the care of the insane. 

However, it is proper to explain that this bill which we are 
now considering was drawn by Senator NELSON, of Minnesota, 
after he and a party of Senators visited Alaska and thoroughly 
considered this and many other matters. The bill has not only 
been heretofore passed by the Senate, but it is evident that the 
House Committee on Territories had before them this adverse 
report of the Secretary of the Interior, but in spite of that fact 
they have reported this bill)favorably by a unanimous vote. 

It seems to me that the objections of the Secretary of the 
Interior to the passage of this bill are not objections made by 
him because this bill is bad or vicious. He merely says that 
he is not sure that a bill in this form will provide all the funds 
necessary to care for the insane of Alaska. 

Well, if we find under practical trial that it does not we can 
amend the bill and provide for a greater per cent, say 20 per 
cent instead of 10 per cent of this license fund shall be devoted 
to the care of the insane. 

Having reviewed this bill briefly, Mr. Speaker, if there are no 
aoe questions to be asked, I would request a vote upon the 

I. 

The SPEAKER. This bill seems to be on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair misunderstood the gentle- 
man’s request. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, if there are no further ques- 
tions which anyone desires to ask, I will ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question of unanimous consent covers 
consideration in the House—that is, to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and to consider 
the bill in the House. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I understood that unanimous consent had 
been granted. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not clear that it was put in 
that way. If the gentleman desires to modify his request, the 
Chair will put it in that way; otherwise the gentleman must 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I shall modify the 
request to that extent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union from further consideration of the bill, 
the title of which has been reported, and to consider the same in 
the House, as in the Committee of the Whole, under the five- 
minute rule. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all mon derived from and collected for 
licenses, 


of insane persons in said district, o 
eeded ; and all the residue of said fund Shall be devoted to the 
and maintenance of wagon roads, bridges, and trails in 


et. 
828. 2. PP 
district, to be com einteg by th 3 the United States 
Army to be de and a 
e 


5 poe lhe bas = of The said engin flicer 
0 ar. e eer o 

9 ee ea gia detail and appointment, abide in 

Aeey have the T, and it 1 de 

Sy erg —— motion or u petition, to locate, lay out, 

e wa roads an t on 


toatl ax teat: they. ary te and la 


$5,000 in the te shall have to ed on the construction 
of road or 1. — for the work shall be let by them to the 
responsible bidder. bi after due notice, under 

‘and regulations to be prescribed by the of War. The 
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board may reject any bid if they deem the same unreasonably high or 
if they find that there is a combination among bidders. 

In case no responsible and reasonable bid can be secured, then the 
work may be carried on with material and men procured and hired 
by the board. e eer officer of the board shall in all cases 
supervisé the work of construction and see that the same is Bet: pied 

‘ormed. As soon as any road or trail laid out by the has 

m constructed and completed they shail examine the same and 
make a full and detailed report of the work done on the same to the 
Secretary of War, and in such report they shall state whether the 
road or trail has been completed conformable to the maps, plans, and 
specifications of the same. It shall be the duty of said board, as far 
as 3 to —. — in pro; repair all roads and trails constructed 
under their supervision, and the same rules as to the manner in 
which the work of repair shall be done, whether by contract or other- 
wise, shall govern as in the case of the original construction of the 
road or tr The cost and expenses of arg out, constructing, and 
repairing such roads and trails shall be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury out of the road and trail portion of said “Alaska fund” 
upon vouchers approved and certified by said board. The Secre 
of the Treasury shall, at the end of each month, send by mail to eac 
of the members of said board a statement of the amount available 


tra and no greater liability for construction or repair shall at any 
tes be bo: than the mone; avalia 

in said fu: The members of said board shall, in addi- 
tion to their salaries, be entitled to receive their actual traveling 
expenses paid or incurred by them in the performance of their duties 
as members of the board. 

Sec. 3. That the governor of the district of Alaska shall be ex officio 
superintendent of public instruction in said district, and as such shall 
have supervision and direction of the public schools in said district 
and shali prescribe rules and regulations for the examination and 

ualification of teachers, and shall make an annual PE EAS of the con- 
dition of the schools in the district to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. That the common council of the incorporated towns in said 
district shall have the power, and it shall be their duty, in their 
hy agp towns to establish school districts, to provide the same 
with suitable schoolhouses, and to maintain public schools therein 
and to provide the necessary funds for the schools; but such schools 
when established shall be under the supervision and control of a 
school board of three members, consisting of a director, a treasurer, 
and a clerk, to be elected annually by the vote of all adults who 
are citizens of the United States or who have declared their inten- 
tion to become such and who are residents of the school district. 
The members of said board shall hold their office for the term of 
one year, and until their successors are elected and qualified, and 
they shall ea before entering upon the duties of their office, take 
an oath in ting to honestly and faithfully discharge the duties 
of their trust. In case a vacancy in the membership of said board 
occurs from death, resignation, removal, or other cause, such yacan 
may be filled by a special election, upon ten days’ notice, call 
by the remaining members of the board upon the petition of five 

ified voters. All money available for school p es, except 
‘or the construction and equipment of schoolhouses and the acquisi- 
tion of sites for the same, shall be expended under the direction of 
said , and the treasurer of said board shall be the custodian of 
said money, and he shall, before entering upon the duties of his 
office, give his bond, with sufficient sureties, to the school district, 
in such sum as the commen council may direct, and subject to its 
approval, but not less than twice the amount that may come into 
hie hands as treasurer, conditioned that he will honestly and faith- 
fully disburse and account for all money that may come into his 
hands as such treasurer. The said shall have the power to 
hire and employ the nec teachers, to provide for heating and 
lighting the schoolhouse, and in general to do and ponm everything 
necessary for the due maintenance of a proper school. 

Sec. 5. That the clerk of the district court shall have the power, and 
it shall be his duty, in the division to which he is appointed’ and in 
‘which he Royse, “pon tition as hereinafter specified, to establish 
by order in wri a school district at any camp, village, or settle- 
ment outside of the limits of any incorporated town, but such’ school dis- 
trict shall not embrace more than 40 square miles of territory nor con- 
tain less than 12 resident white children between the ages of 6 and 
18 years. The said petition shall specify as near as may be the loca- 
tion and boundary of the proposed school district, the number of peo- 
ple, the number of families, and the number of children between the 

of 6 and 18 years resident therein. and such other material facts 
tend to show the necessity for the establishment of the school dis- 
trict. Said petition shall be signed by not less than 12 persons of 
adult age who are citizens of the United States or have declared their 
intention to become such and who reside within the boundaries of the 
roposed school district. If the clerk of the court is satisfied that it 
A necessary and proper to grant such petition, he shall make an order 
in writing establishing the school district prayed for, describing the 
same and defining its boundaries, and he shall also in said order ap- 
point three of the petitioners to supervise and give notice of the first 
election, and shall specify the time and place of the same. The orig- 
inal order shall remain on file in the records of the court, and a copy 
of the same shall be posted at three public places in the school district 
at least ten days before the election, and such posting shall be deemed 
a sufficient notice of such election. 

All persons qualified to s said petition shall be qualified to vote 
at said election. ‘The qualified voters of said school district shall at 
said election choose by a plurality vote a school board of three mem- 
bers, consisting of n clerk, a treasurer, and a director, who shall, be- 
fore entering upon the duties of their trust, each take an oath in writ- 
ing to honorably and faithfully discharge the duties of their office. In 
case a vacancy in the membership of said board occurs from death, 
res tion, removal, or other cause, such vacancy may be filled by a 

1 election, upon ten days’ notice, called by. the remaining mem- 
bers of the board upon the petition of five qualified voters. The treas- 
urer shall be the custodian of the moneys of the school district, and he 
shall, before entering upon the duties of his office, give his bond to the 
school district, with sufficient sureties, to be 7 by the clerk of 
the court, and in such sum as he may direct, but not less than twice 
the amount of money that may come into his hands as treasurer, con- 
ditioned that he, the treasurer, will honestly and faithfully disburse 
and account for all the money that may come into his hands by virtue 
of his office. id board shall have the power to build or rent the 
necessary schoolhouse or schoolroom, to equip the same with the nec- 
essary furniture and fixtures, to provide fuel and light, to hire and em- 
ploy teachers, and in general to do and perform everything that may 


be necessary for the maintenance of a public school. 

said board shall hold office for the term of one year and until their 
successors are elected and qualified. An annual election shall be held 
each year, after the first election, for the election of members of said 
board. As soon as the members of said school board have been elected 
and qualified, they shall send to the clerk of the court and file in his 
office a certificate of their election under the hand and seal of the 
judges or supervisors of election, their oaths of office, and the bond of 

e treasurer, and the clerk of the court shall file said papers and care- 
Folly keep them as a part of the files and records of his office, and he 
8 at once send to the 3 of the district of Alaska a certified 
copy of said papers, together with a certified copy of the order estab- 
— g the school district, and the governor shall duly file and preserve 

e same. 

The board, as soon as they have complied with the requirements 
aforesaid, shall immediately report in writing to the governor the 
number of children in their school district between the ages of 6 and 
18 years that intend to attend a public school, and the wages per 
month for which a teacher can be obtained; and after a school ħas 
been opened and maintained uy shall, at the end of each school term, 
report to the governor in writing the length of the term, the wages 

aid the teacher, the total number of pupils in attendance, and the 
ly average of such attendance at such term. The governor shall 
assign and set apart to each school district established and o 
under 8 of this section, a sum not less than $300 nor more 
than $1,000, in proportion to the number of pupils in the district, for the 
construction an nipment of a schoolhouse, which sum shall be paid 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to the treasurer of the school district 
upon the order and voucher of the governor out of that portion of the 
said Alaska fund set apart for the establishment and maintenance of 
ublic schools. The residue of said portion of said fund, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary, shall by the governor be apportioned 
among the several school districts established under the provisions of 
this section in amounts sufficient for each district to pay the wages of 
a teacher, together with the expense of fuel and light, for three months’ 
school in each year. And the amounts so apportioned to each school 
district shall be paid to the treasurer of the district by the Secretary 
of the Treasury upon the order and voucher of the governor out of 
the said portion of said fund. 

Sec. 6. That the clerks of school districts in the incorporated towns 
shall, at the end of cach school term, report to the governor in writing 
the length of the term, the wages paid the teacher, the number of pupils 
in attendance, and the average daily attendance during the term. In 
case there is any surplus in the portion of the Alaska fund set apart 
for the establishment and maintenance of public schools after comply- 
ing with the provisions of the last preceding section, such surplus 
shall by the governor be distributed among all the school districts in 
the district of Alaska in which there has been not less than three 
months’ school during the preceding year, in proportion to the number 
of pupils in attendance at school, and the sums so distributed shall, 
Upan the order and voucher of the governor, be paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to the treasurer of each school district out of the said 
surplus: Provided, however, That the governor may employ a clerk, at 
a salary of not more than $1,000 per annum, to aid him in the per- 
formance of the duties in this act prescribed. 

Sec. 7. That the schools specified and provided for in this act shall 
be devoted to the education of white children and children of mixed 
blood who lead a civilized life. The education of the Eskimos and In- 
dians in the district of Alaska shall remain under the direction and 
control of the Secretary of the Interior, and schools for and among the 
Eskimos and Indians of Alaska shall be provided for by an annual ap- 
propriation, and the Eskimo and Indian children of Alaska shall have 
the same right to be admitted to any Indian boarding school as the 
Indian children in the States or Territories of the United States. 

Sec. 8. That commissioners appointed by the judges of the district 
court in the district of Alaska, pursnant to existing laws, shall, as ex 
officlo probate judges and in the exercise of their probate jurisdiction, 
have the power, and it shall be their duty, in their tespective districts, 
to commit, by warrant under their hands and seals, all persons ad- 
udged insane in their districts to the asylum or sanitarium provided 
or the care and keeping of the insane of the district of Alaska. No 
person shall be adjudged insane or committed as such, except upon and 
pursuant to the following proceedings, to wit: Whenever complaint in 
writing is made wy aay adult person to a commissioner that there is an 
insane person at ge in the commissioner's district, the commissioner 
shall at once cause such insane person to be taken into custody and to 
be bronght before him, and he shall then immediately summon and 
Impauel a jury of six male adults, residents of the district, to inquire, 
try, and determine whether the person so complained of is reall. 
The members of said jury shall, before entering upon the discharge of 
their duty, each take an oath to diligently inquire, justly try, and a 
true verdict render, touching the mental condition of the person 
char: with being insane. Before entering upon such trial the com- 
missioner shall appoint some suitable person to appear for and repre- 
sent in the proceeding the person complained of as insane. And in 
case there is a 1 . an or surgeon in the vicinity who can be pro- 
cured, the commissioner shall cause such surgeon or physician to ex- 
amine the person alleged to be insane, and after such examination to 
testify under oath before the jury in respect to the mental condition of 


said person. 

The commissioner shall preside at said hearing and trial. All wit- 
nesses that may be offe shall be heard and shall be permitted to 
testify under oath in said matter, and after having heard all the evi- 
dence the said jury shall retire to agree upon a verdict, and if the jury 

usly, by their verdict in writing, find that the said person so 
charged with bein e as aforesaid is really and truly insane and 
that he ought to commftted to the asylum or sanitarium aforesaid, 
and the commissioner approves such finding, he shall enter a judgment 
adjudging the said person to be insane and adjudging that he be at once 
conveyed to and thereafter properly and safely kept In the said asylum 
or sanitarium until duly discharged therefrom by law. The commis- 
sioner shall oaran, under his hand and seal, issue his warrant, 
with a copy of said judgment attached, for the commitment of said 
insane person to the asylum or sanitarium aforesaid, which warrant 
shall be delivered to the marshal of the division in which said pro- 
ceed are had, and shall direct sald marshal to safely keep and de- 
liver said insane person to said asylum or sanitarium, and the said 
marshal, for the service of process in connection with and the guarding 
and transportation of the insane, shall be compensated from the same 
source and in the same manner as in the case of prisoners convicted of 
crime. The commissioner, the jurymen, and the witnesses in said pro- 
ceeding shall be entitled to the same compensation and mileage as in 
civil actions. And all the compensation, mileage, fees, and other 


The members of 


` 


Insane. 


1905. 


0 and outlays incident to said proceedings shall be audited and 
allowed by the district judge of the division in which said proceedings 
are pendin had, and when so audited and allowed shall be paid 
ae e clerk of the court in such division as the incidental expenses of 
e court are by him paid and from the same fund. 
Sec. 9. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are, 
to the extent of such inconsistency, hereby repealed. 


The Clerk read the following committee amendments: 
ae 9, page 5, after the word “board,” insert the words “ first 


el 5 

In line 10, page 5, strike out the word “year,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words two and three years respectively.” 
j 1a line 10, page 5, strike out the word “ office” and insert the word 
“ offices,” 

Also in line 10, page 5, after the word “ qualified,” insert the follow- 
ing: “and one member of such board shall be elected each year there- 
after and shall hold his office for a period of three years and until his 


and 


successor is elected and qualified.” 

In line 20, pase 6, strike out the word “twelve” and insert the 
word “ twenty.” 

In line 21, page 6, strike out the word “eighteen” and insert the 
word “twenty.” 

In line 24, page 6, strike out the word “eighteen” and insert the 
word “ twenty.” 

In line 9, page 9, strike out the word “eighteen” and insert the 
word “ twenty.” 


In line 7, page 10, strike out the word “three” and insert the word 
ve.“ 


L fi 

In line 16, 10, be s H 
5 page 1 y Dennings with the words “in case,” strike out 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The question now is on the third reading 
of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of-the gen- 
tleman from Washington is granted. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
23 minutes) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 1 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a report of the Director of the Geological Survey on the ques- 
tions involved in the use of the waters of the lower Colorado 
River for irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting a request as to the removal of the quarantine station at 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of 
leases granted by him during the calendar year 1904—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Daniel Mans against 'The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Thomas R. Hill against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joe Moon, administrator of estate of Elijah Pinson, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
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Octavia P. Brooks against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hezekiah T. Embrey, administrator of estate of Robert Embrey, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Superintendent of Library Building and 
Grounds, transmitting preliminary plans and estimates of cost 
of central power station for existing and projected Government 
buildings on the Mall and in the vicinity of the White House— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to 
which was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) 
authorizing and directing the Director of the Census to collect 
and publish additional statistics relating to cotton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3414) ; 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16987) to provide for holding terms of United States courts at 
Greenville, Miss., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3415); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15286) 
legalizing a certain ordinance of the city of Purcell, Ind. T., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 
3416); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
R. 16992) to authorize the county of Sunflower to construct a 
bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3417); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 16282) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3418) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16720) permitting the building of a 
railroad bridge across the Red River of the North from a point 
on section 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall 
County, Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north, 
range 51 west, Walsh County, N. Dak., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3419); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
R. 15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to convey the 
impression that the United States Government certifies to the 
quality of gold or silver used in the arts, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3420); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9410) granting 
a pension to Rosa Miller, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3231); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16303) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Tyler, re- 
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ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3232); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7378) granting an increase of pension 
to Israel Purdy, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3233) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7607) granting 
a pension to Rey. Joel W. Nye, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3234); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8077) granting 
an increase of pension to John McFarlane, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3235); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9140) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to James L. Capp, reported the same. 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3236); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16390) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mortimer C. Briggs, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3237) ; 
+ id said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

ar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16598) granting an increase of pension 
to John Bryan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3238) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16499) granting an increase of pension to Green Yeiser, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3239); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16683) granting a pension to Jesse 
Peters, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3240); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15669) granting an increase of pension 
to Matthew C. Danforth, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3241); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15946) granting an increase of pension 
to Oliver Marcus Bump, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3242); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16481) granting an increase of pension 
to F. M. Halbritter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3243); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16503) granting 
a pension to Dillion Asher, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3244); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2781) grantinga 
pension to Altamira M. Parsons, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3245); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13887), grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Steffes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3246); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14140) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Y. Clinton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3247); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16385) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin Vincent, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3248) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14485) grant- 
ing a pension to Charlotte M. Wylie, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3249); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15004) granting 
an increase of pension to William N. Meacham, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8250); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12601) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Prill, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8251); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8799) granting a pension to Emma Cortright, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3252); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5123) granting 
a pension to Maria Olmsted Eldred, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3253); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4595) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. Fortney, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3254); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7350) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Besier, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3255); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16502) granting 
a pension to Henry Rader, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 8256); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16525) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry A. Glenn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3257); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
16715) granting a pension to Helen Calvert, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3258); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15637) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3259); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16526) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Caton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3260); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15733) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter Horth, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8261); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16392) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Tusing, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3262); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16455) 
granting a pension to Howard P. Ketcham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3263); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16426) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander Jones, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3264); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15741) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John S. Duncan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3265); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16077) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew J. Clark, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3266); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16896) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Reynolds, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3267) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16226) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Smith, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3268) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16386) granting 
a pension to Bryan Dunbar, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3269) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16480) granting an increase of pension to Preston Glover, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by ‘a report 
(No. 3270); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16813) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Laura A. Hinkley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3271); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16141) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Parks, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3272); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16424) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles M. Fay, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3273); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referrred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16894) granting an increase of pension 
to Jeremiah Conner, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3274) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15887) 
granting an increase of pension to George F. Ludwig, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3275) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16704) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Lewis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3276); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15941) 
granting an increase of pension to Israel V. Hoag, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3277); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar, ~* 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15888) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. Andrews, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3278) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15645) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. Clark, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3279) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 16506) granting a pension to Samuel 
B. Gray, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3280) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16544) granting an increase of pension 
to Varner G. Root, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3281); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16108) granting an increase of pension 
to A. S. Ray, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3282); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16173) granting an increase of pension 
to Allen Riggs, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3283) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16962) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James J. Creigh, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3284); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16483) granting an increase of pension 
to James H. Silcott, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3285); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1541) granting an increase of pension to 
Commodore P. Hall, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3286); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1539) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Shiflett, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3287); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1413) granting a pension to Louisa D. 
Miller, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3288) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 784) granting an increase of pension to 
Beverly Waugh, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3289) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin H. Morris, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3290); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred bill of the Senate (S. 5297) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerry L. Gray, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3291); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5206) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Jane Ball, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3292) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to 
William Berry, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3293) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5120) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Chamberlin, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3294); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4986) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo S. Bartow, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3295); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension te 
Frederick Clark, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3296); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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whieh was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5735) granting an 
increase of pension to Washington Lenhart, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3297); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5736) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Gilbert, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3298); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5738) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Russell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3299); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. See, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3300) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to 
Clemon Clooten, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3301); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 316) granting an 
increase of pension to Elmore T. Chase, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3302); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5811) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Waller, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3303); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


j bill of the Senate (S. 5810) granting an increase of pension to 


Joseph Reber, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3304) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5807) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. F. Robinson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3305) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5759) granting an 
increase of pension to Adolphe Bessie, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3306); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. $ 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5716) granting an 
increase of pension to Dotha J. Whipple, reported tħe same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3307) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 424) 
granting a pension to George W. Lehman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3308) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5508) granting a 
pension to Abraham B. Miller, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3300); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3906) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Venier, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3310) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5589) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Burrell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3311); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5741) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen Welch, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3312) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5745) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Mitchell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3313) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 5744) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Rhodes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3314); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5558) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan C. Schroeder, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3315) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4070) granting an 
inerease of pension to Andrew Fellentreter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3316); 
— 27 said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

r. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to 
James Thompson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3317); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to whieh was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to 
William Strawn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3318) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the private Calendar. : = 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1810) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Thomas, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3319); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 552) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira K. Eaton, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3320) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5531) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Jones, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3321); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5476) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel F. Howe, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3322); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5379) granting an Increase of pension to 
Bird Solomon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3323); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5427) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruhema C. Horsman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3324) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4395) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Walker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3325); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4151) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Spencer, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3326); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3001) granting an increase of pension to 
Adrianna Lowell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3327); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron D. Hill, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (S. 3328); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5535) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander MeConneha, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3329); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5532) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Knight, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3330); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 567) granting 
an increase of pension to William Cody, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3331); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 566) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hart, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3332); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 5428) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph J. Hedrick, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3333); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5346) granting an increase of pension to 
Amon A. Webster, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3334); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5450) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Lingenfelter, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3335) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3076) granting a pension to Arthur W. 
Post, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3336); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2972) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Boyle, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3337); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2848) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Lewis, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3338); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3482) granting an 
inerease of pension to Alfred H. Le Fevre, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3339); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4808) granting an increase of pension to 
John Worley, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3340); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee,.to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5271) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Diebitsch, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3341); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5378) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Ash, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3342); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5530) granting a 
pension to William R. Cahoon, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3343); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5781) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Steele, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3344); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3774) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Felton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3345) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2287) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel J. Brainard, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3346) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarinda A. Spear, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3347); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard Wiley, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3348); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3232) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Gould, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3349); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3286) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Creed, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3350); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3356) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca A. Teter, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3351); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 3357) granting an increase of pension to 


Welcom B. French, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3352); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4477) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Craven, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3353); 
min said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4103) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Roullett, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3354) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4038) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Yingling, reported the same without amendment, ae- 
companied by a report (No. 3355); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3239) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. D. Buchanan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3356); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5734) granting an 
increase of pension to George H. Woodbury, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3357); 
ete said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5859) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Breslin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3358); 
bra said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5339) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney B. Hamilton, teported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3359); 
1 said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 

ar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5733) granting an increase of pension to 
Monroe W. Wright, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3360); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5501) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Rowe, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3361) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4221) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Stroman, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3362); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4199) granting a pension to William 
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Rufus Kelly, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3363) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4002) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan E. Armitage, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 3364) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5345) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Coughlin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3365); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5858) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Taylor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3366) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5445) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline L. Guild, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3367); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5512) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Carleton, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3368); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5514) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Lamson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3369); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 801) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel L. D. Goodale, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3370); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry V. Sims, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3371); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1981) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth V. Reynolds, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3372); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2009) granting a pension to Richard Dunm, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No 3873) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip L. Hiteshew, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3374); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2310) granting an increase of pension to 
William Dar, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3375); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2492), granting an increase of pension to 
George G. Tuttle, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3376); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2493), granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Tichurst, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3377) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1208), granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel G. Magruder, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3378); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
jy ‘also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2890) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew C. Kemper, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 3379); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5857) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bryson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3380) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Canendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4408) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert N. Button, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3381); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5129) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson Martin, reported the same without amendment, ac- _ 
companied by a report (No. 3382); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5214) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Renfro, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3383); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4393) granting an increase of pension to 
Cora A. Baker, reported the same without an amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3384) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ‘ 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5858) granting an 
increase of pension to John Hubbard, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3385); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 844) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Duff, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3386); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. $ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2333) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Hall, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3387); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to 
Carolina Apfel, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3388) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5713) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Crowther, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3389); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4767) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Snidemiller, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3390); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2915) granting a pension to Mary Wil- 
liamson, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3391); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2945) granting an increase of pension 
to Sallie M. Nuzum, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3392) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5742) granting 
an increase of pension to Nickles Dockendorf, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3393); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension 
to James Riordan, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3394); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1830) granting 
an inerease of pension to Sarah E. Austin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3395); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


615 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2212) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Wood, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3396); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to 
Bessie M. Dickinson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3397); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5715) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Bickford, réported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3398); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5714) granting an increase of pension to 
John McKenne, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3399); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2274) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Carson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3400); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2574) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Purcell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3401) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 377) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra W. Cartwright, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3402); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 554) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Farley, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3403) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1996) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Williams, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3404) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Millett, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3405); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3624) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter D. Moore, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3406); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4273) granting an 
increase of pension to Frazie A. Campbell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3407) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4882) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Harvey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3408) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4383) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Penn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3409); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3390) granting a pension to Emily E. 
Cram, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3410); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3522) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Denison, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3411); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3755) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Covert, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3412); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7847) for the relief of F. P. Brower—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14113)) granting a pension to Ida R. Borrell 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15914) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Carpenter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17060) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Hastings—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17239) for the relief of Annie White—Commit- 
in on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

A bill (H. R. 17274) granting a pension to Louis A. Lavalley— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16703) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
L. Overton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: A bill (H. R. 17330) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 17331) relating to a dam across 
Rainy River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 17332) to establish a light- 
house, and so forth, at Midway Islands—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 17333) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across Red River at Shreveport, La.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 17334) providing for the 
holding of Federal court at Kearney, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17335) to incorporate the 
American Medical Association—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 17336) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a publie building 
thereon at Melton, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 17337) to increase the pensions 
of the surviving widows of the soldiers of the Mexican war—to 
the Committee on Pensions. f 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17338) to amend section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17339) ap- 
propriating $50,000 to enlarge the public building at Jackson, 
Miss., so as to meet the necessities of the public business—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 17340) to create a new division 
of the southern judicial district of Texas, and to provide for 
terms of court at Palestine Tex., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17341) 
imposing a tax on certain transactions in grain, provisions, cot- 
ton, stocks, bonds, and other securities, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17342) to complete 
the improvements and repairs upon the Government building at 
Montgomery, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 17343) to establish a 
railroad storage yard for the District of Columbia, and for 
other the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17344) to amend an act approved February 
12, 1901, entitled “An act to provide for eliminating certain 
grade crossings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring 
said company to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable 
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it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and for other pur- 
poses —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 17345) to ex- 
clude from the Yosemite National Park, California, certain lands 
therein described, and to attach and include the said lands in 
Lp friig Forest Reseryve—to the Committee on the Public 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17346) for the construction of a light-house 
tender for use on the coast of California—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 17347) amending “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved April 28, 1904, as far as the same authorizes 
the acquisition by the Secretary of the Treasury of the properties 
known as the Peabody and Gunton properties, immediately adja- 
cent to the custom-house building in the city of Baltimore and 
State of Maryland, at a cost not to exceed $90,000—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17348) for the establishment of a light- 
house on or near Southwest bar shoals, off the south end of 
Pooles Island, in Chesapeake Bay, Maryland—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 17349) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Hornellsyille, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 17350) declaring Grand 
River to be not a navigable stream—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 17351) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands 
in Montana—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 17352) to regulate 
process and proceedings in the courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17353) 
to make Gloucester, Mass., a port to which merchandise may 
be imported without appraisement—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17433) relating to the sal- 
aries of the President and Vice-President of the United States, 
and for paying the President a salary after his retirement from 
office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
191) for the survey of Ohio River at Metropolis, Ill—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res, 192) for the survey of 
Ohio River at Elizabethtown, III. to- the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 71) 
providing for the printing of 24,000 copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Corporations from the organization of 
the Bureau to June 30, 1904—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 17354) for the relief of 
the estate of John W. Gregory, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17355) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua S. Ditto—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17356) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Tallant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 17357) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Wakeland Heryford— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California; A bill (H. R. 17858) to pay the 
heirs of D. F. Lansing the sum of $15,000, for services rendered 
and supplies furnished to the Bool Dam Indians of California— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17859) granting a pension to William 
McElroy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 17360) for 
the relief of John Brawley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17861) granting a pension 
to Samuel H. Renfro—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 17362) granting a pension to 
Nancy Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17363) granting an 


increase of pension to Elias M. Koher—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17364) granting an increase of pension to 
David T. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17365) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Glover—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17366) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17367) granting a pension to Henry A. 
Showalter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17368) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius A. Mahurin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 17369) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey B. Utley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17370) granting an increase 
of pension to C. S. M. Hooton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 17371) granting a pension 
to Charles Wesley Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17372) granting an increase 
of pension to Gilbert F. Capron—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 17373) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Brig. Gen. William Hull—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17374) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia A. Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17375) for the relief of L. D. 
Gasteiger—to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 17376) 
granting an increase of pension to Lee W. Putnam—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17377) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark S. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill- (H. R. 17378) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ephriam Hale to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17379) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. McCleary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17380) 
granting a pension to Joseph M. Bryant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17381) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Lively—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17382) granting a pension to Bertie M. 
MeVey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17383) granting a pension to Cora J. IIall— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17384) for the 
relief of Jeremiah Lower—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17385) granting an increase 
of pension to William R. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17386) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Adkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17387) granting an increase of pension to 
Alferd M. Cox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17888) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Harding, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 17389) to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint Harlow 
L. Street captain and commissary in the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 17890) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Sunderland—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 17391) for the relief of 
Van Goolsberry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (II. R. 17392) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur Haire—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17393) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Robert D. McCombs, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17394) granting a pension to J. B. Hoyle—- 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17395) granting a pension to Robert 
Byrd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17396) granting a pension to Benjamin W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17397) granting a pension to Robert Gar- 
rett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17398) granting a pension to Elijah P. 
Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 17399) granting an increase 
of pension to David B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 17400) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William D. Conner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17401) granting a pension to Rosalia A. 
Partridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17402) granting a pension to Thomas G. 
Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 17403) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Horace Winslow—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17404) for the relief of Louis A. Kumm— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 17405) for the relief of Joseph 
Leggett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 17406) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17407) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17408) granting an increase of pension to 
Charley Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17409) granting an increase of pension to 
H. G. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17410) extending the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890, to Company B, of Three Forks Battalion, 
Kentucky State Troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 17411) granting an 
increase of pension to Abel Groyenor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17412) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorinda Herr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17413) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17414) for the relief of Howell P. Myton— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17415) granting a pension to William J. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17416) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver old pieces of ordnance to the Indian war veterans— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17417) 
for the relief of J. H. Copenhaven, administrator of Bayliss G. 
Farley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 17418) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret J. Valentine—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17419) for the relief of John Schenk—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17420) granting a pension to James Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 17421) granting a pension 
to Jesse M. Noblitt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 17422) granting an increase 
of pension to John Calkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17423) granting a 
pension to Nancy M. Blackman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17424) granting a pension to William 
Breeding—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17425) granting a pension to Mrs. Chris- 
tian Kloeppel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 17426) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Raphael L. David, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 17427) for the relief of the 
heirs of Caroline E. Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17428) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the estate of Melyina A. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 17429) to remove the restric- 
tions on the alienation of the lands of certain adult allottees of 
the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 17430) granting a pension 
to Edwin R. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 17431) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Curry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17432) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17434) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel H. Draper—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17435) for the 
relief of D. J. Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 17436) granting an increase of 
pension to J. C. S. Twitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17487) 
granting an increase of pension to A. H. Glassmire—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17438) for 
the relief of the heirs of the estate of Melissa Gathright, de- 
ceased, of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 17489) granting a pension 
to Hannah A. Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17440) for 
fa relief of William M. West—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17441) for the relief of J. F. Steel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17442) ceding strip or parcel of land to 
city of Hot Springs, Ark., for use as a public street—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17448) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oscar Hinkley—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 17444) granting a pension to 
Michael Kresge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 17445) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas E. Farrar—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17446) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Highsmith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17447) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Baetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 17448) granting a pension to 
Greenwood Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17449) for the 
hapa of the estate of R. C. Hazelip—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17450) granting a pension to Alfred L. 
Hudson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17451) granting an increase of pension to 
John Willett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 17452) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Savage—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17453) granting 
an increase of pension to Abel D. Chase—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17454) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Sinclair—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17455) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17456) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Rucker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 17457) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Worley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17458) for the relief 
of Harry S. Sample—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17459) for the relief of Harry S. Sample 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 17460) for the relief of 
Isaac Stover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A Dill (H. R. 17461) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert M. Butts, alias Albert J. Stewart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17462) granting 
a pension to Mollie M. Carroll—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17463) granting 
an increase of pension to William Ramage—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17464) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17465) granting an increase of pension to 
Wendle Poor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17466) granting a pension to G. W. Rush— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17467) granting an increase of pension to 


David Gibney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17468) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Stine—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17469) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George Wilhite—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17470) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Standerfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17471) for 
the relief of the estate of R. H. Hoffman—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 17472) to correct the military 
record of Noah Rickard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 549, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Blandburg, Pa., for certain 
restrictions of immigration—to the Committee on Immgiration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Adam Hiller, of Victoria, Tex., praying for 
compensation for the destruction of a grove of pecan trees by 
United States soldiers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 11681, for relief of James H. V. Voldo, alias James H. 
Venier—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor 
of free alcohol for use in the arts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. BALL: Petition of J. S. Ditto, of Arlington, Tex., 
asking for pension on account of service in Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Tallant, for pension on account 
of service in the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BASSETT: Petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of New York, in favor of regulating towing in the harbor of 
New York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, in 
favor of abolition or material reduction of duties on Philippine 
products coming into this country—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition in favor of use of grounds in 
Washington for Railway Appliance Exhibition—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition for the relief of John Braw- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Samuel H. Renfer, for in- 
crease of pension on account of service in Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Protest of the New England Tobacco Grow- 
ers’ Association, against further reduction of the tariff on Phil- 
ippine products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New England Shoe and Leather Associa- 
tion, in favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany claim for the 
relief of Jeremiah Lower—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Franklin Wise (H. R. 
6828)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of Henry A. Showalter 
in support of claim for pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition of Elizabeth A. Glover for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition of A. Fitzgerald for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elias M. Koher, of Otto, Tex., for increase of 

on account of service in the Mexican war—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of David T. Hall, of Wilson County, Tex., for 
increase of pension on account of service in the Mexican war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Goodrich Brothers, asking for 
the enactment of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Additional papers filed in con- 
nection with bill H. R. 11810, for a public building at Red Wing, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of L. D. Gasteiger, for an extra 


month’s pay as sergeant of late Company I, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany claim of Lee W. 
Putnam for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of Mrs. Amelia S. Quinton, 
president of the National Indian Association et al., relating to 
certain promises of the Government made to the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16076, 
for the relief of the estate of Lucinda Muse Thomas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of Colorado beet sugar manu- 
facturers, against reduction of duty on sugar coming from Phil- 
ippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Carriage Builders’ National Association, in 
favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, in 
favor of regulating towing in the harbor of New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, in 
favor of reducing the Philippine tariff—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cambridge, N. Y., in favor of a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., 
in favor of the Hearst bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition praying legislation placing the domestic tax 
paid on alcohol on an equal footing with foreign duty-paid alco- 
hol in manufacturing articles for export—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8352, for 
relief of John Salsbury, Company A, First Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
in favor of enlarging powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
in favor of free alcohol in the arts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9737—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Trempealeau County, Wis., in 
favor of prohibition of the liquor traffic in the proposed new 
States—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Carriage Builders’ 
Association, favoring legislation to increase the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
in favor of legislation to regulate towing in the harbor of New 
York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Forest City Creamery Com- 
pany, of Rockford, III., and George T. Rofer, in favor of the 
Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, 
concerning interstate freight rates—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Carriage Builders’ National Associa- 
tion, in favor of legislation giving increased powers to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Dr. C. S. Bacon, for the American Medical 
Association, in favor of the army medical bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. T. Newcomb and others, in opposition to 
the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. y 

By Mr. GUDGER: Memorial in behalf of Arthur Haire—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
457, Benton Harbor, Mich., opposing bill to reduce tariff on 
cigars and tobacco from the Philippine Islands—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of members of Twelve Corners Grange, of Ber- 
rien County, Mich., opposing repeal of the Grout bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Allegan, Mich., in support of bill 
H. R. 138778—td the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of Pottawatomie Grange, No. 722, of Berrien 
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County, Mich., opposing repeal of the Grout bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany’ bill H. R. 17276, 
for the relief of David J. Shy et al—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

Also, petition of P. W. Ball and 370 others, to grant a pen- 
sion to David B. Wood, Company B. One hundred and twenty- 
fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of business men and citizens of 
Kimmundy, III., and citizens of Jacksonville, III., urging pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 13778, known as the “Hearst interstate- 
commerce bill ”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the First Church of 
Christ of New Britain, Conn., for the passage of a bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government 
buildings, grounds, and ships—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of the Nebraska State board 
of health, in favor of the pure-food and pure-drug bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Royal Mantel and Furniture 
Company, of Rockford, III., and the Forest City Creamery, of 
Rockford, III., praying for remedial legislation in the matter of 
interstate freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Papers to accompany the claim 
of Capt. Abel Groyenor for increase of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sisters of the Women’s National Relief So- 
ciety, in favor of striking out the word “sex” in the statehood 
bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of Stone Cutters’ Union, against sub- 
stituting granite for Ohio sandstone in the construction of the 
Federal building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of St Louis Manufacturers’ Association, in- 
dorsing the position of the Administration as regards antitrust 
legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition relating to interstate and foreign commerce, as 
embodied in the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEGARE: Petition of heirs of Raphael L. David, late 
of Charleston, S. C., praying that their claim for property taken 
by and for the United States Army during the war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion, be referred to the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: Papers to accompany claim of heirs of 
Caroline E. Long, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Colorado beet-sugar 
manufacturers, protesting against any legislation reducing the 
present duty on either raw or refined sugar imported into the 
United States from any other country—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Arkansas Furniture Company 
et al., in favor of the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of South Dakota relat- 
ing to the homestead act of 1904—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Butte County, S. Dak., relat- 
ing to new homestead legislation—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, petition of manufacturers of wheat flour, in favor of 
the Lovering bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of C. W. Hurtz, Alexander Me- 
Loud, and Freeman H. Davis, citizens of Massachusetts, for 
improvement of Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
15939, to increase the pension of Luke V. Semple—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany claim of 
D. J. Rodgers, of Sequatchie County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16694, 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Beiser—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolutions of Colorado beet-sugar manu- 
facturers, against reduction of Philippine duties—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Anti-Saloon League, in 


favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 12104, for relief of Lagrange College, Alabama—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Melissa Gathright, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of Mary K. Roane, 
to accompany bill H. R. 16239—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Affidavit of Oscar Hinkley, 
to accompany bill for pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, recommending legislation for the abolition or reduc- 
tion of tariff on Philippine products coming into the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Conyention, in 
favor of enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16529, 
for the relief of J. V. McDaniel—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 15359, for the relief of 
©. W. Reid and Sam Daube—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16766, for the relief of 
F. P. Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: Petition of citizens of Allegheny County, 
Pa., protesting against the reduction of the tariff on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHULL: Resolution of the Merchants and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Pittsburg, Pa., relative to pneumatic 
tubes for transmission of mails in the cities of Pittsburg and 
Allegheny, Pa.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, relative to 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Michael Kresge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
B. F. Highsmith, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Farrar, Mexican war, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany Claim for relief of Joseph Baetz— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Memorial to Congress from the 
Washington teachers, showing the necessity for increased sal- 
aries in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolution of the Carriage Builders’ 
National Association, in favor of enlarging the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Papers to accompany claim for the relief 
of the estate of R. C. Hazelip—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of heirs of Max 
Mayers, deceased, late of Duplin County, N. C., praying refer- 
ence of war claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of C. A. Slayton and 36 others, 
of Tecumseh, Mich., for a constitutional amendment prohibit- 
ing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Flatrock, Mich., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. E. Croman, of Jackson, Mich., for main- 
tenance of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Leighton & Holden, of Jackson, Mich., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. ` 

Also, petition of C. C. Colvin & Son, of Medina, Mich., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. H. Driggs et al., favoring bill H. R. 
13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition to accompany bill for relief 
of Henry S. Samples—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Isaac Stover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16341, for the relief of 
the estate of S. E. Staleup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Resolution of citizens of Brun- 
didge, Ala., in favor of ratification of all peace treaties among 
the nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany claim 
of Nancy J. Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for relief of William Ram- 
age—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of L. D. Leach et al., of Goldengate, III., in fa- 
vor of bill H. R. 13378 to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Albert H. Nobell, of Metropolis, III., for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers concerning relief of Mary A. Getting—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relative to relief of John Willoughby, Simpton, 
III.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers accompanying bill for increase of pension for 
John Lemley, of Rockport, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers accompanying bill for increase of pension for 
Marshall M. Angleton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers accompanying bill for relief of W. L. Snyder—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James J. Sim—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill increasing pension of William 
E. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany special bill for increase of pension 
of Frederick Shinaman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase pension of James 
M. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Abraham Stine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9478, for 
relief of Austin P. Hemphill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. f 


SENATE. 2 
Turspay, January 10, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Loben, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxuys) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the chief clerk of the Court of 
Claims, transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed 
by the court in the cause of Albert F. Tucker, Edward M. 
Tucker, Mary O. Garrison, and Ada A. Case v. The United 
States; which, with the accom; paper, were referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate communi- 
cations from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final as- 
certainment of the electors for President and Vice-President 
from the States of Florida and Minnesota; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, were ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browntna, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Luis Bográn H., of Honduras; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Frutos Thomás Plaza, of Ecuador. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the following bill and joint resolution; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

An act (S. 3728) to provide for the construction and mainte- 
nance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, 
and the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 84) authorizing the granting of per- 
mits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion 
of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, ete, 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

An act (H. R. 14752) to change the name of the East Wash- 
ington Heights Traction Railroad Company ; 

An act (H. R. 15477) to change the name of Thirteenth-and- 
a-half street to Linworth place; 

An act (II. R. 15810) to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to 
construct a bridge across the Ouachita River ; 


An act (H. R. 16450) to authorize certain changes in the per- 
manent system of highways, District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 16570) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River in Marion County, Tenn.“ approved May 20, 1902; 

An act (H. R. 10582) to authorize the Union Trust and Stor- 
age Company to change its corporate name; and 

An act (H. R. 16802) to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to enter into contract for the collection and 
disposal of garbage, ashes, etc. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee of the two Houses to make the neces- 
sary arrangements for the inauguration of the President-elect 
of the United States on the 4th day of March next. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a petition of the New 
England Sabbath Protective League, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit banking in the registry and money- 
order divisions of post-offices throughout the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newark, N. 
Y.; St. Louis, Mo.; Atlanta, Ga.; Albion, Mich.; Alexander, 
N. T.; Marietta, Ohio; Melvin, Mich.; Stanwood, Mich.; 
Wichita, Kans.; Cambridge Springs, Pa.; Mt. Vernon, III.; 
Jonesboro, Ark.; Casco, Wis.; Auburn, Ind., and Lansing, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of the Bar and Library 
Association of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the ratification of 
international arbitration treaties; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. \ 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the Congregational 
Christian Endeavor Society of West Brattleboro, Vt, praying 
for the establishment of an international congress of arbitra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Chester, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Sheldon, of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Morrisville, of the Woman’s Club of 
St. Johnsbury, and of sundry citizens of Chester Depot, all in 
the State of Vermont, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the In- 
dian Territory, remonstrating against the annexation of that 
Territory to the Territory of Oklahoma; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Story and 72 other 
citizens of Eucha, Ind. T., and the petition of C. Henderson 
and 75 other citizens of Canadian, Ind. T., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors in that Territory when admitted to state- 
hood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented the petition of George D. Haggard and 
sundry other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Oriental Subdivision, No. 369, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of St. Paul, Minn., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employment 
of any man as a locomotive engineer who has not had at least 
three years’ experience as a locomotive fireman; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Reuben L, Wagner, of East 
Chain Lakes; of C. C. Wahner, of East Chain Lakes; of Stan- 
ley B. Roberts, of Minneapolis; of Brooks Hitchings, of Lanes- 
boro; of Walter N. Conley, of Minneapolis; of Edward H. 
Moore, of St. Paul; of the congregation of the Plymouth Church 
of Minneapolis, and of the Presbyterian Ministers’ Association 
of Minneapolis, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the protection of the In- 
dians against the liquor traffic in the new States to be formed; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Maine Prairie, Minn., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Moorhead, Minn., praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minneapolis 
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and Monticello, of the Common Council of Duluth, and of the 
Commercial Club, of Duluth, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to. the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a memorial of the Bar Association 
of Arizona, remonstrating against the admission of the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico into the Union as one State; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 288, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Brookings, S. Dak., remontrat- 
ing against the proposed reduction of tariff duties on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 8 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Conewango Valley, Rome, Oxford, Norwich, Lakeville, Canan- 
daigua, and Livonia, all in the State of New York; of sundry 
citizens of Castilla, N. Mex.: Independence and Wichita, Kans. ; 
Manzanares, Colo.; Denver, Colo.; Allandale, Canton, and Du- 
quoin, in the State of Ilinois, and of sundry citizens of 
Clarinda and Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
Ses were referred’ to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Patchogue, N. Y., and a petition 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Or- 
well, N. Y., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Hamilton, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Sherwood; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Reed Corners, of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Reed Corners, and of the Scipio Quarterly Meeting 
of Friends’ Church of Poplar Ridge, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new States 
to be formed; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Puffer 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Morrisville; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episeopal Church of Waitsfield, and of sundry 
citizens of Lyndon, all in the State of Vermont, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Soot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for a reduction of the tariff on products imported 
from the Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York City, N. X., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the towing of vessels in the harbor of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Pres- 
byterian, United Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, St. 
Patrick’s Catholic, and Congregational churches, of Cambridge, 
N. Y., and a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Church of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 311, American Federation of Labor, of Auburn, N. Y., and 
the memorial of John Scherer, of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against any reduction of the tariff on tobacco and 
cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Oakland Board 
of Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the improvement of the Monongahela and 
Ohio rivers, and for a channel of not less than nine feet in 
depth from Pittsburg to the junction from the Ohio to the Mis- 
sissippi; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Washington Camp, No. 549, of 
Blandburg; of sundry citizens of Tremont; of Local Union No. 
247, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Landingville; and of 
sundry citizens of Crystal Springs and Hazen, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding more stringent laws and regulations governing 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Board of Marine 
Underwriters of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the regulation of the towing 


of vessels in the Harbor of New York; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commeree. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Buffalo, N. Y., and a petition of the Board of Directors of the 
Merchants’ Association of New York, praying for the ratifica- 
tion of international arbitration treaties; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. g 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Grafton, Fargo, Velva, Grand Forks, Carrington, Wheat- 
land, Hensel, and Hannah, all in the State of North Dakota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the laws re- 
lating to patents on medicinal substances; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Walsh 
County, N. Dak., remonstrating against the repeal of the duty 
on wheat imported from Canada; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petitions of H. S. Lacy and 
sundry other citizens of Portsmouth, Va.; of John N. Webb and 
sundry other citizens of Portsmouth, Va.; of Anna Bengeson 
and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, Va.; of Clara Louise 
Whiddel and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, Va., and of N. T. 
Pendleton and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, Va., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word con- 
cerning these petitions. They concern the right of a Senator 
in this body to a seat—that is, the junior Senator from Utah, 
about whom there is a contention now prevailing before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. There is nothing known 
to the Senate which makes it appropriate for any Senator to 
form or pass any opinion upon that subject, and I am unable 
to understand how any of the people have been able themselves 
to pass upon the subject without a knowledge of what may be 
the testimony in the case. I have consented to present the peti- 
tions simply from my view that the people have a right to send 
them here, though I do not recognize any propriety in their 
being sent here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petitions will be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4897) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Allred ; and 

A bill (S. 4121) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Beasley. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5568) granting an increase of pension to 
Flora B. Bonham, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5939) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Hall; 
A bill (S. 5868) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck ; 
A bill (S. 5988) granting an increase of pension to Owen A. 
ley ; 
A bill (S. 5940) granting an increase of pension to Jason R. C. 


Hoyt; 

A bill (S. 5757) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Luther; Z 

A bill (S. 5712) granting an increase of pension to Sally 


Dickinson ; 

A bill (S. 6321) granting a pension to Hattie F. Davis; 

A bill (S. 6092) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. 
Gordon ; 

A bill (S. 6091) granting an increase of pension to William 
Welch; and 
i A bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to John Bart- 
Es 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 

A bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Simonds; 
ba bill (S. 4239) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
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A bill (S. 6130) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Harmon; 

A bill (S. 5426) granting a pension to Henry O. Kent; 

A bill (S. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Warren P. 
Tenney ; 

A bill (S. 5958) granting an increase of pension Mary J. 
Bartlett; 
$ A i (S. 5842) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 

arish; 

A bill (S. 6004) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hulme; and 
‘ A sth (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to Nelson P. 

mit 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6094) granting an increase of pension 
to Ephraim W. Harrington, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5975) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Lytton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5678) granting a pension to Margaret McKee Pent- 
land; and 

A bill (S. 6116) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Sams. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5947) granting an increase of pension to Florence O. 
Whitman ; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
S. Young; . 

A bill (8. 4888) granting an increase of pension to Pierpont | 
II. B. Moulton ; 

A bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Clemens ; and 

A bill (8. 4075) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Shepherd. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with | 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5509) granting an increase of pension to Susie G. | 
Seabury ; and | 

A bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel | 
Riggs. j 
Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5527) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Kingman, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Woodruff, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5995) granting an increase of pension 
to Emma A. Porch, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6194) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Moorhouse ; 

A bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to William 
V. Morrison; 

A bill (S. 2572) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lucas; 

A bill (S. 5540) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Bradley ; 

A bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kinkead ; 

A bill (S. 5943) granting an increase of pension to Jared 

indle ; 

E bill (S. 2074) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Harper ; 

A bill (S. 5698) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

1 and 
A bill (sS. 1794) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Walkinshaw. 

Mr.. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6192) granting an increase of pension to James 
McGinnis; 


nn se (S. 6195) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
eigiey ; 

A bill (S. 6085) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Delamater ; 

A bill (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Van Norman; 

A bill (S. 6196) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Dickinson ; 

8 A bill (S. 4159) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
ray; 

A bill (S. 3939) granting an increase of pension to James 
Miller; and 

A bill (S. 4691) granting an increase of pension to Leonard L. 
Lancaster. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6193) granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
White; 

A bill (S. 5670) granting an increase of pension to James 
William Stickley ; 

A bill (8. 5953) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Thurston: 

A bill (S. 5451) granting an increase of pension to George w. 
Benedict ; 

A bill (S. 5941) granting an increase of pension to Alma 
Yohum ; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to John M. Godown; 

A bill (S. 4185) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Francis; and 

A bill (S. 2419) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Black. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. PATTERSON), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them severally without amendment, and submitted re- 
ports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5550) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Mack ; 

A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Col- 
lins; 

A bill (S. 830) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Muchmore; and 

A bill (S. 69) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 
Brown. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. PATTERSON), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 104) granting an increase of pension to Abner 
Taylor: 

A bill (S. 5432) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Stilwell ; 

A bill (S. 8074) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Davisson ; 

A bill (S. 826) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bertolette; and 

A bill (S. 5802) granting an increase of pension to Luther M. 
Bartlow. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Foster of Washington), from the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submit- 
ted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5812) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Graham; 

A bill (S. 5808) granting an increase of pension to William 
Steele; and 

A bill (S. 6268) granting an increase of pension to Adria 
M. S. Moale. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Foster of Washington), from the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
bills, reported them each with an amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5892) granting an increase of pension to James 
MeAulift; 

A bill (S. 5809) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell; and 

A bill (S. 5815) granting an increase of pension to James 
McKim. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Foster of Washington), from the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
bills, reported them severally with amendments, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 6152) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Wilson. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee 
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on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5766) granting 


an increase of pension to Andrew S. Graham, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Carmack), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4823) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Martin, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5209) for the relief of Edward H. Ozmun; and 

A bill (S. 5337) for the relief of Jacob Lyon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6261) permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, 
State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, all 
in section 3, township 29 north, range 24 west of the fourth 
principal meridian, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to Jennie Petteys; 

A bill (H. R. 14774) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 14879) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Dillingham ; 
ac bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to Seeley 

rnest; 

J A bill (I. R. 15207) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Jones ; 

A bill (H. R. 15634) granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 15473) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Capron; 

A bill (H. R. 8996) granting an increase of pension to Diah 
Lovejoy ; 

A bill (H. R. 15387) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hall; and 
S em (H. R. 13064) granting an increase of pension to John 

Tyler. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15895) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executiv, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1906, and for other purposes, to report it with sundry amend- 
ments, and I submit a brief report. I wish to state that I shall 
amts to call up the bill for consideration at the first oppor- 
tunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

_ BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6424) to amend the 
code of law for the District of Columbia, and providing for the 
appointment of probation officers; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6425) to 
amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes, so as to remove cer- 
tain restrictions upon the transportation by steam vessels of 
gasoline and other products of petroleum when carried by 
motor vehicles (commonly known as automobiles) using the 
same as a source of motive power; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6426) to correct the military 
record of Brig. Gen. William Hull; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6427) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Jonathan Williams; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6428) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George Chorpenning, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred.to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6429) for the relief of the States 
of New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware for expenditures 
made during the war of 1812 to 1815 with Great Britain; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
“on twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 3 granting a pension to Eliza H. Whittier (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 6130) granting a pension to Jesse Peters (with 
accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 6432) granting an increase of pension to James 
Campbell ; 

A bil (8. 6433) granting an increase of yous to George H. 
Brusstar (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6434) granting = increase of pension to Richard 
H. Lee (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE 8 a ‘bill (S. 6485) to provide for the 
performance, temporarily, of the duties of appraisers and 
assistant appraisers of merchandise; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6486) to amend section 4045 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6437) to increase the efficiency 
of the United States Navy by building cruisers and torpedo 
boats after the design of Richard B. Painton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6488) granting a pension to Cyrell Boutiette; 

A bill (S. 6439) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Conroy ; 

A bill (S. 6440) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Wallace; 

A bill (S. 6441) granting an increase of pension to John 


Sebry 

A bill (S. 6442) granting an increase of pension to William 
Southwick ; 
= A bill (8. 6443) granting an increase of pension to Terence 

. Tully; 

A bill (S. 6444) granting an increase of pension to Melkert 
H. Burton; 

A bill (by request) (S. 6445) granting an increase of pension 
to Lizzie A. Holden; and 

A bill (S. 6446) granting an increase of pension to John 
McGowan. 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: d 

A bill (S. 6447) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Foster ; 

A bill (S. 6448) granting an increase of pension to Dexter 
E. W. Stone (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6449) granting a pension to Ellen J. Tuttle (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6450) to amend an act en- 
titled An act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot- r bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.;“ which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6451) to provide an 
American register for the steam lighter Pioneer; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6452) for the relief of Isaiah 
Heylin McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 6453) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel C. Sawyer; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6454) for the relief of the estate of George N. 

m, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6455) for the relief of the estate of Francois Dor- 
menon, deceased ; 

25 7 De 6456) for the relief of the estate of Hiram Ander- 


pa" bil (8. (8 6087 for the relief of the estate of William Bur- 
gess, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6458) for the relief of G. S. Cheves; 

A bill (S. 6459) for the relief of the heirs of Julia M. Clark, 


deceased ; 
A bill (S. 6460) for the relief of the estate of C. E. Booty, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6461) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Bloom, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6462) for the relief of Arvillien Broussard; 
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A bill (S. 6463) for the relief of the estate of Jean Crouchet, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6464) for the relief of John Baptiste Cheppert; and 

A bill (S. 6465) for the relief of Sylvester Chevalier. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: ; 

A bill (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 6467) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Story; and 

- A bill (S. 6468) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Montgomery. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 6469) granting an increase 
of pension to Antonia T. E. White; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6470) for the relief of 
James Downs; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY (for Mr. Foster of Washington) introduced 
the following bills; which were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Pe er (S. 6471) granting an increase of pension to Frances 

Scott; 

A bill (S. 6472) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hice; and i 
5 wey (S. 6473) granting an increase of pension to John A. J. 

aylor. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6474) validating certain 
conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the 
Northern Pacific Railway Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

` Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. Hawiey) introduced a 
bill (S. 6475) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Slater; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 6476) granting an increase 
of pension to Gertrude L. Tallman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6477) granting an increase of 
pension to Alice S. Shepard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6478) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louise E. O'Connor, executrix of the estate of Mrs. Mary 
O’Connor, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6479) to 
give the United States Marine Corps the same pay as the 
Ordnance and Engineer Corps of the United States Army re- 
ceive; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6480) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Paige; 

A bill (S. 6481) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
E. Stevens; and 

A bill (S. 6482) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Wakefield. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6483) for the relief of 
Elias E. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6484) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen Scott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6485) granting a pension to 
Margaret S. Sturges; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6486) for the relief of Samuel J. 
Brown and Susan F. Brown; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6487) for the 
relief of the heirs of the late Wilmoth Links; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 6488) to authorize the 
restoration of the name of Charles B. Kerney, late a captain, 
Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, to the rolls of the 
Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired offi- 
cers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Charles B. Kerney, praying for restoration to the rolls of 
the Army. I move that the bill and accompanying petition be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6489) to amend section 9 of 
the act of August 2, 1882, concerning lists of passengers; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6490) to exclude from the 
Yosemite National Park, California, certain lands therein de- 
scribed, and to attach and include the said lands in the Sierra 
Forest Reserve; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $30,000 to increase the capacity of Hope School at Spring- 
field, S. Dak., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I submt sundry amendments to the pending 
statehood bill, House bill 14749. The amendments are similar, 
and I ask that one of them may be read. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One of the proposed amend- 
ments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Page 6, after line 17, insert: 

“ Sixth. Congress reserves to itself the right to legislate on the sub- 
ject of polygamy and pt bare cohabitation within said State; but 
the legislature of the State shall have the right to enact legislation in 


respect thereof which shall be effective unless and until Congress shall 
legislate in respect thereto.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will 
be printed and lie on the table. 
REGULATION AND SUPERVISION OF INSURANCE. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 16274) providing for the regulation 
and supervision of insurance; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted the following concurrent reso. 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed in paper covers, at the Government Printing 
Office, 5,500 additional copies of the annual report of the Commissioner- 
General of Immigratiqn for the year ending June 30, 1904, with illus- 
trations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives and the remaining 2.500 
copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of Immigration for distribution. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RAWLINS, WYO. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 144) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the State of Wyo- 
ming. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, 
by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to be 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use 
and accommodation of the United States post-office, court, and 
other Government offices in the city of Rawlins and State of 
Wyoming, the cost of site and building, including vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not 
to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BONDS OF POSTMASTERS, POST-OFFICE CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. KEAN. Let the Calendar be proceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, let us have the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 3379) to amend section 66 of the act of June 8, 
1872, entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the 
statutes relating to the Post-Office Department“ was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It provides 
that whenever any of the sureties of postmasters, clerks, or other 
persons in the postal service, employed in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment or elsewhere, notify the Postmaster-General of the desife 
to be released from their suretyship, or when the Postmaster- 
General deems a new bond necessary or expedient, he niay re- 
quire said person to execute such new bond with surety. When 
accepted by the Postmaster-General the new bond shall be as 
valid as the bond already given by such person; and the sure- 
ties of postmasters in the prior bond shall be released from 
responsibility for all acts or defaults of the postmaster which 
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may be done or committed subsequent to the last day of the 
quarter in which such new bond shall be executed and accepted, 
and the sureties of other persons in the prior bond shall be re- 


; leased from responsibility for all acts or defaults of such per- 
sons which may be done or committed subsequent to the day 


such new bond becomes operative. The Postmaster-General 
may authorize the cancellation of bonds of post-office clerks 
upon recommendation of the postmaster that bonds are no 


longer necessary. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 8 
: LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 2051) to authorize the purchase of lands in the 
Indian Territory under certain conditions was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. That bill was reported adversely. 

Mr. KEAN. There is an adverse report in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been reported 
adversely from the Committee on Indian Affairs, it will be in- 
definitely postponed, unless objection be made. Such will be 
taken as the order of the Senate in the absence of objection. 
It is so ordered. 

MUTUAL INVESTMENT FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment 
Fire Insurance Company of the District of Columbia was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe that no power of amendment or 
repeal is provided for in the bill. I move to add as an addi- 
tional section the following: 


Sec. —. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. i 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 

The bill (S. 3339) providing for the election of a Delegate to 
the House of Representatives from the district of Alaska was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, we can not dis- 
pose of that bill under the five-minute rule. Let it go over 
without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF WARREN MITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Warren Mitchell, deceased, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice. 

RAMON O. WILLIAMS AND JOSEPH A. SPRINGER. 


The bill (S. 747) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and 
Joseph A. Springer was announced as next in order, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2052) 
for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph A. Springer, to 
report it favorably. I wish this House bill to be substituted for 
the Senate bill which has been announced as in order before the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent that the bill which has just been re- 
ported by him may be substituted for the Senate bill just 
reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. To take the place of the Senate bill now on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill just re- 
ported by the Senator from Wyoming? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it necessary to put into a bill 
the history of the case? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not consider it necessary, but as this is 
a House measure, I thought it better to report it as it had passed 
the House. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not going to make a formal 
objection to the bill on that account or to offer a formal amend- 
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ment, but it is a very bad practice in the passage of bills to in- 
clude the history of the case, giving the reasons for the passage, 


Mr. WARREN. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That ought to be in the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of course, it is entirely proper to 
be in the report accompanying the bill, but I really think we 
ought not to engage in this method of passing legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will inquire of the Senator 
from Wyoming if he thinks it would imperil the passage of the 
bill in case we should strike out the clause to which I have re- 
ferred? Would there not be a concurrence by the House with- 
out any particular difficulty? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There would be no trouble at all about the 
other House agreeing to such an amendment as that. 

Mr. WARREN. I shall not resist an amendment of that 
kind. I wish to say, however, that I assume the Committee on 
Claims of the other House finds itself in very much the same 
difficulty that the Committee on Claims of the Senate does, 
that unless a bill contains on its face substantially its history 
it very seldom gets far enough along before the Senate to be 
read, a report being almost never read until a bill is called up 
for final disposition; but I do think the practice of passing bills 
in that history form is bad. Of course I will accept an amend- 
ment such as the Senator proposes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will move an amendment, after 
the word “ cents,” in line 15, to strike out to and including the 
word “ Congress,” at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before that is done I should like to inquire 
whether there is a report accompanying this bill which will 
show what the claim is made for? If not, it ought to appear 
in the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, yes; that is all set out fully in the 
report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought, perhaps, the facts might not be 
stated in the report, and therefore they ought to appear some- 
where. 

Mr. WARREN. The facts appear in the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “cents,” in line 15, page 1, 
it is proposed to strike out: 

Both amounts as shown on the records of the State Department and 
as recommended for payment by the State Department to the Fifty- 


fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses, and reported to the House and passed 
by the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 


So as to make the bill read: 


not otherwise 1 to Ramon O. Williams, late 
consul-general at Habana, t 


1895, $200.54. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

Tne bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 747 on the same 
subject will be indefinitely postponed in the absence of ob- 
ection, 

3 INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is a joint resolution 
from the House of Representatives on the table containing 
some amendments, which I should like to have laid before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 84) authorizing the granting of permits to the 
committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of the 
inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, ete., 
which were, on page 1, line 10, after “ use,” to insert: “ includ- 
ing all necessary safeguards against fire and for the extin- 
guishing of fire;” on page 5, line 23, to strike out “ twenty- 
eighth” and insert “twenty-fourth;” and on page 6, line 16, 
after “use,” to insert: “And provided further, That the said 
inaugural committee shall give bond, with security satisfactory 
to the Secretary of War, to do the same.” 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FUR-SEAL FISHERIES CLAIMS. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, Senate bill 3410 was called up 
the other day, read, and laid aside without prejudice. I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3410) to extend to citizens of the 
United States who were owners, charterers, masters, officers, 
and crews of certain vessels registered under the laws of the 
United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claims 
were rejected because of the American citizenship of the claim- 
ants, or of one or more of the owners, by the international com- 
mission appointed pursuant to the convention of February 8. 
1896, between the United States and Great Britain, the relief 
heretofore granted to and received by British subjects in respect 
of damages for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, or both, 
or for damnifying interference with the vessels or the voyages 
of vessels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-mile limit, and be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance with 
the judgment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris, in its award 
of August 15, 1893, and so that justice shall not be denied to 
American citizens which has been so freely meted out to British 
subjects. 

Mr. FULTON. That is the fur-seal bill, which was before the 
Senate the other day, when I made an explanation of its pro- 
visions. I do not care to take up further the time of the Senate 
in discussing the bill, unless Senators may desire to ask ques- 
tions regarding it. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill has already been read, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
bill has heretofore been read. Is there objection to its present 
consideration? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I suppose this 
bill will pass, as Congress is exceedingly liberal when an equit- 
able claim is presented, and especially when it has the support 
of so distinguished a gentleman as Mr. Dickinson, who was, I 
believe, a member of the tribunal. 

Mr. FULTON. No; he was of counsel. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of counsel of the tribunal I 
should have said. 

But I can not see why the bill should pass, Mr. President. 
It is put only upon the ground, as I remember the report, that 
the captains of these vessels assisted the counsel of the United 
States in furnishing evidence to cut down the claims of owners 
of foreign vessels for damages against the United States. To 
what extent that was done of course I have no maens of know- 
ing, except from the statement of Mr. Dickinson, but the par- 
ties whom we are now proposing to compensate for the seizure 
of their vessels were American citizens; they had no right to 
be upon the sea at all except by charter from the United States, 
and at the time they went into this pelagic sealing business it 
was against the law and against the orders of our Government. 
We had declared Bering Sea to be a closed sea. I think that 
ought to bind people who are operating United States vessels. 
Afterwards, to be sure, the tribunal at Paris declared that our 
action in that respect was unjustifiable and that Bering Sea 
was not a closed sea—that we could not so declare it; but I 
think our own shipowners and captains ought to have obeyed 
the Government of the United States. If they took the chances 
to disobey the Government, we ought not now to come in and 
recompense them for the seizure of their vessels. They vio- 
lated the laws, the rules, and the regulations of the United 
States in going there for that pelagic sealing in Bering Sea. 
While we might, under the circumstances, be compelled to pay 
to the owners of foreign vessels damages for the seizure of their 
vessels, I do not think we ought to pay such damages to our 
own shipowners. 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely want to say that while 
the bill will probably pass, I can not see any foundation for it, 
certainly in law, and it is admitted in the report that these ves- 
sel owners have no legal claim to compensation, and certainly 
in equity I can see none. 

Mr. FULTON. I want to ask the Senator this question: Is 
it not a fact that the United States Government presented a 
claim to Russia for indemnification of the American sealers who 


were apprehended by the Russians, and exacted payment from 
Russia for the vessels that she had seized in what she claimed 
to be her half of Bering Sea? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not informed as to that; 
but I presume it is a fact, and if the Senator states it as such 
I would not question it. 

Mr. FULTON. It is a fact. I have simply mentioned it as 
seeming to me to indicate that after the award of the arbitrators 
at Paris denying the right to this Government to arrest vessels 
in Bering Sea beyond the 3-mile limit, if the United States ex- 
acted payment from Russia, we ought to be willing to make 
compensation in this case. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this bill was reported by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean], who is strongly in favor 
of it. It was reported unanimously from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, who gaye the matter very careful considera- 
tion. Our Government undertook to establish a claim covering 
certain waters and to prohibit pelagic sealing therein, a claim 
in which Russia sympathized with us, she making a similar 
claim, In pursuance of that claim we seized certain vessels of 
different nations, and Russia did the same. By agreement and 
treaty the question of our right so to do was referred to an in- 
ternational tribunal. That tribunal decided that we had no 
right to make such laws in regard to those waters. Under that 
decision we made compensation for the British ships which 
were seized, and Russia made compensation for the ships of the 
oaea States as well as for the British ships which she had 
seiz 

Now, our people who violated our law as it stood at that 
time stand exactly on the same ground to us as the British 
seamen, so far as this is concerned, because the international 
tribunal decided that we had no right to pass any such law. 
We agreed to the tribunal and we accepted the decision. 

The vessel masters and the vessel owners whom it is proposed 
to relieve here were called as witnesses. At great personal 
risk they appeared before the tribunal at Vancouver; they fur- 
nished testimony which could be procured in no other way, and 
owing to that testimony the claim against the United States 
was cut down nearly $800,000—nearly twice as much as is 
now Claimed for these seamen and vessel owners. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that if ever there was a just 
claim against the Government it is the claim of these men. 
It has been held by an international tribunal that we had no 
right to pass that law, and we have recognized that by paying 
damages to the vessel owners of other nations whose vessels 
we seized and also by exacting it from other nations. If we 
do that to others. I think it would be in the highest degree 
unjust to say to these men, who have been of such service to 
the United States: “ You shall not receive any payment because 
you happen to have been seized by United States cruisers. If 
you had been seized by Russian cruisers, you would have been 
paid back your damages.” The position of Russia was just as 
unlawful as our own. 

This claim has been carefully examined by the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee. We heard Mr. Dickinson at length, we exam- 
ined all the papers, and the report, which was made by the 
Senator from Alabama, was unanimous. I have never seen a 
case in which it seemed to me it would be more unjust, more 
inequitable, than to refuse to make payment to these men. It 
does not affect the merits of the case or their right to their 
claim that they rendered a great service to the United States; 
but, as a matter of fact, they did render that service. They 
rendered it at great personal risk, and saved the United States 
a great deal more money than it is now proposed to pay them 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was a member of the sub- 
committee which examined this bill, and I want to submit just 
one observation in answer to the point made by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], that from the reading of the 
report it appears to bim that if this bill should be passed this 
relief would be granted solely on the ground that these pro- 
posed beneficiaries assisted the United States with their testi- 
mony. That is a mistake. The Senator has not read the re- 
port correctly. The ground upon which this relief is to be 
granted is that they did not violate any law of the United 
States by fishing in Bering Sea at the places where they were 
respectively seized. They were fishing beyond the 3-mile 
limit in the open sea, a sea that we then wrongfully claimed 
was a closed one. Therefore, they were not violating any law 
of the United States except only in a technical sense, for there 
was no law of the United States validly in operation beyond 
the 3-mile limit. The ground of the relief, therefore, is that 
they were seized unlawfully; that they had a right to be 
where they were, just as the vessels of other nations had a 
right to be there, and that their seizure was unlawful, just as 
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the seizure of the vessels of other nations was unlawful. The 
United States having committed a wrong in making a wrong- 
ful seizure, in depriving them of their property, it is the duty 
of the United States, morally and also legally, if we are to 
recognize and make reparation for a wrong when we have com- 
mitted it, to grant the relief that this measure provides, which 
is not an appropriation of money to recompense them to the 
amount of a named sum, but simply referring the case to the 
court of the ninth circuit to take jurisdiction, to hear the peti- 
tion, to sit in judgment, determine the controversy, and adjudi- 
cate the claims, which will then be paid after there has been 
just compensation arrived at. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator takes as the ground of his 
support of this bill the illegality of the seizure of seal-fishing 
ships upon the high seas, which were claimed to be violating 
the law of the United States, which law, as afterwards decided 
by a competent tribunal, was held not to extend to the seas 
wherein they operated. 

The first section of this bill says that these vessels “ were 
rightfully registered under the laws of the United States,” but 
the relief is to be given to them, as stated in the bill, “as being 
engaged in unlawful fur sealing, by ships’ officers or agents of 
the United States.” I submit if these men were entitled to re- 
lief because they violated no law of the United States, it seems 
unsound to say that they are to be compensated as persons who 
have been engaged in unlawful fur sealing. 

While the question has been submitted to a tribunal, whose 
award has ‘been made, it does seem to me singular that a bill 
should be passed by Congress to indemnify people upon alleged 
equities, which recites that they are to be indemnified for hav- 
ing been engaged in unlawful fur sealing. That is not a 
proper statement of any equity which exists, but is a reflection 
upon the equity to be urged in their behalf. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator does not construe as I do the 
language to which he refers. The language to which he refers 
is a mere recital of the fact that these vessels were duly regis- 
tered and that they were seized on the ground that they were 
unlawfully sealing at that particular place of seizure—not that 
they were unlawfully sealing, for it has turned out that they 
were not. That is the very ground. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Were they not unlawfully fish- 
ing there at the time when they were seized, because they were 
violating the municipal law of the United States as it then 
stood? 

Mr. FORAKER. As it then stood, if it had been a valid law, 
certainly; but as it was afterwards decided that it was an in- 
valid law, and, if it was an invalid law, it was invalid from the 
beginning—it was never law rightfully enacted or rightfully en- 
forced, except as to the 3-mile limit. 

The resolution is as the Senator from Maryland suggests, hut 
he does. not interpret the language as I do, for that is a mere 
recitation of fact. Those vessels were seized upon the theory 
that they were at the time engaged in unlawful pelagic sealing. 

That would have been strictly true if that law had been a 
valid law; but, not being a valid law, they had a right to take 
the risk of fishing there, just as everybody else had a right to 
take it, and just as the vessels of other nations did. We have 
recognized that we were wrong in undertaking to apply our law 
over the whole of that sea, at any place beyond the 3-mile 
limit, and that it is our duty to compensate those who were 
wrongfully seized, because they wefe not violating our law, and 
if it is our duty to compensate the British or Russian ship- 
owners because we unlawfully seized their vessels, it is our duty 
certainly to do justice to our own. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Ohio per- 
mit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How far is this principle going 
to carry us? Suppose Congress passes a law that a certain act 
engaged in by a citizen of the United States shall be unlawful, 
and he shall be imprisoned for committing that act, or there is a 
penalty for the commission of certain acts; suppose that Con- 
gress passes a criminal law, or a civil law, if you please, putting 
the citizen under a penalty for violation of that law, and he goes 
forward and violates it and the case goes to the Supreme Court 
and the Supreme Court finds the law to be unconstitutional; 
that we could not pass such a law. Are we then to go forward 
and pay him an indemnity for all he has suffered in the way of 
imprisonment, false imprisonment, if you please, or improper 
imprisonment, under a law which was afterwards declared to be 
unconstitutional? Are we going to do that, and if not, where are 
we going to stop? 


Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him this, in 
the way of an answer: Not indemnify him in the way of com- 
pensation for false imprisonment probably, but suppose the law 
to which the Senator referred was a law imposing certain taxes 
and the Government, pursuant to that law, had collected the 
taxes; had taken the property of the citizen for the tax and sold 
it, and diverted the money into the Treasury, and the Supreme 
Court had subsequently held the law to be unconstitutional, 
would we not repay the citizen? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is an entirely different 
case, Mr. President. This is a law which at the time these ships 
were sealing forbade their sealing in those waters. It was a pro- 
hibition of the United States against that very act. My point 
is that while foreigners were not obliged to recognize or submit 
to or obey the laws of the United States, if our own citizens, 
who had no right to sail a vessel except by permission of the 
United States, went there they took the chances. 

Mr. FORAKER. They took their chances. 

Mr. LODGE. Does not the Senator know that if our claim 
had been valid, then the British and Russian ships or the ships 
of any other nation would have been violating our laws and 
liable to seizure? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is entirely different whether 
they were foreigners or our own people. 

Mr. LODGE. But their act would have been unlawful. We 
had put out a claim under this law to certain waters. It was 
a contested claim at the time. We knew when we passed the 
law that we were attempting to extend it and make a closed sea 
where it was contended by other nations we had no right to 
attempt to make a closed sea. It applied in the same way to 
foreign vessels. If a foreign vessel comes within the 3-mile 
limit and violates the municipal regulations of the United 
States, she is just as liable as is a vessel of the United States; 
but if a foreign vessel comes within a region that we claim 
and violates a law, and then it appears that we had no right to 
extend the law over that region, of course we are liable for her 
seizure, and I do not see why we are not liable to our own 
people in the same way. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I have had my attention 
called during my service in Congress to a good many queer 
claims against the Treasury of the United States. I remember 
some time ago that a claim was presented by one of the States 
of the Union one of the items of which consisted of “ damages 
to publie roads by hauling the artillery of the United States 
over them during the civil war.” But I believe for the first time 
in the history of the Government a claim is made here for dam- 
ages accruing to people in the exercise of their option to violate 
the laws of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. They did not violate the law of the United 
States. That is the precise point. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I undertake to say that they did violate 
a law of the United States making it an offense to be guilty of 
pelagic sealing in Bering Sea. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator contend that Congress would 
have enacted that law had it supposed it would apply only to 
citizens of the United States? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no reason to doubt that they would 
have enacted it. It is certainly true they did enact a law, and 
it is certainly true, whatever an international tribunal may have 
decided in respect to the character of the Bering Sea, that it 
was within the jurisdiction and power of the United States 
to prevent registered vessels of its own and citizens of its own 
from becoming mixed up in the crime of pelagie sealing in 
Bering Sea. 

I remember very distinctly the controversy which Mr. Blaine 
had with the British Government in respect to this; and our 
Government took the position, fortified in a thousand ways, 
that whatever might be the technical law of nations, this was 
a gross offense against civilization. He put it upon the ground 
that it was against good international morals. I do not care 
what decision was made in respect to the rights of Englishmen 
or Russians to violate that law, there has never been any de- 
cision made that the United States had not a perfect right to 
forbid its own citizens and its own yessels—registered tonnage 
of its own merchant marine—from engaging in that traffic. 

Now, they engaged in it. I undertake to say that seldom in 
the history of the world has a more shocking brutality been 
perpetrated than was perpetrated by these pirates of Bering 
Sea during those long years. 

But this international tribunal decides that the law was not 
binding upon England, and we very properly pay; it was 
not binding upon Russia, and we very properly pay; but it will 
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be an evil hour for our Government when we undertake to 
reimburse people for damages which they suffered in violating 
our own laws, which are binding upon them and upon their ves- 
sels, whatever may be the judgment of international tribunals 
upon the subject. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I submit it will be an evil hour 
for our Government when we forget to be just; when we exact 
that of other nations which we refuse to accord our own people. 
We put in a claim against Russia demanding that she should 
pay our citizens for the vessels she seized in that portion of 
Bering Sea over which she claimed jurisdiction, and over which, 
at the time we enacted this statute, we conceded she had juris- 
diction, and we compelled her to compensate those citizens of 
ours whose yessels she seized. We have paid the British vessel 
owners for the yessels we seized. The only ones who have not 
been pua are our own citizens, whose vessels this Government 
seized. 

The Senator from Iowa talks about the law that was vio- 
lated. There is just the difficulty. There was no law. We 
thought there was a law, but it was not a law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When was it determined not to be a law? 

Mr. FULTON. It was determined by the Paris Commission, 
the only constituted authority to determine whether it was in- 
ternationally a law or not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They certainly had a right to determine 
whether it was the law internationally 

Mr. FULTON. Yes. f 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But when did the Paris tribunal deter- 
mine that we had not the right to exercise that jurisdiction 
over our own people and our own vessels? 

Mr. FULTON. That was not the question. But the Senator 
knows as well as I do that had not Congress supposed it could 
exclude all people from that sea it never would have attempted 
to have enacted this legislation. 

Mr. LODGE. And never did. 

Mr. FOLTON. No; and never did, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts says. Our people saw people from Russia, the 
subjects of England and other nations going into those waters, 
enriching themselves by taking seals. Does the Senator ex- 
pect that our people, believing as they did, that this law was 
really inoperative, would allow their ships to rot at the wharves 
while the owners of foreign yessels were reaping a rich harvest 
near our shores? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will permit me, did these 
vessel owners have any doubt of the right of the United States 
to control their actions and the action of their vessels. 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly they did. 

Mr. LODGE. It was contested from the beginning. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It was contested by foreign nations; but 
I never heard of a contest on the ground of the lack of right 
on the part of our Government to govern the ships of its own 
citizens. 

Mr. LODGE. The Congress never attempted to prevent 
pelagic sealing by Americans alone, 

Mr.-FULTON. Never. The idea was to prevent it by any- 
one. If we could not prevent all, there was no reason or 
argument for attempting to prevent any. 

Just a word further, and I shall say no more on this bill. 
As shown by the report of the counsel who represented the 
American Goyernment before the international commission 
appointed to adjudicate the amount due each of these British 
ship owners, when he went to Vancouver he found claims 
amounting to $1,289,000 filed. He had no testimony, he could 
secure no testimony, with which to reduce those claims, and he 
was utterly helpless, or he would have been, had it not been 
for the fact that when he appealed to the American sealers 
they came forward and furnished the testimony to show the 
actual value of the vessels that the Britishers were claiming 
pay for, enabling him thereby to reduce the British claims 
from $1,289,000 to $467,009. 

One man went so far as to do this: A British partner of his 
(he being an American citizen) presented a claim to the Com- 
mission for the entire value of the ship they jointly owned, 
which was registered in the name of the Britisher. The Ameri- 
ean owner went before the Commission and testified that he 
owned one-half, and thereby lost the opportunity of securing 
the pay which he might have received if he had allowed the 
Britisher to receive the whole amount and then divide with 
him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Oregon a question? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it not a fact that the claims 
which were presented by British citizens involved a very large 
amount for what were called consequential damages ”—that 
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is, for having lost the opportunity to pursue their business 
and to kill a larger number of seals, and that the reduction 
of those claims from twelve hundred thousand dollars to the 
amount to which they were reduced was largely because that 
claim was disallowed? 

Mr. FULTON. That may be. I do not undertake to say. 
I only refer to the report made by Mr. Dickinson, which the 
Senator himself has read doubtless, and he gives the entire 
credit for the reduction of the British claims to the American 
sealers, the owners of American craft. 

Mr. FORAKER. He was our representative before that 
Commission? ` 

Mr. FULTON. He was our representative before that Com- 
mission, I say it would be a sorry day for this nation were 
it to be guilty of so gross ingratitude and injustice as to refuse 
to pay our own citizens for their losses, it having recognized 
the claims of citizens of other nations. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations will be stated. 

The first mendment proposed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations was, in section 1, page 2, line 8, after the word 
“That,” to strike out “in addition to the jurisdiction conferred 
by law upon;” in line 4, after the word “ circuit,” to strike out 
“said court;” and in line 5, after the word “ have,” to strike out 
out “ and possess ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the circuit court of the United States for 
the ninth circuit, shall have jurisdiction and authority to inquire into 
and egos adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims 
of the following classes, namely : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 8, after the 
word “claims,” to strike out “of” and insert “against the 
United States by the;” in line 10, after the word “ named,” to 
insert “that were rightfully;” in line 11, after the words 
“United States,” to strike out “against the United States aris- 
ing out” and insert “on account;” in line 15, before the word 
“sealing,” to strike out “engaged in” and insert “as being en- 
gaged in unlawful fur,” and in line 16, before the word “ Pa- 
cific,” to insert “ North;” so as to make the clause read: 

First. All claims against the United States by the owners, char- 
terers, masters, officers, and members of crews of vessels hereinafter 
named, that were > ging A registered under the laws of the United 
States, on account of the seizure of vessels and their 5 or the 
interference with the voyages of the vessels named in the list set forth 
in section 12 of this act as being engaged in unlawful fur ng. by 
ships’ officers or agents of the United States in the North Pacific 
and Bering Sea prior to the 6th day of April, 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 20, after 
the word “ because,” to strike out “of the American citizenship 
of;” and in the same line, after the word “ claimants,” to insert 
“ were citizens of the United States ;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Second. All claims of citizens of the United States against the United 


States whose claims were rejected because the claimants were citizens 
of the United States by the international commission f pur- 
n 


suant to the convention of February 8, 1896, between the ited States 

and Great Britain, arising out of the seizure of vessels and their car- 

goes or the interference with the voyages of vessels e. = Bering 
r 


by officers or agents of the United States in the Pacific 
Sea prior to the 6th day of Apri!, 1894. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 11, after 
the word “ attorney,” to insert “in fact;” in line 16, before the 
word “ subsequent,” to strike out “Anna” and insert “Annie;” 
and in the same line, after the word “ the,” to strike out “ date 
last aforesaid” and insert “6th day of April, 1894; so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That all claims shall be presented to the court by petition, 
setting forth in ordinary and concise language the material facts upon 
which said claims are based, verified the afidavit of the claimant, 
his agent, administrator, or attorney in fact: Provided, That all claims 
shall be presented to said court within two years this act takes 
effect or shall thereafter forever be barred: And provided, That the 
claims for seizure and damages suffered, if any, In the eases of three 
schooners, to wit, the Bowhead, Winchester, and Kate and Annie, sub- 

nent to the 6th day of April, 1804, may be inguired into and finally 
adjudicated in the manner provided in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 21, after 
the word “section,” to insert “in which the United States shall 
be named and proceeded against as the party defendant;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That the claimant shall cause a copy of his petition, filed 
under the preceding section, in which the United States shall be named 
and proceed t as the party defendant, to be served upon the 


ed 
Kttobacy-General of the United States in such manner as may be pro- 
yided by the rules or orders of said court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 8, after the 
word or,“ to insert “ by.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 5, line 7, after the 
words “ Bering Sea,” to strike out— 

„ and may grant to claimants hereunder the measure of relief granted 
to subjects of Great Britain under the decision of the international com- 
mission ogg under the convention between the United States and 

‘Great Britain, concluded February 8, 1896, if in the opinion of the 
court the same Is just. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment to sec- 
tion 6, not offered by the committee, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 6, line 17, page 5, after the word 
“court,” it is proposed to strike out the word “as” and insert 
“in so far as the same may be material.” . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How will it read then? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That in considering. the merits of claims presented to the 
court hereunder any evidence, affidavits, reports of 3 and such 
other papers as are now on file in the Departments of the Government 
of the United States shall be considered by the court in so far as the 
same may be material competent evidence. ` 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think that cures the de- 
fect in this section. How will it read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read 
the clause referred to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How will line 17 read? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Considered by the court in so far as the same may be`material com- 
petent evidence. 

Mr. FORAKER. “ Material and competent.” That is the 
amendment I offered, I believe; that is, the court is to have 
the benefit of whatever is material and competent that may be 
on file in the State Department. It perhaps would have a right 
to that anyhow, or the parties would have a right to offer it. 

Mr. FULTON. Does the Senator think “competent” ought 
to be used in that amendment? It seems to me “ material” 
would be sufficient. The bill says it may be admitted and con- 
sidered. That renders it competent. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the objection which the Senator 
from Wisconsin made to that provision. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not see how inserting the 
word “ material” answers the objection he made. 

Mr. FORAKER. “ Material and competent.” 4 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of course I wash my hands of 
this bill, but I do not know why ordinary papers, according to 
this unlimited clause “such other papers as are now on file,” 
should be made Kompetent evidence in this case—papers not 
sworn to—not taken with reference to it; but wherever they 
can find in the State Department and the other Departments any 
letters referring in any way to this matter, they are to consti- 
tute evidence for this court. That is just what it does, whether 
or not you put in the words “if the court considers it material.” 

Mr. LODGE. I think the amendment was not perfected as 
the Senator from Wisconsin intended. Commencing in line 
16 with the words United States“ it should read which shall 
be considered by the court as material and competent evidence.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, this seems to be a bill to au- 
thorize the payment of damages arising out of the confiscation 
and destruction of certain ships. Am I correct about that? If 
so, I can not imagine what peculiar questions that presents 
which would require this court to rummage the archives of the 
State Department for scraps of paper and ancient affidavits to 
support it. This bill raises a claim at best unusual, and at 
worst very questionable, and it looks to me as if it ought to 
stand upon the ordinary law of evidence. I should like to know 
what issue is involved in this that would suffer by being re- 
quired to submit to the usual course of testimony in United 
States courts. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Alabama can answer the 
question better than I can, but it is my impression that this pro- 
vision was put in the bill for the benefit of the Government, 
there being a great many documents on file in the State Depart- 
ment which it was thought would be beneficial to the Govern- 
ment if the Government might be authorized in this way to use 
them. But I do not know that there is any objection to striking 
out the whole section. There certainly is not on my part, and, 
if the Senator from Alabama will concur in it, I will move to 
strike it all out. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill was drawn, I suppose, 
by Mr. Dickinson, and was examined, and I offered it, thinking at 
the time I did not approve of all its provisions. It went before 
the committee, and the Senator from Ohio and I were put on 
a subcommittee to consider it. We remodeled the bill quite 
considerably, and the section which is now up for consideration 
I thought was put in to enable the court to do what had been 


done or was asserted to have been done by the commission be- 
fore whom Mr. Dickinson appeared as the attorney of the 
United States. They referred to all manner of papers, chiefly 
not for the purpose of settling the validity and justice of the 
demand itself, but the question of damages. The Senator from 
Ohio and I, in considering this matter, concluded that there 
were some parts of that section which might be necessary for 
the Government of the United States on the question of dani- 
ages. The court might wish to refer to the correspondence on 
file in regard to the matter with a view to the ascertainment 
of damages. And so we changed Mr. Dickinson’s proposition, 
as it stood in the other direction, and put it, as we thought, in 
favor of the Government. 

However, I have no objection to the section going out, because 
I suppose the court will, after all, take a somewhat broad and 
equitable view of this question in respect to damages and every- 
thing of that sort. The damages that were allowed by the commis- 
sion, which sat in Victoria I believe, I thought was extremely 
excessive. The fact is the pressure in Victoria was almost 
irresistible and amounted to coercion, and the truth is that if 
it had not been for the presence of these sealers and their tak- 
ing the side of the Government of the United States, we should 


have been mulcted in many thousands if not hundreds of thou- 


sands of dollars in damages from which they saved us. Their 
conduct, as represented by Mr. Dickinson, was not only very 
worthy but very patriotic. Well, I will say no more about 
that. But I have no objection to the section going out if my 
colleague on the committee thinks it best. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think there is no objection to its going 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand it is proposed now 
to strike out this section? $ 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Ohio to strike out section 6 
of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
was, in section 7, page 6, line 1, after the word “ interest,” to 
strike out “ may ” and insert “is subject to;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 7. That in the trial of any suit brought under the provisions of 
this act no shall be excluded as a witness because he Is a party 
to or interested in such suit, and any claimant or ty in interest is 
subject to be examined as a witness on the part of fhe overnment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, we come now to 
another very remarkable feature of this bill—the authority to 
compute interest on these damages from the time of the seizure 
until the time when an appropriation is made. I venture to say 
that we have not passed any bill for the payment of interest on 
a claim against the United States, unless that claim was founded 
on a contract which bound the United States to pay interest, 
since I have been a member of the Senate. I move to strike 
out 

Mr. COCKRELL. All from line 8 down to line 14, on page 6. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. All from line 8 down to line 14. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to say in answer to 
that that the committee, when they reported this bill, were well 
aware of the rule that the Senator from Connecticut has referred 
to. We understood that interest is not usually allowed except 
where there is a contract obligation underlying the claim; but 
at the same time the Congress is not estopped on that ac- 
count from doing justice. Therefore we put into this bill an 
amendment not broadly allowing interest, but allowing the court 
to allow interest to be computed and added to any claim “if in 
the opinion of the court such allowance is necessary to do com- 
plete justice to the claimant.” There are some exceptional cases 
which led us to think the allowance of interest would be neces- 
sary to do justice, and we felt that it was perfectly safe to leave 
it to the circuit court where the case is to be tried. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask a question of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Upon that simple statement—a correct 
statement—that the Senator made would not every man whose 
property was taken during the war for the use and benefit of 
the Army have an equal right to come in and claim interest? 
I do not think there would be any question about it. I think 
this is the most dangerous thing that has been put in any bill 
for a long time, because you admit the principle of it, and Con- 
gress will be flooded with bills for the payment of interest. 
We had the question here on a contract. A bill was reported 
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from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, where 
they undertook to allow interest on a claim for some $4,000. 
The man had a contract and the matter was reported fa- 
vorably by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
After a thorough discussion of that question and the principle 
involved in it, the Senate decided by almost a two-thirds ma- 
jority that we would not pay the interest upon it. I think 
this would be an exceedingly dangerous precedent. I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut will be agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is entirely immaterial to me; I have no 
interest in the matter one way or the other. The only object 
the committee had in view was to do justice to these people. 
If there be objection to that provision, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I have no objection to its going out. But I should 
like to know the opinion on that point of my colleague from 
Alabama, who was on the subcommittee with me in the con- 
sideration of this measure. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Before the Senator takes his seat, as I 
understand the principle stated by the Senator from Missouri 
in respect to judgments by the Court of Claims and the law on 
contracts, interest has been allowed upon certain conditions by 
Congress. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is provided for by statute. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; by statute. In respect to contracts 
it has been often refused, but in respect to wrongs or torts I 
respectfully suggest there can be found no case in which Con- 
gress has allowed it. In the case of a wrong, where the allega- 
tion is that there was a law of the United States intended to 
prevent the act that was done, and that by some right the 
parties should be compensated, the compensation did not in- 
clude interest. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Alabama that all from-the word “ upon,” page 6, 
line.8, to the end of section 8 be stricken out. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have already said that I have no objec- 
tion to that. The committee understood very well what is the 
rule in regard to this matter. We are not unmindful of that. 
If my colleague from Alabama does not object, that part of the 
section may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut will be 
considered as agreed to, and all of section 8, after the word 
“thereon,” in line 8, is stricken out. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Down to the end of the section, in line 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 8, line 4, page 6, after the word 
“ filed,” strike out the words “in each case;” after the words 
“setting forth,” at the end of line 4, insert the words “in 
each case;“ and in line 7, after the word “upon,” strike out 
“all” and insert“ the;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the court to cause a written 
opinion to be filed, setting forth, each case, the specific findings 
by the court of the facts therein, and the damages to be awarded 


and the conclusions of the court upon the questions of law involved 
in the case, and to render judgment thereon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 6, line 15, after 
the word “make,” to strike out “all necessary” and insert 
“any special;” and in line 17, after the word “and,” to 
strike out “shall provide” and insert “for the hearing of 
such petitions may prescribe ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That the said court shall make any special rules of practice 
not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and for the hearing 
of such petitions may prescribe the method of taking testimony by 
deposition or otherwise In such cases, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 6, line 21, after 
the word“ have,“ to strike out “the same rights” and insert 
“such right;“ in line 22, after the word “ as,” to strike out “ are 
or may be reserved” and insert “is provided for;” in line 24, 
after the word “the,” to insert “same;” in line 25, after the 
word “limitations,” to strike out “therein contained ;” and on 
page 7, line 2, after the word “the,” to strike out “terms of 
the ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 10. That the claimants or the United States shall have such 
right of appeal or to a writ of error as is provided for in the statutes 
of the United States, in other cases, to the United States court of ap- 
peals of said circuit, and upon the same conditions and limitations. The 
mode of procedure in claiming and perfecting an ie in cases here- 
under shall be in accordance with the statutes and rules of practice 
J.. re yc ergy L e rp E a 
Ae after sit ‘months from the final judgment or decree, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 7, line 8, after 
the word “ judgment,” to strike out “or decree ;” im line 11, be- 
fore the word “in,” to insert“ against the United States;” and 
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in line 12, after the word “Congress,” to strike out “in the 
proper appropriation bills ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 11. That the Attorney-General shall report to Congress the suits 
under this act in which final judgment has been rendered against the 
United States, giving the date and amount of each, and a statement of 
the costs taxed against the United States in each case, for the payment 
of which claims and costs appropriation shall be made by Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This completes the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I care to trouble the bill with amendments, but here is 
another very remarkable provision in the bill. I do not remem- 
ber to have seen a bill passed referring a case to the Court of 
Claims or giving a court jurisdiction to try a case in which we 
provided in advance “giving the date and amount of each, 
and a statement of the costs taxed against the United States 
in each case, for the payment of which claims and costs appro- 
priation shall be made by Congress.” That is entirely unusual. 
There seems to be—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator kindly state - 
the number of the section and the page and line? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is section 11. I think we 
might well leave this case to the ordinary methods of dealing 
with judgments of the court and suppose that Congress would 
make the appropriation. But the bill seems to have been 
drawn to get this money any way, no matter what the circum- 
stances may be. I do not know why it is necessary to give 
all this unusual consideration to the people who have been 
engaged in the most nefarious thing that this country has seen 
or knows of in the last twenty years in business on the high 
seas, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it may be unusual for that 
provision to occur in the bill, but it certainly is not remarkable. 
The bill was drawn by some one who was fayorable to the 
proposition that these people should be compensated to such 
an extent as the court hearing their claims might adjudge them 
to be entitled to compensation. Whoever drew the bill (I do 
not know who drew it; perhaps Mr. Dickinson, for he was 
counsel for the Government and very much intereseted in this 
matter) put that clause in there. It did not occur to me, as it 
probably did not occur to the Senator from Alabama, that there 
was anything unusual. Certainly it did not occur to either 
of us that it was remarkable that we should provide for the 
adjudication of claims and then for the payment of them. But 
if that is remarkable, if that gives the Senator any trouble, 
I have no objection to its going out. If the practice be as he 
has stated, and it is usual not so to provide ing bill authorizing 
the adjudication of a claim in court, let it be stricken out. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, in answer to the criticisms which 
seem to be made in such bad temper that there is no ground for 
them that I know of. I knew nothing about these claims until 
they were brought before the Senate in the usual way and the 
bill providing for their adjudication was referred to the com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be a member, when I was 
called upon as a member of the subcommittee, together with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan], to consider the bill. 
We took it up, as the Senator from Massachusetts said a while 
ago, and gave the fullest consideration to it. The whole matter 
was gone into as to the merits of these claims and as to the 
equity and justice of something being done by the United States, 
and that committee were of one mind on the subject. It was 
the unanimous report that something should be done and that 
that should be done—for it seemed to be the most feasible thing 
to do under all the circumstances—which this bill provides shall 
be done. We could not sit as a court and determine how much 
each man was entitled to receive, if he was entitled to anything, 
but we proposed to refer it to a court. We gave the circuit 
court of the ninth circuit, which sits at the place where the 
people live and where the witnesses can be called before the 
court, jurisdiction to hear and determine in the ordinary way in 
which judicial proceedings are conducted the claims of these 

ople. 

05 we have had that and that only in view, and yet we are 
met here with all kinds of suggestions —that this is a remark- 
able measure, an extraordinary measure, an unprecedented 
measure—and we are told that these men were engaged in a 
reprehensible business and that they were engaged in a viola- 
tion of law. In large measure there is truth in that. But we 
are not considering that question now. They had a right to be 
doing what they were doing at the place where they were doing 
in the Bering Sea to the extent our statute had a right to be ap- 
plied, but our statute had no right to be applied by anybody be- 
yond the 3-mile limit. A court by which we are bound has so 
found and so held, and we have accepted that finding. The 


Tee AE tat 


ID VT EEA de gi 


1905. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


631 


only question now is, having done justice to everybody else—to 
the British owners, to the Russian owners—whether we are 
going to deny justice to our own citizens who happened to be 
engaged in the same business. 

This was a controverted proposition. Congress legislated. 
They took the risk, of course, of that law being valid, and it 
turned out that they had the right on their side. The Govern- 
ment that passed the statute exceeded-its power. It had no 
right to prohibit pelagic sealing beyond the 3-mile limit. There- 
fore these men violated no statute of the Untied States except 
only one which by its terms, but not lawfully and validly, ap- 
plied to the people where they were seized and where the prop- 
erty was taken from them. 

Now, the Senator has asked in the course of this debate 
whether we are to establish the principle that men have a right 
to take upon themselves the risk of violating the law, and when 
deprived of their property wrongfully, as it afterwards turned 
out, the Government is obliged to compensate them. That is 
not a new thing. I take it that in every State of the Union, as 
well as by the Government, the practice has been that when 
wrongfully, because unlawfully, we seize and take from a citi- 
zen his property we compensate him. Certainly we do it to be 
honest and want to do justice, and that is what I take it the 
United States Government wants to do and should do under all 
circumstances. : 

The statute was passed in good faith, of course, and I sym- 
pathize with all that has been said against pelagic sealing. I 
think it has been brutal; I think it has been without justifica- 
tion; and ever since I have been a member of the Senate I have 
been striving to bring about some kind of legislation that will 
break up the present practice, for it is still indulged in and in- 
dulged in to an extent that threatens the last of the herds of 
fur-bearing seals in Bering Sea. Something must be, done and 
something is soon to be done, I verily believe, to break up the 
present practice, 

Mr. President, that has no place here. When that comes up 
I will be found quite as energetic as the Senator from Connecti- 
cut in trying to break it up and in condemning that which has 
been done. The record will show that I have been active. I 


have made several reports on this subject. I happen to be p 


chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations at this time having some remedy for that bad practice 
under consideration, and we are moving along the line of relief. 

When that question comes up we will discuss it But the 
question now is whether or not these men, who, as it turned out, 
did not violate a statute of the United States that had any 
application to them at the place where they were engaged and 
where they were seized, shall be compensated by the Govern- 
ment that wrongfully took away from them their property. 

Senators say we had control of it and we had a right to pro- 
hibit it. The case is not different, Mr. President (and this 
shows the utter absurdity of that suggestion), from what it 
would be if the Congress of the United States should to-day 
pass a statute prohibiting deep-sea fishing beyond the 3-mile 
limit off the banks of Newfoundland. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Can it do it? 


Mr. FORAKER. No; it can not do any such thing. It can 


undertake to do it; but if it undertook to do it unlawfully, 
enacting a provision of that kind, and if it be held to be unlaw- 
ful, as I think it would be, then if we were to seize their ships 
because they were violating an unlawful and invalid statute we 
would be liable to make compensation, if we wanted to be just. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask the Senator this 
question: Can we not prescribe what our vessels may do on the 
high seas? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And that they may not engage 
either in deep-sea fishing or pelagic sealing? Can we not do 
that if we will, and bind those vessels by law not to do it? 

Mr. LODGE. That is what we did. s ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And punish them if they do it? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly we have the power to do that if 
we see fit, but until we exercise the power here, prescribing the 
conditions, we have not any right to do it. I am taking the case 
as it stands to-day. If we are to-day without any enactment as 
to the taking by a vessel registered, and if we were to broadly 
prohibit it, it would be invalid. . 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, w. 
never forbade pelagic sealing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Never. : 

Mr. LODGE. We said that it shall not be carried on within 
certain waters to which we lay claim, but we neyer forbade 
pelagic sealing elsewhere. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the point I wish to make 


is this: Concerning vessels of the United States, have we not 
a right to say that they shall not fish off the coast of Maine, 
outside the 8-mile limit? No matter whether it is a closed 
sea or an open sea, have we not a right to put a restriction upon 
those vessels? We put it upon our vessels in providing that 


they should not fish in Bering Sea. Now, this tribunal says we 
could not do that; that it was not a closed sea; that we could 
not close that sea, and we could not treat it as a closed sea. 
But as to our own vessels, could we not say that they should not 
fish there? 

Mr. LODGE. We have a right to say they shall not engage 
in deep-sea fishing anywhere, but we can not say that a man 
shall not engage in deep-sea fishing in waters we lay claim to 
and which do not belong to us, and that he may fish everywhere 
else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is House bill 14749. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks the Senator 
from Nevada to kindly suspend for a moment while he lays be- 
fore the Senate a bill returned from the House of Representa- 
tives with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 


NATIONAL INCORPORATION OF RAILROADS. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
to-morrow at 1 o’clock I shall ask unanimous consent for leave 
to present some remarks regarding the joint resolution intro- 
duced by me on the 4th day of January, being the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 86) creating a commission to frame a national 
incorporation act for railroads engaged in interstate commerce. 


ROADS, SCHOOLS, ETC., IN ALASKA, ‘ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3728) pro- 
viding for the construction and maintenance of roads, the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support 
of insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other 


urposes. 

The amendments were, on page 5, line 9, after “ board,” insert 
“ first elected ;” on page 5, line 9, strike out office” and insert 
“ offices ;” on page 5, line 10, strike out “one year” and insert 
“two and three years, respectively;” on page 5, line 10, after 
“ qualified,” insert “and one member of such board shall be 
elected each year thereafter and shall hold his office for a period 
of three years and until his successor is elected and qualified; ” 
on page 6, line 16, strike out “twelve” and insert “twenty;” 
on page 6, line 17, strike out “ eighteen” and insert“ twenty; “ 
on page 6, line 20, strike out“ eighteen” and insert twenty ;” 
on page 9, line 5, strike out “eighteen” and insert“ twenty; “ 
on page 10, line 3, strike out“ three” and insert “ five ;” on page 
10, line 12, strike out all after “term” down to and including 
“ prescribed ” line 25. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the business before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A Senate bill returned from 
the House of Representatives with amendments, 

Mr. NELSON. I trust the Senator will yield, that the amend- 
ments may be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendments made by the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does it have place at this time by right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, under the rule, has 
a right to place such matters before the Senate at any time. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota 
to concur in the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion, and they were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer: 

An act (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and 
Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; s 

An act (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. McIndoe; 

An act (S. 1753) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy ; 

An act (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short; 

An act (S. 5088) to aid the Western Alaska Construction 
Company ; k 

An act (S. 6368) providing for the interment in the District 
of Columbia of the remains of Rose Dillon Seager; 
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An act (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina; à 
An act (H. R. 15317) to. build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, Arkansas; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 79) granting the temporary occu- 
pancy of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, 
D. C., for the American Railroad Appliance Exhibition. 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN COLORADO AND NEW MEXICO AND 
OKLAHOMA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the reestab- 
lishment of the boundary line between the State of Colorado and the 
Territories of New Mexico and Oklahoma, surveyed under authority of 
the act of Congress of July 1, 1902. (32 Stat., 552, 574.) 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE Hovsp, January 10, 1905. 
FORT SHERMAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers and maps, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior relative to the reservation of certain lands in the abandoned 
Fort Sherman Military Reservation, in view of the contemplated use 
of such lands in connection with irrigation works to be constructed 
under the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat., 388). 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WHITE Houses, January 10, 1905. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

An act (H. R. 14752) to change the name of the East Wash- 
ington Heights Traction Railroad Company ; 

An act (H. R. 15477) to change the name of Thirteen-and-a- 
half street to Linworth place; 

An act (H. R. 16450) to authorize certain changes in the 
permanent system of highways, District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 16582) to authorize the Union Trust and Stor- 
age Company to change its corporate name; and 

An act (H. R. 16802) to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to enter into contract for the collection and 
disposal of garbage, ashes, ete. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce : 

An act (H. R. 15810) to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to 
construct a bridge across the Ouachita River; and 

An act (H. R. 16570) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River in Marion County, Tenn.,” approved May 20, 1902. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the bill under consideration 
for the admission of Oklahoma to include the Indian Territory 
concerns the Five Civilized Tribes and their property. For- 
tunately the whole subject of the management of the property 
of those Indians is still under the jurisdiction of the United 
States. Nothing has been done which removes the Indians of 
the Five Tribes or their lands from the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and consequently it becomes the duty of the United 
States in dealing with them to see that the Indians are pro- 
tected. . 

I have drawn an amendment which I propose to discuss, and 
I now offer it and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada offers an amendment and asks that it be 
read. It will be read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Can not the Senator postpone offering 
his amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to offer the amendment now. It 
will come in after the provisions relating to Oklahoma. It 
comes in on the twentieth page, I think. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator that the bill is not 


now being read by sections for amendment, and that this is not 
a proper time to offer his amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the reason why I suggested to 
the Senator that perhaps he might postpone it at this juncture. 

Mr. CULLOM. To be voted on later? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To be voted on later. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill is in Committee of the Whole and 
ope amendment, I think under the rule the amendment is 

order, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can have the 
amendment read. sigs ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection to the amendment 
being read. I would have suggested to the Senator that it be 
read if he had not suggested it himself; but, like the Senator 
from Minnesota, I do not understand that now is the time to 
offer the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill is in Committee of the Whole and 
open to amendment, and an amendment can be offered at any 
time under the rule. But it is immaterial. I will offer the 
amendment now, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert the following: 


That there shall be in the Department of the Interlor a superintend- 
ent of Indian Territory affairs, who shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall 
receive an annual salary of $15,000, and shall be stationed in the In- 
dian Territory. And there shall be, in the Department of Justice, an 


attorney for Indian Territory affairs, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who 
shall receive an annual salary of $10,000, who shall act as the legal ad- 


viser of the superintendent, and who shall perform such other services as 
may be required by the superintendent, and shall be stationed in the In- 
dian Territory during his term of office; and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall appoint, on the recommendation of the . e such of- 
ficers and assistants as may be necessary to aid the superintendent in 
the conduet and 5 of the affairs under his jurisdiction, and 
the said Secretary shall fix the compensation of such officers and as- 
sistants and prescribe bonds to be given by such of them as ought in his 
opinion to be required to give bonds. 

That said superintendent shall have jurisdiction of all matters and 
shall perform all duties vested in, conferred upon, and to be performed by 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes under existing laws in the 
Indian Territory. And said superintendent shall investigate, or cause 
to be investigated, all leases and contracts relating to allotted lands in 
the Indian Territory, and, if in his opinion the needs of justice require 
it, he shall institute proceedings in the proper United States court to 
set the same aside, and such proceedings shall have precedence over all 
other civil business, and the court shall render judgment setting aside 
such contracts or leases in ali cases where there was fraud, undue in- 
fluence, or inadequate consideration, which judgment shall be final. 
And it shall be the duty of the 9 to execute such judgment 
by putting the original allottee in immediate possession of his allot- 
ment. And said superintendent and such officers as he may designate 
shall also have jurisdiction of the estates of all deceased Indians and 
freedmen and of all minor and insane Indiaus, and such other Indians 
and freedmen in tbe Indian Territory as are pon to manage 
their own affairs. And the said egy Seer oa shall have power to re- 
move any person appointed under the provisions of this ac He shall 
also have power to remove any executor or administrator of the estate 
of any deceased Indian or freedman, and also to remove any guardian 
of a minor or other Indian or freedman incompetent to manage his own 
affairs, and to revoke any power of attorney granted by such executor, 
administrator, or guardian. He shall also investigate all proceedings 
under which the estate of any deceased Indian or freedman has been 
sold, disposed of, or incumbered in any way whatsoever and report the 
result of his investigation to the Attorney-General of the United States, 
who is hereby authorized to take such proceedings as he may deem nec- 
essary in that behalf. Th all matters under the jurisdiction of the 
superintendent his decision shall be final. That no Federal, State, Ter- 
ritorial, or other court shall have jurisdiction to interfere in any man- 
ner whatever with the acts, proceedings, or decisions of the superin- 
tendent, or of any officer or person acting by his authority under this 
act by any writ, process, order, or proceedings of any nature. 

That the superintendent of Indian Territory affairs may adopt the 
existing recording districts with such modifications as he may deem 
proper, and such person shall be recorder in each of such districts as 
the superintendent may designate and in the sale of allotted lands the 
recorder in each district shall be register. The receiver shall be such 
officer as may be designated by the superintendent. Both the register 
and receiver shall give such bonds for the faithful discharge of their 
duties as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. It shall 
be the duty of the superintendent to appraise the allotted lands in the 
several recording districts according to their reasonable value and 
notify, from time to time, the register and receiver in the several re- 
cording districts of such appraisements. 

That the reservation of homesteads to the extent of 40 acres of land 
to each Indian and freedman allottee in the Indian Territory shall re- 
main forever a permanent home for such Indian or freedman, and shall 
not be sold, leased, or incumbered in any way whatever. 

All allotted Indian and freedman lands, excluding homesteads, in the 
Indian Territory shall be subject to sale under the provisions of this 
act, and not otherwise. 

That any bona fide settler, who is a citizen of the United States, 
or who has declared his intention to become such, may become a pur- 
chaser of the lands allotted to any Indian or freedman, not Sesseln 
160 acres, at not less than its appraised value, and pay for the same 
in five annual installments, with interest at the rate of 6 A as cent per 
annum on the deferred 3 but shall not be allowed to pay for 
such land otherwise or in a longer or shorter pioa Such purchaser 
shall present to the register an application of the allottee, if an adult, 
or an application of a guardian in his behalf, if a minor or an incom- 

tent person, for the sale of his or her allotted lands, except the 

omestead, and shall Bay to the receiver of the district the first an- 
nual installment, which shall thereupon be paid to the Indian or his 


rdian ; hereupon such purchaser shall receive from the register 
e dente — 3 be transmitted to 


a certificate of entry, a duplicate of which 
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the Secretary of the Interior. The said purchaser shall within thirty 
days thereafter enter upon the land and reside thereon continuously 
for five years, build thereon a house costing at least $150, put under 
cultivation not less than 20 acres, and pay to the receiver the remain- 
ing four installments. If any perasa shall fail or refuse to make 
payment of any installment of the purchase money for thirty days 
after it shall have become due, or shall fail to make settlement and 
establish residence upon the land for a period of three months from 
the date of the contract of sale, or shall remove from and abandon 
said land for a period of three months, such contract shall thereby 
terminate, and the superintendent of Indian Territory affairs is hereby 

ven authority and jurisdiction in any such case to summarily eject 

om the land such defaulting purchaser and put the Indian allottee 
or his guardian in possession thereof, in which event the allottee shall 
take the land free from any lien or liability for any taxes which may 
have been assessed against the same, or for any other obligation what- 
ever: Provided, however, That in case of the death of the applicant 
before he has completed the payments, residence, and improvements 
required, his heirs or legal representatives may be substituted in his 
place as purchasers. After full compliance with the provisions of this 
act, the purchaser may make proof to the register and receiver of his 
payment, residence, and improvement, as hereinbefore required, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. The 
register and receiver shall report the facts to the Secretary of the In- 
terlor, together with their conclusions; and if in the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, the purchaser has complied with the statute, 
a patent conveying full title shall be issued to such purchaser by the 
Secretary of the Interior in pursuance of the application of the In- 
dian or freedman, or of the guardian of such Indian or freedman. All 
moneys received by the several receivers, except the first payment, 
shall be paid to the superintendent, who shall pay the same over to 
the Indians whose lands have been taken, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

That no sale, agreement, or understanding, express or implied, made 
by any Indian or freedman concerning the incumbrance or future dis- 
position of his allotted land shall have any binding force or effect, nor 
shall any such agreement or understanding be offered in evidence in 
any court for any 9 whatever; that no lease or sale of Indian 
or freedman lands the Indian Territory shall be made by any In- 
dian or freedman, or his guardian, except as in this act provided; and 
all laws authorizing the sale or removal of the restrictions upon the 
alienation of lands of allottees of any of the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
all raion inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, are hereby 
repealed. 

That all laws of the State of Arkansas, and all other laws, rules, 
and regulations affecting the estates of deceased Indians or freedmen, 
or providing for the appointment of guardians for minor Indians or 
freedmen or of Indians and freedmen incompetent to manage their 
own affairs, now in force in the Indian Territory are hereby repealed, 
and all matters connected therewith shall be under the jurisdiction of 
the eee of Indian Territory affairs and the officers desig- 
nated by him, and all proceedings with regard thereto shall be con- 
ducted by said superintendent under such regulations as the Attorney- 
General may prescribe. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the bill under consideration 
for the admission of Oklahoma, to include the Indian Territory, 
concerns the Five Civilized Tribes and their property. Fortu- 
nately the whole subject of the management of the property of 
those Indians is still under the jurisdiction of the United States, 
Nothing has been done which removes the Indians of the Five 
Tribes or their lands from the jurisdiction of the United States, 
and consequently it becomes the duty of the United States in 
dealing with them to see that the Indians are protected. 

I have drawn an amendment which I propose to discuss, and 
I now offer it and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada offers an amendment and asks that it be 
read. It will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert the following: 


That there shall be in the Department of the Interior a superintend- 
ent of ons Territory affairs, who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall recetye 
an annual salary of $15,000) and shall be stationed in the Indian Terri- 
tory. And there shall be in the Department of Justice, an attorney for 
Indian Territory affairs, who shall be 8 by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the nate, and who shall receive 
an annual salary of $10,000, who shall act as the legal adviser of the 
superintendent, and who shall perform such other services as may be 
required by the superintendent, and shall be stationed in the Indian 
Territory during his term of office; and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall appoint, on the recommendation of the superintendent, such offi- 
cers and assistants as may be necessary to aid the superintendent in 
the conduct and management of the affairs under his jurisdiction, and 
the said Secretary shall fix the compensation of such officers and as- 
sistants and prescribe bonds to be given by such of them as ought in his 
opinion to be required to give bonds. 

That said superintendent shall have jurisdiction of all matters and 
shall perform all duties vested in, conferred upon, and to be performed 
by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes under existing laws in 
the Indian Territory. And said superintendent shall investigate, or 
cause to be investigated, all leases and contracts relating to allotted 
lands in the Indian Territory, and, if in his opinion the needs of jus- 
tice require it, he shall institute proceedings in the proper United States 
court to set the same aside, and such proceedings shall have precedence 
over all other civil business, and the court shall render judgment set- 
ting aside such contracts or leases in all cases where there was fraud, 
undue influence, or inadequate consideration, which judgment shall be 
final. And it shall be the duty of the superintendent to execute such 
judgment by putting the original allottee in immediate possession of 

is allotment. And said superintendent and such officers as he may 
designate shall also have jurisdiction of the estates of. all deceased 
Indians and men and of all minor and insane Indians, and such 
other Indians and freedmen in the Indian 8 are incompetent 
to manage their own affairs. And the said superintendent shall have 
power to remove any person appointed under the provisions of this act. 
He shall also have power to remove any executor or tor of 
the estate of any deceased Indian or freedman, and also to remove any 
guardian of a minor or other Indian or,freedman incompetent to man- 
age his own affairs, and to revoke any power of attorney granted by 


— 


ian. He shall also investigate 


such executor, administrator, or 

all pr under which the estate of any deceased Indian or freed- 
man has been sold, dis of, or incumbered in any way whatsoever 
and report the result of his investigation to the Attorney- eral of the 
United States, who is hereby authorized to take such proceedings as he 
may deem necessary in t behalf. In all matters under the jurisdic- 
tion of the superintendent his decision shall be final. That no Federal, 
State, Territorial, or other court shall have jurisdiction to interfere in 
any manner whatever with the acts, proceedings, or decisions of the 
3 or of any officer or person acting by his authority under 

s act by any writ, process, order, or p gs of any nature. 

That the superintendent of Indian Territory affairs may adopt the 
existing recording districts with such modifications as he may deem 
proper, and such person shall be recorder in each of such districts as 
the superintendent may designate, and in the sale of allotted lands the 
recorder in each district shall be register. The receiver shall be such 
officer as may be designated by the superintendent. Both the register 
and receiver shall give such bonds for the faithful discharge of their 
duties as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. It shall 
be the duty of the superintendent to appraise the allotted lands in the 
several recording districts according their reasonable value and 
notify, from time to time, the register and receiver in the several re- 
cording districts of such appraisements. 

That the reservation of homesteads to the extent of 40 acres of land 
to each Indian and freedman allottee in the Indian Territory shall re- 
main forever a permanent home for such Indian or freedman, and shall 
not be sold, leased, or incumbered in any way whatever. 

All allotted Indian and freedman lands, excluding homesteads, in the 
Indian Territory shall be subject to sale under the provisions of this 
act, and not otherwise. 

That any bona fide settler, who is a citizen of the United States, 
or who has declared his intention to become such, may become a pur- 
chaser of the lands allotted to any Indian or freedman, not eres ling 
160 acres, at not less than its appraised value, and pay for the same 


in five annual installments, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per 
annum on the deferred payments, but shall not be allowed to pay for 
such land otherwise or in a longer or shorter period. Such purchaser 


shall present to the register an application of the allottee, if an adult, 
or an application of a guardian in his behalf, if a minor or an incom- 
7 person, for the sale of his or her allotted lands, except the 
omestead, and shall pay to the receiver of the district the first an- 
nual installment, which shall thereupon be paid to the Indian or his 
guardian; whereupon such purchaser shall receive from the register 
a certificate of entry, a duplicate of which shall be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior. The said purchaser shall within thi days 
thereafter enter upon the land and reside thereon continuously for five 
years, build thereon a house costing at least $150, put under cultiva- 
tion not less than 20 acres. and pay to the receiver the remaining four 
installments. If any 5 Shall fail or refuse to make payment 
of 1 installment of the purchase money for thirty days after it 
shall have become due, or shall fail to make settlement and establish 
residence upon the land for a iod of three months from the date 
of the contract of sale, or shall remove from and abandon said land 
for a period of three months, such contract shall thereby terminate, 
and the superintendent of Indian Territory affairs is hereby given au- 
thority and jurisdiction in any such case to summarily eject from the 
land such defaulting purchaser and put the Indian allottee or his 
ardian in possession thereof, in which event the allottee shall take 
the land free from any lien or liability for any taxes which may have 
been assessed against the same, or for any other obligation whatever: 
Provided, however, That in case of the death of the applicant before. 
he has completed the payments, residence, and improvements req 
his heirs or legal representatives may be substituted in his place as 
purchasers. After full compliance with the 1 of this act the 
purchaser may make proof to the register and receiver of his payment, 
residence, and improvement. as hereinbefore required, under such Pin el 
lations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. The register 
and receiver shall report the facts to the Secretary of the Interior, 
together with their conclusions; and if in the 1 8 5 of the Secretary 
of the Interior the purchaser has complied with the statute a patent 
conveying full title shall be issued to such purchaser by the Secreta 
of the Interior in pursuance of the application of the Indian or freed- 
man, or of the guardian of such Indian or freedman. All moneys 
received by the several receivers, except the first payment, shall be paid 
to the superintendent, who shall pay the same over to the Indians 
whose lands have been taken, under such regulations as the Secretary 
of the Interior may prescribe. 

That no sale, agreement, or understanding, express or implied, made 
by any Indian or freedman concerning the incumbrance or future dis- 
position of his allotted land shall have any binding force or effect, nor 
shall any such agreement or understanding be offered in evidence in 
any court for any od ang whatever; that no lease or sale of Indian 
or freedman lands in the Indian Territory shall be made by any In- 
dian or freedman, or his guardian, except as in this act provided; and 
all laws authorizing the sale or removal of the restrictions upon the 
alienation of lands of allottees of any of the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
all nein inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, are hereby 
repealed. 

That all laws of the State of Arkansas, and all other laws, rules, 
and regulations affecting the estates of d Indians or freedmen, 
or providing for the appointment of guardians for minor Indians or 
freedmen or of Indians and freedmen incompetent to manage their own 
affairs, now in force in the Indian Territory are 9 repealed, and 
all matters connected therewith shall be under the jurisdiction of the 
superintendent of Indian Territory affairs and the officers designated 
by him, and all proceedings with regard thereto shall be conducted by 
said superintendent under such regulations as the Attorney-General 


may prescribe. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, since the last session of Con- 
gress I have been studying conditions in the Indian Territory. 
I visited that Territory last fall and found a condition of things 
requiring radical changes. The amendment I have offered is 
intended to remedy glaring evils which need prompt action. 

Before proceeding to a discussion of the amendment I will 
state that my views are in accord with those of the Secretary 
of the Interior and his subordinates, with whom I have had 
frequent consultations. I have just received from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior a letter transmitting a draft of a bill 
which is analogous to and in harmony with the amendment I 
have offered. The letter of the Secretary shows the conclusion 
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to which the Interior Department has arrived, and I will ask 
that the letter be read and following it the proposed bill by the 
Secretary of the Interior be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (to Mr. SrewArr). Why not make a state- 
ment of the substance of the bill prepared by the Secretary of 
the Interior? 

Mr. STEWART. The bill proposed by the Secretary of the 
Interior is substantially the same as the amendment I have 
offered. There is very little difference. We have discussed 
the matter often and I requested him to prepare a bill embody- 
ing his views, which he has done. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the bill prepared by the Secretary 
of the Interior cover the same points embraced in the Senator's 
amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. I have provided for some things not con- 
tained in the bill of the Secretary of the Interior. The differ- 
ences between my amendment and the bill of the Secretary of 
the Interior were suggested to me by members of the Commit- 
tee 5 Indian Affairs, where the matter has been under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator’s purpose is that his amendment 
shall come in as an addition to the bill as it now stands before 
the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. I now ask to have read the letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior transmitting the bill he has pre- 
pared. I shall not ask that the bill be read, for, as I have said, 
is is somewhat similar to mine; but I shall ask that the pro- 

bill may be printed in the Record following the letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
that the proposed bill may be printed immediately following the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior. It will be so ordered in 
the absence of objection. The Secretary will read the letter 
referred to. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 


> DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, January 9, 1905. 

CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, x 
United States Senate. 


Sim: I bave the honor to submit herewith, for the consideration of 
pe committee, the draft of a bill “To create in the ent of 
Interior a superintendent of Indian affairs, to define his duti 
—5 — other purposes, and recommend that the same be ena 
W. 
I invite your attention particularly to the discussion of the sub- 
la tt by this bill on pages 58-61, inclusive, in my last annual 


report. 

After referring to the efforts of the artment to secure protection 
for the Indians against the abuses p: ent in the Indian Territory 
in connection with the 1 of their lands, I stated: 

“While it may not be possible to undo the injury already inflicted 
upon the w. of the nation on account of the lack of authority to 
carefully su ise their contracts in the renee A of their lands for 
grazing and agricultural purposes, yet I am 1 

roper legislation should be enacted to pro 
his legislation should Include all of the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
throw around the Indian suitable safeguard against improvident 
rental contracts in the future.” 

And, after explaining the status of their lands, I called attention 
to the fact that of those already sold all but about 15 per cent had 
passed into the hands kia ge and I expressed the opinion that: 

“In my r lation should also be enacted authorizing 
the sale of by Indian allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes under 

lations to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, such 

es to be made o; to actual settlers, who should be required to 
occupy and improve the lands for five years before receiving deeds 
conveying full title to the lands. Provision should also be made per- 


mitting payments, under official supervision, for said lands in five 
— ments, and in case of failure to pay eny deferred payment, 
the lan uld revert to the vendor. I am satisfied that the Indian 


land, besides will be 2 bene- 
fited by 1 e residue of 
his land. Su 
tracts of land for speculative purposes only and permit the 
purchase of the lands by persons desirous of making homes for them- 
selves upon the Indian lands.” 
The existence of the Dawes Commission terminates at the end of 
this fiscal — The unfinished work of the Commission will be con- 
siderable, due in some measure to seny occasioned by litigation, some 


of which is still ding. Add to the practi m ent of 
the sale and leasing of the surplus lands of, a ximately, 90,000 
allottees, the collection of purchase money ins ents and rentals, 


the care and supervision of the disbursement of their funds, the con- 
trol and sauman of the estates of deceased minor and insane 
Indians (which, if left to the courts, will be largely wasted in official 
and attorney fees), the supervision of their educational and industrial 

terests, and some idea may be formed of the 3 and impor- 
tance of the duties that will devolve i the lo administration of 
te period. It is believed that 


8 Di — 8 alte lll bs A131 ed by placing h admi 
results w. attain: such admin- 
—— rege if a single official, = high order of the 


ifieations best adapted to the character of the great service to be 
aan and in with adequate power to cope with the unusual 
conditions of the situation. 

Under ete laws 8 aay ee og cay Pro 1 
arposes for five years, out su 0 Ansa 
VV such foul deal as to 
conspicuously illustrate the utter — i of the t mass of 

Indians to manage their woe aged interest. Fraud and all sorts 
of imposition have ‘become the e in these matters and mr 5 — 


sale without any restrietions whatever. If this policy is not ged 
the lands will be largely taken and these I itl 


tors, W 
be speedily stri ble and sufficient heritage to be- 
come a charge indefinitely upon the revenues of the Government. 

It is difficult to contemplate the present condition of these Indians 
relative to their property interests and the dangers which so immi- 
nently threaten them without at the same time becoming imbued with a 
Teg sense 2 the e a ate va our duty in the premises and 

e urgency Tor pony and appropriate rem proyision. 


. E A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


The draft of the bill prepared by the Secretary of the In- 


terior is as follows: 


A bill to create in the Department of the Interior a superintendent of 
Indian Territory Affairs, to define his duties, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the Department of the In- 
terior a superintendent of Indian Territory affairs who shall be a 
ted by the President, and with the advice and consent of the 
ate, and who shall receive an annual salary of $8 ; and there 
shall also be a TG by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the for the Indian Territory, at an 
annual salary of $5,000, who shall perform such services as be 
= by the superintendent or the of the Interior. 
EC. iction of all matters 
and m, and to be per- 


tters polactine to the pro 


effect. 


unless approved 
by the Secreta 


of the Interior and filed in the proper office of record 
within ninety days after such sporra Jurisdiction and authority 
are hereby given the superintendent to investigate such lease here- 
tofore or hereafter made by any allottee of any of the Five Civilized 
Tribes upon not less than ten days’ notice to the lessee, and if he 
shall find that any such lease was procured to be made through fraud, 
material misrepresentation, or for an inadequate consideration, he 
shall vacate and cancel the same, and upon such cancellation he may 


under a lease made in violation of y 
vision of law or decl by any law to be illegal or void or shall 
present for record any such illegal or vold lease shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conyiction shall be fined not exceeding $200 
and shall also be liable to the owner of said land for damages to be 
recovered in civil procecdings. 

Sec. 4. Such superintendent shall have exclusive original jurisdic- 
tion of the estates of all deceased Ind and of all minor and insane 
Indians and freedmen in the Indian Territory, and shall have author- 
ity to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of the same as shall be directed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Such superintendent is also hereby prn authority and jurisdic- 
tion to sell, in accordance with the regulations to be 3 by the 
Secretary of the Interior, all lands of the allottees of any of the Five 
Civilized Tribes upon request of such allottec, if an adult, or without 
such request if the allottee be a minor, except their homesteads, 

Such sales shall be made to actual settlers only who shall be citizens 
of the United States or shall have declared their intention to become 
such, 10 per cent of the consideration to be paid in cash at the time of 
the delivery of the contract of sale and the balance in ten equal semi- 
annual installments, the deferred payments to bear 6 per cent interest. 
The contract of sale shall be executed by the vendor or his legal repre- 
sentative to the purchaser or his legal representative at the time of 
sale, and a deed shall be executed and delivered on full payment of the 
purchase money. All payments upon such sales shall made to the 
superintendent or such other officer as the Secretary of the Interior 
may designate, but if any such payment shall be otherwise made it 
shall be treated as an unlawful and void payment. After any sale 
shall have been made and contract therefor executed the land covered 
thereby shall be subject to local taxation, but 7 such tax as a lien 
upon the property shall be subordinate to the claim of the vendor for 
the unpaid purchase money, which shall be and remain a first lien. 
Any such contract of sale shall not be assignable except with the ex- 
press consent and approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and all the 
obligations assumed by and resting upon the original purchaser shall be 

‘ormed by his assignee, who must have the qualifications prescribed 
— a purchaser. If any paean or his assignee shall fail or refuse 
y installment of the purchase money for thir 
t shall become due, or shall fall to make settlement an 
establish residence upon the land for a period of three months from the 


— ee and = pst the Indian allottee or his representative in pos- 
session thereof, 
from lien or liability. for any taxes which may have been 
against the same, or for any other obligation whatever. 
No lands of the allottees of any of the Five Civilized Tribes shall 
hereafter be leased; sold, or otherwise disposed of, except in accordance 
th these provisions. ; 
ir 5. ‘the superintendent may, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, establish such land districts and land offices in the 
Indian Territory as he may deem necessary for the convenient transac- 
aid. 2. toe ee l any tims after a duly exerated dead therefor has 
any time a du! 
— > a "th sA of the inteclor, recorded and delivered 


ved by the Secretary 
to the Piottee, and such deeds shall be so delivered without unnecessary 
delay, any law or agreement to the contrary n 
any person authorized deeds to 


otwithstanding; and if 


to execute such allottees or 
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fail to do so, the Secretary of the Interior may designate an official of 
the Department of the Interior to execute such deeds, which shall have 
the effect to convey full title. 

Sec. 6. That no Federal, State, Territorial, or other court shall have 
jurisdiction to interfere in any manner whatever with the acts, pro- 
ceedings, or decisions of the superintendent or of any person acting by 
ni cpa by any writ, process, order, or proceedings of any 
nature, 

Sec. 7. The superintendent of Indian Territory affairs shall give 
bond in such sum and with such surety or sureties as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the faithful performance of 
his duties and fcr the safe-keeping of and faithful accounting for all 
money coming into his hands by virtue of his office, and shall perform 
his duties under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, who is hereby authorized to make and enforce all such rules 
and regulations as he may deem necessary in the premises. 

Sec. 8. All Jaws authorizing the removal of the restrictions upon the 
alienation of lands of allottees of any of the Five Civilized Tri and 
all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with any of the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. STEWART. The letter of the Secretary of the Interior 
points out in a general way the unsatisfactory condition of af- 
fairs in Indian Territory. I propose later on to elaborate some- 
what the statements made by the Secretary from my own per- 
sonal observation. I first call the attention of the Senate to 

THE POWER TO DEAL WITH THE SUBJECT. 

Senators will find that power fully sustained in the Lone Wolf 
case, where the character of the title of the Indians is dealt 
with. A patent to a tribe gives no individual property, for 
when the tribe is dissolyed the patent falls because there is no 
longer any grantee. 

Treaties with Indian tribes and patents issued in pursuance 
thereof do not deprive the United States of the power to dissolve 
the tribal relations and distribute the land held in common. 
Such is the effect of the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Lone Wolf case. In that case the court 
said: 

The appellants base their right to relief on the proposition that by 
the effect of the article just quoted the confederated tribes of Kiowa 
Comanche, and Apache were vested with an interest in the lands held 
in common within the reservation, which interest could not be divested 
by Congress in any other mode than that specified in the said twelfth 
article, and that as a result of the said stipulation the interest of the 
Indians in the common lands fell within the protection of the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and such interest, 
indirectly at least, came under the control of the judicial branch of the 
Government, We are unable to yield our assent to this view. 

The contention, in effect, ignores the status of the contracting In- 
dians and the relation of dependency they bore and continue to bear to- 
ward the Government of the United States. To uphold the claim would 
be to adjudge that the indirect operation of the treaty was to materially 
limit and qualify the controlling authority of Congress in respect to the 
eare and protection of the Indians, and to deprive Congress, in a pos- 
sible Se pee BY! when the necessity might be urgent for a partition and 
disposal of the tribal lands, of all power to act if the assent of the In- 
dians could not be obtained. (Compilation of Laws and Treaties Re- 
lating to Indian Affairs (Kappler), 2d edition, vol. 1, p. 1058.) 

Again in the same case the court said: 


In view of the legislative power possessed by Congress over treaties 
with the Indians and Indian tribal property we may not specially con- 
sider the contentions pressed upon our notice that the signing by the 
Indians of the agreement of October 6, 1892, was obtained. by fraudu- 
lent misrepresentations and concealment; that the requisite three- 
fourths of adult male Indians had not signed, as required by the twelfth 
article of the treaty of 1867, and that the treaty as signed had been 
amended by Congress without submitting such amendments to the 
action of the Indians, since all these matters, in any event, were solely 
within the domain of the legislative authority, and its action is conclu- 
sive upon the courts. 


The court very properly declined to corwider whether the stat- 
ute under which the land was disposed of in the Lone Wolf case 
was in violation of a treaty or not, because the power of Con- 
gress could not be limited or controlled by any treaty arrange- 
ment with the Indians. A 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
vada yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator that, in addition 
to the Lone Wolf case, there are three other cases in the same 
line sustaining the same view. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no doubt of it. A moment’s reflec- 
tion would satisfy anyone that that is so, because a treaty made 
with the Indians is no more sacred than any other treaty. 
It could be repealed by a law, and a deed made to a tribe which 
had ceased to exist of course would be ineffectual. 

The amendment which I propose, however, is 

NOT IN VIOLATION OF ANY INDIAN TREATY, * 
Each of the Five Civilized Tribes has entered into treaty stipu- 
Jations for the segregation and allotment of their land, and also 
for the termination of their tribal relations on the 4th day of 
March, 1906. The greater part of the land has been allotted by 
the Dawes Commission, but no patents have been issued to in- 
dividual Indians. The issuance of patents is deferred until the 


allotments are completed. After such completion of allotments 
the chiefs or governors of the various tribes are to issue patents, 
It is provided that within five years after the issuance of 
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patents the ladians may sell their land, with the exception of 
a homestead of 40 acres, which is reserved to the Indian for 
twenty-one years. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Nevada 
yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
yada yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. I. desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that by a paragraph inserted in the last Indian appropria- 
tion act that provision has been modified and changed. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that. It was radically modi- 
fied, though it was a great mistake to do so. I am going to deal 
with that. It was in part my fault that the modification was 
made. I had not then seen the country and did not know the 
facts. It is a very pernicious provision. 

Mr. NELSON. I also want to say, in this connection, that 
the bill as it came from the House in section 13 had a provision 
practically removing all obstacles to alienation, which the com- 
mittee have recommended be stricken out. 

Mr. STEWART. The committee has recommended that the 
provision be stricken out, but the recommendation of the com- 
mittee is not worth much, unless we have something more. 

Mr. NELSON. We have the legislation that was given us last 
year by Congress in the Indian appropriation act. 

Mr. STEWART. That legislation was ill advised. I propose 
to state the present conditions and to show that something is 
necessary to be done. I agree with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and with others who have given the matter some attention, 
and if the Senator will listen to me a little while he will see 
the necessity for such legislation as I propose. 

The Secretary in his letter to me says: 

In the near future, under the present system, the great body of their 
lands—all except the small homesteads reserved—will be subject to 
sale without any restrictions whatever. If this policy is not changed 
the lands will be largely taken by speculators, and these Indians will 
be speedily stripped of their comfortable and sufficient heritage to be- 
come a charge indefinitely upon the revenues of the Government. 

The Secretary suggested the propriety and necessity for a 
strong man, well equipped in every way, to take charge of the 
business in Indian Territory. It is a difficult task and requires 
as good talent as there is in the country. A commission is too 
cumbrous for effective work. The Commission to the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes consists of five members, although there are only 
three now in office. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The Senator’s amendment proposes to 
have a superintendent take the place of the Commission? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; with jurisdiction over many matters 
over which the Commission has no control. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And it is proposed to give this superin- 
tendent judicial powers? 

Mr. STEWART. It is. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Are those same powers given to the 
same officer and is the same officer provided for in the Secre- 
tary’s bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. I go a little further than the Secre- 
tary. I provide how the subordinates of the superintendent 
shall be appointed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But in respect to the superintendent him- 
self and his general duties and powers your amendment is the 
same as the provision in the Secretary’s bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Under the bill proposed by the Secretary 
the superintendent has exclusive power in some cases, whereas 
by my amendment he is required to use the power of the courts 
and some matters are to be referred by him to the Attorney- 
General. These modifications of the Secretary's plan were in- 
troduced in my amendment after discussion in the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, where it was suggested by several members 
of the committee that conferring certain powers upon the super- 
intendent might be construed as a denial of due process of law 
in certain cases. The Secretary proposes a salary of only 
$8,000 a year for the superintendent. My amendment proposes 
$15,000. In my opinion it will be very difficult to find 


A PERSON COMPETENT TO DISCHARGE THE DUTIES 


of superintendent for a less sum than $15,000. It may be said 
that it is more than Cabinet officers receive, but he will have 
more to do than any Cabinet officer and is to reside in the Ter- 
ritory without the conveniences furnished at the capital of the 
nation. By the Secretary’s bill the attorney is to receive $5,000. 
I propose $10,000 because the questions with regard to which 
he must give advice are new, difficult, and important and the 
highest talent is required. By the Secretary’s bill the attorney 
is placed in the Department of the Interior; I propose to have 
him appointed in the Department of Justice, which seems to me 
Me be more in accordance with the orderly transaction of 
business, 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. You put the whole of your amendment, The superintendent is given power to remove executors, 


so far as this provision is concerned, into one sentence, by say- 
ing that the attorney is practically the legal arm of the super- 
intendent? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the whole of it? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. The Constitution authorizes the ap- 
pointment of officers to be made by the President, by the heads 
of Departments, and by the courts. It is therefore competent 
to lodge the appointment of subordinate officers, whether their 
duties be administrative, judicial, or ministerial, in the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. I would have been glad to have named 
every officer and prescribed his duties, but was unable to deter- 
mine what officers would be necessary to discharge all the 
duties under the jurisdiction conferred upon the superintendent. 

The language of the amendment providing for the appoint- 
ment by the Secretary of the Interior of these subordinate of- 
ficers is as follows: 


And the Secre 
tion of the superin: 
essary to aid superintendent in the conduct and mana 
affairs under his jurisdiction, and the said Secretary shall fix the com- 
pensation of such officers and assistants and prescribe bonds to be 
giren by such of them as ought in his opinion be required to give 


There will be persons who will occupy the position of probate 
judges, to wind up estates, and some of them will necessarily 
have some judicial functions in that line. 


That said superintendent shall have jurisdiction of all matters and 
shall perform duties vested in, conferred upon, and to be performed 
a Te Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes under existing laws in 

Indian Territory. 


The jurisdiction at present exercised by the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes is conferred, among other matters, 
upon the superintendent. 

It will require one man’s whole time to supervise allotments. 
The Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes will go out of 
office on the 30th of June next and the Commission will then be 
dissolved, but their work will not then be completed—the allot- 
ments will not have been made, besides there is a vast number 
of contested cases. It is asserted that in nearly every case 
where an Indian is fortunate enough to have good land allotted 
to him some speculator 

INDUCES SOME OTHER INDIAN TO FILE A CONTEST. 

It will take much labor and patience to settle these contests in 
a reasonable time. By far the larger part of the choice land in 
Indian Territory is already leased to speculators who are en- 
gaged in the business of obtaining leases from Indians to sub- 
let for profit. These leases ought to be investigated and where 
fraudulent should be set aside. The following is the provision 
of my amendment on that subject: 


And said superintendent shall Investigate, or canse to be investi- 

ted, all leases and contracts relating to allotted lands in 
Tadian Territory, and, if in his opinion the needs of justice 
it, he shall institute proceedi 
set the same aside, and such p 
all other civil business, and the court 
aside such contracts or leases in all cases where there was fraud, 
undue influence, or Inadequate consideration, which judgment shall be 


This jurisdiction is conferred by the bill of the Secretary 
of the Interior upon the superintendent without requiring him 
to go into court. 

THAT MAY RAISE SERIOUS QUESTIONS OF PERSONAL RIGHTS. 

Contracts have been entered into, and under them there may be 
vested rights. Where questions of the rights of property arise 
a judicial determination of some kind is necessary. It is true 
the superintendent might, and probably will, exercise powers 
judicial or quasi judicial, but I have preferred to strip the bill 
of every questionable power that might be conferred upon him. 

The amendment also confers upon the superintendent and the 
officers under him important probate jurisdiction, as follows: 

And said superintendent and such officers as he — $ designate 
shall also have jurisdiction of the estates of all deceased Indians and 
freedmen and of all minor and insane Indians, and such other Indians 
ene a in the Indian Territory as are incompetent to manage 

Under the Arkansas law, which is repealed in express terms 
by my amendment, it is claimed that a title derived through 
the court by proceedings under that law becomes an absolute 
title, and that the Government has no further control over it. 
Besides, jurisdiction is taken under that law of all minor In- 
dians, no matter how competent their parents may be, for the 

e of securing. their allotments. The speculators want to 
secure the allotments of the minor Indians so as to get leases 
on their allotments, and, unfortunately, they have organized 
a large number of trust companies that are striving to be 
guardians of minor Indians in order to get control of their 
property and take it away from them. 


administrators, and guardians, and take full charge of minors 
and the estates of deceased Indians. The language of the 
amendment is: 

And the said superintendent shall have power to remove any person 
appointed under the provisions of this act. He shall also have power 
to remove any executor or administrator of the estate of any deceased 
Indian or freedman, and also to remove any guardian of a minor or 
other Indian or freedman incompetent to m his own affairs, 


and to revoke any power of attorney granted by such executor, admin- 
istrator, or 


It is alleged that these administrators and guardians are in 
the habit of issuing powers of attorney to trust companies and 
others to manage the estates of minors for the manifest object 
of controlling the property of their wards, and it is suggested 
that many of the officers and corporations intrusted with these 
delicate duties engage in the business for persona) gain. 

IT IS PROPOSED TO HAVE COMPETENT PERSONS 
appointed in the place of the unfaithful, who shall be responsi- 
ble to the superintendent and whose official acts shall be under 
the latter’s inspection. 

The suggestion that the titles to the lands of deceased In- 
dians and also of minor children have been alienated under 
pretended forms of law to third parties, should certainly be in- 
vestigated, and my amendment provides in that respect as fol- 
lows: 

He shall also investigate all proceedings under which 
any deceased Indian or freedman has been sold, ‘of, or in- 
cumbered in any way whatsoever and . — the t of his investi- 
gatlon to the Atto -General of the United States, who is hereby 
r ee proceedings as he may deem necessary in that 


If they have sold out the estates by their sham administration 
under the provision of the Arkansas law, which is intended for 
white people, it is made the duty of the superintendent to inves- 
tigate that and to report to the Attorney-General for such pro- 
ceedings as may be necessary. 

In all matters under the jurisdiction of the superintendent his deci- 
sion shall be final. 

We have not placed anything under his jurisdiction except 
where it ought to be final, because where there is any question 
about it we have provided in this amendment for referring it 
to the court or some other authority. Consequently to avoid 
vexatious litigation the amendment provides: 

That no Federal, State, Territorial, or other court shall have juris- 
diction to interfere in any manner whatever with the acts, p ngs, 
or decisions of the superintendent, or of an oficer or person acting 
by his authority under this act by any t, process, order, or pro- 
ceedings of any nature. 

The swarm of attorneys there would make an effort to enjoin 
everything, and although they would not have any right to do it, 
it would be a year or two before the matter was disposed of. 
We do not want it tangled up by the efforts of speculators. 
Consequently we make it clear that the court shall not have 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It would appear from the Senator’s 
statement and from the reading of the amendment that courts 
of probate are abolished and the superintendent will exercise 
all of the duties of the court of probate. 

Mr. STEWART. So far as I am concerned, I am very anx- 
ious to abolish the Arkansas court of probate in as far as it 
relates to the Indians. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. And then, that the findings of the su- 
perintendent shall be final on questions of fact? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. And that he shall not be interfered 
with by injunction? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I was not sure that I understood the 
provision of the section. 

Mr. STEWART. That was the intention, because, as I will 
show later on, the superintendent must have a clear field or 
he can not do anything effective. 

I wish now to state what I found in the Indian Territory. I 
found a number of men, though not a very large number, en- 
gaged in the occupation of dealing and trading in Indians, 

It will be seen by the Secretary’s letter, and also by the statutes 
to which I have referred, that the Indians have a right to lease 
their lands for five years. The Indian trader, the man who 
trades in Indians, collects thirty or forty helpless Indians and 
trades them. 

There was great pressure to bring the Mississippi Choctaws 
to that country. I never understood why it was until I visited 
the Territory. The lands are all leased, or there are pretended 
leases of all the good agricultural land in the Territory. There 
is not much authority for them, but the cattlemen got possession 


the estate of 


. for having told. 
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of the lands long ago, and they have handed them down and 
held possession. 

A MAN WILL TAKE THIRTY OR FORTY INDIANS : 
to a person in possession of 30,000 or 40,000 acres of land, or any 
given quantity of land, and he will propose to sell the Indians 
to him. If they cart agree upon a bargain, the Indians are taken 
upon and shown the land, and they are told“ you take this for 
your allotment.” The Indians like the land and agree to it. 
The speculator takes the Indians fo the land office and has the 
land allotted to them. ‘The Indians, without such aid, can not 
get on those lands; not that any officer is particularly responsi- 
ble for it, but because the speculators will not allow it. The In- 
dians can not pick out allotments. That is absurd. The man 
who wants to lease will take them there. Then he will take a 
lease from them for five years for a nominal sum. 

That was called to my attention at Tishomingo. I was talk- 
ing to some Indians there and was telling them of the im- 
portance of adopting civilized ways and educating their children, 
etc., and they asked me some questions. One Indian, a very 
good looking man, got up and said 

THE COURTS HAD TAKEN HIS CHILDREN AWAY FROM HIM, 
that they had taken away their property, that they had ap- 
pointed a guardian, while he was perfectly competent to take 
care of them, and he wanted to know under what law it had 
been done. I told him I was not familiar with it; that it must 
be under some law of Arkansas, or it was an act of usurpation; 
that I did not understand it. He thought it was very hard. 

While this colloquy was going on, a man by the name of Cobb, 
who had formerly been in the Indian service, a very bright man 
apparently, said he wanted to ask a question. I said “ Very 
well.“ He asked me some irrelevant question to which he did 
not expect an answer. Then he said that in the last nine 
months he had acquired 120,000 acres of land by leases from 
the Indians, and he would like to see the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or Congress get it away from him in nine years. I simply 
replied that I was sorry for the Territory if that business was 
going on. 

That evening under my window, after I had gone to bed, a 
difficulty occurred among several men. They were abusing Cobb 
“Now,” they said, “you will get us all into 
trouble,” and it resulted in a fight. It was so dark I could 
hardly see how the fight came out, but they were complaining 
of Cobb for haying told about his leases. I afterwards ascer- 
tained that leasing in large quantities was pretty general. 

You can readily see 

THE ADVANTAGE THE MAN IN POSSESSION WOULD HAVE. 
In five years, if leasing goes on, and in some cases in less than 
five years, the Indians will have a right to sell. When the In- 
dian comes to collect his rent, which is a small sum, probably 
thirty to fifty dollars for land that would rent for a thousand, 
the lessees always have him sign another lease. The Indians 
are in the habit—I do not know that they always do it—of sign- 
ing another lease for five years. The Indian will sign the lease 
and get his money. They will finally get the Indian to sign a 
deed in the same way, and if this thing stands as it does, all this 
ors will fall into the hands of a very few men and be leased out 
y them. 

Good settlers do not like to go into a country and take leases 
under such circumstances. They do not like to live in a com- 
munity where nobody owns his land, which is bound to be the 
result in the Indian Territory if nothing is done to stop leasing. 

_ THIS LEASING SYSTEM IS A MOST TERRIBLE ONE. 
I do not believe in it at all. I do not think the Indians ever 
should have leased their lands. This amendment provides that 
they shall make no more leases and shall only sell in the mode 
provided in the amendment. They are allowed to sell their land. 
They are not required to sell it, however. They may sell it or 
they may keep what is allotted to them. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Horxixs in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? s 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will permit me, he is chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, I understand—— 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. And is thoroughly familiar with all the different 
treaties we have with the Indians. 

Mr. STEWART. Not with all of them, but with some of them. 

Mr. CLAY. I have been reading the House minority report in 
regard to the union of Oklahoma and Indian Territory, and I 
find this language used by the minority: 
` The United States, in order to induce the Five Civilized Tribes 


Indian 
to sell their lands east of the Mississippi River and remove to the 
now embracing the Indian Territory, 5 oy into a number of toata 


with the Five Civilized Tribes, in which the United States bound them- 


selves with great formality, and upon a formal vote of the Senate of the 
United States, with the approval of the President, contracting that 
would not at any future time establish over the Indians of Indian 
8 any State or Territorial government without their consent, as 
‘ollows : 
“ CHEROKEES. G 
“ART. 5. The United States hereby covenants and that the 
lands ceded to the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall in no 
future time, without their consent, be included within the territorial 


limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory.” (Revised Indian 
Treaties, p. 69.) z 


Similar treaties with the other four tribes were also made. 

I have been unable to find any treaties that abrogate these 
treaties, and I am unable to find any law which would abrogate 
them by implication. I should like to know what the Senator's 
view is in regard to whether those treaties have been abrogated. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; they have been abrogated. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, I 
desire to state to the Senator from Georgia that these old 
treaties to which the House committee refer have been practi- 
cally abrogated by subsequent treaties and negotiations made 
with the Indians under the so-called “Curtis Act” of 1898. 
That act and the treaties which were entered into under it and 
the subsequent act ratifying those treaties have practically 
repealed and taken the place of those old treaties to which he 
refers. 

Mr. CLAY. I would ask the Senator—— 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator will allow me? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 5 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator will find a history of this matter 
and of these treaties, as well as the decisions of the court bear- 
ing upon it, in the remarks I made two years ago, on pages 22, 
24, and 25, where I have gone in great detail into this matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The result is understood thoroughly. The 
Indians agreed to the allotment of their lands. The treaties 
were made with them by the Dawes Commission, and there have 
been subsequent treaties made, and they have all agreed that 
the tribal relation shall be dissolyed on the 4th of March, 1906. 

Mr. CLAY. Then the Senator thinks that the simple fact 
that the Indians have agreed to have their lands allotted and 
the tribal relations dissolved would abrogate the treaty pro- 
viding that their territory should not be formed into a State 
hereafter without their consent? 

Mr. STEWART. Absolutely, because they are individuals 
and no longer in tribal relation. 

Mr. CLAY. I think it is exceedingly doubtful. 

Mr. STEWART. The United States has a right to legislate 
for all white and Indian individuals in the United States. 
Congress further has the right, according to my view of the 
it has the power to doit. It is the duty of the United States to 
take care of the Indians, because they have agreed that their 
tribal relations shall be dissolved, and Congress must provide 
some government for them. It has become a duty to do so since 
the Indians have agreed to the dissolution of their tribal rela- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, the treaty was between 
this Government and the tribes. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The existence of this entity, called“ the 
tribes,” was a matter among its members. These members 
agreed to the dissolution of the tribal relation, and the entity 
with which the treaty was made went out of existence. Does 
not the Senator from Georgia see that any agreement made with 
an entity which itself went out of existence of its own volition 
of course ceases by that very act? Otherwise before anything 
could ever be done in the history of the world that involved 
these Indians who ceased to be a tribe and became individuals, 
you would have to get the consent of each individual one of 
them, which of course is unthinkable. 

Mr. STEWART. They have done that in some cases by vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But not in the case the Senator referred 


Mr. STEWART. No. 
Mr. CLAY. These lands have not yet been allotted. The 
allotment will not be completed before 1906. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My remarks were not directed to that 
phase of it, but to that phase of the Senator’s question which 
forms its second part, which was that treaties inhibited the 
joining of their lands into any State government without their 
consent. = 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Nevada answered that 
by saying the tribal relations had been abolished, and then I 
asked the Senator if it did not become perfectly apparent to 
him that it abolished any agreement of that kind. 

Mr. CLAY. It might do it by implication. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Absolutely. 

Mr. CLAY. That act has not been carried out. The allot- 
ment will not be completed until 1906. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator asked two questions. The 
one involved land, and the other involved the consent of the 
tribes to incorporating their territory into a State. That is 
the second portion, and it is to that portion of the Senator's 
question that I am addressing this interruption. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand the Senator to say, then, that there 
is no direct legislation or treaty abrogating the treaties to which 
I have referred. You simply take into consideration the Gurtis 
Act, which provides for the allotment of these lands, and then 
when they are alloted, you say by implication the Indians 
become citizens—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. CLAY. And that they consent that their tribal relations 
shall be dissolved, and by implication the treaties are abrogated? 

Mr. STEWART. They have consented by these treaties to 
become individuals the same as you and I. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. They have voted to become individuals, 
and now it becomes the dyty of the United States to provide a 
government for them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before that they were not individuals. 
Before that they were portions of an entity called a tribe, with 
which entity this Government made the treaty. As to whether 
that entity should continue of course was a question for its 
members. Its members ceased to be a tribe, and became indi- 
viduals of their own volition. Is that a correct statement? 

Mr. STEWART. That is a correct statement, and that is the 
fact. Before this law takes effect the tribes will all be out of 
existence. The State is not to be admitted until after the 
tribal relation is dissolved under the law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Exactly; and in the original bill that 
fact was taken into consideration and a date was fixed far 
enough ahead 

Mr. CLAY. You mean that the statehood bill will not take 
effect until 1906? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. 

Mr. STEWART. Here is 

THE VITAL PART OF THIS AMENDMENT. 
Under existing laws it is impossible for settlers to acquire land 
in the Territory. There is no basis for homes, and there are no 
homes on the farming lands. If you go to the Indian Territory 
you will see on these leased lands a little hut, where there is a 
tenant. No interest is taken in the country, whereas such a 
country as that should be dotted with homes of industrious, en- 
terprising citizens, with schools and everything, and it would be 
if they could get the land. But it is in the hands now of these 
lessees, and they sublease it. There was a provision in the last 
Indian appropriation act to which the Senator from Minnesota 
has alluded allowing the lands to be sold under certain regulations 
by the Secretary of the Interior, but the purchaser had to 
obtain the consent of this man and that man and be super- 
vised by the agent, etc., and before the purchaser could get to 
the land it would be covered by four or five leases and he would 
have lawsuits on his hands. They cited me to half a dozen 
farmers from the Middle West who tried to get land under the 
existing law and who returned home without investing. No land 
can be acquired under the present law. You will have to wipe 
out the general leasing system before you can do anything there. 

T read again from the amendment to show how we propose to 
allow honest settlers to acquire land in the Indian Territory: 

That the superintendent of Indian Territory affairs may adopt the 
existing recording districts with such modifications as he may deem 
roper, and such person shall be recorder in each of such districts as 
he superintendent may designate, and in the sale of allotted lands the 
Siete ce ba Veiga e fous te Pek 
8 recenver: ‘hall give such bonds for the faithful discharge of their 


duties as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. It shall 
be the duty of the superintendent— 


Here are some of the safeguards that I do not find in the bill 
prepared by the Secretary— 
It shall be the duty of the F Tobe p mye to appraise the allotted 
lands in the several 5 istricts according to their reasonable 
value, and notify, from time to time, the register and receiver in the 
several recording districts of such appraisements, 

That is a basis for the sale. If they did not have that, they 
might get an Indian drunk and get the land for a trifle. 

That the reservation of homesteads to the extent of 40 acres of land 
to each Indian and freedman allottee in the Indian Territory shall re- 


main forever a permanent home for such Indian or freedman, and shall 
not be sold, leased, or encumbered in any way whatever. 


Now, under existing law the homestead is reserved for twenty- 
one years, but the average Indian will be no better off at the end 
of twenty-one years than he is now, and if there is any desire 
to let the Indian dispose of it before that time it can be done by 
future legislation. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 


Mr. NELSON. I desire to call his attention to this proviso 
in the first section of the pending bill, and I desire also to call 
the attention of the Senator from Georgia to it: 

Provided, That nothing contained in the said constitution shall be 
construed to limit or impair the rights of person or property pertaining * 


to the Indians of said Territories (so long as such rights shall remain 
unextinguished) 


Mr. STEWART. I wish the Senator would refrain until I 
state what is the plan of the amendment and explain it a little. 
I want to go back now to the sale of lands. 

Mr. NELSON. I was simply desiring to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that all rights with respect to controlling 
and administering. the Indians are reserved. 

Mr. STEWART. In your bill? 

Mr. NELSON. In the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, and they ought to be. 

Mr. KEAN. They are. 

Mr. STEWART. They are and they ought to be, but if you do 
not take any action and your bill is passed and five years elapse 
THE INDIAN WILL HAVS NO RIGHTS TO BE PROTECTED. 

Their rights will all be gone by that time. I am explaining 
that there will then be nothing belonging to the Indians. It 
will all be leased and then there will be deeds taken and the 
Indians will have nothing. They will have no rights remain- 
ing to be protected. I want to preserve some of their rights. 

The amendment differs from the existing law insomuch as it 
declares that the homestead shall not be sold at all. The In- 
dians ought to have homes reserved for them. It may be that 
in the future, if they become competent to manage their own af- 
fairs, other legislation will be had allowing them to sell or 
to dispose of their lands the same as other people. 

We provide that the Indians may sell their surplus lands if 
they desire to do so. The amendment reads: 

All allotted Indian and freedman lands, excluding homesteads, in the 
Indian Territory shall be subject to sale under the provisions of this 
act, and not otherwise. 

That any bona fide settler, who is a citizen of the United States, or 
who has declared his intention to become such, may become a purchaser 
of the lands allotted to any Indian or freedman, not exceeding 160 
acres, at not less than its appraised value, and pay for the same in five 
annual installments, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per an- 
num on the deferred payments, but shall not be allowed to pay for such 
land otherwise or in a longer or shorter period. 

Now, in the first place, the Indian can make his own bargain, 
but he can not sell the land for less than the appraised value. 
That will protect the Indian from the speculator, from every- 
body, even from the settler. The settler makes a bargain with 
the Indian. If the Indian can get him to pay more than the ap- 
praised yalue, very well. The settler must first contract with 
the Indian. It is then provided that— 

Such purchaser shall present to the register an application of the 
allottee, if an adult, or an application of a guardian in his behalf, if 
a minor or an incompetent person, for the sale of his or her allotted 
lands, except the homestead, and shall pay to the receiver of the dis- 
trict the first annual installment, which shall thereupon be paid to 
the Indian or his guardian. ; 

He has to deal with the Indian. We are not taking the land 
away from the Indian against his consent at all. He makes his 
own contract. He can not sell for less than the appraised 
value, however. That is for his protection. 

Whereupon such purchaser shall receive from the register a certifi- 
cate of entry, a duplicate of which shall be transmitted to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The said urane shall within thirty days 
thereafter enter upon the land and reside thereon continuously for five 
years, build thereon a house costing at least $150, put under cultiva- 


tion not less than 20 acres, and pay to the receiver the remaining four 
installments. 


Then the settler proves this up as they do in any land case, 
and it comes here and a patent is issued. 

Then the amendment goes on to provide that the settler must 
stay on the land, which takes it out of the hands of speculators. 


If any purchaser shall fail or refuse to make payment of any in- 
stallment of the purchase money for thirty days after it shall have 
become due, or shall fail to make settlement and establish residence 
upon the land for a period of three months from the date of the con- 
tract of sale, or shall remove from and abandon said land for a period 
of three months, such contract shall thereby terminate, and the super- 
intendent of Indian Territory affairs is hereby given authority and 


jurisdiction in any such case to summarily eject from the land such 
defautling purchaser and put the Indian allottee or his guardian in 
ssession event the allottee shall take the land free 


eroon in whic 
m any lien or liability for any taxes which may have been assessed 
against the same, or for any other obligation whatever. 


So that speculators, the class of men who do not intend to 
make the land their home and who have now practically the 
whole country under lease, can not get any land under this ar- 
rangement. 

Provided, however, That in case of the death of the applicant before 
he has completed the payments, residence, and improvements required 
his heirs or legal Aarena ress may to substituted in his place as 
purcliasers. ter full compliance with the eee of this act the 
purchaser may make proof to the register and receiver of his payment, 
residence, f improvement, as hereinbefore required, under such ü- 
— as the Secretary of the Interior ma 


prescribe. The register 
receiver shall report the facts to the 


retary of the Interior, 
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together with their conclusions; and if, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the haser has complied with the statute, 
a patent conveying full title shall be issued to such purchaser by 
the Secretary of the Interior in pursuance of the application of the 
Indian or freedman, or of the gnardian of such or freedman. 
All moneys received by the several receivers, except the first payment, 
shall be paid to the superintendent, who shall pay the same over to the 
Indians whose lands have been taken, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

It may be that some supervision should be had over the In- 
dians. An Indian may be intemperate or incompetent, and the 
money ought to be given to him in small amounts, 

SO THAT HE WILL NOT. WASTB IF, 
That keeps control over it, exercising a jurisdiction for the pres- 
ervation of the rights of the Indian. 

Now, here is another provision to meet existing conditions 
there: 

That no sale, agreement, or und express or implied, made 
by any Indian or freedman concerning the incumbrance or future dis- 
position of his allotted land shall have any yor | force or effect, nor 
shall any such agreement or understanding be offered in evidence in 
any court for any purpose whatever. 

That refers to making agreements with the Indians. The 
lessees have the Indians all tied up. The agreements are not 
binding now, but E am told the Indians believe they are all tied 
up. Most of the leases are in writing. The Indians may feel 
bound by them. People take advantage of the Indian and get 
his property in that way. 

The amendment proceeds: 

That no lease or sale of Indian or freedman lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall be made by any Indian or freedman, or his guardian, ex- 
cept as in this act provided; and all Jaws authorizing the sale or 
removal of the restrictions npon the alienation of lands of allottees of 
any of the Five Civilized Tri and laws inconsistent with any of 
the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed. 

Now, in the last Indian appropriation bill we removed the 
restrictions to sell. While in the Territory I saw that specula- 
tors were taking advantage of the Indian. Leasing is very bad. 
It helped the Cobbs to get their hundreds of thousands of acres 
without consideration. They get possession of the land and 
when the Indian is free so that he can sell they will make him 
believe that the deed is a mere receipt for money, and pay him 
a few-dollars and take his land. 

Now, here is a matter to which I call the attention of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] : 

That all laws of the State of Arkansas, and all other laws, rules, and 
regulations affec the estates of deceased Indians or freedmen, or 
providing for the appointment of guardians for minor Indians or freed- 
men or of Indians and freedmen incompetent to manage their own af- 
fairs, now in force in the Indian Territory are hereby repealed, and all 


matters connected therewith shall be under the jurisdiction of the su- 


8 of Indian Territory affairs and the officers designated by 
im, and all p with regard thereto shall be conducted said 
may 


superintendent under Spach regulations as the Attorney-Gen 
prescribe. 

The Attorney-General will have to provide a code which will 
be fitted to the settlement of those estates and as to the guar- 
dians of the children. He can do it. The laws that are ordi- 


narily applicable to white people are not applicable to the Indian. 


The Attorney-General will consider that matter, and being 
familiar with matters of probate he can make rules and regula- 
tions which can be executed by the officers who will be appointed 
under this bill, and we can 

STOP THE SCANDAL OF THE TRUST COMPANIES 

which become guardians for children with a view of getting 
their property and giving it to somebody else. The trust com- 
pany gets an appointment by the court of a guardian for a whole 
lot of Indian children. They get control of the land allotted to 
the children, then they lease it, and Cobb gets possession, and 
Cobb holds it for the next five years, and the guardian will prob- 
ably make a deed to Cobb or some other interested party at the 
expiration of the five years. This is the way they expect to get 
very rich. 

I do not believe it is safe to pass this bill unless it has a pro- 
vision in it for the protection of the Indians. If you will pro- 
vide so that white men can get in there and make homes you 
will have people enough in that Territory, for it is, I think, 

THE LOVELIEST SECTION OF COUNTRY 

that has ever been seen by mortal man. In resources it sur- 
passes any other part of the United States. It abounds in oil, 
asphalt, coal, and iron. It is the finest fruit land imaginable. 
It is equal to the best of California and abounds in fruits of all 
description. It produces cotton, and everything that is pro- 
duced in the Temperate Zone. The finest cotton I ever saw 
grows there. I was told by experts in raising cotton that there 
is no other place in the United States where such fine cotton 
grows. On the Arkansas bottoms I saw five or six hundred 
acres, or a thousand acres perhaps, of potatoes in one place. 
They raise two crops a year. They were as fine potatoes as can 
be raised in Colorado or anywhere else, and they come into the 
markets almost as early as Bermuda potatoes, 


The men who have possession of that land rent it out for as high 


as $10 an acre a year. There is a great deal of land rented as 

high as $10 a year, but that ' 
LAND IS NOT IN THE POSSESSION OF THE INDIANS. 

The towns are looking very well, but there are no country 

homes. Country homes and schoolhouses are unknown and 

always will be unknown until you can afford a chance for set- 

tlers to get there. 

What I plead for is that we shall open the land to settlers 
under conditions that will protect the Indians and banish from 
the Territory the hordes of speculators who will practically 
make it uninhabitable for honest men. Honest men will not settle 
in such a country. The miserable people who will rent land 
from speculators will live in squalor. Make it possible for set- 
tlers to acquire land and make homes and it will be the para- 
dise of the United States. There is nothing like it elsewhere. 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory in twenty years will be 

A RIVAL OF IOWA, ILLINOIS, 
or any of the great States in population and wealth. That is 
bound to be the case if you can get the land in the hands of 
the actual settlers. 

What makes those States in the West great is because the 
people own the land on which they live. Under your preemption 
and homestead laws they were sold to settlers; they could not 
be sold to anybody else; and although they have been often sub- 
verted and frauds have been committed, still the main purpose 
of those laws has been carried out. If you go through the great 
Mississippi Valley and the West and observe the prosperous 
homes everywhere you can appreciate the result of people own- 
ing their own land. 

But no country on earth where there was a tenant system had 
any such exhibition of comfort and wealth and homes. A re- 
publican government can not exist on rented land. It is not 
in the nature of things. If Cob could acquire 120,000 acres 
of that rich land and keep it and did not squander it, he would 
be a multimillionaire; he would be a nabob; he would be teo 
much of a man to be controlled by the ordinary laws and regu- 
lations of our communities in the West. We do not want any 
such arrangement as that, and there is no provision in the 
pending bill for any other. In five years all this land will go 
into the hands of those speculators, and 

THE INDIANS WILL HAVE NOTHING, 

I have seen enough to be satisfied that the Indians will lose their 
lands, and will become a charge, as the Secretary of the 
Interior says, upon the Government. They will be worse than 
that. With the consciousness of having been robbed of their 
territory, they will be bad criminals. They are vigorous Indians, 
and they have some of the best ideas of civilization, and if you 
take the land away from them and provide no homes for them, 
the bad Indian never will be civilized. 

It is said the Indians will get more for the land by leasing it 
than by selling it. They get only a paltry sum by leasing the 
land, which they spend for whisky or something else, and they 
live in idleness. If you let the white settlers have the land 
and let each Indian have 40 acres with a white man on each 
side cultivating it, he will have this example before his eyes. 
Many of the Indians, I believe, under those circumstances would 
become civilized. I have seen them in Nevada, where the United 
States Government gave them nothing, and they would have a 
nice little farm to work and become civilized. If they had been 
excluded from the whites they would have done nothing. 

THE ONLY WAY YOU CAN CIVILIZE THE INDIANS 


is to bring them in contact with the whites and surround them 
with all the appliances and advantages of civilization. There 
is no reason why many of them should not become civilized 
under those circumstances. But as long as you put them on 
reservations, keep them to themselves, and let them lease their 
land and live on lease money, they will make no progress what- 
eyer. The only way to help the Indians to progress is to give 
them small homesteads where they will have a place to go, and 
not congregate in cities. They would then have a home to go 
to and would not have to be put in jail. If they should loaf 
about the towns the magistrates would say, ‘If you are caught 
around here any more I will put you in jail.” They will havea 
home to go to, and pretty soon they will get in the habit of 
going home and making a living. 

I believe in regard to all our Indian reservations there ought 
to be a like provision incorporated, allowing the Indians to sell 
all their land except their homesteads to actual settlers and let 
actual settlers occupy the reservations. Nobody ever knew a 
tribe of Indians to become civilized on a reservation. It is only 
those who live off of a reservation and mingle with the whites 
who become civilized. When they are on a reservation and we 
allow the reservation land to be leased they do not live on it. 
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This system ought to be changed, and I hope that those 
having charge of the Statehood bill will consider this amend- 
ment carefully, and if they agree with me that it is proper in 
its provisions that they will let it go on the bill. If they will do 
that, in five years from now the Indian Territory will be 

ONE OF THE MOST PROSPEROUS PLACES 

in the United States, for I tell you, when the young men from 
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska 
go there and see those lands they will take 80 or 160 acres 
and pay a large price for it. If a man has to pay $10 or 
$20 an acre, he can easily pay for it in five years by his own 
labor. He can easily pay for it if he does not take too much 
land, because the products are such—the cotton, potatoes, and 
everything they raise is so plentiful and prolific—that it is 
readily done in that climate. 

Mr. TELLER. Under the bill, if we pass it, what will the 
people who take the Indian land pay for it? 

Mr. STEWART. They will pay whatever the Indian asks, 
providing they do not pay less than the appraised value. It 
provides that the land shall be appraised so that they can 
not buy it for less than the appraised value. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator what would be the effect 
under the bill reported from the committee, not under his 
amendment. x 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, the committee simply leaves the matter 


open. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The land is to be appraised, under the 
provisions of the bill, as the legislature may prescribe. 

Mr. TELLER. That is, a legislature composed of white men? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be or it may not be. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, it must be. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not altogether. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no use of appraising it unless, 
after it is appraised, there is some mode by which a settler 
can get in. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under the Senator’s amendment there 
could be no question about it. 

Mr. STEWART. There could be no question about it. The 
settler could get it appraised and it would be much better for 
the Indians to haye neighbors who were civilized and harmless. 
It is a mistake to suppose that people in the West are hostile to 
the Indians. They are friendly to the Indians and want to 
help them. 

WHEREVER THE INDIANS COME IN CONTACT WITH THE WHITES 
they are treated in the most friendly manner, and they are 
given employment whenever they desire it and when willing 
to work. In my State nearly all the Indians work with the 
whites, some of them on farms, some of them work for them- 
selves, others cut wood, assort ore, and herd stock. They re- 
ceive contracts and they are treated with great consideration 
by the whites. So it will be everywhere; when you throw re- 
sponsibility upon the Indians and treat them with confidence 
you will see them developing very rapidly. 

I was up in Victoria, British Columbia, some years ago and 
I was astonished at the progress the Indians made there. I 
found them taking contracts, driving carts, some of them in 
stores as porters and all that, and mixing with the whole 
community. The same tribe are now on our side and they 
have not mixed with the whites. 

Mr. TELLER. What tribe is that? 

Mr. STEWART. I have forgotten the name. It is the tribe 
you will find at Seattle and roundabouts. It is one of those 
northwestern tribes. I recollect that the same tribe came down 
on our side, where the Indians were doing nothing and living 
on a reservation, and were supported. Nothing makes an In- 
dian or anyone so worthless as to feed him without work. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Nothing makes him nothing. 

Mr. STEWART. Nothing makes him nothing. 

CIVILIZATION COMES FROM WANT. 
Hunger is the first thought. The savage had been in the habit 
of supplying himself in his crude way. He took the skins of 
animals and made clothing, and some of them even made fine 
blankets. They supplied their wants when they had the whole 
country to roam over. But it became their fate to have a differ- 
ent condition of living. White men came and enjoyed the land, 
and their hunting grounds were occupied. The only way for 
them to live was in common. It is idle to talk about having 


hunting grounds for the Indians again in this country. That 
ean not be. They can not live in that way. They must now 
live as tillers of the soil live. They must live as white men 
live. They must live as men in civilized life, and they must 
supply their wants by labor, as other men do. If you give them 
an example, as would be, the case under this amendment, and 
shew them how they can supply their wants, and not feed them, 


there would be bona fide settlers cultivating the soil, and you 
would see beautiful homes and cottages all around, and the 
Indian would have the example of thrift and civilization. He 
would want things which belong to a civilized community, 
because white men had them, They are very imitative. They 
want to do as white men do; and if they see white men have 
houses next to them and all about in the country, they will want 
them. The white men will help them build houses. There will 
be no confliet whatever. 
If YOU, WILL GIVE THE INDIANS A CHANCE 

and protect them in their right, let them sell land to white men 
and be given full consideration, so as not to cheat them; let 
them live on their homesteads that they can not sell; give them 
that opportunity and they will become good citizens. I believe 
there are elements in that country, from what I saw there, for 
a higher civilization of the Indian than we have ever seen on 
the American continent. See what the Indians are doing south 
of us! Eight-tenths of all the people south of the United 
States—in Mexico and South America—are Indians, and they 
are pursuing the same avocations that white men follow. They 
were treated differently from the beginning, but it disproves 
the notion that Indians will not become civilized when the op- 
portunity exists. There they were not fed. 

I think that the system of feeding Indians in this country 
has been all wrong. ‘The system which has grown up under the 
name of benevolence has been a great crime, and has done more 
to exterminate the Indian than all the Indian wars we have had 
on the continent. 

I REFER TO THE SYSTEM OF FEEDING THEM, 

of nursing them, or giving them something they did not earn. If 
we had gone forth in that country in the West and established 
farms and told them “ Come here and build houses and use all 
the appliances of civilization; if you can not make a living by 
hunting come here and work, and we will pay you,” and if we 
had thrown responsibility upon them I believe eight or ten mil- 
lion Indians would have been in the United States to-day who 
would have been good citizens. It is a mistake to say that they 
can not be developed into good citizens. They can. They are 
bright. You see in the Indian Territory those who have Had op- 
portunities, who formerly owned slaves. That civilized them, 
because they had to stay there and attend to the slaves, and you 
see the effect upon them to-day. 

I said here in the Senate some thirty years ago that force, 
that 

SLAVERY WAS AT THE BOTTOM OF ALL CIVILIZATION. 

This is what happens in barbarous countries. When one man 
gets stronger than his neighbors and gets a piece of land and 
goes to work cultivating it, he has got to stay there and make 
the slaves work. That civilizes him and them. So it goes along 
until they get to a point where they know something of the 
rights of man. Savages must be educated in the beginning like 
children; but if you feed them in idleness they will be good for 
nothing. If you would put the people in this city on a reserva- 
tion with soldiers so that they could not get off for two genera- 
tions, what would they be good for? What would the descend- 
ants of your Senators and your President and your Cabinet 
officers and the Supreme Court be in two or three generations if 
they were all put on a reservation in the District of Columbia 
and fed? Would they not be a miserable lot? If civilization 
ean not stand it, if white civilization can be destroyed by this 
kind of treatment, how much more so will savages be degraded 
and kept down by isolation and feeding? 

Indians will not be civilized by rubbing up against each 
other—by associating with each other. They must be brought 
into contact with civilization. No Indians will be civilized by 
feeding them. They must have the motive to get something to 
eat. That will make them put forth exertion and they will 
learn to labor. 

Now, I believe that if the amendment I propose can be adopted 
the Indian Territory will be the best place in the United States 
in which to live, and I believe that under this provision of home- 
steading 

THE VERY BEST YOUNG MEN YOU HAVE WILL GO THERE, 

They do not need to haye much money to go there. A man 
with a couple of hundred dollars can buy a nice farm and pay 
for it easily. Men will rush there as they rushed to Oklahoma 
when the Cherokee strip was opened. There will be just such 
a rush repeated if you give people a chance to go to the Terri- 
tory and get homes. There are many young men in the United 
States who want a place to make homes and raise families. 
You see that every time there is opportunity giyen. Let this 
opportunity be given and we will have a good State in the one 
to be formed out of Oklahoma and Indian Territory. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I do not know whether 
there is any Senator who desires to speak to-day on the bill. 
If there is no Senator who desires to proceed at this very mo- 
ment I ask that the bill may be read for action on the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Horkixs in the chair). 
The Secretary will state the amendments of the committee in 
their order. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I care to object to that 
course. I desire to address myself on the same phase of the 
bill as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], as well as on 
other portions of the bill. Since last Saturday I have not been 
well enough to do it. I thought yesterday that I might be able 
to go on to-day. : 

I do not object to the reading of the amendments. I do not 
know what the amendments are. I have one that I want to 
debate somewhat myself before we vote on it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. What is proposed is merely 
the reading of the committee amendments as in regular course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first committee amendment. 

The Secretary. In section 2, page 2, line 17, after the word 
“and,” strike out “ten” and insert “nine;” in the same line, 
after the word “number,” strike out “ sixty“ and insert fifty: 
five;” and in line 19, after the word “and,” strike out “ fifty ” 
and insert “ fifty-four;” so as to read: 

That all male persons over the age of 21 years, who are citizens of 
the United States, or who are mem of any Indian nation or tribe 
in said Indian Territory and Oklahomh, and who have resided within 
the limits of said proposed State for at least six months next preced- 
ing the election, are hereby authorized to vote for and choose d Y tes 
to form a constitutional convention for 3 State; a 
eee qualified to vote for said delegates 
N and the delegates to form such convention shall be 109 in 
number, 55 of whom shall be elected by the people of the Territory of 
Oklahoma and 54 by the people of Indlan Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the fact that there ought to be another amendment 
in line 22 to correspond with the others. Sixty“ ought to be 
stricken out and “ fifty-five” inserted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is correct. It is very clearly a 
verbal omission. In line 22, page 2, section 2, after the word 
“into,” I move to strike out “sixty” and to insert in lieu 
“ fifty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I also call attention to line 2, page 3, where 
the word “fifty ” should be “ fifty-four.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the same thing. Let the word 
“ fifty ” be stricken out and the word “ fifty-four ” inserted. 

The Secrerary. On page 3, after the word “into,” strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert“ fifty-four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be adopted. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Territories will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, page 4, line 8, after the word 
“by,” strike out“ a majority vote of ” so as to make the clause 
read: : 

That the capital of said State shall temporarily be at the city of 
Guthrie, in the present Territory of Oklahoma, and shall not be 
changed therefrom previous to A. D. 1910, but the location of said 
capital may, after said year, be permanently fixed by the electors of 
said State voting at an election to be provided for by the legislature. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 5, line 6, after 
the word “ prohibited,” to insert: 

Provided, That the sale, barter, or giving away, except for mechan- 
ical, medicinal, or scientific purposes of intoxicating liquors within 
that part of said State heretofore known as the In erritory or 
other Indian reservations within said State, be 5 for a period 
of ten years from the date of admission of said State, and thereafter 
until after the legislature of said State shall otherwise provide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 13, after the word 
“ servitude,” to strike out— 
or on account of any other conditions or qualifications, save and 
except on account of illiteracy, minority, sex, conviction of felony, 
mental condition, or residence: Provided, however, That any such 
restrictions shall be made uniform and applicable alike to all ci 

So as to make the clause read: 

Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting or 
abridging the right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the 
bill that owing to the absence of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Bate], who takes a great interest in this matter and who 
has left the Chamber temporarily, not expecting these amend- 
ments to come up, that they be passed over. 


XXXIX I 


Mr. BATE entered the Chamber. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Tennessee is now 
resent. 
k Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee 
that I refer to the amendment which has just been stated. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will let the amendment go over if the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. BATE. Let us reconsider that particular amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am willing that it shall be recon- 
sidered if there is not going to be any discussion on it. 

Mr. BATE. There is not going to be just now. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana, in 
view of a conference which we have had about this matter, that 
the amendment which was just adopted be reconsidered for the 
moment, so that it may come up in regular order as the Senator 
from Tennessee suggests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the amendment just adopted was 
agreed to? 

Mr. BATE. The amendment adopted on page 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask now that the amendment may go over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bate] is here, and the Senator from Maryland asks that this 
amendment go over, let the remainder of the bill be read for 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let amendments which are not contested 
be considered as the bill is being read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. I do not agree, of course, 
that unobjected amendments shall not be now considered. We 
will take them up as we come to them; perhaps I may want a 
vote on some of them; but let the amendments be read and those 
upon which there is no controversy we can act upon. 

Mr. BATE. I have no objection to acting upon any amend- 
ment about which there is no controversy. z 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I may want a vote on some of the amend- 
ments. I do not want to bind myself. That is all. 8 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say that I have some amend- 
ments which I desire to offer. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; but the Senator does not 
understand that what is being done now is that the bill is being 
read for committee amendments. Of course, the Senator’s 
amendments can be put in at any time, as can the amendments 
of any other Senator. This does not preclude any Senator of- 
fering an amendment at any time either in the Senate or in 
Comunittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 6, on page 9, line 7, after the 
words “east of,” it is proposed to strike out the words “the 
ninety-seventh meridian of west longitude.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The amendment on page 6, I under- 
stand, was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I ask, then, that that amendment be read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I refer to the amendment on page 6, 
striking out all after the word “servitude,” in line 13, down 
to the end of line 17. Let it be read again for the information 
of the Senator from Tennessee, although it has been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment referred to. 

The Secretary. In section 3, on page 6, line 13, after the 
word “ servitude,” strike out— 


or on account of 5 other conditions or qualifications, save and ex- 
cept on account of illiteracy, minority, sex, conviction of felony, mental 
condition, or residence: Provided, however, 'That any such restrictions 
shall be made uniform and applicable alike to all citizens. 


Mr. GORMAN. Now let the clause be read as proposed to be 
amended. g 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting or 
abridging the right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has already 
been adopted. The next amendment will be stated. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, 


The next committee amend- 


in section 6, on page 9, line 7, after the words “east of,” to 


strike out “ the ninety-seventh meridian of west longitude” and 
insert “ the range line between ranges 2 and 3 east of the Indian 
meridian ;” so as to make the clause read: 


That district No. 4 shall comprise all that territory_now constitutlag 
the Choctaw Nation and that part of the Chickasaw Nation lying east 
of the range line between ranges 2 and 3 east of the Indian meridian. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 13, after the words 
“west of,” to strike out “the ninety-seventh meridian of west 
longitude” and insert “the range line between ranges 2 and 3 
east of the Indian meridian ;” so as to make the clause read: 

That district No. 5 shall comprise the counties of Greer, Roger Mills, 
Kiowa, Washita, Comanche, Cleveland, and Pottawatomie, and that 
part of the territory comprising the Chickasaw Nation lying west of 
the range lines between ranges 2 and 3, east of the Indian meridian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, on page 11, line 21, 
after the word “ Oklahoma,” to insert “the University Prepara- 
tory School;” in line 23, after the word “College,” to insert 
“and the Colored Agricultural Normal University;” and in 
line 24, after the word “State,” to strike out “one-third to 
each;” so as to read: 

Src. 8. That section 13 in the Cherokee Outlet, the Tonkawa Indian 
Reservation, and the Pawnee Indian Reservation, reserved by the 
President of the United States by proclamation issued August 19, 1893, 
opening to settlement the said lands, and by any act or acts of Con- 
gress since said date, and section 13 in all other lands which may be 
opened to settlement in the Territory-of Oklahoma, and all lands here- 
tofore settled in lieu thereof, is hereby reserved and ted to said 
State for the use and benefit of the University of Oklahoma, the Uni- 
3 Preparatorx School, the normal schools, and the Agricultural 
and Mechanical College, and the Colored icultural Normal Univer- 
sity of said State, the same to be disposed of as the legislature of said 
State may prescribe. ; 

Mr. BATE. What is the reason for the amendment from line 
21 to line 24? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Those amendments are made necessary 
by reason of the fact of those schools having been left out by 
inadvertence. They are educational institutions of the Terri- 
tory, I will state to the Senator. They are elsewhere in the 
bill, but were by inadvertence left out here, and therefore they 
are now inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in 
section 9, page 12, line 18, after the word “sold,” to insert “ at 
public sale in 160-acre tracts or less.“ 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lona] has an 
amendment to offer to that provision, and so I suggest that it be 
passed over, as he is not now in the Chamber. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is agreeable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in 
section 9, page 12, line 21, after the word “ prescribe,” to strike 
out “preference right to purchase being given to the lessee at 
the time of such sale.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That may also be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 13, line 6, before 
the word “sold” where it occurs the first time, to strike out 
“when” and insert if;“ in the same line, after the word 
“sold” where it occurs the second time, to insert “at public 
sale in 160-acre tracts or less.” ; 

Mr. NELSON. For the same reason as in the other case, 1 
ask that that amendment may be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but that the amendment immedi- 
ately following, in lines 9 and 10, be passed over. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas, I understand, refers to lines 
9 and 10, on page 13, and lines 21 and 22, on page 12. They 
may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment which has been stated will be adopted, and the amendment 
in lines 9 and 10, on page 13, section 10, will be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendments in lines 6 and 7 are 
adopted, and the amendment in lines 9 and 10 is passed over 
until the Senator from Kansas gets here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in 
section 12, page 14, line 14, after the word “ State,” to insert 
“from public lands of the United States within said State.” 

Mr. BATE. To what has that amendment relation? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Merely this: As the bill came from the 
House it read the following grant of land is hereby rađe to 
said State.” So that they might take lands in the new States, 
or, if there were not enough lands there available, then any 
other public lands anywhere in the United States. This limits 
them to “ public lands of the United States within said State.” 

Mr. BATH. Well, I object to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator object to that? 

Mr. BATE. I do. Let it be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator why he objects to 
that amendment? If the Senator objects to it I shall prohably 
ask for a vote on it. 


Mr. BATH. Not now, I hope. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know why I should not. That 
is surely a plain matter. We do not want to give a grant of 
land for educational or any other purposes to the proposed State 
from the public lands belonging to the United States outside of 
the State. 

Mr. BATE. I infer the Senator does not want to insist upon 
propositions being acted upon at this time which are contested, 
when he says he only wants to perfect the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true, but what is the objection to 
this? 

Mr. BATE. I think if there is any objection to any of these 
amendments they ought to be passed over. That is the usual 


course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. But will not the Senator state 
the objection to this amendment? It is purely a formal matter, 
confining the selection to lands within the State. 

Mr. BATE. This amendment might lead to a debate which 
would probably last for some time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not imagine how it can lead to 
debate. 

Mr. BATE. I think we had better pass over such amend- 
ments as there may be objection to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am willing to let them be passed over 
in deference to the wishes of the Senator from Tennessee, 
although I wish to state that this particular amendment, of all 
the amendments in this bill, is one which I should think there 
would be no possible objection to from any source, for the 
reason that it confines the grant of public lands to the lands be- 
longing to the United States within the State, whereas if these 
words are not put in the lands might be taken from any public 
land of the United States in any portion of the Republic. How- 
ever, the amendment may be passed over if the Senator so de- 
sires. 

Mr. BATH. I prefer that it should go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, on 
page 14, section 12, line 19, before the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “two” and insert one;“ so as to read: 

For the benefit of the Agricultural and Mechanical College, 150,000 
acres. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, page 14, line 
22, after the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ and fifty;” so as 
to read: 

For the benefit of normal schools, 300,000 acres. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the last two amendments have 
been agreed to, for the reason that the Senator from Kansas 
has an amendment which he wishes to offer at this point. I 
should like that amendment passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by 
which the last two amendments were agreed to will be reconsid- ` 
ered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And that the last two amendments which 
have been stated on lines 19 and 22, on page 14, section 12, may 
be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, to 
strike out section 13, as follows: 


Sec. 13. That any restrictions upon the alienation of allotted lands 


in Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, except so far as such restric- 
tions apply to the homestead of the allottees and to the full-blood In- 
dians, shall cease upon the admission of such State into the Union: 
but nothing in this act shal be so construed as to affect the rights of 
allottees under any existing treaties or agreements relating to the tax- 
ation of allotted lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. In section 14, on page 15, line 13, after the 
word “held,” I move to insert the words “one term;“ and in 
the same line, after the name Muscogee,” to insert“ and one 
term at Ardmore, alternately, each year.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 14, page 15, line 13, after the 
word “held,” it is proposed to insert “one term;“ and in the 
same line, after the name “ Muscogee,” to insert “ and one term 
at Ardmore, alternately, each year ;” so as to read: 

The circuit and district courts for the eastern district shall be held 
one term at Muscogee and one term at Ardmore, alternately, each year. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I accept that amendment, Mr. President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territorles was, in 
section 14, page 15, line 14, after the word “held,” to insert 
“one term ;” in the same line, after the name Guthrie,” to in- 
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sert and one term at Oklahoma City, alternately, each year ;” 
and in line 21, after the word “keep,” to strike out “their of- 
fices in the cities where the court is held” and insert “his 
office at Muscogee and Guthrie, respectively, for the time be- 
ing;“ so as to read: 

And the circuit and district courts for the western district shall. be 


held one term at Guthrie and one term at Oklahoma ie 7 alternately, 
each year, for the time being. And the said districts shall, for judicial 
purposes, until otherwise provided, be attached to the eighth judicial 
circuit. There shall be appointed for each of said districts one district 
judge, one United States . and one United States marshal. 

here shall be appointed a clerk for each of said districts, who shall 
‘ bare his office at Muscogee and Guthrie, respectively, for the time 

ng. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, page 17, line 18, after 
the word Territories,“ to strike out “of” and insert or;” 
so as to read: 

And that from all judgments and decrees of the supreme courts of 
sald Territories or the United States courts for said Territories in any 
case arising within the limits of said State prior to admission the 
parties to such judgments or decrees shall have the same right to prose- 
cute appeals and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United 
States or to the circuit court of ee for the eighth circuit as they 
alt have had by law prior to the admission of said State into the 

on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, page 19, line 14, 
after the word“ and,” to strike out “shall” and insert “ may ;” 
in line 15, before the word “ Indian,” to strike out “ and Kaw ;” 
in the same line, after the word “ Indian,” to strike out “ reser- 
vations ” and insert “ reservation ;” at the beginning of line 16, 
to insert “or constitute the same a separate county ;” and in 
line 17, after the word “ county,” to strike out “seats” and in- 
sert “seat;” so as to read: 

That the constitutional convention may by ordinance provide for the 
election of officers for a full State government, including members of 
the legislature and five Representatives to Congress, and may attach 
the Osage Indian Reseryation to counties contiguous or constitute the 
same a separate county and designate the county seat thereof, and 
shall provide rules and regulations and define the manner of conducting 
the first election for officers in said counties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, page 20, line 24, after 
the word “ delegates,” to strike out “seventy ” and insert “ sev- 
enty-six;” and on page 21, line 1, after the word “and,” to 
strike out“ forty ” and insert “ forty-four ;” so as to read: 

The aforesaid convention shall consist of 110 delegates, 66 of which 
delegates shall be elected to said convention by the people of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico and 44 by the people of the Territory of Arizona. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 21, page 25, line 13, after 
the word “ servitude” to strike out: 


Or on account of any other conditions or qualifications save and ex- 


s on account of illiteracy, minority, sex, conviction of felony, men-- 


condition, or residence: STONER however, That any such restric- 


tions shall be made uniform and appl 
And insert: 


and that ability to read, write, and speak the English language suf- 
ficiently well to conduct the duties of the office without the aid of an 
interpreter shall be a necessary qualification for all State officers. 

So as to read: 

Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting or 
abridging the right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, and that ability to read, write, and the 
English language sufficiently well to conduct the duties of office 
without the aid of an interpreter shall be a necessary qualification for 
all State officers, 

Mr. BATE. I suggest that that amendment be passed over. 
I do not know that I have any objection to it, but there may be 
some objection on the part of other Senators who are not now 
present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, at the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee, will be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was the request of the Senator? 

Mr. BATE. That the amendment just stated be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What portion of it? 

Mr. BATE. The portion just read, on page 25. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The portion in italics or the portion 
stricken out? 

Mr. BATE. The portion stricken out. Let it be passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that the por- 
tion stricken out is the same provision that we struck out 
in that part of the bill concerning Oklahoma and the Indian 
Territory—the provision in regard to sex, and so forth. 

Mr. BATE. I understand that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the Senator certainly agrees to that, 
as he agreed to it in the other case. 

Mr. BATE. The ability to read and write the English lan- 
guage is sufficient. I have no objection to the amendment per- 
sonally. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not think anybody else has any ob- 
jection to it. I hope the Senator will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am sure there is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in 
section 21, page 26, line 2, after the word “by,” to strike out 
“a majority vote of;” so as to read: 

Sixth. That the capital of said State shall temporarily be at the city 
of Santa Fe, in the present Territory of New Mexico, and shall not be 
changed therefrom previous to A. D. 1910, but the location of said 
capital may, after said year, be permanently fixed by the electors of 

d State, voting at an election to be provided for by the legislature. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 22, page 26, line 18, after 
the word “any,” to strike out “three” and insert four;” so 
as to read: 

The returns of said election shall be made by the election officers 
direct to the secretary of the Territory of New Mexico at Santa Fe, 
who, with the governors and chief justices of said Territories, or any 
four of them, shall meet at said city of Santa Fe on the third Monday 
after said election and shall canvass the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 29, page 30, line 23, after 
the word “ purposes,” to strike out “ shall be” and insert “ may 
be appraised and; and in line 25, after the word “the,” to 
strike out “interest of“ and insert “income from;” so as to 
read: 

Sec. 29. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes ma: 
be appraised and disposed of only at pone sale, the proceeds to consti- 
tute a permanent school fund, the income from which only shall be 
expended in the support of said schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 30, page 31, line 19, 
after the word “land,” to insert “from public lands of the 
United States within said State ;” so as to read: 

That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal improve- 
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 
4, 1841, which section is hereby repealed as to the proposed State, and 
in lieu of any claim or demand by the said State under the act of 
September 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, makin 
a grant of swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which gran 
it is hereby declared is not extended to the said State, and in lieu of 
any grant of saline lands to said State, save as heretofore made, the 
following grants of land from public lands of the United States within 
said State are hereby made, to wit: ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. In section 30, on page 31, at the beginning of 
line 24, I move to strike out “deaf, dumb, and blind asylums,” 
and insert in lieu thereof “schools for the deaf and the blind.” 
That is the technical name. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator proposes to give the tech- 
nical name to the schools? 

Mr. NELSON. The amendment came before the committee, 
and was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; and it is accepted. 

Mr. NELSON. It inserts in the bill the correct name of the 
institutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would ask the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota whether the word “ school” in his amend- 
ment should be singular or plural? 

Mr. NELSON. I think it should be in the plural—“ schools.“ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg pardon; I did not hear the sugges- 
tion of the Chair, as my attention was diverted for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asked the Senator 
from Minnesota whether the amendment which he proposed 
should read “ school” or “schools,” and the Senator from Min- 
nesota says it should be “ schools — the plural. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no reference to the word “dumb” 
in the Senator’s amendment. He seems to have left that out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that the Senator’s amend- 
ment gives the technical name of the existing institutions, and 
that the intent of the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota 
is, instead of using the general language used in the House bill, 
to insert the actual technical name of the existing schoois for 
which this appropriation is intended. 

Mr. BATE. It seems to me it is better that we use the lan- 
guage at present in the bill, because that is the general expres- 
sion, and no doubt it exactly describes the institutions. 1 do 
not care about it, however. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If there is no objection, so far as I can, 
speaking for the committee, I accept the amendment. It is a 
specific appropriation to these schools, and I see no objection to 
the technical name being used. 

Mr. BATE. I do not object to it, but I suggest that the lan- 
guage of the House bill is better. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator from Minne- 
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sota to say that the language proposed in his amendment is the 
technical name of the institutions for which this land is to be 
granted. 

Mr. NELSON. If the chairman of the committee will allow 
me, the amendment is offered for the purpose of correcting the 
name of the schools. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I so understand. 

Mr. BATE. I can not hear the Senator at this distance. 
What is the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. NELSON. It is in line 24, on page 31. The bill proposes 
to give 200,000 acres of land for “deaf, dumb, and blind asy- 
lums.” That is not the correct name. We were informed by 
people from the Territory that the correct name is “ schools for 
the deaf and blind.” I offered the amendment in order to give 
the institutions their proper name. That is all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment is accepted. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

3 
By any other name would smell as sweet.“ 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is exactly the whole case, and espe- 
cially if it is the correct name it would smell as sweet. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 32, after line 20, it is proposed to 
insert: 
wh anaes, ply 7 gur er 28.06, in he use pos 
benefit of the common schools of said State. Said appropriation shall 
me peni by the Treasurer of the United States at such time and to 
such person or persons as may be authorized by said State to receive 
the same under laws to be enacted by said State, and until said 
State shall enact such laws said appropriation shall not be paid, but 
sald State shall be allowed—— ~ 0 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, my attention was di- 
verted for a moment. I should like to know what the Secre- 
tary is reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] was adopted, and the 
Secretary is reading the next amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
retary reading? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment on page 32, 
after line 20. 

Mr. BATH. In the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], which was just agreed to, it seems 
that the word “dumb” is entirely left out. In the amendment 
he proposes the provision will apply only to the deaf and blind 
schools, and the dumb will be left out. I think we ought to 
retain the original language, for by the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota the dumb are not provided for at all. 
The technical name for the institutions, as I understand, is 
“the deaf and blind schools,” but I am sure Senators do not 
want to leave the dumb out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course if that would be the effect 
of the amendment it should not be agreed to, but I understand 
from the Senator from Minnesota that the object of his amend- 
ment is to give the specific and, if you might use the term, 
the “ technical” name of the existing schools, instead of using 
vague phraseology descriptive of those schools. Here is an ap- 
propriation of land to definite institutions. My understanding 
is that it is the purpose of the Senator from Minnesota in his 
amendment to designate those existing institutions by name, 
instead of leaving it to descriptive language. It is upon that 
understanding that the amendment has been accepted. 

Mr. BATH. I would not object, except that it does not pro- 
vide for the dumb at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I believe that the dumb go to these 
schools. You might call them “agency schools.” 

Mr. BATE. That may be so, but it seems to me the word 
“dumb” ought to be in there to do justice to those unfor- 


tunates. 
They did not use the word “dumb” in 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
naming the schools. 

Mr. NELSON. As the word used was “schools”—in the 
plural—I think there is no harm in inserting the word “ dumb,” 
as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] suggests. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think if you are going to use descrip- 
tive language, instead of the actual name, then you had better 
leave it in descriptive language. If you attempt to use the 
specific name for an existing institution, then you must use the 
correct language. If you attempt to use the correct name and 
then put in some descriptive language, too, you accomplish 
neither the purpose of correct descriptive language nor do you 
give the correct name to the schools. It should be left as it 


From what place in the bill is the Sec- 


was in the House bill or else it should be changed according to 
the first amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. The 
mongrel suggestion of using the name and then putting in de- 
scriptive language defeats both purposes. I do not think it is 
a matter of very great importance in either event, but let the 
descriptive language stand as in the House bill or else let the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota stand, which cor- 
rectly, as I understand it, names the schools. 

Mr. BATH. I think the language of the House bill very 
likely covers the case, and so I suggest to the Senator from 
Minnesota that he withdraw his amendment, unless he is very 
tenacious about it, and let the original language stand. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no objection whatever, but let us 
do one of the two. 

Mr. NELSON. I would suggest, Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] will allow me, that we let the 
amendment stand, so that when the bill goes into conference 
we may correct it if there is any error. I think it is well to 
make the amendment, and I think there is no harm in putting 
in the word “dumb.” If we agree to an amendment to that 
paragraph of the bill, when it goes into conference we can cor- 
rect it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. BATE. Then let the Senator from Minnesota move to 
reconsider so as to put in the word “ dumb.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Netson] incorporates in his amendment the word the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] suggests; and because we can take 
care of the matter perfectly well in conference I agree to it. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know about the bill ever getting to a 
conference committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in 
section 31, after line 20, on page 32, to insert: 

r * 

FCC 000 
of the common schools of said State. Said appropriation shall be paid 
by the Treasurer of the United States at such time and to such person 
or persons as may be authorized by said State to receive the same under 
laws to be enacted by said State, and until said State shall enact such 
laws said appropriation shall not be paid, but said State shall be al- 
lowed interest thereon at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, which shall 
be paid to said State for the use and benefit of its public schools. Said 
appropriation of $5,000,000 shall be held inviolate and invested by said 
State, in trust, for the use and benefit of said schools, and the interest 
thereon shall be paid quarterly and used exclusively in the support and 
maintenance of said schools. 

Mr. BATH. Let this amendment go over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator object to it? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be passed over on the objection of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. The Secretary will state the next amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Before it is passed over, I should like to ask 
the Senator in charge of this bill whether that is not an extraor- 
dinary provision? I refer to the matter from line 4, on page 
33, to the word “schools,” in line 6, which provides that until 
the State shall have made provision for public schools and desig- 
nated a public officer to receive this money, the Government of 
the United States shall pay 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not see where the Senator is reading. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 33, beginning, in line 4, with the 
words: 

But sald State shall be allowed interest thereon 

That is, on the 85,000,000 — 

0 f 3 per cent per annum, which be pai 
8 and Benefit of its public schools. = r en 

That is, to pay the State interest at 3 per cent prior to the 
time when they may make provision for recelving the money. 
What reason is there for this provision? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The reason is the exigency for schools. 

Mr. GORMAN. How is that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The exigencies for their schools. That 
is the reason—the necessity for some money to run the exist- 
ing schools and establish new ones. In fact, the reason for 
this whole provision is the inadequacy of the land grants there 
for educational purposes, on account of the fact that the land 
is of no value comparatively, and the income from it is prac- 
tically nothing. That is the basis of this whole thing as well as 
of this provision. However, the amendment goes over at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

-Mr. BATE. Yes, I suggested that course. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not being very familiar with it, I merely 
wanted to ascertain what reason there could be for the pro- 
vision. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the reason. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand there may be and is strong rea- 
son why the Government should appropriate five millions in 
money in aid of public schools in this State, to be paid, begin- 
ning with the operation of the machinery of the State, by the 
designation of an ‘officer to receive it. But I see no reason 
whatever why, if the State shall delay one year or two years 
in making provision for its public schools, that the Government 
should bind itself to pay 3 per cent interest upon a donation. 
It seems to me that that is extraordinary, and I doubt very 
much whether any such provision is to be found in any other 
statute. If in the judgment of the committee and of Senators 
who have examined this question, $5,000,000 is not sufficient 
to aid the State in maintaining the public schools, then you can 
increase the amount, probably wisely; but to permit a State to 
take advantage of a provision of law and delay the organization 
of its schools and the appointment of an officer to receive the 
money, and because of that delay the Government shall pay 8 
per cent interest, seems to me an extraordinary provision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will clearly see that that is 
on the assumption that the State is going to delay purposely the 
time when it shall get control of the fund, and not only delay it, 
but delay it for an unworthy motive. Of course we can not at- 
tribute to the State any such action or motive. 

Mr. GORMAN. No 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. However—— 

Mr. GORMAN. But the incentive would be very much greater 
to the State to organize its schools if we were to strike out the 
provision in regard to the interest. Then they would provide 
the machinery and designate the officer at the earliest possible 
moment. It seems to me a bad move for the Government to bind 
itself to pay interest upon a donation. You may increase the 
donation if you desire it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be a question as to which method 
is the wiser—whether we shall increase the appropriation or 
whether we shall make the provision that is proposed here. It 
is a question which we can discuss either now or at any other 
time. In the opinion of the committee this is the wiser method. 

Mr. GORMAN. It may not be in order at this time, but for 
the purpose of giving notice, I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out all of lines 4 and 5 down to the word 
schools,“ in line 6, on page 33. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Is it the purpose of the Senator 

Mr. GORMAN. My purpose is merely to have the amendment 
pending. And in line 9, after the word “schools,” 1 move to 
strike out all down to the end of the section. 

Mr. BATE. What page is that—33 or 357 

Mr. GORMAN. Thirty-three. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it in line 6, after “ schools,” to strike 
out down to the end of the section? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir; strike out the words beginning in 
line 4— 


But said State shall be allowed interest thereon at the rate of 3 per | 
annum, which shall be paid to said State for the use and 


cent per 
benefit of its public schools. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. GORMAN. Then in line 9 strike out: 


And the interest thereon shall be paid quarterly and used exclusively 
in the support and maintenance of said schools. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 


that the last amendment is an entirely different thing. The 
Senator is not confounding that provision for an income with 
the payment of interest? 

Mr. GORMAN. I am not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. I read it hastily. I intend to strike out the 
provision for the payment of interest upon the donation of 
$5,000,000. The amendment would then make a donation of 
$5,000,000, to be paid whenever the State shall have perfected 
its school machinery. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is any community in the world that 
needs an immediate school fund and an immediate school system 
it is the country down there. It is said there are a hundred 
thousand people in the Indian section of that country who have 
been for years absolutely without any school facilities. If that 
is true, Mr. President, we ought not to pay any interest on this 
money, because we ought to hold the money where it would be 
an inducement to those people to commence their system imme- 
diately. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This all goes over, on the objection of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not know that. I do not care to debate 
it now, then. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
that fact. 


I thought the Senator was not aware of 


Mr. TELLER. No; I was not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, on 
page 38, line 16, before the word thousand,“ to insert the 
words and fifty ;” so as to read: 

Sec. 37. That the sum of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to insert “and fifty;” so as to read: 

Provid any ex incurred in excess of said sum of 
$156,000 shall not be paid by said State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Ohio has a suggestion 
to make. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was unavoidably absent 
from the Chamber when the amendment in line 8, on page 4, 
was acted upon. I would ask leave that it be reconsidered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is agreeable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked 
for the reconsideration of the vote by which the amendment 
mentioned by the Senator from Ohio was agreed to. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FORAKER. I object to the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator asks that the vote by which 
it was agreed to be reconsidered, so that it may be considered 
hereafter with the other contested amendments? 
` Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no objection to that. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. LONG. On page 12, section 9, I suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana the restoration of the words stricken out by the 


committee in lines 21 and 22, with the insertion after the word 


purchase“ of the words“ at the highest bid.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas is accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 
en” GORMAN. Let it be read, so that we may know what 

S. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Read the language as it will read if 
amended. $ 

The Secretary. The committee amendment was, on page 12, 
ines 21 and 22, to strike out the following words: 

Preference right to purchase being giyen to the lessee at the time of 
such sale. ` 

It is proposed to reinstate those words and to insert after the 
word “ purchase ” the words “at the highest bid.” 

Mr. LONG. Read the amendment as it will read if agreed to. 

The Secretary. So that if adopted the clause will read: 
3 „ 8 as =e p ANR the said State 

rescrT reference being 
given to the — ut the tims of wach sale. sr af ~~ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is very good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. On page 13, lines 9 and 10, there should be the 
restoration of similar words, with the insertion of the words 
“at the highest bid” after the word “ purchase.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is precisely the same amendment. 

Mr. LONG. Precisely the same. KETE 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is accepted, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. Are those the only two places where the 
phrase appears? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask where, if it is going to 
the highest bidder, there is any preference given to the lessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is only in case there are two bids 
which are equal, in which event the lessee shall have the pref- 
erence. 

Mr. BERRY. It does not say that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is its operation. 

Mr. BERRY. The original proposition was to give the lessee 
the preference, which I think is right, and the proper thing to 
do. Now you go and qualify it and say that it shall go to the 
De bidder. I can not see any preference to the lessee in 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If you merely reinsert the words stricken 
out, without putting in the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, it becomes meaningless in view of the language which 
the committee inserted and to which, of course, the Senator 
will agree, which occurs in lines 18 and 19, where the committee 
inserted “ at public sale.” 
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Mr. BERRY. But the House bill did not provide for any 
publie sale. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; it did not, and the committee 
thought there ought to be a public sale, and the House did not 
provide for a sale of 160 acres or less and the Senate committee 
thought there ought to be 160 acres or less. The reasons for 
it are so obvious on the face of the bill that I am sure the 
Senator 

Mr. BERRY. It seems to me it simply deprives the lessee 
of any preference whatever to say that it shall be at public 
sale and then to the highest bidder. You may as well strike 
out all reference to the lessee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We did strike it out, and the Senator 
from Kansas points out that in the case of two or three bids 
being equal the lessee should have, as he ought to have, the 
prior right of purchase. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Indiana whether there is any provision in this bill 
guarding against the concentration of lands in large tracts and 
single ownership in the operation of these sales? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir; precisely in the language of the 
committee amendment which we have just adopted. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand the only provision is that the 
lands shall be sold at public sale in 160-acre tracts? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right—or less. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is to prevent one man from pur- 
chasing a number of 160-acre tracts and then concentrating the 
ownership in a single hand? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Nothing in the world except a desire 
not to part from his money needlessly. There are a large num- 
ber of lessees on this land, and a man wanting to buy fifty or 
a hundred thousand acres of that land would have to bid 
thirty or forty or fifty dollars an acre against the lessees who 
are on the land, and of course it would not be done; whereas, 
on the contrary, if the lessee has two quarter sections, he may 
buy those. That is the reason why we did not confine it to a 
hundred and sixty acres. It would be a manifest injustice to 
a farmer there who wanted 320 acres, and had already leased 
it, and was living on it, to take away half of his farm from 
him. So the sheer operation of common sense itself prevents 
under this bill, the land being occupied by farmers as lessees, 
the danger of which the Senator speaks and which was before 
the committee. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Are we to understand that all these lands | 


are now under lease? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; not all of them. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Can the Senator state what proportion 
are? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I can not state the proportion. No- 
body can state the proportion without very careful scrutiny. 
Some portion of it in Beaver County, no doubt, is not under 
lease. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. How many acres in all are involved in 
this provision? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not say. I have stated the condi- 
tions. I can not give the Senator the figures. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire whether there is 
any provision with respect to public lands where an irrigation 
system is contemplated, so as not to interfere with it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No irrigation is used in Oklahoma. 

Mr. STEWART. This applies to Oklahoma? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Les, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It does not seem to me that this section 
Is sufficiently guarded against land monopoly. We find that 
throughout the West, practically the arid West, where it is 
often desirable to concentrate lands in large holdings for stock- 
raising purposes, efforts are made to monopolize land through 
the United States land laws, sometimes through the evasion of 
the laws, and sometimes through the laxity of the laws them- 
selves. 

Now, to my own State, Nevada, Congress granted 2,000,000 
acres for school purposes. At the time the grant was made the 
land was regarded as almost worthless. The State was a 
mining State. Almost everybody in the State was in a fever 
of speculation regarding the mines, and whilst there were a 
few who were engaged in agriculture, they were engaged in it 
in almost a speculative way—in the cultivation of soil in the 
valleys near the mining camps, the mining camps affording a 
splendid market for their products. So there was little atten- 
tion paid to the methods devised for selling the school lands. 

The State passed a law for their sale. The State wished to 
realize a sum for a school fund, and it fixed the price of lands 
at $1.25 an acre and provided for their purchase at 20 per cent 
cash and the rest in deferred payments at 6 per cent. In this 


way a very handsome fund was secured for the schools and the 
university of that State. 

But as the State gradually developed from a mining State 
into an agricultural and an industrial State, as its development 
became more proportionate and harmonious, we awoke to the 
fact that without criminal intent upon the part of anybody, 
either upon the part of the legislature of the State or upon the 
part of the men who purchased under those laws, the lands of 
that State had been quite extensively concentrated in single 
ownership at a time when they were considered almost value- 
less. And these lands were located on the banks of rivers—the 
four great rivers of that State, rivers which have their source 
in the mountains and flow down through the desert into great 
lakes or sink in the desert. 

Now, these lands were acquired for stock-raising purposes, 
and stock raising in that region involved the utilization of very 
large areas of land—large areas of hay land along the rivers, 
or along the river bottoms, which in themselves constitute the 
base of more extended operations in the desert lands, where 
there are, during the winter particularly, various grasses that 
grow which nourish animals. 

The result is that on some of these rivers for long distances 
the entire river bank has been controlled in this way, and it is 
almost impossible to commence any project of magnitude for the 
irrigation of desert lands, because the ownership of these lands, 
lands which had been public, concentrated in these cattle own- 
ers, constitute a contsant obstacle to such development. We 
find that this condition now presents an obstacle on the Hum- 
boldt River in that State, a river three or four hundred miles 
long, stretching from the eastern part of the State to the west- 
ern part of the State, and sinking in Humboldt Lake. 

There, in a length, I think, of about a hundred miles, there 
are a few proprietors—many of them nonresidents of the 
State—who conduct these lands as great cattle ranches, on 
which they raise and store hay for the purpose of feeding the 
cattle during the period of storm or during the period when it 
is impossible to range on the desert, and they employ but few 
men to look after the cattle. In that way extensive areas of 
land along the river have been locked up, and the State has 
not received the equal and harmonious and proportionate devel- 
opment it should have. 

Now, here is a case where, without any intention upon the 
part either of Congress or of the local legislature or of the 
people themselves, this very unfortunate condition of things 
has been evolved, and it does seem to me that in the creation of 
a new State we should see that stringent provisions regarding 
the sale of these lands are made in the interest of the actual 
home seeker—the man who goes out there to make a home 
and who wishes to get only enough land to support a family. 

The ability to support a family should be the test of the 
grant, the test of the number of acres that are to go to a single 
purchaser, and no purchaser should be permitted to acquire 
more land than is necessary to support a family. The quantity 
of land may vary. In our humid region it has been thought 
that 160 acres of land is sufficient to support a family. In the 
arid region, without irrigation, 160 acres can not support a fam- 
ily. It may be necessary to get a thousand, two thousand, three 
thousand acres, and even larger tracts. But under irrigation, 
particularly in this southern country of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona, 20 acres will support a family. In other cases 40 acres 
will support a family, according to the nature of the intensified 
production of the valley in which these locations are made, the 
production varying according to the richness of the soil or the 
warmth of the climate. 

Now, it does seem to me that in framing this bill we ought to 
take notice of the scientific evolution of that entire region, with 
a view to protecting it absolutely against land monopoly. We 
have not as yet realized in this country the evils of land monop- 
oly, simply because we have only 80,000,000 people in this coun- 
try, and we have a country capable of supporting four or five 
hundred million people. We have been very improvident in the 
grants of our lands. We have been very improvident as to the 
limitations imposed upon entry, and the result to-day is we find 
in that region, through the operation of the United States land 
laws, as high as a million acres in the possession of a single 
firm. 

Now, Congress did not contemplate that. The legislatures of 
the various States in acting upon school grants and swamp-land 
grants did not contemplate that. Yet that is the result, and un- 
less we provide against this thing now we may expect in the 
future the most serious social disturbance. We all know that 
has been the cause of the agitation in Ireland against England’s 
supremacy, The population grew so that the soil was scarcely 
able to support it, and certainly the land was not sufficient to 
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pay both the landlord and the lessee, and the result has been a | live upon the land or in its immediate vicinity. We provided in 
continuous agitation in that country, lasting for many years | every case for the home seeker, and absolutely insured home 


and resulting in violence and revolutions, all over the question 
whether these large holdings of land should be divided up and 
a system of peasant proprietorship substituted for it. 

We all know that in France prior to the great French Reyolu- 
tion the concentration of land was such that one-third of the 
land of France was in the hands of the nobility, one-third in 
the hands of the church, and only one-third in the hands of the 
common people, and their taxes were so adjusted that the 
entire burden was imposed upon the poorer third in the hands 
of the common people. It was this abuse which led to that 
bloody revolution, through which alone a peasant proprietor- 
ship was evolved, which has cured almost all the economic ills 
of that country and has secured the development of a large 
and prosperous population. In the Philippine Islands we had 
similar difficulties. 

Mr. LONG. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. The Senator is perfectly familiar with the con- 
ditions which exist in relation tod the lands in Nevada. I 
should like to know if he is familiar with the conditions affect- 
ing the lands described in sections 9 and 10 of the bill as they 
exist in Oklahoma? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I am not. That was the reason why I 
put my questions to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. LONG. Those lands are in the main already occupied. 
They are leased by the Territory. They are occupied by farm- 
ers. They are in different portions of the Territory of Okla- 
homa. They are not yacant lands, as a rule. They are leased 
in 160-acre tracts. The dangers the Senator. feels are immi- 
nent in Nevada and in the other places to which he refers cer- 
tainly do not exist in Oklahoma. In other words, the amend- 
ment of the committee providing that the lands shall be sold at 
public sale in 160-acre tracts or less would certainly protect the 
State of Oklahoma in securing as large a return as is possible 
for the lands. The lands being occupied, does not the Senator 
think it is right and just that the occupants of the land should 
have the preference right to purchase at the time of the sale? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will answer yes, provided they are not 
allowed to purchase too much. I would not object to the pur- 
chase by any occupant of 160 acres, but I should object to the 
purchase of a thousand acres. 

Mr. LONG. Except in the western portion of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, where the tracts are somewhat larger, in practi- 
cally the entire Territory the lessees hold but 160 acres. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In all except Beaver County. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But there is nothing to prevent a lessee 
upon a tract of 160 acres from bidding at this auction for 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 10 other 160-acre tracts, and if he bids highest there 
is nothing to prevent him from acquiring all of them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me, does he 
not see that if the man bids he would have to bid against his 
neighboring lessees? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, in the enactment of all human 
legislation we have got to take into consideration that the people 
have the same ordinary sense we are endowed with here. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. He has to bid against his neighboring 
lessees, certainly. 

Mr. LONG. And has only a preference right. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. He may outbid them. I should regard it 
as a misfortune if the school fund got a higher price as the 
result of this policy of concentrating the land. From the eco- 
nomic standpoint the State would be more injured by the con- 
centration of the land than it would be benefited by an increase 
in the money received from sales. 

Now, the Senator states that most of these lands are under 
lease. He does not state how large a proportion of them are 
under lease. The chairman of the committee was unable to 
state it. We do not know whether one-half or one-fourth. or 
three-fourths are under lease. All that we know is that there is 
a large area of public land there which is to be turned over to 
this State for school purposes. Whilst we want, of course, to 
aid the schools, and whilst we want to give a handsome fund for 
educational purposes, we do not desire, in order to accomplish 
one good object, to accomplish a greater evil in the economic 
development of that State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, wiat does 
the Senator suggest? 

-- Mr. NEWLANDS. I shall have to take time to consider 
that. I will state that in the framing of the irrigation law we 
were very solicitous regarding this subject, and we not only in- 
sisted in that law that no tract greater than, 160 acres could be 
acquired by any single settler, but we also provided that he must 


seeking and home building under that law. 

Mr. LONG. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Would the Senator provide that only the occu- 
pant on the land should have the right to purchase it in these 
sections? 

Mr. NEWEANDS. No; I would insist, however, that every 
man who purchased under this law should purchase for the 
purpose of making a home there, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I shall not interrupt him again. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I asked the Senator what he would sug- 
gest and he said that he would have to take time, although I 
believe the Senator did not suggest anything when the commit- 
tee had this measure under considerable and lengthy discussion. 

But I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that not only 
is it provided, which the House did not do, that these sales shall 
be public sales and in 160-acre tracts or less, but that consequent 
upon that, as I suggested to the Senator a moment ago, any per- 
son wanting to haye ten, twenty, or thirty thousand acres- 
would have to pay an enormous price for the land, because he 
would have to bid against the lessees ; but, in addition to all those 
safeguards, all this must be done under such rules and regula- 
tions as the legislature of the State may prescribe. Does not 
the Senator think that this is safeguarded about as completely 
as the Federal Government should do it, and that we ought to 
leave the legislature of the State some latitude in fixing the 
additional safeguards? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My observation and experience are that 
the legislation of new States is not sufficiently guarded regard- 
ing the public domain that is turned over to them. They are iin- 
provident simply because they have a large domain and a small 
population; and they look more to the benefit of the existing 
population than to the benefit of the incoming population of the 
future. 

Now, we hold these lands in trust, not for the people of these 
Territories, but we hold the lands in trust for the whole people 
of the United States, for the unborn million; and just as we 
would administer it carefully if we maintained the possession 
and ownership of this public domain we ought to guard the 
legislation which turns it over to an infant State in such a way 
as to secure beneficent results in the future. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the Senator think that the legislature of 
Oklahoma is as well qualified to deal with this question as 
Congress? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should say not. I should trust more to 
the great experience in these matters of a body like this than to 
the judgment of a body brought suddenly into existence, with- 
out traditions, without training, without experience. 

I attach great value to the experience that is secured in the 
Congress of the United States by members of the Senate and 
Members of the House in the debate of all measures relating to 
the public lands of the country. It is true that our eastern 
brethren and our brethren from the Middle States are not so 
familiar with these questions as the people of the West. But 
they are gradually becoming more familiar every day, and they 
are beginning to realize that a certain duty devolves upon them 
of watching this trust carefully and watching its administration 
with vigilance in order to guard against the evils of concentra- 
tion and of land monopoly in the future. 

I have already given some instances of the evils of land mo- 
nopoly. We have simply been through recently an experience 
in the Philippine Islands, 7,000 miles away. We find that the 
source of the dissatisfaction of the Filipinos with the Govern- 
ment of Spain was the fact that through lax administration 
large areas of land had been suffered to go into the ownership 
and control of the church. The revolution against Spain was 
not so much against cruelty and oppression as it was against 
an existing land monopoly; and those very men, loyal sons of 
the church, were ready to take up arms against the Spanish 
Government and the church upon that issue. 

In the Philippine Islands we have been obliged to remedy that. 
How? By buying back the lands from the church at a cost of 
$7,000,000, and we are now instituting there a system of peasant 
proprietorship as the best method of doing away with the dis- 
satisfaction of the people with their administration of goy- 
ernment. 

And so it has been in South America and in Central America. 
The Catholic Church there acquired control of vast areas of 
land, and that was the cause in a large degree of the dissatis- 
faction with Spanish rule; and the revolutions there were the 
revolutions of loyal sons of the church against an economic sys- 
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tem that was upheld by the Spanish Government. These bloody 
revolutions finally resulted in the liberty of the people, and 
what did they do? They took by violence the lands from the 
church and turned them over to the whole people. 

Now, we are apt to minimize these questions and these diffi- 
culties simply because, as I said before, we have a vast area of 
land and we have a small population. And yet we are begin- 
ning now in certain Commonwealths in the West to find the 
evils of the concentration of the ownership of land. They exist 
in Nevada; they exist in other States in that region, and they 
constitute a bar to the progress and the development of those 
States. 

I was referring a moment ago to the national irrigation act, 
in which we guarded at every step against land monopoly. 
We provided that the land irrigated should be entered in tracts 
of not less than 40 nor more than 160 acres, the unit of entry to 
be fixed according to the judgment of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and determined by the capacity of a given number of acres 
to support a family. Not only that, but we held that the set- 
tlers must be home seekers and must reside upon the land for 
five years before they could obtain title. We did away with 
the commutation clause of the land laws which exists with ref- 
erence to other lands and by which a man who has entered a 
homestead with the understanding that he will live upon the 
homestead for five years before he gets title can get summary 
title at the end of fourteen months by the payment of a dollar 
and a quarter an acre. And why did we do that? Because 
we found that the men who were desirous of obtaining the con- 
trol of large areas of land were making use of the homestead 
act, through their retainers and employees and others, to secure 
title at the end of a year and a half by the operation of the com- 
mutation clause. So solicitous were we to prevent even that 
limited form of concentration that in the act itself we did away 
with the commutation clause so far as the land affected by the 
irrigaion law was concerned. 

Not only that, but we went further, and we took measures 
to break up the existing concentration of land in that entire 
region. How? You say these rights were vested, the title of the 
land secured absolutely beyond the control of the Government 
of the United States. We did it in this way: We provided 
that in the storage of water and in this great work of con- 
ducting the water out by high-line ditches, so that it could 
be brought within the reach of the land belonging to the 
settlers, the Government could supply water to existing settle- 
ments, the purpose of the act being not so much to secure the 
reclamation and sale of Government lands as to aid as a mat- 
ter of public policy in the development of the West itself. We 
realized that existing communities starving for water ought to 
have their needs supplied first, if necessary. But how did we 
limit that? Did we provide that the landowners, owning from 
a thousand to ten thousand and fifteen thousand acres of land, 
‘should obtain water from the Government by paying the stipu- 
lated price and thus secure water rights and perpetuate their 
monopoly? Oh, no; we provided that the landowner could get 
water for only 160 acres under that act. 

That was apparently hard upon many landowners who had 
acquired large ranches in that region in entire good faith; and 
yet, as a matter of fact, it was no hardship, for the completion 
of the project and the bringing of this water within the reach 
of these large areas of land in single ownership gave addi- 
tional value to the land itself—a value which it had not before 
and made it available for settlement. So that a landowner could 
divide his tract up into 160-acre farms, sell them in good faith 
to actual settlers, and each settler could secure from the Goy- 
ernment a water right for 160 acres; and thus we not only 
guarded against land monopoly in the future, but we passed a 
measure which will tend to the gradual amelioration of the 
existing conditions of land monopoly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me 
to state a figure or two in connection with the line of his argu- 
ment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

_ Mr. HEYBURN. I find from the census of 1900 that in Ne- 
yada the average size of the farms is 1,174.7 acres, while in 
Oklahoma the average size of the farms is only 251.5 acres; 
that in Nevada only 8 per cent of the total area of the State is 
taken up, while in Oklahoma 22.2 per cent is taken up. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I dare say the statistics the Senator gives 
are correct. It is accounted for by the fact that Oklahoma is 
largely a humid State and Nevada is an arid State, where the 
soil can only be cultivated by irrigation, and that means the ex- 
perditure of large sums of money in reclamation works. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the statehood bill, together 
with the amendments as made in the Senate, be reprinted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 


asks for a reprint of the statehood bill. 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from New be Mr. 
Kean], I believe, wishes to have an executive session. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to move an executive session. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is 5 o'clock. 

Mr. KEAN. It will take only a minute. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 5 o'clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 11, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Is there objection? The 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1905. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
David E. Thompson, of Nebraska, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary at that place to be ambassador ex- 


traordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil, 
to fill an original vacancy. 
AUDITOR OF THE ISLAND OF PORTO RICO. 

Thomas W. Hynes, of New York, to be auditor of the island 
of Porto Rico, to succeed Erastus S. Rockwell, now serving un- 
der a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate, who has resigned to take effect on the appointment of 
his successor. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Ernest Coldwell, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the fifth district of Tennessee, to succeed John E. 
McCall, nominated to be United States district judge for the 
western district of Tennessee. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 
905. 


CONSUL. 
Harold L. Lyon, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 
States at Chungking, China. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Henry M. Hoyt, of California, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Alaska, and assign him to division No. 2. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 
Ira A. Abbott, of Massachusetts, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
MARSHALS. 
Clinton D. MacDougal, of New York, to be United States mar- 
shal for the northern district of New York. 
John B. Robinson, of Pennsylvania, to be United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Robert W. Tayler, of Ohio, to be United States district judge 
for the northern district of Ohio. 
POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 
Nimrod S. Walpole to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county 
of Pueblo and State of Colorado. 
FLORIDA, 
George J. Arnow to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Alachua and State of Florida. 
GEORGIA. 
Clark Grier to be postmaster at Dublin, in the county of 
Laurens and State of Georgia, in place of Clark Grier. 
MARYLAND. 
William Hall Harris to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the 
county of Baltimore and State of Maryland. i 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Maggie Fox to be postmaster at Michigan, in the county of 
Nelson and State of North Dakota. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mary J. Russell to be postmaster at Vilas, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 
Charles S. Shindel to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the 
county of Schuylkéll and State of Pennsylvania. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Joseph H. Abbey to be postmaster at St. George, in the 
county of Dorchester and State of South Carolina, 
Frank C. Cain to be postmaster at St. Matthews, in the 
county of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina. 
James G. Harper to be postmaster at Seneca, in the county of 
Oconee and State of South Carolina. 
TENNESSEE, 
William E. Byers to be postmaster at Tracy City, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Tennessee. 
William T. Smythe to be postmaster at Mountain City, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Tennessee. 
TEXAS. 
Theophilus F. Berner to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the 
county of Clay and State of Texas. 
Joshua Cooke, jr., to be postmaster at Longview, in the county 
of Gregg and State of Texas. 
Kittie L. Edwards to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the 
county of Bastrop and State of Texas. 
Jerra L. Hickson to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Cooke and State of ‘Texas. 
Henry Liem to be postmaster at Center, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Texas. 
Adelia C. Pruitt to be postmaster at Lindale, in the county of 
Smith and State of Texas. 
Charles Real to be postmaster at Kerrville, in the county of 
Kerr and State of Texas. 
Andrew J. Reeder to be postmaster at Granger, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Texas. 
L. E. Robbins to be postmaster at Quanah, in the county of 
Hardeman and State of Texas. 
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TUESDAY, January 10, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
the bill (H. R. 17473) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of or- 
der upon the bill. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order upon the bill. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported the bill (II. R. 17474) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order. 

INDIAN CONTRACT SCHOOLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- 
leged report on a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents 
the following report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
inform the House of Representatives whether or not any funds of the 
United States, or the principai or interest of any Indian trust funds 
or other moneys of any Indian tribe, are being expended or have been 
authorized to expended for support of any Indian contract schools 
other than Government schools; and if any of said funds are being so 
expended, or the expenditure authorized by his Department, to state 
for what purpose authorized, the amount thereof, the authority for 
making such expenditure, and whether or not the consent of the In- 
dians interested has been first secured therefor, covering the period 
since January 1, 1903. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House reso- 
lution 394, 2 S resolution of inquiry, beg leave to report same back 
amended by striking out, in line 3 thereof, the words funds of the 
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United States or" and inserting in lieu thereof the word of; and as 
thus amended recommend that the resolution do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

The question was taken and the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 965. An act for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett; 

S. 3718. An act to quitclaim all the interest of the United 
States of America in and to all lands lying in the District of 
Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of John C. Rives, 
deceased ; 

S. 2705. An act for the relief of the wandering American-born 
Indians of Rocky Boy’s band, Montana ; . 

S. 3376. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire for the Government, by exchanges of public lands, the 
ownership of the private lands within certain public parks in 
the State of Califorina. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
with amendments bill of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 9548. An act for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the “ Bowman Act.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 2871. An act to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 2052. An act for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and 
Jospeh A. Springer ; 

S. 144. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the State of 
Wyoming; and 

S. 3379. An act to amend section 66 of the act of June 8, 1872, 
entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes 
relating to the Post-Office Department.” 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION AND BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolution and 
Senate bills of the following titles were taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to their appropriate committees, as indi- 
cated below: 

S. 3718. An act to quitclaim all the interest of the United 
States of America in and to all lands lying in the District of 
Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of John C. Rives, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 965. An act for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 3376. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire for the Government, by exchanges of public lands, the 
ownership of the private lands within certain public parks in 
the State of California—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Senate concurrent resolution 90: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the Report on 
the Development of the Merchant Marine and American Commerce, and 
of the testimony taken in connection therewith, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House 


of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Merchant Marine 
Commission, of which latter 100 copies shall be bound in half morocco— 


to the Committee on Printing. 

S. 144. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the State of 
Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 3379. An act to amend section 66 of the act of June 8, 1872, 
entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes 
relating to the Post-Office Department —to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. R 

S. 2705. An act for the relief of the wandering American- 
born Indians of Rockyboy’s band, Montana—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also the following House bill with Senate amendments: 

H. R. 9548. An act for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
mile as the “Bowman Act’—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

S. 1352. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; 

S. 5088. An act to aid the Western Alaska Construction Com- 


pany ; 

§. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short; 

S. 1753. An act for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy; 

S. 6368. An act providing for the interment in the District of 
Columbia of the remains of Rose Dillen Seager ; 

S. 1501. An act for the relief of James F. McIndoe; 

S. R. 84. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of permits 
to committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of the in- 
auguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, ete.; and 

S. R. 79. Joint resolution granting the temporary cy 
of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, D. C., 
for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
‘of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 15317. An act to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, Ark.; and 

H. R. 2510. An act for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albermarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, N. C. 

` CURRENCY BILL, 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions, and pending that 
motion, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge [Mr. BART- 
LETT] if we can not come to an agreement to vote at 4 o’clock 
on the bill; that the previous question be considered as ordered, 
and that we take a vote at 4 o’clock. I ask that for the conven- 
jence and information of Members on both sides of the House 
who would like to be present and vote on the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, replying to the gentleman 
from Connecticut, to the suggestion and request, as I understand 
it, only the first section of the bill has been considered. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. i 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, and the gentleman from New Jersey 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to come to a vote 
on those amendments now, both the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi and the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 5 

Mr. BARTLETT. Probably some one else may desire to be 
heard on that, I do not know. Some of us have not been heard 
at all on this bill. , 

- Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There will be four hours. 

Mr BARTLETT. I do not desire to make an agreement now, 
I am not in a position to make it, I will say to the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand the gentleman is in 
charge of the bill on that side by unanimous consent 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was at one time and am now as I under- 
stand it, but the gentleman understands the various phases this 
bill has assumed, very extraordinary in some particulars, which 
resulted in the gentleman from Mississippi, as he ought to have 
done, taking charge of it at one time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely will- 
ing to accept the statement of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT]. à 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will say to the gentleman that we de- 
sire a vote on this amendment, and I have another amendment 
to offer to another section, and when that section is reached I 
will do so. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am satisfied to go ahead with 
the understanding that we will press the bill to a conclusion 
at 4 o'clock, if possible, without any agreement to that effect. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Before the House resolves itself into the 
Committee of the Whole, I desire to ask the House to give me 
permission to extend any remarks I may make to the Com- 
mittee of the. Whole in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair ,hears none. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why not make it general? I 
make a request in general for all members on this bill. j 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, for reasons 
given by me at the last session, I will object to that and all 
similar requests. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Him]. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4831) to improve currency conditions, 
with Mr. DAIZELL in the chair. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I was going to ask for a yote on 
the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment was 
long since exhausted. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 


[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last three words. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WII Iaus! 
ought to be defeated, and that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow Ler] ought to be adopted. 
I want to state briefly why I think this course ought to be pur- 
sued. For a period of many years the practice has been growing 
up in several States of collecting interest upon State and munici- 
pal deposits, until that system is now quite generally estab- 
lished. I see no reason why it should not in some form be ap- 
plied to the deposits made by the Government of the United 
States. It is conceded here that it is impossible to so adjust 
the revenues that they shall each day equal expenditures, and 
consequently we must at times have either a deficit or a sur- 
plus. If we haye a surplus, it must be deposited or withdrawn 
from circulation, to the detriment of the business of the coun- 
try. If it is to be deposited, why should the Government of the 
United States not derive some reasonable compensation for the 
use of its money as other depositors do? I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, first, 
because it seeks to obtain interest with the existing system of 
bond-secured loans, a thing I believe to be impossible. 

I think it has been demonstrated on this floor that under the 
system of bond security required there is no such a margin of 
profit in handling Government deposits as that interest can be 
obtained upon them under existing conditions. There is one 
thing that has not been mentioned: He who takes a deposit 
under existing law takes it under the peril of a declining bond 
market. These 2 per cent bonds at one time were at one dollar 
and ten, and to-day they are at one dollar four and a half. We 
have a falling amount of Government deposits resulting in the 
withdrawal of bonds that are being thrown upon the market, 
and consequently a falling in the price of the bonds. 

Some of the gentleman in our region who have taken these de- 
posits have had them in part soon withdrawn, and have been 
compelled to sell their bonds upon the then market at such a 
substantial loss over the price paid as to more than wipe out 
the profits of the enterprise. Therefore an attempt to get in- 
terest on a bond-secured loan, in my judgment, would be futile: 
There is not enough of profit in it even if the bonds remain 
stationary, but with a falling amount of Government deposits 
and a consequent falling of bonds, the loss upon the bonds will 
more than offset any profit under existing law. I am op 
in any event, to the principle of competitive bids for this 
money. This is the money of all the people of the United 
States, and every part and section of the United States is enti- 
tled to obtain it upon the same rates of interest. It is highly 
improper, in my judgment, for the Government of the United 
States to loan the money that belongs to all the people at one 
rate to the people of the South and of the West and at another 
and a different rate to the people of the East. Yet that will 
be the direct result of competition for this money in the way of 
bids. 

(The time of Mr. Surrn of Iowa having expired, by unani- 
mous consent, at the request of Mr. FowiIrn, his time was ex- 
tended until he could conclude his remarks.) 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, would the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. How would competitive bid- 
ding between the banks operate to fix one rate of interest in 
one part‘of the country and a different rate in another? 

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. I will answer that as best I can, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. COC KRAN of New York. It is very important, the gen- 
tleman will see. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is somewhat difficult, perhaps, in 
view of the conflicting opinions upon the two sides of this House, 
but if, as claimed by that side of this Chamber, this money is 
more valuable in the West and the South, where interest rates 
are higher than they are in the East, then the direct effect would 
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be to produce a higher bid in the West and South than in the 
East, and a higher rate of interest. 

Mr. BOWIE. Would they not get it all, then? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If they could absorb it all perhaps they 


would, if their security was sufficient. Otherwise the balance 
would be awarded to those sections where the rate of interest 
was lower. If I should answer the question from the standpoint 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], then I should say 
that the bidding would probably be higher in the East than in 
the West and South, but both sides agree that this money is not 
of equal value in all parts of the country for loaning purposes, 
and therefore the bids would of necessity vary as to rates of 
interest. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to disassociate myself with that statement right now. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am attempting to answer the gentle- 
man’s question from the standpoint of the various gentlemen 
upon this floor. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I am sure the gentleman will 
allow me to say, merely to prevent confusion of thought in his 
own mind, when he states all are agreed on a certain proposition, 
it is eminently proper that I should state that I do not agree 
to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I humbly beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon if I haye misinterpreted his attitude on this 
question. I have understood the gentlemen on the other side 
to be practically a unit on the proposition that this money was 
more profitable in the places where the rate of interest was 
higher than in the places where the rate of interest was lower. 
If I am mistaken in supposing the gentleman to be in accord- 
ance with that theory, I beg his pardon. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I knew the gentleman need 
only be assured of that to clear the matter up. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, let us see whether or not this 
bond-secured loan system is a desirable system. First, let us 
see what would be the measure of safety in the system pre- 
scribed by the so-called “ Fowler amendment,” That amend- 
ment provides that no more thn 25 per cent of the capital stock 
of any bank shall be deposited under this system in that bank. 
It is, indeed, a small and inferior bank that does not have as 
much of deposits and surplus as it has of capital stock. 

Take the small form of bank, that inferior form of bank so 
far as this character of security is concerned, and the deposit 
of 25 per cent of the capital stock would be 123 per cent of its 
assets. Futile indeed is a system of national examination of 
banks if a bank examiner can not discover that the capital is 
even measurably impaired before the assets have been squan- 
dered in excess of 873 per cent of their total. Yet under this 
system proposed of making these loans a lien upon the assets 
of the bank the Government could sustain no loss even in this 
small bank until after this 874 per cent of its assets have been lost, 
and with an ordinary bank, where the deposits far exceed the 
capital, a still larger percentage of the assets must be squan- 
dered before there would be any measure of doubt as to the Goy- 
ernment collecting its deposits in full. Oh, but gentlemen say, 
it will impair the rights of the depositor. How can it mate- 
rially impair the rights of the depositor? The Government to- 
day has the bank take its best collateral in excess of the amount 
the Government loans, and it has the bank put it in the Govern- 
ment Treasury, and takes a lien upon it and pays its claim in 
full out of the assets of the bank before the depositor can get a 
5-cent piece. In what material way would the depositor be 
worse off with a lien upon the body of the assets than he is 
when the Government takes from the coffers of the bank its as- 
sets in excess of the amount of the Government loan—takes 
them into its own custody and holds them to secure the Govern- 
ment loan? So it seems to me that we may find that if the 
Fowler amendment, so-called, is adopted the depositors will not 
be injured and the Government would be secured and then the 
banks, freed from paying enormous premiums upon bonds, can 
well afford to pay a reasonable interest to the Government. 
What interest ought that to be? It ought to be the interest that 
the New York banks, where the rates of interest are low, pay to 
their depositors, their correspondents throughout the West and 
South, upon daily balances. 

If the New York banks can afford to pay 2 per cent on the 
deposits of western banks from day to day, then they can, 
when freed from these premiums upon bonds and the like, af- 
ford to pay the same interest upon the deposits of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is not safe to say they could or 
would pay more to the Government than they are paying upon 
western and southern deposits now. If, then, that is the 
utmost we can reasonably expect to get from the banks where 
the rate of interest is the lowest, then that is all that ought to 


be paid by the people of the South and West, where the rates of 
interest may chance to be higher for this common money of all 
the people. We would not only obtain abundant security with- 
out injuring the depositor and obtain a considerable revenue in 
the form of interest, but we would accomplish other objects, in 
my judgment, greatly to be desired. No man will claim that a 
2 per cent bond of the United States ought to be worth as an 
investment more than par, and no man will claim that such a 
bond would be worth more than par but for the fact that it is 
made an essential of national-bank circulation and national- 
bank depositories. As soon as this amendment went into effect 
this great body of 2 per cent bonds now held as security for Goy- 
ernment loans would be released. The result would probably 
be, in the first instance, a still further decline in price, but the 
immediate effect also would be to swell the national-bank cir- 
culation of the United States. No bank would continue to hold 
these bonds thus released as a mere investment without utiliz- 
ing them in some way, and so you would find a prompt expan- 
sion of the national-bank circulation. If they were not all ab- 
sorbed in that way some decline would necessarily remain in 
their price. Nor would that, in my judgment, be a calamity, 
because this Government, when it has surplus revenues, is in 
the habit of buying its outstanding bonds. For the honor of the 
country we want our bonds at par, but when we have surplus 
revenues it is against our interest, when we want to buy bonds, 
to have them abnormally forced above par by providing by law 
that they shall be the only security for circulation and for loans 
from the Government. 

We have forced these bonds up in the market as against our- 
selves until there has been nothing to be gained in the last few 
years by buying them in the open market. So that this meas- 
ure would secure the depositors as well as they are secured now, 
would secure the Government of the United States as well as it 
is secured now, and pay a handsome revenue to the Government 
of the United States, would increase the circulating medium of 
the United States, and if the Government wanted to buy its 
obligations would enable it to buy them cheaper upon the mar- 
ket than it is now able to do. In view of these suggestions it 
seems to me that this is a beneficent measure, and that it ought 
to be enacted into law. [Applause.] 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will address myself for a 
few moments to the first section of the pending bill. Discus- 
sion heretofore has been consumed almost entirely with refer- 
ence to the amendment. I desire to say that I am in sympathy 
with and propose to favor the amendment asking for interest 
upon the deposits, but I desire to call attention for a few mo- 
ments to the merits of the original proposition. 

Under the existing law the deposit of customs duties can not 
be made in the banks, but must be forwarded from all points 
where collected for deposit in the Treasury of the United 
States, thereby withdrawing that money from circulation and 
depriving the business and the industries of the country of the 
use of that money. Now, I say as a proposition it is far better 
for the country that the money should be in the banks without 
interest than to be in the Treasury without interest. It does 
not bear interest when it is in the Treasury, neither will it bear 
interest now if it should be deposited under existing law in the 
banks; but when in the banks it would be in the channels of 
trade and commerce and therefore useful to business. 

I desire also to call attention to another practice. I desire to 
ask your attention for a moment to a section in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for 1902. I read from page 67: 

At present the purchase of outstanding Government bonds for the 
credit of the sinking fund affords the only method of returning surplus 
public revenues to the channels of trade after they have been once 
covered into the Treasury. The Department is 8 to deposit 
current internal-revenue and other receipts, except customs, with na- 
tional banks upon satisfactory security, but this method affords very 
tardy relief in case of monetary stringency. On the other hand, the 
purchase of bonds invites a contraction of national-bank circulation 
for the purpose of disposing of the bonds pledged for its security at 
the advanced price which usually prevails whenever the Government 
becomes a purchaser. ‘Thus the object sought to be attained is counter- 
acted. If authority were granted to make deposits without security 
after gee examination, and at such rates of interest that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury might determine, quite an element of elasticit: 
would be provided whenever a surplus of revenue existed. By ad- 
vancing or lowering the rate of interest an equilibrium could be main- 
tained throughout the country, and the interest charge would more 
than cover any loss. 

But if it should be deemed unwise to permit the loaning of public 
funds without specific security, it certainly would be well to authorize 
deposits direct m the Treasury and, as now, upon satisfactory se- 
If such authority had existed during the last few months the 
something more than $20,000,000 which was paid to the owners of 
Governinent bonds would have been deposited in a large number of 


reserve cities throughout the country, and the relief afforded would 
have been equally permanent and more widely appreciated. 


I desire also to call your attention to some specific facts on 
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this question, in the purchase of bonds for the sinking fund. 
I read from page 23 of the same report, as follows: 
The amount of interest-bearing debt outstanding July 1, 1901, was 
$987,141,010. On that date the Government was still 
United States bonds for the sinking fund, and such purchases were 
continued with slight intermissions until March 15, 1902. The total 
amount purchased and charged to the sinking fund for the fiscal year 
1902 was $56,071,730, and the disbursement was $70,410,941.33. 
I also read from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for 1901. 


It soon became my & pew however, that there would be an excessive 
accumulation of public funds in the Treasury, and on October 31 the 
announcement was made that purchases would be resumed upon the 
basis of 1.726 interest return for the three classes of short-term bonds, 
and upon a basis of 1.906 for the 4 per cent bonds, loan of 1925. This 
latter basis represented, approximately, the market value of those 
bonds. The amount purchased from October 31 to November 15, in- 
clusive, was $6,995,950 and the disbursement therefor was $8,802,- 
478.67. The total amount of bonds purchased and charged to the sink- 
ing fund of 1902 from July 1 to November 15, inclusive, was 
$33,114,420, and the amount disbursed was $41,982,986.39. 


Thus it will be seen—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I ask that the gentleman be 
granted five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HL] asks that the time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PavcetT] be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PADGETT. Thus it will be seen that in the purchase 
for the account of the sinking fund in order to get the money 
out of the Treasury back into circulation to meet the business 
needs of the country the Government paid $14,339,211.33 pre- 
mium on $56,000,000 of bonds purchased. 

I say that such a system is an outrage. It is unfair to the 
taxpayers of the country. It ought not to be perpetuated. 
This first section of the bill proposes to remedy that defect. 
The necessity for its continuance has long since passed. This 
enactment was put in force during the civil war, when specie 
payment was not in force, when we had but little metallic 
money in the country, and in order to get gold this provision of 
law was made requiring customs duties to be paid in gold and 
the identical money sent to the Treasury. : 

But now specie payments have been resumed. Gold is the 
basis of all circulation. All the money is determined by the 
gold value. and no longer do we actually pay in gold, but in any 
money. Why should the Government transport the money col- 
lected in Charleston, or Savannah, or in any part of Texas, or 
any other part of the United States, and send that identical 
money by express and pay the cost of transportation to place it 
in the Treasury at Washington or in some subtreasury at the 
great cost of express charges, and thereby take it out of the 
channels of trade and of business? 

Now, I say this is a plain business proposition. It has no 
politics in it; there is no more politics in this proposition 
than in the proposition of the farmer carrying a load of wheat 
to market and selling it to the best advantage. It is the plain 
business proposition of sending money to the Government and 
sending it to the Treasury without paying these enormous 
claims in order to get the money out of the Treasury back 
into the channels of commerce and the use and service of the 
people. You might take the other reports of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and you will find that from time to time when 
we have a stringency, in order to get the money out of the 
Treasury back into business channels the Government has 
resorted to the purchase of bonds at an enormous premium; 
and you will find that while it has been in force we have paid 
more than $62,000,000 on account of premiums when purchas- 
ing bonds for the sinking fund. Let us no longer submit to it, 
but adopt this plain, simple business proposition of depositing 
the money in the banks upon business principles and drawing 
upon it as we do with our internal-revenue collections. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee submit to an interruption? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee says that this is a plain business proposition, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose the gentleman from 
Tennessee had a certain amount of surplus funds, and had 
deposited half of those, by error, by mistake, or for some other 
reason, without interest. Would he consider it a business 
proposition to urge that as a reason for loaning the other half 
without interest? 


Mr. PADGETT. I would not; but, upon the contrary, I 
stated that I was in favor of the gentleman's proposition for 
interest. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. Now, then, the gentle- 
man is a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the gentleman voted for 
this bill with this first clause in it, without my amendment, and 
without any amendment like it, and brought it in here, lending 
the other half of the revenues of the Government of the United 
States to the national banks without any interest. Was any 
motion made in the committee? Now, I am not asking any of 
the committee secrets; I am not asking how gentlemen voted. 
But was there a motion made in the committee to amend this 
first clause so that the Government could obtain interest upon 
this fund? 

a PADGETT. I do not recall that there was any motion 
made. 

Mr. FOWLER. Was not the gentleman from Tennessee 
aware of the fact that if any interest were imposed that would 
drive the money from the country entirely and locate it entirely 
in the centers? 

Mr. PADGETT. That is a debatable question, and a very 
serious question; but, independent of that question, I want to 
say plainly and emphatically that if the Government does not 
get interest upon the money while it is in the Treasury and does 
not get interest on the money while in the national banks it is 
better to have it in the banks, in the channels of trade and com- 
merce, serving the people, than it is to have it locked up in the 
Treasury, withdrawn from the channels of trade, and to all 
intents and purposes canceled and dead money. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate upon this proposition has been exhausted. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York rose. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be allowed to proceed until he has finished 
his remarks. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may pro- 
ceed until he concludes his remarks. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, this debate has 
taken so wide a course, and so many collateral and highly inter- 
esting subjects have been discussed, that it may be of service to 
the House if we can get back to the consideration of the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS] and the amendment to that amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER]. 

During the debate last week the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hit] introduced an extraordinary chart, which I have 
asked the attendants to restore to its place of prominence in 
order that I may point out a few of its peculiar characteristics. 

I have often said, Mr. Chairman, and I think the experience 
of the House will justify me, that if I were to mention the most 
demoralizing influence in the world it would not be wine that 
befuddles, or woman that misleads, or dice that impoverish, but 
a lead pencil. Give an enterprising gentleman a lead pencil and 
a sheet of paper sufficiently large and it is not easy to measure 
the confusion of thought that he can produce. [Laughter.] 

Now, this particular chart has worked such intellectual hayoe 
in many directions as to make it necessary that I should, if pos- 
sible, define just what it is that the House is discussing, The 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] has introduced a meas- 
ure providing that funds of the United States, the proceeds of 
customs collections, instead of being kept idle in the vaults of 
the Treasury shall be deposited in the banks of the country, so 
as to permit their circulation in the ordinary channels of trade. 
Now, that is a meritorious measure—a measure so mertorious 
that I should support it under any conditions. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] offered an amendment which 
I think is in the highest degree desirable and which, if it be not 
absolutely essential to the working of the measure, is absolutely 
essential to its honest working, to its upright working, to its fair 
working, to its just working, and therefore to its most meritori- 
ous working. It is that the disposition of these deposits shall 
not be controlled by the dscretion or caprice or possibly the 
favoritism of some future Secretary of the Treasury, but shall 
be regulated by the operations of trade themselves, ascertained 
through the banks themselves. 

Now, this proposal, which it seems to me is so plainly and 
obviously meritorious that no sensible or clear or just or honest 
objection can be made to it, the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. HILL] opposes, and he seeks to meet it not with arguments 
intelligible to the ordinary mind, but with this extraordinary 
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and mystifying chart. It is a peculiar feature of nearly all 
misleading economic productions that they generally start from 
some point very close to the soundest truth. 

There was a very extraordinary publication which played an 
important part in the political campaigns of this country some 
eight or ten years ago. Gentlemen on the other side and I dis- 
sented strongly from its authority. It was known as Coin’s 
Financial School. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we concede one 
original assumption in that remarkable production, its argument 
was unanswerable. It proceeded on the assumption that price 
and value are identical terms, and if that were conceded the 
argument of Mr. Harvey was absolutely unanswerable. Of 
course, those of us who dissented from it believed that while 
prices might be controlled by legislation, values were beyond the 
power of any government to affect by its laws. We regarded 
prices as the expression of values, just as we regard linear 
measures as the expression of distances. We knew that the 
legislature might to-morrow change the length of the yard. It 
might, for instance, provide that instead of 36 inches the yard 
should hereafter consist of 18 inches. And if such legislation 
had been accomplished, why, whenever a man wanted a suit of 
clothes he must order twice as many yards as he would order 
now, but he would not use any more cloth. He would use pre- 
cisely the same quantity of material, because his outlines would 
remain the same and his necessities would not be disturbed. 

And so with values. We believe that while the legislature 
might easily change the character of its coinage, and by reduc- 
ing the number of gold grains in the dollar might require us to 
give twice as much for everything we need as we give now, yet 
when we came to exchange our commodities, the commodities 
we produce for the commodities we need, we would have to 
give just as much as we do now and our conditions would not 
be in any way changed. 

Now, you will perceive, Mr. Chairman, that once you grant 
the proposition that prices and yalues are interchangeable 
terms, it is the easiest thing in the world to argue that the 
legislature can increase values. The power to increase values 
involves, of course, the power to bestow the increase on some- 
-body, and if the legislature can make everybody rich, nothing 
is simpler than to show that it should proceed to make us all 
as rich as possible, without delay. 

In the chart of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
we find an argument, or a conception, or a production, not 
quite so ambitious, but quite as intricate and quite as falla- 
cious. My friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], in order to re- 
sist the perfectly simple, honest proposal of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]—a proposal which between 
individuals would be so obviously proper that nobobdy would 
dispute it—proceeds to give us a chart in which we are told 
that there are three mysterious zones in which capital seems 
to experience different emotions, obey different laws, exercise 
different functions, and to reap different rewards. I do not 
know precisely how capital of the same degree or nature or 
quantity as other capital could be kept in a 2 per cent region 
when there is a 10 per cent region hungering for its advent. 

How does that 10 per cent region maintain the rampart which 
guards its integrity and exclude competition? How is the 6 per 
cent capital prevented from obtaining access to the richer and 
more fruitful 10 per cent field? Does the 2 per cent New York 
capital fear getting cold feet up in Minnesota, or sunstroke in 
Florida, or chills and fever on the banks of the Missouri, or, 
perhaps, bad temper in Colorado? [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, this general belief— 
I do not know of any error more widespread—that capital can 
be separated and segregated; that capital held in New York 
can be treated as different from capital held in Philadelphia 
or in Minnesota, is wholly erroneous. There is no such differ- 
ence. There is no 10 per cent or 2 per cent belt in this country. 
This whole conception of banking is a vicious conception which 
has been denounced thousands of times from the other side 
as the very essence of Populistic extravagance, and yet it is 
now asserted by the mouths of gentlemen who claim to be the 
special representatives of sound money. There is no distinc- 
tion between capital in New York and capital in New Orleans. 
Capital is the one element of human civilization that has neither 
prejudice of race, nor country, nor creed, nor climate. It is 
always in active competition, but it is competing for opportuni- 
ties to serve the community. Laborers compete for employ- 
ment, but it will take 10, or 15, or 20 per cent difference in 
wages to move a man very far. Thirty per cent would hardly 
move a man from Chicago to New York, because it costs the 
laborer a great deal to travel; he has ties of family, ties of 
association, which operate to restrict his movements, but cap- 
ital is bound to no place by a single tie. For one-eighth of 
1 per cent, for the cost of a postage stamp, you can send 


twenty millions, fifty millions, one hundred millions from New 
York to San Francisco, and, for the cost of a telegram, you 
can send it in the twinkling of an eye. How, then, does the 
gentleman from Connecticut reach these extraordinary and 
misleading figures? I will tell you. He takes time loans in 
Minnesota with one character of security and compares those 
with call loans in New York upon much higher security and on 
such conditions that the bank can recall it at a moment’s 
notice. 

There is not a loan made in New York on call that could not 
be duplicated by a similar loan in Minneapolis or Wisconsin, 
or in the Northwest or the Southwest upon the same conditions 
and upon a like security. What is the function of a national 
bank? What is the function of any bank? Why, Mr. Chairman, 
it is an agency, by which the funds of the whole country are 
made ayailable to every part of it. The funds of New York are 
just as available in Mississippi, in Minnesota, in Kansas, or in 
Colorado as they are in Williams street, around the corner from 
the New York Stock Exchange. Let there be a demand for 
capital upon call security, and it makes no difference what part 
of the country that demand comes from. So far from fearing 
the national banks, so far from distrusting their officers, so far 
from feeling distrustful of the operation of the banks anywhere, 
I regard that form of mercantile association as a high develop- 
ment of human civilization, a manifestation of the strong human 
tendency to offer the aid everywhere of the utmost limit of 
human ingenuity and human resources anywhere. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am delighted to see that the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. H] applauds that sentiment, for it 
is largely at variance with this table that he brought here and 
which separates capital into three hostile camps, all apparently 
kept from preying upon each other by some form of rampart 
or intrenchment. [Laughter.] 

Let me explain why it is that he was able to summon a wit- 
ness from the bystanders to say that in Minnesota banks have 
exacted 10 per cent interest on certain loans. The fallacy of the 
assumption is that all the funds of banks in Minnesota are 
loaned at 10 per cent and all the funds of banks in New York 
loaned at 2 per cent. Sueh a statement is in direct violation of 
the facts. Funds are loaned in banks everywhere on practically 
the same conditions. No bank could loan all its funds at 10 per 
cent. Every national bank and every bank must first of all 
keep a portion of its funds literally in cash, ready to pay over 
the counter on the demand of its depositors. The amount of 
that cash reserve the bank estimates for itself, according to the 
daily average of its demands. Next, a portion of its funds is 
kept in practically liquid form—that is, on call loans, drawing 
but a small rate of interest—so that in the event of sudden de- 
mand they can be available almost immediately to meet the 
exigencies of a sudden occasion. Country banks, where call 
loans are unknown, keep this portion of their funds on deposit 
in New York, where they draw interest, but at a low rate, 
sni being always available on draft they are practically call 

oans, 

Next, there are loans for a short time, for thirty days, which, 
maturing in a brief space, are in case of urgent demand easily 
conyerted into cash. Next, there are loans at sixty days, which 
are harder to dispose of and which are, therefore, a more remote 
reserve. Then, there are loans of ninety days, which are the 
limit for commercial paper. This in a city bank would be the 
last citadel of its resources. Each of these time loans draws a 
higher rate of interest in proportion to the length of time it 
runs. When the gentleman speaks of a 2 per cent loan, he is 
talking simply of loans that are made from day to day—one por- 
tion of bank investments—and compares them with time loans, 
an entirely different feature of banking operation. At the very 
same time in New York that the call-loan rate is 2 per cent, time 
loans command 4 and 5 per cent, yet even what are known as 
time loans“ in New York are not in any way analogous to those 
10 per cent loans in Minnesota of which he speaks and between 
which he undertakes to draw a comparison. “Time loans,” so 
called, in New York mean loans not upon the personal security 
of a man, but loans against a deposit of securities exactly like 
call loans, except that each loan has a given time to run, and 
the lender has always the right, in the event of a contraction in 
the value of securities, to demand that additional margin be sup- 
plied. To find in New York anything analogous to this 10 per 
cent Minnesota loan of which the gentleman speaks, you must 
take loans on commercial paper, on which the rate is seldom 
below 6, 7, or 8 per cent. Nearly all commercial paper sells 
with a discount, which, taken in connection with the rate of 
interest, makes such loans yield 6, 7, 8, and as much as 10 per 
cent. I am not speaking now of a few houses, like the house of 
H. B. Claflin & Co., whose paper has a special value, but the 
average commereial paper offered to banks commands rates 
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ranging all the way from 6 to 10 and even 11 per cent. These 
particular loans made in Minnesota, to which the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HLL] refers, are loans made against 
farming enterprises. These are loans, I am informed, which 
run for about four months. The long period they have to run 
operates to make them extremely undesirable. 

The fact that the farmer has no commercial rating, and there- 
fore that his note can not be offered in the public market place 
like a piece of commercial paper, also militates against its 
value; and because it is a long-time note, issued from a source 
which has no particular commercial rating, it necessarily com- 
mands a very high rate of interest, whether discounted in New 
York or Minnesota. Some of that bank’s loans, of which the 
gentlemen speak, were of this character, and quite naturally 
they are at the rate of 10 per cent. But to pretend that all the 
funds of any bank are loaned at that rate, to pretend that you 
can take the place where some such loans are made, as a fixed 
zone where rates are different from what they are in New York, 
is to misrepresent or to totally misunderstand the operation of 
banking. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when we consider that wherever you de- 
posit these funds they are almost certain to find their way to 
New York in any event; that whether you place them with a 
bank in one State or another; they are almost sure to form part 
of the reserve which that bank places on deposit with its New 
York correspondent; this attempt to dam up the flow of this 
particular stream of our currency is ridiculous and preposter- 
ous. To urge, as it has been urged by the gentlemen on the other 
side, that in banking it is necessary to treat the different sections 
of this country as being governed by irreconcilably hostile con- 
ditions and interests is to do violence, not merely to the facts, 
but, in my judgment, to the obligations of patriotism. 

We have no hostile sections of this country in any respect. 
Their interests are all identical. Every bank throughout this 
country is interested in the rate of money in New York. By 
that will be governed the rate of interest upon its own deposits 
and its own facilities to oblige its own customers. Attempts 
to treat them as being on separate planes, belonging to separate 
countries, tied up in separate zones, governed by separate inter- 
ests, exposed to separate risks, are attempts to inflame hos- 
tilities that it should be the objects of patriotism, of enlight- 
enment, and of civilization to stamp out as delusions of a darker 
age. 7 

I would have been quite prepared for some of the speeches 
from the other side if they had been delivered by Kansas popu- 
lists. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], who is 
about to proceed to the other House by the unanimous suffrages 
of his party, delivered an address here before the recess in 
which he declared that I stood on this floor representing the 
banks in New York in a scheme to oppress and plunder, or at 
least invade the rights and privileges of banks elsewhere. 

I am not here to plead in defense of my own morals. Per- 
haps if the banks in New York could find it to their profit 
to have an assault made upon the other banks of the country I 
might be capable of leading it. If denial of such an imputation 
be necessary, it would be useless and I shan't detain the com- 
mittee with it. But gentlemen who profess your financial faith 
ought to know that its very corner stone is that hostility between 
sections of this country can spring only from delusions as to 
the conditions that govern commerce; that every bank through- 
out the whole country is intimately and profoundly interested 
in the condition of every other bank; that a system which would 
try to strike down prosperity in any corner of this land would 
promptly be reflected in falling prices and clouding prospects 
everywhere—in New York first of all. Sir, the point of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi goes 
far beyond a provision to obtain for the Government the rey- 
enues to which it is entitled. That amounts to a substantial 
sum, but this country is so rich that the mere effect upon is 
revenues may be treated as of comparatively slight significance. 

The important feature of it is the justice that underlies it. 
Sir, you can not violate justice in one particular and hope that 
your violation is the only one that will be perpetrated. There 
is nothing about injustice so remarkable as its fecundity. 
Every deed of wrong will breed a thousand imitators. The 
gentleman from Mississippi, in words prophetic, warns you that 
attempts to favor certain national banks would result in form- 
ing a precedent that hereafter may be quoted by a misguided 
though perhaps well-meaning men to the confusion and 
disorder of commerce and of government. He reminded you 
of the general opposition that arose from both sides of this 
House, and indeed from the whole country, when the Ocala 
platform was adopted and farmers of the South and West 
demanded that they should be given loans from the Treasury 


at 2 per cent in amounts, I believe, to be fixed by themselves, 
Well, that was a ridiculous demand, a ridiculous suggestion which 
the common sense of both parties opposed and rejected. But as 
between loaning the money of the Treasury to farmers at 2 per 
cent and loaning it to the banks for nothing I ask you to take your 
choice on the score of morality. These banks want nothing but 
justice. To that they are entitled to the last degree. There is 
but one injury you can do them, and that is attempting to give 
them any special favor. The Government can not extend a 
special favor without perpetrating an injustice. Injustice 
works injury in all directions. It works injury to its victim, 
but it works a far deadlier injury to its beneficiary. The 
natural operations of these banks are in the highest degree 
helpful to the body politic. Do not place an imputation upon 
all their healthful operations by giving them funds for nothing, 
at least without asking them in competition among themselves 
if they are ready to pay for them. 

Now, disposing of the table or chart of the gentleman from 
Connecticut with the brief statement that it“ might be inter- 
esting, if true,” let us proceed to consider the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey, which has some merit and to 
which, I think, there are some objections. The gentleman from 
New Jersey concedes the right of the Government to demand 
interest from banks of deposit, but he coupled the concession 
with two conditions. First, he claims that the security now 
exacted from national banks should be remitted, and next 
he fixes the rate of interest to be paid by them arbitrarily at 
2 per cent. So far as the feature of his amendment remitting 
security is concerned I am inclined to think it is meritorious. 
In fact, I have no doubt about it. What is the actual condi- 
tion governing all deposits of public money? The Govern- 
ment, by its own officers, undertakes to maintain a continual 
supervision of the conditions of the national banks. 

If that scrutiny is worth anything, security is needless. The 
only possible ground for exacting security is that examinations 
are unreliable. When you exact security you discredit the 
efliciency of your examination. If a bank is not sound enough 
to be trusted with its money, the Government should close it. 
It has no right to let a bank open to be a trap for me or for 
you when it will not trust that bank itself with its own funds 
without special security. [Applause.] So far from exacting 
security, I would not even give the Government a first lien on 
the assets of a bank for its deposits, for the Government is the 
only depositor that has the power absolutely to protect itself. 
All other depositors must trust to the fidelity with which the 
Government discharges its obligations. And yet, under this 
system, we are compelled to rely on the Government for infor- 
mation about where it is safe to place our funds, to trust the 
fullness and completeness of Government examination, and, if 
our trust is betrayed and the banks turn out to be rotten, we 
are compelled to make good to the Government from our assets 
the losses which result from its own incompetency or depravity. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman, I believe, has unlimited time? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to suggest a concrete situation 
right in this connection, which occurred in my own district. 
Last July an examination of a bank with $100,000 capital was 
made. It was passed and it was all satisfactory. In August 
following, less than six weeks, the bank failed, and it turned 
out that $184,000 of notes of the bank that had been passed by 
the inspector not only had been forged, but they had been 
carried as assets for years and years and the bank directors had 
been deceived, every inspector had been deceived, and the entire 
loss of capital occurred. An assessment of 100 cents on the 
dollar was made on the stockholders, still leaving a large 
amount unpaid. Now, that is a risk that would be assumed by 
the proposition made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FOWLER]. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. And that is the risk which I 
would place upon the shoulders that are responsible for it. 
What kind of an examination was that which approved and 

notes that six weeks afterwards were found to be forged? 
What is the object of an examination except to distinguish be- 
tween forged documents and genuine ones? If the Government 
had discharged its function of examination efficiently, neither 
the Government nor the depositors could have suffered any loss. 

Mr. LACEY. A careful examination was made. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Careful? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; a careful examination. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Careful! Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, that simply turns upon different conceptions of what we 
consider is meant by the expression “ careful.” 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman would not have suspected any, 
one of those notes of being forged. The directors did not sus- 
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pect, and they were stockholders. The directors were ruined by 
the failure of the bank. Those notes were carried from year to 
year, renewed every three months, dividends were struck upon 
the forged notes, and nothing but the death of a trusted cashier 
brought to light the fearful mistake which had been made. 
Had he lived, the bank would still be continuing. I only sug- 
gest this as one of the dangers of taking our chances upon mere 
assets in the control of somebody other than the Government. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] how old those notes were? 

Mr. LACEY. The notes had been renewed every three 
months, or such a matter, and some of them had been running 
for eleven years. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask no 
stronger statement than that. That those notes could have been 
carried along eleven years in a bank is of itself absolutely in- 
comprehensible to any sane man. The fact that the examiner 
seeing these same notes renewed again and again for eleven 
months, much Jess eleven years, did not deem himself put upon 
inquiry to ascertain whether they were genuine or whether they 
were forged, is the most complete confession of inefficiency, aye, 
of criminal carelessness, which I have heard made by an apolo- 
gist of this Administration upon the floor of this House or any- 
where else. [Applause.] 

Mr LACEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. This had gone 
through several Administrations. They had been inspected by 
one bank examiner after another, and the paper was three and 
six months’ notes. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I accept all that the gentle- 
man has said as gospel. 

Mr. LACEY. It is as simple as the Chadwick matter after it 
is all over. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I do not know what the con- 
ditions in Iowa are. I do not know whether the gentleman 
wants us to understand the conditions which he describes are 
those under which he would consider a bank properly managed 
or not. If these are the conditions that he considers satisfac- 
tory for the safety and investment of bank moneys, I venture 
to assure him he will have requests for loans far beyond his 
wildest expectation. [Applause]. 

Mr. LACEY. How can you thoroughly protect the Govern- 
ment where you have got to base it wholly on the skill of the 
bank examiner, who may be deceived, and the officials also be 
ruined while they are being deceived? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, when I spoke 
before, what I said was necessarily speculative. It has now re- 
ceived the most signal confirmation. The case which the gentle- 
man points out is as palpable and clear a case of criminal neg- 
lect as it is possible to conceive. 

Neither the Government nor the depositor could have lost a 
penny if the examination of that bank had been reasonably 
diligent, and, for my part, instead of giving the Government 
special security in such a case, instead of giving it a first lien on 
the assets—ahead of the victims who had been duped and 
misled by its false assertions—I would make it come in last. 
But I would hold the officer responsible for these examinations 
and for the appointment of examiners, and his bondsmen an- 
swerable and liable for every dollar that might be imperiled by 
the failure of such institutions, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Jersey evidently 
intends to make the right of the Treasury to ask these banks 
for interest on deposit depend entirely on whether they are re- 
quired to give security or not. Now, I ask him why should not 
these banks be allowed to say for themselves whether they can 
pay interest or not under any circumstances. Why does the 
gentleman from New Jersey and the gentleman from Iowa as- 
sume that the banks can not pay interest if they are compelled 
to continue to give security? 

Mr. FOWLER. It is not a question of assumption at all. 
It is a matter of absolute demonstration, and I will now give 
you the statistics showing it. Therefore all the speech 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hate to inter- 
rupt the gentleman and to dam up the tide of information 
which he proposes to turn on, but I must respectfully submit 
that he can not give statistics as to whether the banks will bid 
for this money or not until the banks have had a chance to act 
for themselves in the matter. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his 
question? ; 

The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes; I yield to anything that 
wil] promote the fullness of discussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOWLER. I have before me a statement prepared by 
the Department on June 30, 1899, which gives the following in- 


formation with regard to the rate on loans in different parts of 
the United States: The city of Boston had an average rate of 
4 per cent on all of its loans; the city of New York had an aver- 
age rate of 4.6 per cent; the State of Mississippi had an average 
rate of 8.5 on ali loans made in all national banks in the State of 
Mississippi; the Territory of Oklahoma had an average rate on 
all loans made in Oklahoma of 10.7 per cent, and what are 
known as the Western States had an average rate of 8.5, which 
was double the rate in the New England States. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Now, do you mean on similar 
loans? 

Mr. FOWLER. Just a minute. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, I hope you will not ask 
me to wait a minute for that information; I am eager for it. 

Mr. FOWLER. If you will allow me, I will say that you can 
not have similar loans unless you have similar conditions, 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is just it. 

Mr. FOWLER. This same money that is going into New 
York and in the eastern cities, but most largely to New York, is 
not necessarily commercial money, but largely the investment 
funds of the world, and when these investment funds appear 
in the commercial market it naturally lowers the commercial 
rate. 

Now, there have been men in parts of the United States who 
have borrowed money upon Government bonds and paid 2 per 
cent a month upon them. I know that, because I did it myself 
once in Kansas, I think that completely answers the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
tell me now that if he brings Government bonds to a bank in 
New Orleans and asks for a call loan, the rate of interest 
charged would be very different from the rate in New Tork? 

Mr. FOWLER. Most assuredly. I doubt whether there was 
a call loan made below 5 per cent in New Orleans, and the 
average rate in New York is 1. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I say, upon the same se- 
curity. 

Mr. FOWLER. Upon the same security, call loans on Gov- 
ernment bonds. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Let us see, Mr. Chairman, 
what the gentleman would have us believe. The bank in New 
Orleans has a balance with a correspondent in New York. If 
the rate on call loans in New York be 2 per cent, the New 
Orleans bank can loan to this applicant upon Government 
bonds at 2} per cent, borrow the same amount in New York 
at 2 per cent, and make one-quarter of 1 per cent upon the trans- 
action. And yet the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER] 
would have us believe that the bank, from some motive or 
other, would recoil from making that profit, without any risk 
to itself or without any use of its own funds. Now, that may 
be. The gentleman may have a conception of banking which 
clothes the banker with a different morality and a different 
mentality from the rest of us, but I do not share that view. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man will permit me to interrupt him 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I quite agree with the gentle- 
man from New York that the chief trouble with the present ar- 
rangement is the favoritism, or possibility of favoritism, grow- 
ing out of leaving this entire matter within the discretion of a 
Government official. Now, in that connection I would like to 
ask him if this reflection has not presented itself to his mind in 
connection with the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Fowrxn], namely, that that favoritism, or possi- 
bility of favoritism, will not at all be done away with for this 
reason: There is no part of this country where the banks would 
not clamor to be Government depositories at 2 per cent if they 
were not required to give any security. Therefore the number 
of banks asking to become depositories would be so great that 
it would far surpass the supply of money to be loaned, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury would then be reduced again to the 
necessity of selecting in his own arbitrary discretion the deposi- 
tories at 2 per cent, just as he now selects them at no per cent. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Undoubtedly, Mr. Chairman, 
there can be no question about the correctness of that position. 
I can not for the life of me understand, notwithstanding the 
lucid explanation which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Fow.er] has undertaken to give, how any person can say here 
that the banks can not pay this or can not pay that rate of 
interest, when the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WirttAMs] simply invites them to say for them- 
selves at first hand whether they can or not. I will admit that 


the gentleman from New Jersey is the most profound, and 
respectable, and imposing, and majestic authority on this ques- 
tion in this House or in all the political world, but surely—— 
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Mr. FOWLER. If your judgment was worth anything I would 
thank you. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I have not expressed that as 
my judgment, Mr. Chairman; I have only advanced it for the 
purpose of argument, and I see already it has made the ar- 
gument ridiculous. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] No- 
where has the tribute to the gentleman been so enthusiastically 
vociferous as in his own immediate neighborhood. But I re- 
peat, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to assume, for the sake of 
argument, that the gentleman from New Jersey is the most im- 
posing, the most respectable authority on this subject in all the 
political world; but surely he is not a better authority than all 
the banks themselves acting together in a competition for their 
mutual interest. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] does not undertake to say whether or not 2 per cent is 
the correct amount; whether it is the amount that at all times 
ought to be exacted. Perhaps it is. Perhaps the gentleman from 
New Jersey is infallible on this question. Notwithstanding the 
laughter with which that last suggestion was received, I say it 
is within the bounds of human belief that he is infallible, but if 
he is the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLI J, if it go into operation, will make that infallibility 
all the clearer. Perhaps it will turn out that 2 per cent is the 
amount that should be fixed; but the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WIILIAus] simply demands that the banks themselves shall 
fix that amount, and that it shall not be fixed arbitrarily here 
by the gentleman from New Jersey and the majority of this 
House. 

If 2 per cent is the amount the banks can pay, the banks will 
say so; if 3 per cent be the amount, the banks will say so. 
There may come a time when 2 per cent would be excessive. 
In that case the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 
allows the banks, by their own action, to fix the rate at 14 per 
cent. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last analysis the distinction between 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi and the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey is this: The 
gentleman from Mississippi prescribes the rule of exact justice 
for this transaction. He holds the Government impartial be- 
tween all these banks, allowing them by their own acts to deter- 
mine in what amount and in what direction these funds should 
be distributed. The gentleman from New Jersey, doubtless 
inspired by the best of motives—here, I notice, his side does not 
laugh, but that both sides of the Chamber are serious—inspired, 
I will say, by the best motives, proposes to substitute for the 
natural operations of trade the resources of his own wisdom. 
[Laughter.] These are vast, I have no doubt—I still want 
to guard myself from derisive laughter—but not so vast as the 
resources of the national banks themselves in determining what 
they can pay for the use of these funds. 

I appeal once more to both sides of the House and beg them 
in the interest of commerce, of sound money, of the banks 
themselves, to assume on this question the position of impartial 
justice; to heed the words of warning spoken by the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HL] on Thursday last, although it 
seems to me he strangly misapprehends now their true applica- 
tion. He sounded a warning against the power of the Treasury 
to deposit vast funds in one part of this country and another. 
I reecho that warning. I appeal to both sides of the House to 
make it, if not impossible, at least as innocuous as possible, by 
compelling the Secretary of the Treasury to exercise this power 
not according to his own judgment, caprice, or favor, but ac- 
cording to the operations of trade, ascertained through compe- 
tition of its most effective agencies held under rules to be fixed 
by him. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Fowrxn] in a question by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] last week that a change of vast deposits at stated in- 
tervals might work serious disturbance in the financial world. 
Sir, I remember that in the course of that very colloquy at one 
time the gentleman from New Jersey said that the total amount 
of these deposits would be infinitesimal as affecting the general 
volume of exchange and banking operations, and in the next 
minute said it would be so great that it would seriously disturb 
all trade. 

There is no possibility of anything disturbing the channel of 
trade that can be foreseen. Any operation of finance that is 
prescribed by law that is equal, that is timely and certain, can 
never find trade unprepared or unadjusted. Let the commerce 
of this country know that these funds will be distributed every 
three months, or six months, or at any time the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, and the trade of the country will ad- 
just itself to that distribution with unfailing regularity. Nay, 
more. The rate which the market can pay will be fixed long 
before the bidding occurs and will be known to all men. Rates 


of interest are not fixed by banks arbitrarily, although here 
again the gentlemen on the other side seem to affright them- 
selyes with some extraordinary misconceptions of what banks 
must be. They seem to think these beneficent and essentially 
pacific institutions are monsters that prey on the community 
when they have a chance, and, when the community is ex- 
hausted, turn their furies upon each other. 

Sir, banks will not conspire against the welfare of the coun- 
try. Banks will not compete to the injury of each other. They 
will compete for their mutual benefit and they will operate for 
the public good. They will compete for opportunities to serve 
the people, if you do not equip them with power to plunder the 
people. It is fair to assume that where power to profit by 
plunder—that is to say, by favor—is given it will be used. 
If you allow certain banks to use these public funds with- 
out interest, I ask why don’t you allow me, why don't you 
allow others, to have the benefit of public funds without 
interest? We can use them at a profit and we can give 
security, as the banks do now. You would not listen to 
such a proposal, and your refusal does you credit. But you 
do propose to give the banks these funds without conditions. 
That is a wrong. It is giving the bank something to which it 
is not entitled. Let a bank or any other human institution 
have a chance to profit by the spoliation of its neighbor and 
that chance is yery likely to be improved. Nay, more, it can 
not fail to be improved. Banks are competitors. Under whole- 
some conditions—that is to say, with Government impartial 
between them—this competition must always be beneficial to 
the public. If, however, some banks get favors from the 
n other banks will be equally eager to seek the same 
Avors. 

No bank can stand by and allow other banks to get special 
favors without striving to share them. To remain supine while 
competitors are reaping advantages would be disloyal on the 
part of the directors. You are here creating what? Not a 
fountain of industry to which all banks must contribute by 
their very operation; not an avenue of service which all banks 
can pursue alike, each seeking the goal where its activities can 
take the form of the largest stimulus and encouragement to 
production. No. You are establishing a fountain of favor. 
You propose that the Secretary of the Tfeasury shall say to 
this bank and that bank and the other, You shall have funds, 
funds to use, funds to profit by, without returning any cor-. 
responding benefit to the Treasury. It is not the amount the 
bank will make nor the amount the Treasury will lose against 
which I protest. In my present condition I should not take 
the floor upon that question. I should not have thought it 
worth the time of the House that I have consumed. But I pro- 
test against any special favor to banks as I would protest 
against the slightest injustice to them. Nay, I protest against 
this attempt to do them favors as the very gravest injustice 
that could be done to them. I protest against it as one who 
made the fight for sound money with gentlemen on the 
other side, holding their views on this precise question, of the 
function which banks discharge, the duties they owe the public, 
and the protection to which they are entitled, always upholding 
them because I believe they were built on justice. 

Do not now discredit the cause which is triumphant by using 
its phrases and professions while perpetrating an act of favor- 
itism, which is an act of injustice balefully and malevolently 
fruitful because bound to become the parent of a sinister and 
numerous brood. 

Sir, there is but one law which should govern banking and all 
other operations of both commerce and government. That is the 
law of equal and exact justice. You have here large funds to de- 
posit. There is but one way to decide where they should go and 
that is to ascertain what banks will pay the most for the use of 
them. That will indicate where the funds themselves are most 
needed in commerce. You have no other guide which you can 
afford to follow. Forsake that and you are at once driven to 
consult the whim or caprice or some other emotion in the breast 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. You raise him to a power 
which no man can safely exercise in a democracy—aye, or under 
any other form of government. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wittrams] points you to exact and equal 
justice. It points you to sound banking, to sound morality, 

I appeal to everyone who believes that equity and sound 
morals should govern in all matters financial and matters politi- 
cal to support this amendment now and launch this substantial 
reform in the method of treating public funds, not under a 
cloud of favoritism and wrong, but under the bright sunshine of 
perfect justice to every element of.the community. [Prolonged 
applause. ] 

Mr. LILLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
I understood to say liked certain features of the bill and cer- 


tain features of the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Writ1aMs]. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if he does not think an amendment c id be offered 
including the best features of both propositions which would 
be preferable to either of them now? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I think, Mr. Chairman, that 
the suggestion of the gentleman is one that I always like to fol- 
low, and if I could think of any improvement to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi I would gladly welcome it; 
but it seems to me that amendment expresses the exact justice 
of this situation. If the gentleman can suggest any amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi which 
would improve it, I should be glad to accept it. 

Mr. LILLEY. The doing away with the bond security. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi does not touch that. I have already said 
that from my point of view for the Government to exact secur- 
ity from banks of deposit is to discredit its own examination of 
them, and that, far from giving the Government special security 
or a first lien on assets, I would make it come in last, and hold 
the officer charged with the responsibility of examination re- 
sponsible by himself and his bondsmen for every dollar of loss. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for a few moments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to address the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There was so much confu- 
sion about me I could not hear the request made by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. FOWLER. The request was that I be allowed a few 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to address the House without limiting any 
specific time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Misssissippi. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey had that permission once before. It 
seems to me that to have permission for unlimited time twice 
under the five-minute debate is—— 

Mr. FOWLER. I shall not speak over three or four minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask, then, that the gen- 
tleman may have ten minutes. Is that sufficient? 

Mr. FOWLER. Les. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I thought the request was 
for unlimited time. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, we are not dealing with 
idealism nor with sentiment nor phosphorescence. We are deal- 
ing with facts ascertainable and ascertained, and when the 
gentleman attempts to address this House for an hour upon 
an assumption which he claims was false, but literally verified 
by the facts which I have just presented to the House, it 
seems quite unnecessary that much if any reply should be 
made to him. I simply want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that in the various sections of this country the rates 
of interest are different and they are controlled by the peculiar 
conditions existing in the yarious parts of the United States; 
and I will venture to say now, without any very definite knowl- 
edge of any particular case, that now in portions of the United 
States men are paying 2 per cent a month on loans. What 
kind of loans? Probably cattle loans, where they are feeding 
cattle and where the security is absolutely good and as good 
for the money advanced as Government bonds, but the condi- 
tions in that community control rates of interest in that 


locality. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
yield? 
Mr. FOWLER. I think not. When I get through with my 


remarks I will answer any question you may ask me. 

1 COCKRAN of New York. I just had a short one at that 
point» 

Mr. FOWLER. Well, put it in pickle until I get through. 

Now, I want to say a word with regard to the incident alluded 
to by Mr. Lacey, and about bank examinations incidentally. 
Mr. Lacey gave to this House an instance that was marvelous 
in the length of time that the forgeries were carried on. The 
gentleman from New York criticised the examiners because they 
did not know that these notes were forged. Why, if you assume 
that a bank examiner can tell in a minute whether a note is 
are or not you have got to assume something they never will 
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The directors of the bank ought to inquire, the examining 
committee that examines, or should examine, the discounts of 
the bank every three or six months ought to know whether 
the notes are forged; but no bank examiner traveling over this 
country can go into a bank and say whether or not the notes 
of that bank are forged. Now, what bearing does this incident 
cited by the gentleman from Iowa have upon this question? 
It has absolutely no more bearing upon the question before 
this House than a suicide would have upon the principle of life 
insurance—simply a horrible exception. It is extraordinary, 
it is not the usual, it is not the average, and that is what busi- 
ness is based upon. It is the average experience that should 
control us and not some astounding and astonishing exception. 
Now I want to come to one other point referred to by the gen- 
tleman from New York, and that is with regard to the rate of 
interest. I have stated that the highest bid made for money 
does not indicate necessarily where it is most needed. 

The average rate of money in a particular town in the West 
may be 8 or 10 per cent and a bank in that locality may bid 3 
or 4 per cent for it, and yet there may not be the need of money 
in that locality there is in some other locality at a given time 
where money may loan for 4 or 5 per cent. It indicates nothing 
except this: It reflects the average local rate and nothing more 
unless the bid should be the result of a panic in the locality, 
when men might bid almost any price for deposits. Now, what 
is the basis of this 2 per cent rate? It was fixed at 2 per cent 
by the committee two years ago because throughout the length 
and breadth of the land in the reserve cities the bankers were 
paying to their customers, to their large depositors who were 
giving them an average balance of $5,000, $10,000, or $20,000, 
2 per cent, and I will venture to say that to-day the average 
rate on these large balances throughout the United States is 
approximating 2 per cent. 

Now, should it be put up for auction? Should the Secretary 
of the Treasury offer the money to the bankers because, forsooth, 
they want it in this locality or that locality, at one price here 
and another price there? Not at all. If you put it up at auc- 
tion, how often are you going to do so? Is it to be put up at the 
end of every week or at the end of every month or only once a 
year? All of you gentlemen, coming from different parts of the 
United States, realize that at various times of the year money 
is more active than at other times. You see that if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States should offer to the 
country five, ten, fifteen, fifty, one hundred, or one hundred and 
fifty millions of dollars at any time it might all of it go to New 
York, in case of panic, at the rate of 365 per cent a year, for 
money has loaned there at the rate of 1 per cent a day. It would 
necessarily become a disturbing factor, and it would be unbusi- 
nesslike and unjust to do so. 

Now, the effect of the amendment which I offered was to give 
to the several banks of this country, not a large sum of money, 
but to any one bank an amount not exceeding 25 per cent of the 
paid-up and unimpaired capital. What would the result be 
in distributing $100,000,000? We have about $800,000,000 of 
banking capital, and therefore, if you deposit 25 per cent of the 
amount of the paid-up capital of the banks, it would secure, as a 
matter of fact, a wide distribution of capital throughout the 
length and breadth of the United States. It gives to the banker 
out in Iowa, out in Oklahoma, his deposit at 2 per cent, the effect 
of which would be gradually to lower the 10 per cent that the 
people are paying there, which would not result if the man in 
Oklahoma had paid 5 or 6 per cent for the Government deposit. 

What is the duty of the Government in such a case? It is, so 
far as possible, by the use of these publie funds, to secure a 
fixity of conditions throughout the length and breadth of the 
land, and disturb them as little as possible, instead of doing 
just the reverse. 

Now, as to the question of favoritism. There can be no 
law, in my judgment, that would result in more equal justice 
than a law operating alike throughout the length and breadth 
of this country, precisely as the amendment that I have intro- 
duced. It would send the money, not to New York City alone, 
but to every part of the country on equal terms. If the amount 
is one hundred millions, as it is now, I doubt whether any 
section of the country would be without some Government 
deposits. Therefore, gentlemen, what are you going to do 
upon these amendments? It seems to me—— 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there on the question of favoritism? Would 
the gentleman object to an amendment to his amendment, 
reading as follows: 
betuent the bania lithe several Sica of ieee RCDE 

That proposition is left cut. Now, under the present dis- 
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tribution one city of Arkansas has $100,000 and the city of 
New York has $40,000,000. That is not an equitable distribu- 
tion so far as the country is concerned. 

Mr. FOWLER. My own judgment is that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be allowed to deposit this money as he chooses, 
for this reason—that if the Secretary had placed any given er 
permitted quota in New York City already he would be unable 
to increase it, even in case of panic, although an additional de- 
posit would save us, not in New York alone, from a panic, but 
the whole country; for let no man in this House think that you 
can have a panic in New York City without the whole country 
suffering more or less. If money is put in New York City in a 
time of general stress, it will do more good than if put anywhere 
else, because that is the very heart of our financial system, and 
the banks in this country which are keeping an account there 
can appeal to their New York correspondents for assistance, and 
invariably obtain it if the banks have just claims and are en- 
titled to aid. Of course this would be true, in a measure, of all 
financial centers like Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago, St. Louis, 
New Orleans, and San Francisco. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote 
on the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Division, Mr. Chairman. [After 
a pause.] To save time, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hi] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILAAus! will 
take their places as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, 
‘noes 90; so the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I now call for a vote on the sec- 
ond amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like just a word. Mr. Chairman, 
there seems to be a great variety of opinion in the House as to 
the feasibility of passing this amendment, on the ground that 
the banks, as some say, will not be willing to accept this money 
and pay 2 per cent interest. It is claimed by others that there 
will be a great desire on the part of the banks to take this 
money and there will not be enough to go round. It is all 
‘left now, if this amendment of the gentleman should carry, 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and wholly in his discretion. 
I was very much impressed by what the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi said when he said if this bill went into operation there 
would be a demand for this money from all over the country, 
and there would be so many demands for the money that the 
Secretary_would be in the same condition that he is now, in that 
he would choose this bank in this city and that bank in another 
place and in this way the money would not be equitably dis- 
tributed through all the States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will excuse 
me, I said that in reference to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. I am speaking relative to his 


amendment. 
Which fixes the rate of in- 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
terest. 

Mr. THAYER. I was greatly impressed by what the gentle- 
man from Mississippi said. Now I have got an inkling in my 
own mind in some way if this bill góes into effect that the most 
of the money will go to New York, Chicago, and Boston, and I 
would suggest to the chairman of the committee as to the feasi- 
bility or propriety of having an amendment to this amendment, 
so that this money should be placed in the different banks in 
the different States pro rata, either to the amount of business or 
the population in each State of the entire country outside of the 
Philippine Islands, or proportionate to the amount of bank stock 
in the several national banks. It seems to me, despite what I 
have heard here by those opposed to the banks paying any interest, 
that it is going to be a good thing for the banks, and if they are 
going to demand this money and pay this interest, which I 
think they ought to pay, when they are relieved of putting up 
security in the purchase of bonds, that every State in this land 
should have its share of this money, provided it demanded it 
and is willing to pay the stipulated interest, and that the money 
should not go to a few preferred banks. And the way to secure 
this disposition of the money is to provide for it in the bill, not 
leave ET the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury or any- 
one e ` 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, a number of re- 


quests have been made that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey be again reported. If there is no 
objection, I think it would be fair it should be done before it is 
voted upon. 

The amendment was again reported, as follows: 
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in place thereof the f 
“ SECTION Pn —.— in a enano to, the provisions of section 5153 of 
— Revised 8 the designation of public 3 
— pecan 2 pantie mone c moneys th therein, the Secre: 
also de gated depositories any public money 
eime —.— . — l from with- 
out Ere the —— United States A 
othe: aie in said section, but no such deposit shall in 
any case ex 25 ae rts of the paid-up and unimpaired 8 of 
any such deposi! associations having on de- 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. As I understand, ‘that strikes out 
the section as now amended by the gentleman froni Mississippi 
355 Dopa to insert in lieu of that section the amendment as 

ust rea 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, has discus- 
sion upon this amendment been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I desire to be heard a 
moment upon if. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I supposed the amendments had 
been offered here two or three days ago and that they were 
pending together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was simply read for in- 
formation and was not pending until after the disposition of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. How much time does the gentle- 
man want? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not more than five minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then I ask that debate on both 
amendments close in ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this to the House: We 
have just passed an amendment offered the other day by me. 
Now, the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey 
is absolutely useless unless gentlemen prefer that amendment 
to the one which we have just passed. 

It is an amendment with the effect of a substitute. In other 
words, if the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Fowrxn] should pass, it would wipe out the amendment 
which the House has just this moment adopted. 

Now, I want to tell the House the two salient objections, or 
rather to emphasize again the two salient objections to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey. In the first 
place, it fixes the rate of interest arbitrarily, not leaving it to 
be fixed by the demands of trade in its slack times and in its 
tight times, as it ought to be fixed. It undertakes to interfere 
with ordinary trade relations, instead of leaving them auto- 
matically to work out their own results. 

The next objection to it is that it will not remove in the 
slightest degree the chief fault of the present system, to wit, the 
fault of its favoritism, or possibility of favoritism, if gentlemen 
would prefer me to put it that way. It will leave the money of 
the country to be deposited in the banks and virtually to be let 
out at a rate of interest so small, especially when you consider 
that no extra security is to be given by the borrowers at all, 
that every national bank in the country will want to take all 
it can of the public deposits. The consequence will be that we 
will have the very system which we now have. As not all 
of the banks can possibly be depositories under this amendment, 
and as all of them will be begging to be depositories, we are 
carried back to the point where we stand to-day. The Depart- 
ment must, in its arbitrary discretion, with a possibility of 
fayoritism by no means to be overlooked, a favoritism which 
has been exercised in the past, in some cases at any rate, select 
out of the number of those who are clamoring to be depositories 
those who are chosen by it to be depositories, without any legal 
prescription of the manner in which the choosing shall be done 
and without any Department regulation, even, of the manner in 
which it shall be done. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman now propose an 
amendment to the amendment posed by the gentleman from 


pro 
New Jersey—I take it that it is subject to amendment at this 
stage—providing that the money shall be loaned upon bids in- 
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stead of at 2 per cent, leaving the amendment providing that it 
shall be loaned without the usual security now required? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The reason I do not do that 
is because I think it unnecessary. The House has just passed 
an amendment which does the very identical thing. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I voted for his 
amendment 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But I do not believe that it would prevail 
again as against the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, because your amendment provides that the present 
security shall be required, which practically shuts out the 
banks from the South and West. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, as perfected by your amendment, 
would take the money away from ¢he cities and put it into 
the South and West. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, that 
remark leads me to the next point that I intended to come to. 
The next objection to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey is this: It makes the Government of the United 
States a depositor, just like all other depositors, and then, 
instead of leaving the Government of the United States to run 
an equal chance with all other depositors, it gives it a first 
lien upon all the assets of the banks for the payment of its 
special deposits. 

In other words, it does not increase the assets of the banks 
by the deposit of any security whatsoever. It increases the 
assets only by the amount deposited. It increases the liabilities 
of the bank by the amount deposited, and in case the bank 
should fail the Government would come in absolutely secure 
in its deposits because of the first lien on bank assets given, 
thereby impairing the security of the other depositors of the 
bank upon the other assets of the bank. That is my answer 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Now, if somebody will offer an amendment, or if I get the 
opportunity I would not mind offering it, that the present secur- 
ity required, which consists of Government bonds, shall be 
changed so that any public securities adjudged to be absolutely 
good in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
deposited, I shall have no objection to that. I refer to State or 
municipal or public securities, not private corporation securities 
of any description. But my objection to the proposition of the 
gentleman from New Jersey is that it does impair the security. 
of the other depositors, and therefore weakens the safety of the 
banking system. 5 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state 
that I would like to secure a vote on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey; but I understand that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] has an amendment to the 
amendment which he wishes to offer. I have no objection, but 
I wish to give notice to all Members that if the opportunity is 
afforded I shall ask a separate yote on this amendment, what- 
ever it may be, when it comes into the House. 

Personally I am opposed to interest in any form. I am in 
favor of maintaining the existing conditions, but I am glad to 
see these expressions of views. : 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I offer as an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey the following:“ 

Provided, That all moneys so deposited shall be equitably distributed 
between the banks in the several States of this Union. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I accept that amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, whether 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey is 
subject to division. There are, I believe, in this House a great 
many Members who desire to retain the competitive feature of 
bidding for these deposits and who also desire to do away with 
the security now required by law. If we may be permitted to 
vote on these distinct features offered by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, we desire to do so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey to accept the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie]? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is not in his power; it is for the 
House to determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been yet re- 
ported by the Clerk. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding: 

“Provided, That all moneys so deposited shall be equitably distributed 
among the several banks of the several States of the Union.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have an 
answer to the parliamentary inquiry I proposed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule XVI. 


Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the author of the amendment whether he intends that 
the amendment shall apply to private banks as well as national 
banks. He says “ these several banks.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule XYI provides that “a motion to 
strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to strike out 
being lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion to strike 
out and insert.” 

This is a motion to strike out and insert, and under the rule 
it is not divisible. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, after the amend- 
ment has been acted upon, is it not subject to a further amend- 
ment? If the insertion is made as the gentleman suggests, is 
it not subject to further amendment? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What is the status of this 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. In answer to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, the amendment to perfect the section ought to be made 
before there is any further amendment. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Is the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama now before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment by the gentleman from 
Alabama to the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey 
is before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand the Chair to say 
that it is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I am in entire accord with 
what I understand to be the purpose of this last amendment, 
but it seems to me that it amounts to nothing; at least, it does 
not go far enough to suit me; it is that this money shall be 
equitably distributed. We presume, before beginning, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury would distribute this equitably, but 
there is an idea lurking about that perhaps some banks are 
more fayored than others. I think that the way to legislate is 
to legislate in clear terms. Let it be, in effect, that these de- 
positaries shall be in each State proportionate to the inhabitants 
of the State throughout the entire country or proportionate to 
the national-bank stock in each State, if the demand is made for 
the money, and then we shall know where we are. Simply to 
put in an amendment that it shall be equitably distributed, 
when we presume before beginning that it shall be equitably 
done, will amount to nothing. Let us provide that each State 
shall have the liberty and privilege of taking this money propor- 
tionate to the bank stock, the business, or population of the 
State, and then each State, if it wants the money, can have it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Does the gentleman think that 
it will go to any other place than where trade requires it? 

Mr. THAYER. I do not know whether it will go where trade 
requires it or not. ; 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Would the banks demand it 
for any other purpose than the purpose of profit? 

Mr. THAYER. I suppose not. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. A profit to be obtained other- 
wise than through trade? 

Mr. THAYER. That is a sort of logical question I am not 
now discussing. I am not going into that. I refer to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. He 
says that these banks all over this country, if they can get this 
money at 2 per cent and loan it at 4 per cent, will be anxious 
to get the money, and I for one want that privilege to be given 
to every bank throughout the country on an equal footing, 
whether it is away out at some crossroads in the country or in 
Wall street, and I should like to have this bill contain a pro- 
vision that would make it imperative upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury to give the money to the Western and the Southern 
States just as much as to New York, pro rata to the demands 
of the people. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, it is well in the conclusion 
of this debate that we undertake to find out the exact position 
of the bill before we vote upon the propositions now pending. 
The Committee of the Whole by its vote a few moments ago 
decided that it would adopt and did adopt the proposition 
offered to this bill by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Witt1aMs], which was that the money should be deposited in 
those banks, under the rules and regulations now prescribed 
by law, who will pay the highest rates of interest. Now, the 
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proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fowxer] is 
that this money shall be deposited in the banks without any 
security, as now provided by law, changing that section of the 
Reyised Statutes, which would change the security, the kind of 
security that is required by the statute, into a security upon all 
the assets of the bank, the deposits not to exceed one-fourth of 
the unimpaired capital of the bank, the Government to have a 
first lien upon all assets of the bank for its security. 

Now, I desire to suggest that under the law as it now exists 
all the stockholders of a national bank are personally liable to 
the extent of their stock for all the debts of the bank. The bank, 
if it should happen to fail—and the records show that a number 
of them do fail—would be called on to pay first the deposit of the 
Government. If the assets of the bank did not amount to 
enough to pay the deposits in the bank the stockholders would 
be first called upon to pay them and the depositors would be 
deferred to the Government, and the stockholders would be 
mulcted in the full amount of their stock if the assets of the 
bank did not pay the debts. Now, I do not agree with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] in his statement 
that the Government of the United States ought to be put be- 
hind all the other creditors of the bank because the Govern- 
ment has it in its power to ascertain the conditions of the bank 
and ought not to permit it to fail. 

In my town the oldest national bank failed and closed its 
doors on the 16th of May last. The bank examiner examined 
the bank on the 14th of May and passed it. The 14th of May 
happened to be on a Saturday. He had hardly got out of town 
before, on the 16th day of May, which was Monday, he was 
overtaken by a telegram sent him to come back, stating that the 
bank had closed its doors. Now, I know that examiner, and I 
know him to be an honest and faithful man. He does not live 

in my part of the country, but lives somewhere in Illinois. He 
had undertaken to do his duty, and he had passed the bank. 
The assets of the bank appeared, upon their face and upon ex- 
amination, to be all intact. I hope this amendment will not 
pass. If the banks desire to have the deposits of the Govern- 
ment’s money, to borrow it—for that is what the deposit by the 
Government amounts to, a lending to the banks—let the national 
banks secure the Government, as now provided by law, by the 
deposit of Government bonds or such other security as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may require. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, to save time, I 
shall ask for tellers on the amendment in the first place. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is it necessary to have tellers on the amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, that is accepted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand 
that it is in the power of any gentleman to accept an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FOWLER. I accept it and make it a part of my amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What effect will the adoption of this 
amendment have on the amendment already adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman can answer that for himself. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I rise for a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I understood the gentleman from New Jersey to accept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. Now, if he 
accepts it, does he not thereby make it part of his amendment, 
and must it not therefore stand with his amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey can not 
act for the Committee of the Whole; they must pass upon the 
question. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. ` 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Chairman, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 14. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers, 
Let us have tellers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, let us have tellers, 


Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. 
Fowrer, and the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. WILLIAMS, 
will take their places as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
101, noes 125. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That so much of an act entitled “An act to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other 

urposes, 74 cee July 12, 1882, as prohibits the deposit of more 
— $3,000, of lawful money during any calendar month for the 

of withdrawing circulating notes is hereby repealed, and all 
other acts or Enea acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
section are hereby repealed. 


= HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
men 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The . The gentleman from Connecticut has been 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers 
the following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. That section 9 of an act entitled ‘An act to enable na- 
tional banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and 
for other peoe, approved July 12, 1882, and amended by the act 
of March 14, 1900, be, and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 9. That any national banking association now organized or 
hereafter ny ee ay desiring to withdraw its circulation notes upon 
a d t of lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States as 

ovided in section 4 of the get of June 20, 1874, or as provided in 

s act, is authorized to d t lawful money and withdraw a propor- 
tionate amount of the bonds held as security for its circula notes 
in the order of such deposits: Provided, ‘That not more than $3,000,000 
of lawful money shall be deposited aung any calendar month for this 

rpose, or such greater amount as the retary of the Treasury ma: 

m time to time prescribe: And provided further, That the provi- 
sions of this section shall not apply to bonds called for redemption by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, nor to the withdrawal of circulating 
notes in consequence thereof.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, just one word of 
explanation 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds, I think the Clerk read “not more than $3,000,000 to be 
deposited.” It was intended “not more than $3,000,000 to be 
withdrawn,” of course. The Clerk read the amendment “not 
more than $3,000,000 to be deposited.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; that is right. Lawful money 
to be deposited by the banks to withdraw their bills. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the committee reported 
in favor of removing the limit of $3,000,000 a month on the 
withdrawal by the banks of national-bank note circulation. 
The gentleman from Georgia will pardon me for reading 
from his report. He says, “I would be willing to vote for a 
proposition to increase the limit from $3,000,000 to $6,000,000 
per month, but I deem it unwise and not in the interest of any- 
one except the national banking associations to repeal the 
limit altogether.” The Secretary of the Treasury has pre- 
pared and given to me an amendment, or a proposition which I 
will submit as an amendment, which I think will meet the 
views of all parties both of the minority and majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 
4 ae the difference between his amendment and the present 

wW 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will. The present law limits 
the withdrawal to within $3,000,000 a month. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not more than. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not more than. This is the last 
limitation existing upon the national-bank note circulation. 
The report of the committee was in favor of striking off the 
limit and giving to the national-bank note circulation all flexi- 
bility that could be secured from a bond-secured currency. 
Now, in order to meet the wishes of even those who think that 
that might be unwise I have offered this substitute, and it dif- 
fers from the present law only in the words which I will read: 
“Or such greater amount as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
from time to time prescribe.” In other words, the $3,000,000 
limit remains, and it is within the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to enlarge that amount from time to time if cir- 
err it justify it. Now, just one word, and I will be very 

rief. 

This limit of $3,000,000 was in force when we had one hundred 
and twenty millions in circulation. It is in force now, when we 
have $470,000,000 of circulation. I think the question is whether 
you will leave it where it is or whether you will make some 
variation according to the amount of the circulation. If our 
circulation should increase to a thousand millions, you see that 
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the simple effect of leaving it as it is would be to tie it up 
|tighter and tighter all the time. Now, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] objects, as other gentlemen object, that 
it ought not to be left in the power of the banks to withdraw at 
will. The amendment does not leave it with the banks, but does 
eave it with the Treasury Department to absolutely control the 
situation, and I think any gentleman would concede that there 
[shouta be either a percentage of withdrawal or a removal of the 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hu] object to adding to his amendment, 
after that part of it which says within the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury,” substantially these words: 

i Not to exceed $7,000,000 in any one month. 

f My reason for putting it at seven is that, according to my 
calculation, roughly, seyen bears the same relationship to the 
amount of the outstanding note circulation to-day that three did 
at the time the law was originally enacted. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would not object at all to 3 per 
cent, but you are legislating for the next ten years, and the 
‘circulation may be a thousand millions at that time. 

È Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the percentage of 
seven millions now? 

| Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Three per cent is about the same 
‘proportion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then the gentleman would 
not object to saying: 

Not to exceed 3 per cent in any one month. 

| Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would not object to that. It 
‘simply says to the Secretary, then, you shall not exceed 3 per 
cent. He can refuse to allow any more. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My object is this, if the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. HOL] will pardon me for just 
one moment. This system has worked very well, as far as that 
feature is concerned, thus far, except the circulation has in- 
creased so much the percentage bears a smaller relationship. 
I would like to keep that same relationship. Whatever the per- 
centage is that will make about seven millions now, I would 
like the gentleman to accept an amendment covering the same, 
making it 3 per cent. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Two per cent on four hundred and fifty- 


five million dollars. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know whether the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] will agree with me or 
not, but if he would agree with me to accept “not to exceed 
2 per cent in any one month” I would be very glad to settle 
this point right here. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, if we were legislating for but 
one—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But 2 per cent will expand. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The circulation is bound to ex- 
pand. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When you say not to ex- 
ceed 2 per cent it will expand with the circulation, the same 
not to exceed 2 per cent of the amount of the notes outstanding. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. I move to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] with.these words: 

Not to exceed 2 per cent in any one month of the notes then out- 
standing. 

I hope this will give, Mr. Chairman, the right to retire over 
$8,000,000 if the circulation remains as it now is. 

Tue CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 2 Insert: 
“Not to exceed 2 per cent in any one month of the notes then out- 


standing.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 
LETT] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HIL] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the third section may be passed over temporarily, 
and that we may take up 4 and 6, which necessarily must be 
acted upon together. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will call it up again in a few 
moments. I ask that sections 5 and 6 may be read together 
and acted upon together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Whe Chair hears none, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Src. 5. That 8 6 — — 1 March 14, 1900, entitled 


“An act to define and fix of value, to maintain the parity 
of all forms of mone — or —— by the United States, to refund 
the publie debt, and for other pu „be, and is hereby, amended b: 
striking out the word “twenty in the first elause of said section a 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ten,” so that said first clause of 
said N shall read as follows: 

“That the Secre! of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to receive de ts of gold coin with the Treasurer or any assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States, in sums of not less than $10, and 
to issue gold certificates therefor in denominations of not less than $10, 
and the coin so deposited shall be retained in the Treasury and held for 
the payment of such certificates on demand, and used for no other pur- 


pose.“ 

Sec. 6. That section 12 of an act approved March 14, 1900, entitled 
“An aet to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity 
of all forms of money issued or coined by the gg States, to refund 
the publie debt, and for other purposes,” be, and is ee amended by 
striking out from the second proviso in said section the following 
words: “ ex 2 that no en banking 1 shall, after the 

act, be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the 
mn tig or to issue or reissue or place in circulation, more than one- 
third in pent of its circulating notes of the denomination of $5,” so 
that said viso of said section shall read as follows: “And provided 
further, T at the circulating notes furnished to national banking asso- 
ciations a the provisions of this act shall be of the denominations 
prescribed by law.“ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That section 6 of an act approved March 14, 1900, entitled 

“An act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the 

paipa of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, 
refund the public debt, om for other purposes,” be, be, and is of sald 

amended by striking out the word twenty the first clause of d 

section and inserting in lleu thereof the word “ten,” so 

first clause of said section shall a as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the T ee is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to receive de its of gold coim with the Treasurer or an 
assistant treasurer of the Uni States, = sums of not less than we 
and to Spee gold certificates therefor in denominations Aa not 
than $10, — the coin so oe shall be retained in the — — 
and held for the payment of such certificates on demand, and used for 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an 
amendment to that section. On page 3, line 14, strike out the 
word “ ten” and insert the word “ five.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ssc. 5. That section oe — an act approved March 14, 1900, 5 
“An act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain parity 
of all forms of money —— or coined . the “united States, to refun 
the publie debt, and a oher ae pee be, and is hereby, amended 
by sriking out from the M ariera Bom in said section the folowing 
words: “except that no nation: association shall, after the 
Eurreney, of this act, be entitled to receive 2 the Comptroller of the 

rrency, or to issue or reissue or place in cireulation, more than one- 

8 amount of its circulating notes of the denomination of = — 
roviso of said section shall read as follows: “And 
further, the circulating notes furnished to national 75 asso- 
ciations under the provisions of this act shall be of the denominations 
prescribed by law.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticnt. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New Jersey offers an amendment to section 5 of the original bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

å on page 3, line 14, strike out the word ten“ and insert the word 
ve.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think, Mr. Chair- 
man, the House understands that amendment. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will try to explain the situation 
as itis now. The law to-day limits the national banks in issuing 
notes to one-third of their circulation in five-dollar denomina- 
tions, but the law authorizes silver certificates in denominations 
of not less than $10, so that there is a great difficulty in getting 
a supply of small bills throughout the country. The demand for 
the issuance of the five-dollar bills has compelled the Treasury 
Department to hold a large part of the silver certificates in the 


| denomination of $5, so that they can not be cut up into ones and 


twos. The Treasury Department is being appealed to, as shown 
in their last report, for the issuance of ones and twos in silver 
certificates. Here is what the Treasurer says. It is very brief: 


No rule can be set —.— theory of the proper ratio of Bg several 
denominations to each o The needs of business must be recognized. 
and obeyed. Those needs clamor vociferously for Ey bills as instru- 


ongress has within its pore to add to the volume of small denom- 
malas without infa currency. First, gold certificates may be 
authorized for $5 and 81 

That is this proposition. The proposition which the commit- 
tee reported was $10. The gentleman from New Jersey has 
offered an amendment making it $5— 
instead of restricting the issue, as now, to $20 and above 

As the second clause might raise a question as to the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks it was left out of the bill— 


second, for the United States notes such certificates may be substitnted 
to the amount of $50,000,000 at once by the application of that sum 
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from the reserve, and a like sum may wisely be used annually from the 
inflow of gold; third, the national banks may be permitted to issue any 
part of their circulation in $5 notes by the repeal of the provision 
allowing only one-third of their respective totals in that denomination. 

Under such modifications E $5 notes could be issued for the 
requirements of the present and the immediate future. Relief on that 
line would 3 a larger share of silver certificates to serve as Pe 
prik paa with such amount in $5 as experience might prove to be de- 

rable, 

Doubtless if the matter were sent to a referendum the 1 ma- 
jority would pronounce for an adequate sory of small bills. Possibly 
Congress can devise some wiser and more efficient method to stop com- 
plaint and friction in the business community. Surely the existing 
difficulties are not without remedy. 

That is all these two sections cover, giving the national banks 
the privilege of haying these $5 denominations, the $5 and $10 
gold certificates, enabling the Treasury to cut up the present 
tens and twenties of silver certificates into ones and twos. It is 
purely an administrative measure, and I do not think anyone 
can object to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
objection over here. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Sec, 7. That every national banking association having United States 
bonds on deposit to secure its circulating notes shall pay to the Treas- 
urer of the United States, in the months of January and July, a tax of 
one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of its 
notes in circulation, and such taxes shall be in lieu of all existing taxes 
on circulating notes of national banking associations. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of the section. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, before striking ont 
the section, or acting on the committee amendment, I would 
like to make a statement. I offer an amendment for the pur- 
pose of perfecting the section. The section as originally drawn 
provided for an equal taxation against circulating notes issued 
against any United States bonds. The committee did not think 
that that was wise, and that by putting in the 3 and 4 per cent 
bonds at one-half of 1 per cent, at the same rate as the twos, it 
might interfere with the refunding of these bonds. Now, then, 
it becomes necessary, if we are to float the Panama bonds at 2 
per cent at par, that the tax should be one-half instead of 1 per 
cent. The Secretary therefore desires that it should cover 
all the bonds except the existing threes and fours. He does 
want to bring in the Panama Canal bonds on the same basis as 
the present 2 percents, so that all which have the same rate of 
interest will carry the same rate of taxation on circulation. 

This is all this amendment does, and I offer this amendment 
to the section. I shall then ask that the motion of the commit- 
tee to strike out be voted down. That is all there is to it. 
There is no other change. I ask that the amendment be re- 
ported, Mr. Chairman. I think everybody will agree to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand that this 
merely makes the Panama bonds bear the same rate of taxation 
as the other twos? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Precisely the same, and if the 
parity bond provided for in the gold-standard act should ever be 
issued it would subject them to the same tax. None ever have 
been issued, and probably none ever will be. f 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And it makes no change as 
to the threes and fours? 

Mr. WILL of Connecticut. None at all. 
see that it excepts everything else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out section 
7 and insert the amendment which the Clerk has reported. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
has not been reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That every national banking association having United States bonds 
on 10 to secure its circulating notes shall pay to the Treasurer of 
the United States, in the months of January and July, a tax of one- 
fourth of 1 per cent each half year uron e average amount of its 
notes in circulation, and such taxes shall be in lieu of all existing taxes 
on circulating notes of national banking associations: Provided, That 
the provisions of this section shall not appl to circulating notes se- 
cured by bonds issued under the following titles, or any reissue of such 
bonds bearing the same rates of interest: 

Loan of 1908-1918, authorized under act approved June 13, 1898, 
and bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum. 

Refunding certificates, authorized under ac 5 N 5 February 26, 
1879, and bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 

Loan of 1925, authorized under act approved January 14, 1875, and 
bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Connecticut a question. The Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency reported to the House that section 7 should 
be stricken out of the bill. That is the committee amendment. 
Now, my understanding of the reading of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] was to restore 


I do not think there is any 


The gentleman will 


that section in its entirety, with a proviso with reference to 
the Panama bonds. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. With a proviso with reference to 
the existing bonds that are outstanding, excepting them from 
the provisions of the act and allowing the Panama bonds to 
come in. That is all that it does. It is in accord with the views 
of the committee, if they are willing that the Panama bonds 
should be subject to one-half of 1 per cent taxation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are all other 2 per cent 
bonds subject to a half of 1 per cent tax? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; all of them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to find out whether this amend- 
ment leaves this section as the committee reported it with the 
exception of the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It does, with the exception of the 
Panama bonds that are already authorized and with the excep- 
tion of a possible issue, in some distant future, of the parity 
bonds provided for in the gold-standard act. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is that the understanding of the chairman 
of the committee? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; that is correct. It eliminates the 
threes and fours, so that they may be funded at any time in the 
future, precisely as all other bonds have been funded. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. What we want to do is to vote up 
the amendment and vote down the committee amendment. Mr. 
Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to state the par- 
liamentary situation. The motion of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL] proposes to strike out and insert, and in 
case that motion prevails the committee would not be at liberty 
thereafter to strike out the section inserted. This is in the na- 
ture of a perfecting of this paragraph. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. My own thought was that the mo- 
tion was to strike out in accordance with the report of the com- 
mittee, and to insert; but after conferring with gentlemen I 
was informed that the proper parliamentary form in which to 
put the motion would be, first, to amend the section as it stood, 
and then to vote down the committee amendment to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. So that I offer that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee would not have to yote it 
down, if the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut should 
prevail. : 
otk HILL of Connecticut. Very well; I offer the amendment, 

en. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], to strike out sec- 
tion 7 and insert that which has already been read by the Clerk, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I now ask to go back to section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 3. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry 
messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BaRNESs, one of his secretaries. 


CURRENCY BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, 
without regard to any heretofore prescribed limit of amount of subsid- 
lary silver coinage, and as public necessities may demand from time to 
time, to recoin standard silver dollars into such authorized denomina- 
tions of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem necessary to meet public 
requirements, 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 16, after the word “dollars,” insert “from cash in the gen- 
eral fund in the Treasury.” 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this section 
by adding at the end of line 18 the words: 

Provided, however, That the amount recoined in any one year shall 
not exceed $15,000,000. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
the amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 18, section 3, insert: “Provided 8 That the 
amount recoined in any one year shall not exceed $15,000,000.” 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will accept that 
amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman can not ac- 


cept an amendment without unanimous consent. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I shall vote for the amendment. 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. It is 
generally understood that it requires now from eight to ten mil- 
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lion dollars of money each year for subsidiary coin, and it seems 
to me that instead of leaving this open to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to recoin all of this five hundred millions af money if 
he saw fit, in one, two, or three years, or any term of years, he 
ought to be restricted by a provision that there shall be re- 
coined out of the silver dollars in the Treasury not more 
than what is necessary for the use of the country in subsidiary 
coin. Fifteen millions in one year is all that will probably be 
demanded for many years to come. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Connecticut how much silver there is available in the 
Treasury to be coined into subsidiary coin? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. On the ist day of January there 
were 558,484,000 silver dollars; dollars held against Treasury 
notes, 9,280,000, that have not been issued. Of bullion there 
was $1,788,000, all of this in the reserve fund of the Treasury 
and could not be used. That makes a total of dollars on the 
Ist day of January of $569,473,213, of which there were in cir- 
culation $80,039,395, leaving $489,000,000 in the Treasury. There 
were covered by certificates $477,102,000, leaving $12,331,818. 
There was an amount of subsidiary coin at the same time, 
$112,171,494. 

Now, the gentleman will pardon me, for I think he would 
like to have all the facts in the case. I have here a letter from 
the Director of the Mint, and if he has no objection I will send 
it to the Clerk’s desk and have it read. 

Mr. MADDOX. If it answers the question the gentleman 
can send it up. But what I want to know, and the gentleman 
can answer this now, is, Is is proposed by this bill to coin these 
silver dollars in the Treasury that are now represented in cur- 
rency of the country by certificates, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 8 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; from time to time. 

Mr. MADDOX. What are you going to do about the certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I misunderstood the gentle- 
man. No; the certificates would have to be retired from time 
to time. We do not propose to recoin the dollars stored in the 
Treasury as a trust fund against these certificates without re- 
tiring the certificates. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want you to give us the exact amount 
available in the Treasury for this purpose. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have given the gentleman the 
amount. 

Mr. MADDOX. How much is it possible to recoin of this 
money into subsidiary coin in a year? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticui. We have averaged a little over 
$10,000,000 a year for the last four years. 

Mr. MADDOX. How much is available of the silver there, 
representing the outstanding certificates? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Besides the existing certificates 
there is a sum of $12,331,818. 

Mr. MADDOX. That would be all at present that would be 
available for that purpose? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; all the certificates would be 
available for the purpose. All the Treasurer would have to do 
would be to cancel the certificate and recoin the dollars from 
time to time. 

Mr. MADDOX. In other words, this is an act to retire the 
silver currency of the country? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticu®. There need be no misunderstand- 
ing about it. It is converted from legal-tender dollars into sub- 
sidiary coin from time to time, as the necessities of the country 

require more of that subsidiary coin. 

e ur. MADDOX.. To retire the five hundred millions of certifi- 
cates and take them out of circulation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; not to take it out of circu- 
lation. 

Mr. MADDOX. To reduce the circulation to that amount. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Simply to change the form of it 
from time to time, as the necessities of the country require more 
subsidiary coin. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is legal tender now, and it will not be 
after you recoin it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The certificates are not legal 
tender, and the dollar itself circulates only to the extent of 
$80,000,000. 

Mr. MADDOX, What is the reason it is not legal tender? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is not made so by law any 
more than the national-bank note. 

Mr. MADDOX. It passes as such. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The silver certificate is not and 
never has been legal tender, and that is where I think the 
gentleman is mistaken. We are not reducing by this means 
the quantity of legal tender that is in actual circulation. 


Mr. MADDOX. We are reducing the currency, however, 
which takes the same place as legal tender. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, not at all. We are simply 
changing its form. I will state to the gentleman that the 
volume of currency by this means will be increased 7 per cent. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, I think the gentleman is dodging the 
question, as I take it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr MADDOX. We can take the silver certificate and re- 
deem the silver. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then is not the silver legal tender? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes, the silver dollar is legal 
tender. 

Mr. MADDOX. Why, certainly, and this means that you 
will reduce the circulation of the country by half a billion of 
dollars. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
allow me to have this letter from the Director of the Mint read 
before he proceeds? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing to 
have that done, but I do not want it to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it goes right to the ques- 
tion which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] asks in 
regard to the quantity of legal tender. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want this to be 
taken out of my time—this reading of the letter. I have no ob- 
jection to having the letter read, but first I shall proceed to 
make my motion, and I shall submit some remarks on the sub- 
ject. I move to strike out -the third section in its entirety. 
The third section provides for the coinage into subsidiary coin 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of all 
the standard silver dollars which now are in the Treasury, to the 
amount stated by the gentleman. It is not necessary to state it 
now, but the amount on the 4th of January was $477,250,000. 
They are pledged under the act of 1900 for the redemption of an 
equal amount of silver certificates. Section 4 of that act pro- 
vides that there shall be transferred from the amounts of the 
general fund of the Treasury of the United States, etc., the sil- 
ver dollars, and that these silver dollars shall be held against out- 
standing silver certificates, and the silver dollars held against 
outstanding silver certificates and each of the funds represented 
by these amounts shall be used for the redemption of the notes 
and certificates for which they are respectively pledged, and 
shall be used for no other purpose, the same being held as a 
trust fund. Section 7 of this act of 1900 provides the same thing. 

The silver certificates now outstanding, for which the silver 
dollars are pledged as a redemption fund, represent so much 
legal tender. The gentleman is mistaken when he says they are 
not legal tender and that they are on the same footing with 
national-bank notes. They pay debts which national-bank notes 
can not pay. They pay even customs dues. They pay all dues to 
the United States and all dues by the United States. The silver 
dollar used now is a full legal tender for 100 cents, except where 
otherwise provided in the contract. You can take the silver cer- 
tificate and if your creditor will not receive it, but demands 
that you give him a silver dollar, you can pay him, unless your 
contract is a contract to pay gold for all legal tender, for every 
dollar you owe. You propose by this section to convert this full 
legal-tender money, when not otherwise provided in the contract, 
into subsidiary coin—into halves, quarters, and dimes. Under 
the law the halves, quarters, and dimes can pay only $10 of in- 
debtedness at any one time. 

You can do more. You can take them, when you carry them 
in the amount of $100, to the Treasury of the United States and 
haye them redeemed in gold. You therefore will retire for 
every dollar you coin into subsidiary coin a silver certificate, and 
they amount in all to about $470,000,000. You retire that from 
the currency of the country, and the object and purpose of this 
bill and its author is to retire it, that the national-bank notes 
may supplant and take the place of the silver certificates. 
When you have taken this step, then the next step in the way of 
turning the whole currency of the Government over to the na- 
tional banks is to retire the greenbacks and the Treasury notes. 
I do not desire nor shall I undertake to discuss any question with 
reference to silver coinage; but when you do this—when you 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to coin into subsidiary 
coin these standard silver dollars, now pledged as a redemption 
fund for the outstandnig silver certificates—you put an addi- 
tional pressure and burden upon the gold reserve, you reduce the 
currency, you make the gold reserve amenable to redeem every 
hundred dollars of silver dollars that you convert into subsidiary 
coin. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not ready to do that. I haye here 
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a letter from the Treasurer of the United States which I will 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a few minutes in 


order to conclude. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will be 
1 to conclude. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- 
lection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I addressed a letter to the Treasurer of 
the United States asking him this question: What amount of 
silver bullion is now in the United States Treasury from which 
subsidiary silver could be coined other than the standard silyer 
dollars? His reply is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 190}. 


The time of the gentleman from Georgia 


Hon. C. L. BARTLETT, 
House of Representatives. 


Sim: Your letter of this date relative to the amount of silver bullion 
now in the United States Treasury, etc., is received. 

2 are advised as follows, repeating your inquiries in the order 
made: 

(1) What amount of silver bullion is now in the United States 
Treasury, and how much from which subsidiary silver can be coined, 
other than standard silver dollars? 

The holdings of the Treasury are on the following accounts: 


Silver bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, 
and held for the redemption of outstanding Treasury 


$1, 907, 471. 00 
945, 926. 36 


1, 793, 236. 72 


Total 4, 646, 634. 08 


The entire holdings of the Treasury in silver bullion can be coined 
into subsidiary silver under the law in force at the present time. 
(2) How many standard silver dollars haye been coined from bullion 
in the Treasury since March 4, 1897? 
123,953,919 from bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890. 
3) it Congress should authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollars into subsidiary silver coin, what provision should be made to 
meet the outstanding silver certificates, or the redemption of which 
silver dollars have been deposited in the Treasury? 
It will not be necessary to make any provision, as the recoinage of 
standard silver dollars into subsidiary coin would be made from the 
silver dollars in the Treasury not covered by outstanding silver certifi- 
cates, The issue of silver certificates against the silver dollars in the 
age fund of the Treasury is governed by the conditions prevailing 
n this Office, and if at any time the silver dollars in the general fund 
should be exhausted the same may be replenished by cancelin 
tiring a part of the silver certificates held in the eral fun 
8 from the trust funds to the general f the standard silver 
dollars held to redeem the silver certificates so canceled and retired. 
The e ee in maintaining the parity of all kinds of money 
issued under authority of the United States, makes no discrimination 
in. payments, where they can be made without inconvenience. Large 
amounts of silver certificates are redeemed daily in moneys other than 
silver . cited — to the general fund for such 
urposes as the public demand may require. 
g ELLIS H. ROBERTS, 


Respectfull 
Si n Treasurer of the United States. 


Mr. Chairman, we have already for the purpose of subsid- 
iary coinage, or had on December 13, 1904, $4,646,000 in silver 
bullion which can be used for the purpose of coining subsidiary 
coin. The entire holding of the Treasury in silver bullion can 
be coined into subsidiary coins under the law in force at the 
present time, so that there is no necessity for the Treasury 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask my friend a 
question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; of course. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much subsidiary coin will 
that make? 

Mr. BARTLETT. About $5,000,000, I suppose, or more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does he give the amount there? 

Mr. BARTLETT. He did not. I believe the gain is about 
7 per cent. The gentleman can make the calculation himself. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I thought probably he had com- 
piled it there, so you could give it to us. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have not the amount here, but the gen- 
tleman can calculate it himself. The gain is about 7 per cent 
in coining silver bullion into a subsidiary coin. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; there is a profit. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I mean a gain; that is right. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It would be about 7 per cent more 
circulation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much is it in dollars and 
cents? That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It would be about three hundred thousand 
odd dollars added to the $4,646,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want particularly to go into the 
figures. It is not a matter of figures; it is a matter of prin- 
ciple. It is a matter whether the Government, whether Con- 
gress, intends to destroy the legal-tender value of this vast 
amount of money and to take from the trust fund which we 


and re- 
thereby 


have pledged to the country by the passage of the act of 1900 
for the redemption of silver certificates and coin it into subsid- 
iary silver, coin. Mr. Chairman, this Banking and Currency 
Committee had no jurisdiction on this subject. It should have 
gone to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
the report from this committee is an assumption of authority 
which ought not to be tolerated by the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We had the same bill three years 
ago before the Coinage Committee, and Mr. Hitt was a member. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was not passed, Mr. Chairman. This 
will reduce the amount of the circulating medium in the coun- 
try. It will put upon the present gold reserve and the amount 
of gold we have in this country an additional burden. This bill 
and all bills like it is but the forerunner of other bills to contract 
the currency. The purpose is to contract the currency for the 
benefit of the national banks. 

I say this not because I am in fayor of the silver dollar par- 
ticularly, but because I am in favor of the people of the United 
States having a full measure of money to carry on their busi- 
ness, and because I am opposed to a contraction of the cur- 
rency; because I am opposed to the benefit that must follow 
only to the national banks, that I insist that this legislation is 
vicious, against the interest of the people, and should not be 
sanctioned; that I protest against the beginning of a scheme 
which will eventually destroy nearly five hundred millions of the 
money of the people, of the Government, issued as a part of the 
functions of government, and leave its place to be supplied by 
the national-bank currency, which will be increased or dimin- 
ished as the interest of the national banks may require. For 
myself I am not ready to thus put the interest of the people at 
the mercy of the banks. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. I understand that an amendment to strike out 
section 3 is pending. I would like to know whether a motion 
to strike out and insert is in order at this moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a committee amendment pending 
and an amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. THAYER]. 

Mr. LITTLE. I offer a motion to strike out section 3 and 
insert the following 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I 
understood that I was given permission to have a letter from 
the Director of the Mint read from the desk. It has not been 
read. I think it would give information to gentlemen, and I 
would state that when that letter has been read I will ask that 
the commitee rise. I ask unanimous consent that the letter 
be now read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
THAYER]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I would like to know what the motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 18, section 3, insert: “Provided, howerer, That the 
amount recoined in any one year shall not exceed $15,000,000." 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
121, noes 54. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I move the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to have my amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 3 and insert: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to purchase 
such silver bullion as may be necessary and to coin the same into such 
authorized denominations of subsidiary silver coin as he may deem 
necessary to meet * requirements, without regard to any hereto- 
fore prescribed limit,” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hur] understand that there is a committee amendment 
pending? Of course if the gentleman insists on his motion to 
rise, it takes precedence. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I supposed the amendments pend- 
ing had been disposed of, and if I am correct in that supposition 
I move that the committee do now rise. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not correct, There is 
an amendment pending. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have an amendment pending. Am I recog- 
nized? I only desire to say that the purpose of*the amendment 
offered by myself is simply to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase such an amount of silver bullion as may 
be necessary to meet the demands for the subsidiary coinage of 
the country. I do this because I do not believe in unnecessarily 
interfering with the circulation that is giving us pretty fair 


times in this country. They claim that we can make 7 per cent 
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by recoining the silver dollar. I believe we can make 50 per 
cent by buying the bullion and coining it into subsidiary coin, if 
we desire to put the question on a speculative basis. 

I am sure there is nobody, without regard to his belief 
as to the standards, that does not think that we ought to have 
a sufficient amount of small change to meet the demands of the 
business of the country, and we can get it cheaper by buying the 
silver bullion and coining it, and not have the effect of withdraw- 
ing from circulation any of the silver certificates now in circu- 
lation based on the silver in the Treasury. j 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are you moving to strike 
out the section? 

Mr. LITTLE. I am seeking to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase bullion for subsidiary coinage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then you are simply offer- 
ing the provision that the Senate passed, and which was offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; I am only asking the House to take 
the action that has already been taken by the Senate. I can 
not understand why it should not be accepted at once by the 
House. It does not change our monetary conditions; it does 
not interfere with our existing circulation; it only provides for 
a supply of subsidiary coinage by the coinage of silver bullion 
to be purchased by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Is it not a fact that the Attorney-General 
has advised the Secretary of the Treasury that under existing 
law he now has the power and authority which you seek to 
confer upon him by the amendment that you have offered? 


Mr. LITTLE. I am not informed as to that, but I do not | 


doubt the statement of the gentleman; and if we put that in 
this bill we will put it above mere construction and there will 
be no question. If we follow the lead of the Senate in this mat- 
ter, we will have no trouble. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I now renew my motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4831 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LITTLE. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is whether or not the action of the com- 
mittee in rising, which, I confess, was a short-lived affair, 
leaves the amendment offered by myself pending to the Dill, 
and whether or not I shall be entitled to the floor when the com- 
mittee next considers the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair is not 
aware of what took place in the Committee of the Whole, and 
will not preside over the Committee of the Whole, and it would 
be impossible for him to tell. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] 
suggests it would be better not to tell, and I agree with him. 
‘{ Laughter. } 


ERASURE OF SIGNATURE OF SPEAKER FROM ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
action of the House enrolling Senate bill 5567 be vacated and 
the bill be reenrolled. This bill was enrolled when the House 
rose informally a while ago. I also ask for the erasure of 
the signature of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks mous consent 
that the enrollment of Senate bill 5567 be vacated and the 
signature of the Speaker be erased. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman that this seems to be a Senate bill. Now, the 
Chair understands from the gentleman that there is some mis- 
take in the enrollment of the bill. The bill was enrolled by 
the Senate when it came here to the House. 

Mr. LACEY. It was enrolled by the House, and not the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. And, being certified to, was signed by the 
Speaker. Now, it seems that the proper course of the gentle- 


man would be to ask unanimous consent that the signature 
of the Speaker be erased, and then, if the bill was not enrolled 
by the House, it seems to the Chair it would lie upon the table 
and await such action as the Senate might see proper to make 
touching the recall of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; I ask action in accordance with the 
suggestion of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the erasure of the sig- 


nature of the Speaker to the Senate bill? 
The Chair hears none. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr, PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a privileged re- 
port. The committee appointed to prepare articles of impeach- 
ment against Charles Swayne, district judge of the northern 
district of Florida, reports that the evidence heretofore taken 
on the impeachment of Charles Swayne sustains twelve articles 
of impeachment, which are submitted for the consideration of 
the House with the recommendation that they be adopted by 
the House and exhibited to the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the articles be 
printed in the Recorp, so that all the Members of the House 
may have an opportunity to see them; and I give notice that on 
Thursday morning after the reading of the Journal I shall call 
up this-matter for discussion, so that the House may have an 
opportunity to vote on the articles. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, from 
the special committee touching the impeachment of Judge 
Swayne, reports articles of impeachment, and asks unanimous 
consent that the reading thereof be dispensed with, and that 
the same be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave for the minority 
of the committee (Mr. Gitterr of California representing the 
minority) to file the views of the minority, and that they also 
be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
committee? 

Mr. PALMER. The select committee appointed to prepare 
articles of impeachment of Judge Swayne. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require leave to file the views of 
the minority. The gentleman from California [Mr. GILLETT] 
presents the views of the minority, which will be printed and 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that they be printed also in the RECORD, 
so that they may go along with the report. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority 
views will also be printed in the RECORD: 

There was no objection. 
The report and the views of the minority are as follows: 


The select committee appointed to prepare and report articles of 
impeachment against Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of 
the United States for the northern district of Florida, appointed De- 
cember 13, 1904, submit the following report: 

That the evidence heretofore taken in the matter of the impeach- 
ment of Charles Swayne, judge of the district court of the United 
States in and for the northern district of Florida, sustains twelve 
articles of impeachment, which are submitted herewith, with the recom- 
soa it that they be adopted by the House and exhibited to the 

nate, 


[After a pause.] 


Is this a report from the 


Articles exhibited by the House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, in the name of themselves and of all the people of the 
nited States of America, against Charles Swayne, a judge of the 
United States, in and for the northern district o Florida, in mainte- 
nance and support of their impeachment against him for high crimes 
and misdemeanor in office. 


ARTICLE 1. That the said Charles Swayne, at Waco, in the State of 
Texas, on the 20th “es of April, 1897, being then and there a United 
States district judge and for the northern district of Florida, did 
then and there, as said judge, make and present to R. M. Love, then 
and there being the United States marshal in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas, a false claim against the Government of the United 
States in the sum of $230, then and there knowing said claim to be 
false, and for the purpose of obtaining payment of said false claim, 
did then and there as said judge, make and use a certain false certifi- 
cate then and there knowing said certificate to be false, said certificate 
being in the words and figures following: a 


“ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Northern District of Teras, ss: 


“I, Charles Swayne, district judge of the United States for the 
northern district of Florida, do nie certify that I was directed to 
and held court at the city of Waco, in the northern district of Texas, 
twenty-three days, commencing on the 20th day of April, 1897; also, 
that the time engaged in holding said court, and in going to and return- 
ing from the same, was twenty-three days, and that my reasonable ex- 
penses for travel and attendance amoun ed to the sum of two hundred 
and thirty dollars and cents, which sum is justly due me for such 
attendance and travel. 


“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 
“Waco, May 15, 1897. 

“ Received of R. M. Love, United States marshal for the northern 
district of Texas, the sum of 230 dollars and no cents in full payment 
of the above account. 
$230. “ CHAS. SWAYNE.” 
when in truth and in fact, as the said Charles Swayne then and there 
well knew, there was then and there justly due the said Swayne from 
the Government of the United States and from said United States 
marshal a far less sum, whereby he has been guilty of a high crime 
and misdemeanor in his said office. 

ART. 2. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office as judge, as aforesaid, the said 
Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be his reasonable expenses 
for travel and attendance when lawfully directed to hold court outside 
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of the northern district of Florida, not to exced $10 per diem, to be 
B upon his . United States marshal for the district 
e 


which the court was and was forbidden by law to receive com- 
pensson for such services. Yet the said Charles Swayne, well know- 

g these provisions, falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for 
travel and attendance were $10 per diem while holding court at Tyler, 
Tex.. twenty-four days commencing December 3, 1900, and seven days 
going to and return fe trom said Tyler, Tex., an 

m the Treasury of the United States, by the hand of John Grant, 
the United States marshal for the eastern district of Texas, the sum of 
. — when the reasonable expenses incurred and paid by the said 

aries Swayne for travel and attendance did not amount to the sum 
of $10 per diem. 

herefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself and was and is guilty of a high crime, to wit, the crime of 
obtaining money from the United States by a false pretense, and of a 
high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 3. That the said Charles Swayne having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and com ioned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge as aforesaid was 
entitled by law to be paid his reasonable expenses for travel and 
attendance when lawfully directed to hold court outside of the northern 
district of Florida, not to exceed $10 pee diem, to be paid upon his 
certificate by the United States marshal of the district in which the 
court was held, and was forbidden by law to receive any com 
for such services. Yet the Charles Swayne, well knowing these 
provisions, falsely certified that his reasonable for travel in 

ing to and coming from and attendance were $10 per diem while 


d received therefor 


tion 


sum. 
Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself and was and is guilty of a high crime, to wit, obtaining money 
= United States by a false pretense, and of a high misdemeanor 
office. 
ART. 4. That the said Charles Swayne haying been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as pte the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, en 


g to 
‘or the 


ny, and the said Charles 
ed the said receiver 


owner, and under a claim of right, 
ands of a receiver appointed by him. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, was and is 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Art. 5. That the said Charles Swayne was duly appointed, commis- 
sioned, and confirmed as judge of the United States in and for the 
northern district of Florida, and entered upon the duties of said office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of ju as aforesaid heretofore, 
to wit, A. D. 1893, did unlawfully appropriate to his own use, without 
making compensation to the owner, a certain railroad car belonging to 
the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad Company for the pur- 

of transporting „ his family, and friends m Jacksonville, 

la., to California, said railroad company being at the time in the pos- 
session of a receiver appointed by the said Charie Swayne, judge as 
aforesaid, on the petition of creditors. i 

The car was supplied with some provisions by the sald receiver, 
which were consumed by the said Swayne and his friends, and it was 
provided with a porter at the cost and expense of the railroad com- 
pany, and also with transportation over connecting lines. ‘The wages 
of said porter and the cost of said provisions were paid by the said re- 
ceiver out of the funds of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Rall- 
road Company, and the said Charles Swayne, acting as ju as afore- 
said, allowed the credits claimed by the said receiver for and on ac- 
eount of the said expenditures as a t of the necessary expenses of 
operating the said railroad. The said Charles Swayne, judge as afore- 
sald, used the said poe without making compensation to the owner 
under a claim of r ght that the same was in the hands of a 
receiver appointed him he, therefore, had a right to use the 
same. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, P hm as aforesaid, was and is 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of high misdemeanor in office. 

Arr. 6. That the said Charles Sw: 
and confirmed, was 


y, ngress 
approved the 23d of July, A. D. 1894, the boundaries of the said: north- 
ern district of Florida were changed, and the city of St. Augustine 
and contiguous territory were transferred to the southern district of 
Florida; whereupon it me and was the duty of the said Charles 
Swayne to change his residence and reside in the northern district of 
Flor and to comply with the five hundred and fifty-first section of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which provides that— 

“A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in cases 
hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for which 
inted, and for offen ling against this provision shall be deemed 


Nevertheless the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, did not 
acquire a residence, and did not, within the intent and meaning of said 


act, reside in his said district, to wit, the northern district of Florida, 
from the 23d day of July, A. D. 1904, to the Ist day of October, A. D. 
1900, a period of about six years. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, willfully and 
knowingly violated the aforesiad law and was and is guilty of a high 


misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 7. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed 
and confirmed, was commissioned district judge of the United States in 
and for the northern district of Florida on the Ist day of April, A. D. 
1890, to serve W 2 behavior, and thereafter, to wit, on the 22d 
day of April, A. D. took the oath of office and assumed the duties 
of his appointment, and established his residence at the 12 3 of St 
hs, pear in the State of Florida, which was at that time within the 
said northern district. That subsequently, by an act of Congress of 
the United States approved the 23d day of July, A. D. 1894, the boun- 
daries of the said northern district of Florida were changed, and the 
city of St. A tine, with the contiguous territory, was transferred to 
the southern district of Florida, whe m it and was the duty 
of the said Charles Swayne to change residence and reside in the 
northern district of Florida, as defined by said act of Congress, and to 
comply with section 551 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which provides that— 

“A trict judge shall be appointed for each district, except in cases 
hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for which 
he is appointed, and for offen against this provision shall be deemed 
guilty of a high misdemeanor.” 

Nevertheless, the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, totall 
disregarding his duty as aforesaid, did not acquire a residence, a 
within the intent and are } of said act did not reside in his said 
district, to wit, the northern district of Florida, from the 23d day of 
July, A. D. 1894, to the ist day of January, A. D. 1903, a period of 
about nine years. 

Wherefore, the said Charles 283 judge as aforesaid, willfully 
and knowingly violated the aforesaid law, and was and is guilty of a 
high misdemeanor in office. 

ArT. 8. That the said Charles Swayne, having been appolnted, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as j 
as afo! to wit, while performing the duties of a td 12 of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States, heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia, in the State of Florida, did maliciously and unlawfully adjudge 
guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and com- 
mit to prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attorney and 
8 — law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the 

n ates. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehayed 
himself in’ his office of judge, ‘and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial pora and of a h misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 9. That the said Charles Branne; having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern ct of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as judge 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a judge of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of 
Escambia, in the State of Florida, did knowingly and unla 
adjudge guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon 
and commit to prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attor- 
ney and counselor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court 
of the United States. ; 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial 1 and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Art. 10: That the sai 


court of the United States. 

. Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge and was and is guilty of an abuse of judi- 
cial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ArT. 11. That the said Charles Swayne, having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern trict of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as judge 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a circuit judge of 
the United States heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of November, 
A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escambia, in the 
State of Florida, did knowingly and unlawfully adjudge gullty of con- 
tempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to prison 
for a period of ten days Simeon Belden, an attorney and counselor at 
law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the United States. 

erefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office as ius: and was and is guilty of an abuse of judi- 
cial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 12. That the said Charles Swayne, 2 been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge heretofore, to wit, on 
the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, at Pensacola, in the county of 
Escambia, the State of Florida, did unlawfully and knowingly ad- 
judge guy of 8 and did commit to prison for the period of 
sixty days one W. C. O'Neal, for an alleged ret yee! of the district 
court of the United States for the northern district of Florida. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge, as aforesaid, and was and is guilty of an 
abuse of judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

And the House of Representatives by protestation, saving to them- 
selves the liberty of exh . di any time hereafter any further arti- 
cles of accusation or impeachment against the said Charles Swayne, 
judge of the United States court for the northern district of Florida, 
and also of rep! to his answers which he shall make unto the arti- 

here erred against him, and of offering proof to the same 
and every part thereof, and to all and every other article or accusation 
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or impeachment which shall be exhibited by them as the case shall 
require, do demand that the said Charles Swayne may be put to answer 
the high crimes and misdemeanors in office herein cha: against him, 
and that such 8 examinations, trials, and ju ents may 
be thereupon had and given as may be agreeable to law and justice. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY. 


The House must establish the truth of these articles, by competent 
testimony, beyond reasonable doubt. 

The only articles which, in our judgment, the record as it now stands 
would sustain are based upon the certificates of expenses, As these 
it was claimed in the hearings that other . have construed the law 
as it was construed by Judge Swayne, and evidence was offered to 
establish that claim and excluded. N 

We dissent from all the other articles, and especially as to those 
based — the contempt proceedings in the Davis, Belden, and O'Neal 
cases. hese cases clearly involved willful and marked contempt of 
court, and demanded exemplary and summary punishment from any 
self-respecting court. 

The charge as to nonresidence is not supported by such evidence as 
warrants the adoption of articles in that regard. 

The use of the private car, which is the proper subject of adverse 
criticism, taking into account the fact that there is no intimation or 
claim that any judicial act was influenced, or attempted to be influ- 
enced thereby, is not of such gravity as to justify impeachment pro- 
ceedings therefor. 

The car incident occurred more than ten years ago, and no residence 
question has existed for more than four years. No statute of limita- 
tions can apply, but the great proceeding of ap yg yep is not to be 
used as to stale charges not affecting the moral character or the present 
fitness of the officer to perform his duty. 

C. E. LITTLEFIELD. 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 

I concur in all that is said in the foregoing “Views of the minor- 
ity” oe as to the certificates for expenses. At the hearing before 
the committee ge be Swayne offered to prove the custom and practice 
of the Federal pr ges in making certificates for their reasonable ex- 

nses for travel and attendance when holding court out of their dis- 
rict, the purpose being to show a judicial construction of the statute 
under which these 1 were allowed. This offer was denied by 
the committee and all inquiry upon this subject shut off. 

Therefore, for this reason, the record is silent upon matters which, 
in my judgment, should have been submitted to the consideration of 
this House. The record Is silent as to the custom and practice of other 
judges in this particular, as to the construction which they placed 
upon the statute, and as to the construction which the disbursing and 
soubie officers of the Government gave it. 

The intent with which Judge Swayne. made these certificates is of 
controlling importance, and all of the facts and circumstances surround- 
ing the matter, the practice and customs of other judges, and the con- 
struction placed upon the statute by them and by the Government, if 
any, are and were proper subjects of inquiry. While the record is 
silent on these questions, for the reason above stated, still it appears 
from official records, some of which have been furnished to me by the 
Treasury Department, that a majority of the district and circuit judges 
in five circuits, selected at random, make out certificates for $10 a day, 
and in two of these districts every judge made out such certificates. 

I am inclined to believe that where a practice has been so general 
these judges acted in good faith with an honest belief that a fair con- 
struction of the statute gave them $10 a day for an allowance for travel 
and attendance while attending court out of their district, and I also 
feel that this House would with great reluctance pass a resolution 
impeaching them all; and if not all, why one? n 

n this article my mind is not satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt 
that Judge Swayne, in following a practice so well established by so 
many honorable men, committed a criminal offense for which he should 
either be prosecuted or impeached, and giving him the benefit of this 
doubt I can not consent to any impeachment on that ground. 


J. N. GILLETT. 
UNITED STATES COURT, GREENVILLE, MISS. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16987) to provide for holding terms of the United States courts 
at Greenville, Miss. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. = 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Coahoma, Bolivar, Washing- 
ton, Sunflower, and Leflore shall constitute a pert of the northern judi- 
cial district of the State of Mississippi and shall be known as the 
Delta division of said district. Circuit and district courts for the 
transaction of business pertaining to een or property in said Delta 
division shall be held at the city of Greenville, in Washington Coun 
on the first Monday in May and November in each year, and sha 
continue for eighteen days or so long as business may requ 

Sec. 2. That said courts to be held at Greenville, as provided in 
section 1 of this act, shall be po: of and shall exercise all the 
povan and jurisdiction now possessed or exercised, or which may 

ereafter be granted to or exercised by the circuit and district courts 
in said district now held at Oxford, Miss., and all laws e and 
aening how suits against persons or topory located or found in ju- 
dicial districts shall be brought, shall applicable to and govern the 
bringing of suits in said Delta division, and all laws touching the re- 
moval of causes from the State courts to the United States courts shall 
apply to said court hereby established; but all crimes and offenses 
heretofore committed within the counties com ng said Delta division 
shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined the same manner and 
with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the clerks of the courts now held 
at Jackson, Oxford, and Vicksburg, on demand of either party, to any 
suit now pending in either of said courts, and E to the 
courts to be held at Greenville, to make out and certify a copy of the 


record and proceedings in said suit and transmit the same to the deputy 
clerk of the proper court at Greenville; and he shall enter said cause 
on his docket, and the same shall be proceeded with as if it had been 
originally brought in said court. The fee for such transcript shall be 
paid for by the party applying for same. 

Sec. 4. That the marshal and clerk of said northern district of Missis- 
sippi shall appoint deputies who shall reside at Greenville and act as 
marshal and clerk in place of their principals. 


The following committee amendment was read and agreed to: 

In line 3, after the word “ Bolivar,” insert Quitman.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 5889) to authorize the city 
of Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill,. the 
title of which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?, 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read. It provides that the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, is hereby authorized and empowered 
to construct, operate, and maintain a street-car, wagon, and 
foot bridge, with necessary approaches, across the Mississippi 
River from the west end of Twenty-fifth avenue northeast to 
the east end of Thirty-second avenue north, within the corpo- 
rate limits of said city, provided such location is suitable to the 
interests of navigation. Said bridge shall be constructed for 
the passage of street cars, wagons, and vehicles of all kinds, and 
for foot passengers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. Linp, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be, and hereby 
is, authorized to have printed such papers and documents as may be 
necessary for the business of said committee. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ANDREW R. M’CURDY. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Andrew R. 
McCurdy, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 


IMMIGRANT SERVICE AT SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Hirr, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was discharged from further consideration 
of House Document No. 166, a letter from the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, transmitting a report of an investigation of 
the conditions of the immigrant service at San Francisco, Cal., 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LANDS IN FORT SHERMAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secre of the 
Interior relative to the reservation of certain lands in the abandoned 
Fort Sherman Military Reservation, in view of the contemplated use 
of such lands in connection with irrigation works to be constructed 
under the act of June 17, 1902. (32 Stat., 388.) 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HOUSE, January 10, 1905. 
BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN THE STATE OF COLORADO AND TERRITORIES 
OF NEW MEXICO AND OKLAHOMA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 


668 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 10, 


accompanying papers, was ordered printed and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


- I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the reestab- 
lishment of the boundary line between the State of Colorado and the 
Territories of New Mexico and Oklahoma, suryeyed under authority of 
the act of Congress of July 1, 1902. (32 Stat., 552, 574.) 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Warre House, January 10, 1905. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS, 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 91. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That there be printed, for the use of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
covering the period from the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 
1904, including therein the statement of the case and the opinion of 
the court in Paul a Virginia, 8 Wallace, e 168, and the state- 
ment of the case, the opinion of the court, an e dissenting opinion 
in Douea States against E. C. Knight Company, 158 United States, 
page 1. 

With the following committee amendment: 

Strike out after the word “four” in line 6, the words “ including 
therein the statement of the case and the opinion of the court in 
Paul a Virginia, 8 Wallace, page 168, and the statement of the 
case, opinion of the court, and the dissenting opinion in United 
States against E. C. Knight Company, 158 United States, page 1.“ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I present the fol- 
lowing privileged resolution from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be JP akin for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be distributed through the document room of the House, 
8,000 copies of House Document No. 165, Fifty-eighth Congress, third 
session, being a report of the Commissioner of Corporations covering 
the period of the organization of the Bureau to June 30, 1904. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
gentleman a question. I have a great many inquiries about 
the Jefferson Bible. I understand its publication has been 
stopped. I would like to ask the gentleman what has become of 
the plates? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The plates of that publication 
never belonged to the Government. The Jefferson Bible was 
published by a firm in Chicago. Congress contracted for, I 
think, 10,000 copies, and the plates are the property of the 
firm that did the work. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought that the plates be- 
longed to the Government, and I was afraid that they might be 
destroyed. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana a question. Can parties purchase the Jef- 
ferson Bible from the Chicago firm that printed it for the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know, but I presume 
so. I should say that, taking into consideration the advertising 
the publication has had, that the gentlemen in Chicago will pub- 
lish the book in unlimited quantities. 

Mr. PALMER. What became of the 10,000 copies? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They were placed to the credit 
of the members of the Senate and House. 

Mr. PALMER. I only got fourteen copies. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much did the 10,000 copies 
cost the Government? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know; the order did 
not come from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who does know? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not know; it came by the 
recommendation of some other committee. 

Mr. LACEY. The book cost between $2.25 to $2.50 per vol- 
ume. Some of the copies were set apart to be sold by the super- 
intendent of the document room; that was over and above the 
allowance for the Senate and House. I made a discovery the 
other day when I tried to buy one for a friend. I found that 
a certain candidate for the United States Senate had bought 
all there were. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. At what price? 
Mr. LACEY. At the actual cost price, between $2.25 and 
2 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand that gentlemen 
can procure a copy in the city at $5 a volume. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct 
the statement I made a moment ago. I have been informed that 
the order for the publication of the Jefferson Bible did come 
from the Committee on Printing of the House, but it was before 
the committee was organized as it is at present constituted. 
The order was made by a former Congress. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


ae DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 4 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of proposals received 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904, for materials and 
labor in connection with work under the Engineers’ Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary of the American National Red 
Cross, transmitting the annual report for the year ended 
December 31, 1904—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the House resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 384) authorizing the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce to investigate the operation, ete., of the 
Panama Railway Company, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3474); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 16983) permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, 
State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, 
all in section 3, township 29 north, range 24 west, of the fourth 
principal meridian, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 8475) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17100) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Sunflower River, in Sharkey County, Miss., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3476); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16945) 
granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. Franklin, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 3423) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16594) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob A. Kryer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3424; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16713) granting a pension to William 
Cannon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3425); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16809) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Colter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3426); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

-sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16162) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Muller, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3427); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16260) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Hark, reported the same 

. without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3428); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16165) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis L. Howard, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3429) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16409) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Kendall, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3430); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16471) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha C. Watkins, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3431); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16807) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to E. C. Jordan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3432); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16396) granting a pension to E. A. 
Sherburne, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3433); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10387) granting an increase of pension 
to Aaron C. Perry, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3434); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10096) grant- 
ing a pension to Louise E. Lavey, reported the same with amend- 
ment, acompanied by a report (No. 3435): which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9860) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus Colvin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3436); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12171) granting 
an increase of pension to John Davis, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3437); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12007) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry R. K. Lockman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3438) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11613) granting an increase of pension to Alexander H. Sock- 
man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No, 3439) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16157) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Martin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3440); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16443) granting an increase of pension 
to Johanna J. Naughton, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3441) ; which said-bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5153) granting 


an increase of pension to Jonathan Stewart, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3442); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14495) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jackson Adams, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3443); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Silas W. Squires, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3444); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14489) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Porter, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3445); 
whith said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15411) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaiah Garretson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3446); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15520) 
granting an increase of pension to William P. Dunnington, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3447); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pension 
to George H. Coddington, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3448); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13640) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eugene Hepp, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3449); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15328) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. H. Simpkins, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3450); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 606) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Vincent M. Cartwright, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3451); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1445) granting an increase of pension 
to John Ellis, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3452); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2191) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Pollard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3453); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3427) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Fetterhoff, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3454) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17093) 
granting an increase of pension to Felix Monaghan, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3455); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5995) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Fulton, reported the same wjth amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3456) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, ta which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16666) granting an increase of pension 
to Alfreda B. Coburn, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3457); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8423) 
granting a pension to Joseph Hepworth, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3458); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7760) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah R. Pierce, reptrted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3459); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8834) granting 
an increasé of pension to Joseph H. Richardson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3460) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5383) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Shafer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3461); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16619) granting 
an increase of pension to George Meisner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3462); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15962) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles T. Beals, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3463) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo Ackerman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3464); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16444) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry C. Snyder, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3465) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16140) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nelson A. Fitts, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3466); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4552) granting 
an increase of pension to Orin P. Stoffer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3467) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17241) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David A. Miller, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3468); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16730) granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel Smith, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3469) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘ which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13330) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3470); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17014) granting a pension to William W. Kings- 
land—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17392) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur Haire—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17464) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
J. Nelson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 17473) making appropriation for the support of the 


Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906—to the Union 
Calendar. . 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 17474) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes—to the Union 
Calendar. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 17475) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 17476) to exclude from the 
Yosemite National Park, California, certain lands therein de- 
scribed, and to attach and include the said lands in the Sierra 
Forest Reservye—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17477) to facilitate 
the shipments and furnishing of cars by railway companies for 
the shipment of carloads of live stock from points in one State 
or Territory of the United States into or through any other State 
or Territory of the United States, and to provide for such 
through shipments at reasonable rates of freight—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 17478) to provide for an 
equal division of the lands and moneys of the Osage tribe of 
1 and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 17479) to provide for the sur- 
vey, location, and platting of the lands along and in the St. 
Francis River, in the States of Arkansas and Missouri—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17480) regulating the com- 
pensation of the collector of customs for the district of George- 
town, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17481) au- 
thorizing the Alexandria Bayou, Macon and Greenville Rail- 
way Company to construct bridges over Red River, Little River, 
Ouachita River, and Bayou Louis, in Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (II. R. 17482) 
to provide for the improvements of the Yazoo River and its 
tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17483) to provide for the construction of 
a snag boat for the Yazoo River, Mississippi, and its tributa- 
ries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17484) to provide for the improvement of 
the Coldwater River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 17485) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act providing for the compulsory attendance of wit- 
nesses before registers and receivers of the land oflice“ - to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. ' 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 17486) for an additional 
appropriation to complete the temporary addition to the Detroit 
post-office—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17487) to au- 
thorize the appointment of a United States commissioner for 
the southern judicial district of Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 17488) to extend the time 
for the commencement and completion of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near Oacoma, S. Dak.—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 17489) to provide 
the manner of opening for settlement and entry and for dispos- 
ing of certain lands on the Uintah Reservation, in Utah—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 193) 
providing for the publication of 3,000 copies of Bulletin No. 27 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry, entitled “ Information Con- 
cerning the Angora Goat —to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 194) pro- 
viding for the printing of 20,000 additional copies of the Jeffer- 
son Bible (“ Morals of Jesus of Nazareth“) to the Committee 
on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 17490) granting an increase 
of pension to Atticus Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17491) to correct the military record of 
Sharpe McCurdy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17492) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Prussia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17493) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 17494) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Helen E. South—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 17495) for the relief of 
the estate of Jacob Israel, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17496) for the relief of the estate of S. 8. 
Simmonds, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17497) for the relief of the estate of 
Phillip Poete, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 17498) for the relief of 
La Fayette & Bro.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 17499) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry T. Vose—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 17500) for the relief of 
Pamelia J. Getty—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17501) for the relief of Martha E. West 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17502) for the relief of A. M. Darling and 
Frank ©. Darling—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON (by request): A bill (H. R. 17503) for the 
relief of Herbert O. Dunn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17504) for the 
relief of the estate of Patrick McCormack, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17505) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Stamm—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17506) granting a pension to Van R. Gif- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17507) granting an increase 
5 e to Samuel S. Price to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 17508) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeremiah Derr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 17509) for the relief of 
Eugene King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 17510) granting an increase of 
pension to Abraham E. Pierson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17511) to remove the charge of desertion 

the military record of Minor Berry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 17512) for the relief of the 
Madison Female Institute, of Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 17513) granting a pension 
to George W. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17514) granting an increase of pension 
to John Hey Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 17515) granting a pension 
to Ida Eubank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17516) granting an 
increase of pension to Gillum M. Ezell—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17517) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Braziel—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17518) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17519) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Dorbandt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 17520) granting a pension to 
McKean Ormsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 17521) for the relief of F. X. 
Smith, Son & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17522) granting a 
“pension to James M. McGoodwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 17523) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17524) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the estate of Robert B. Pearce, de- 
ceased, late of Sevier County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 17525) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John H. Lash—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 17526) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Hayes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 17527) granting an increase of 


pension to James Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17528) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. Patterson—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17529) granting a pension to Margaret 
Munyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17530) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Lewis Patterson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 17531) granting a pension 
to George W. Ennery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17532) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Failer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17533) granting an increase of pension to 
Jared Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17534) granting an increase of pension to 
John Person—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17535) granting a pension to John D. 
Deihl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 17536) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Burton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17537) 
granting an increase of pension to Theodore Titus—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17538) granting a pension to 
William W. Isaacs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17539) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Joseph C. Byron, late a captain and 
assistant quartermaster, to be a captain and assistant quarter- 
master on the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17540) for 
the relief of the estate of John R. Temple, deceased, late of 
Ouachita Parish, La—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 17541) for the relief of the heirs of Julia 
M. Clark, deceased, late of Catahoula Parish, La.—to. the Com- 
mittee on War 

Also, a bill( H. R. 17542) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
A. Meredith, deceased, late of Caldwell Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17543) granting an increase 
a to Lafayette Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17544) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen M. Fisk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17545) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Owen J. Owen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17546) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of the estate of Benja- 
min Lillard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODBY: A bill (H. R. 17547) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Hutchison—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 17548) for the relief of 
William H. Stiner & Sons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17549) 
granting an increase of pension to Archibald George—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 17550) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Gillett—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17551) granting a pension- to Frank E. 
Saxon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17552) 
for the relief of Robert J. Faulkner—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17553) for the relief of John Quigley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17554) for the relief of William R. Boag— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 17555) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Adams to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 17556) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Zenes Shipman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17557) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Crum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 17558) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah Ann Morrison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 17559) granting an increase 
s pension to Joseph Wilkes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17560) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17561) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Burroughs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17562) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17563) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jacob Goil, late a private in Company C, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17564) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha L. H. Spurgin—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17565) granting an increase of pension to 
Marie Louise Michie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17566) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Emory Monty— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17567) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John E. Clarke—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17568) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Wiley B. Chamness—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. L 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17569) granting an increase of pension to 
Dayid H. Utley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17570) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hensly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 17571) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles W. Pinckney—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17572) granting a pension to Frederick 
Hildenbrand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17573) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph 
F. Bryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17574) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. Gabbert—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Floyd Jenkins, against repealing 
or amending the present oleomargarine laws—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Athens Grange, No. 304, of Pennsylvania, 
against repeal of the oleomargarine laws—to the Committee on 
‘Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Verner F. Smith, against repeal of the oleo- 
margarine laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Allen Heald, of Conneautville, Crawford 
County, Pa., against repeal of the oleomargarine laws—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Rundell Grange, of Conneautyille, Pa., 
against repeal of the oleomargarine laws—to the Committee on 
‘Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. J. Cooley, of Hartstown, Pa., against re- 
peal of the oleomargarine laws—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Hartman et al., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of 
Albion, Pa., favoring bills H. R. 704 and S. 4092—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers in support of bill for the relief of 
Alexander Clapp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Bert Strattman et al., 
against legislation embodied in bill H. R. 4859—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of Independence, Kans., against 
bill H. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, Yat of citizens of Wichita, Kans., opposing bill 
H. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of Jeremiah Lower Michigan—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Herbert O. 
Kohn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel S. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Russell C. Paris, past national 
commander of the Army and Nayy Union, favoring bill H. R. 
3586—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Philip H. Haupt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Colorado beet-sugar manufactur- 
ers, against legislation reducing tariff on raw or refined sugar— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Carriage Builders’ National Association, fa- 
voring law to empower Interstate Commerce Commission to 
determine freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Republican Union Club of 
New York, for legislation favoring a reduction of representa- 
tion of the Southern States—to the Committee on Election of 
President and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, favor- 
ing a reduction of duties on imports from Philippine Islands—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of James Stuart et al., favoring a 
law against the sale of intoxicating liquor in Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of E. W. Chandler, of Rockford, 
III., favoring the en bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of Elijah Harris, or Chicago, III., favoring the 
Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Haddoff Piano Company, of Rockford, 
III., in favor of granting additional powers to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Royal Mantel and Furniture Company, 
of Rockford, III., in favor of the Quarles-Cooper bill and against 
pooling of railways—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Colorado beet-sugar manufacturers, pe 
posing reduction of tariff on either raw or refined sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Washington school-teachers, praying for in- 
crease of salaries—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of the Union League Club, of New York, con- 
cerning revision of tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of George A. Post, chairman of the American 
Railway Appliance Exhibition, in favor of House joint resolu- 
tion 160—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of citizens of Manhattan, Kans., 
favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Joliet, III., urging passage of bill 
H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Frank Brazeale, by increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John Cook, by in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Christian Dor- 
bandt, by increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gillum M. Ezell, 
Russell, Tex., by increase of pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Louis A. Kumm— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany Dill granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Jackson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Sparks Milling Company, of 
Alton, III., opposing enactment of the uniform bill-of-lading 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany bill correct- 
ing military record of Samuel Zellner—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of C. T. Morris et al., favoring bill 
H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Petition of Haywood King et al., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Carriage Builders’ National 
Association, favoring bill to increase powers of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of the Patriotic Order of Sons of 
America, of Hanover, Pa., urging enactment of more stringent 
laws covering tbe subject of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. LAMAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Brian B. Tulley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Greenfield, 
Mass., favoring a law taking the power from the State courts 
and placing it in Federal courts relative to polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Mystic, Conn., against the Proctor bill for the repeal 
of pa anticanteen law—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of the city council of Fort Smith, Ark., favoring 
annexation of the Cherokee and Choctaw nations to the State of 
Arkansas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Mary A. Paul—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, favoring legislation regulating towing in New York 
Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring a law reducing tariff on Philippine products to this 
country—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 16690, for 
7 25 of Mrs. Louisa J. Arey—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. j 

By Mr. MACON: Papers to accompany Dill for relief of 
Daniel Hays by increase of pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of George W. Hirson et al., of the 
Patriotic Order of Sons of America, for legislation restricting 
Eee the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

Also, petition of Wilson Rhoads et al., for legislation restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. MOON: Petition of the Stone Cutters’ Association of 
North America, against law appropriating money for substitu- 
tion of granite for sandstone in the superstructure in Govern- 
ment buildings in Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers to accompany bill relative to the claim of estate 
of Lewis Patterson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Rey. H. Johnson et al., asking 
legislation to protect the proposed States of Oklahoma and 
Arizona against intoxicants—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of members of the faculty of 
Dickinson College, Carlisle, Pa., calling attention to resolutions 
of the Mohonk Conference in regard to the exclusion of intoxi- 
cating liquors from Indian territories—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Theodore Titus—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 262, Patriotic Order 
of Sons of America, of Hegins, Pa., praying for restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 76, Patriotic Order 
of Sons of America, of Tremont, Pa., asking greater restriction 
in i aa the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 247, Patriotic Order 
of Sons of America, of Landingville, Pa., favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill 
for relief of heirs of Julia M. Clark, of Catahoula Parish, La— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Mary A. 
Meredith, of Caldwell Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs of John R. 
Tanpi; of Ouachita Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Cc 8. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Eugene King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, urging legislation to regulate towing in the harbor of 
New York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
against freight rebates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of New Vernon Grange, No. 608, 
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of Mercer County, Pa., against repeal of the Grout Act—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of R. F. Casadine et al., favor- 
ing legislation to increase power of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Jeffer- 
son County, Pa., favoring a law restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of Ford B. Strough et al., fa- 
voring bill H. R. 13778-—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. f 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of the Bleventh 
Congressional district of Iowa, favoring the Cooper-Quarles 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Milford, Iowa, favoring legislation 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors in Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of David H. Urley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Emery Monty— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John E. Clark 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Wily B. Cham- 
ness—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany claim for relief of William Clark— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Carriage Build- 
ers’ National Association, favoring legislation empowering In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to discriminate on freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition for the relief of George Nottlie—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January II, 1905. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 
NAMING OF PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PERKINS called the Senate to order, and the Secretary 
read the following communication : 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, UNITED STATES SENATE. 
the United States Senate: 


hereby appoint Grorce C. PERKINS, Senator from California, to 
5 e duties of the chair during my N 
M. P. FRYE, 
Presdient pro tempore. 
JANUARY 11. 


Mr. PERKINS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. NxLSON, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
REPORT OF AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS) laid before the 
Senate the annual report of the American National Red Cross 
for the year ended December 31, 1904; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

CENTRAL POWER STATION. 

The PRESIDING OFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Superintendent Library Building and 
Grounds, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report with prelimi- 
nary plans and estimates of cost for the location, construction, 
and equipment of a central power station for the existing and 
projected buildings on the Mall, in the vicinity of the White 
House, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact.and of law filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in 
the findings by the court relating to the vessel ship Jane, 
James Barron, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by 
the court relating to the vessel schooner Amelia, Timothy 
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Hall, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed with an amendment to the concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing for the use of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor of 10,000 copies of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Corporations, covering the period from the organiza- 
tion of the Bureau to June 30, 1904, ete.; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16987) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Greenville, Miss.; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 3 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 84) authorizing 
the granting of permits to the committee on inaugural ceremo- 
nies on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect 
on March 4, 1905, ete.; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Presiding Officer. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Commercial Club, 
of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the adoption of any 
amendment to the so-called “Nelson Act,” relating to the Red 
Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Commercial 
Club, of Muncie, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the holding of terms of the United States courts 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of The Nordyke & Marmon Com- 
pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the better protection of trade-marks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 159, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Marion, Ind., remonstrating 
against the reduction of the duty on cigars imported from the 
Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Indianapolis Fruit and 
Produce Commission Merchants’ Exchange; of Washington 
Division, No. 339, Order of Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, 
of Washington, and of Local Division No. 249, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Elkhart, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Old Soldiers’ Republican 
Club, of Vanderburg County, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for equalizing the representation of differ- 
ent States in Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Census. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hookey, Okla., praying for the passage of the statehood bill: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Nordyke & Marmon 
Company, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the registration of trade-marks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkwood, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
holding of terms of Federal court at Muncie, Ind.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lafayette, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 248, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Elkhart, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called employers’ liability bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Randolph 
County, Ind.; of the Indianola Synod of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church, of Wagoner, Ind. T., and of sundry citizens 
of Sulphur and Lebanon, Ind. T., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the congregation of 
the Universalist Church of Woodstock, Vt., and the memorial 
of Elbert O. Smith and 30 other citizens of Willsboro, 


N. Y., remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- 
canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented memorials of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Succasunna; of sundry .citizens 
of Summit, Collingswood, Newark, Dunellen, Salem, Paterson, 
Suecasunna, Washington, Greenwich, Roseville, and Lakewood; 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Collingswood, 
of the Woman’s ChriStian Temperance Union of Pensauken, of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bloomfield, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hancocks Bridge, 
all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the present anticanteen law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of the Patriotic Order of Sons 
of America of Broadtop, Curwensyille, Duncannon, Landing- 
ville, Hanover, and Fishing Oreek, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict the 
immigration of aliens into the United States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Ministerial Association of 
the Presbyteries of Pittsburg and Allegheny, of the Ministerial 
Associgtion of the Baptist Churches of Pittsburg, of the Ministe- 
rial Union of Philadelphia, of the congregation of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Johnstown, of the General Assembly’s Perma- 
nent Committee on Temperance of the Presbyterian Church of 
Pittsburg, and of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Darby, Johns- 
town, Philadelphia, and Allentown, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and memorials of sundry citizens of McSherrystown, Pa., 
remonstrating against any reduction in the tariff on tobacco 
and cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an in- 
crease in the income of the agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the International Pure Food 
Congress of Lexington, Ky., and a petition of the Pennsylvania 
Dairy Union, praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ANKENY (for Mr. Foster of Washington) presented a 
petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. : 

Mr. GORMAN presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
sundry citizens of Baltimore, Md., held in McCoy Hall, Johns 
Hopkins University, favoring the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the congregations of 
the Baptist, Presbyterian, and Methodist Episcopal churches of 
Lodi, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- 
canteen law, and praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill (S. 5993) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Cash, I present the argument of James E. 
Twitchel, of Carthage, Mo., favoring the passage of the bill. I 
move that the paper be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 16570) to amend an act entitled An 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennes- 
see River in Marion County, Tenn.,” approved May 20, 1902, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia G. 
Cayce, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of David V. Howell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6314) for the relief of certain 
receivers of public moneys, acting as special disbursing agents, 
in the. matter of amounts expended by them for per diem fees 
‘and mileage of witnesses in hearings, which amounts have not 
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been credited by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in the settlement of their accounts, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BERRY. Two or three days ago the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. McENery] called up and had passed Sen- 
ate bill 6019, to authorize the parish of Caldwell, La., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River. Since that time the 
House has passed a precisely similar bill. From the Committee 
on Commerce I report back favorably, without amendment, the 
House bill and ask for its present consideration. It is impor- 
tant that the bill should pass at an early day, and it is precisely 
similar to one which has already passed the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. 15810) to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to 
construct a bridge across the Ouachita River was read and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that Senate bill 6019 be indefinitely 

tponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 6019 will be re- 
called from the House of Representatives and indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 15225) to amend the act relating to the print- 
ing and distribution of public documents, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Printing, with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very important bill. I do not know 
but that it is all right, but it affects our convenience very largely 
about documents, and I ask that it may go over and be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It has been printed and is before 
the Senate now. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that it may go over in order that we may 
examine it. I have had no opportunity to look at it. I pre- 
sume it is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the 
present consideration of the bill, it will go over. 


ESTATE OF HENRY H. SIBLEY, 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 743) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, reported the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 743) entitled “A bill for the relief of the 
personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased,” now pending in 
the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, pursuance of the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the lea i Be suits 
1 the Government of the United States,“ erase reh 3, 
1887, and generally known as the “ Tucker Act.” d the said court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such 
act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


W. W. MONTAGUE & CO. 


Mr. STEWART. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6270) directing the issue of 
a check in lieu of a lost check drawn in favor of W. W. Mon- 
tague & Co., of San Francisco, Cai., to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and I submit a report thereon. This is a bill 
for the reissue of a lost check, and it is recommended by the 
Treasury Department. It is a mere formal matter, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That C. A. Devol, major and artermaster, 
United States Army, be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a dupli- 
cate of an original check issued by him on the 2d day of February, 
1904, No. 156017, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at 
San Francisco, in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the sum of $2,614.46, under such regulations in regard to its 
issue and payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the 
2 for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of sec- 
tion 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which accompanies 
the report of the committee. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 6, 1905. 
Hon. W. M. STEWA 


RT, 
Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 5th instant inclosing 8. 6270, being a bill directing the issue of a 
check in lieu of lost check No. 156017, drawn February 2, 1904, by 
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C. A. Devol, major and quartermaster, United States Army, pon the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., in 
favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., for $2,614.46, 
under such regulations in regard to its issue and paroent as have been 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate 
checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, stating that said bill had been referred tọ you as a 
subcommittee for examination and report by the Committee on Claims, 
and requesting to be furnished with all of the facts in the case, to- 
gether with a recommendation to enable you to present the bill to the 
committee at its meeting on Wednesday next. 

In reply I have to inform you that Major Devol, having advised this 
office of the issue and loss of the above-mentioned check, he was in- 
formed that section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
authorizes the issue of duplicate checks drawn oniy for $2,500 or less, 
and that it wonld be necessary for the party in interest to apply to 
Congress for relief. 

The bill is herewith returned with the information that it appears 
to be meritorious, correct in form, and similar to other bills hereto- 
fore enacted into law for a like purpose. 

Respectfully, L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and 

NEW HAMPSHIRE STATE CLAIMS. 3 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (S. 3192) for the relief 
of the State of New Hampshire, be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported the foregoing bill and asked that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE (for Mr. Knox) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6491) granting a pension to Clara F. Leslie; 

A bill (S. 6492) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Howe; and 

A bill (S. 6493) granting a pension to Ella J. Crosse. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6494) for the relief of the estate of Louis C. De 
Blane, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6495) for the relief of Bennett Lilly ; 

A bill (S. 6496) for the relief of the estate of William Grif- 
fith, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6497) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Gra- 
dengo, deceased ; $ 

A bill (S. 6498) for the relief of Emile Honore; 

A bill (S. 6499) for the relief of Floriment Izard; 

A bill (S. 6500) for the relief of Francois Jefferson; 

A bill (S. 6501) for the relief of the estate of Francois La- 
glaize, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6502) for the relief of the estate of Morty Lynch, 
deceased ; 5 

A bill (S. 6503) for the relief of the estate of Jean Louis 
Malvean, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6504) for the relief of the estate of Mary A. Mere- 
dith, deceased ; 8 

A bill (S. 6505) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Moore; 

A bill (S. 6506) for the relief of the estate of Francois Meuil- 
lon, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6507) for the relief of the estate of Louis Malvean, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6508) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer; and 

A bill (S. 6509) for the relief of the estate of Emile Lambert, 
deceased. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6510) for the relief of 
Capt. Frank D. Ely; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6511) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Chrysup; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 6512) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Buggie; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6513) for the widen- 
ing of a section of Columbia road east of Sixteenth street; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6514) for the relief of the 
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Church of Our Redeemer, Washington, D. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6515) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Murphy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 6516) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles R. Berry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6517) granting an increase of 
pension to George Jaggers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6518) for 
the relief of J. V. Millspaugh; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ie also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6519) for the re- 
lief of Parker Burnham; which was read twice by its title. 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6520) granting a pension to 
Robert Hedrick; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6521) granting an increase of 
pension to Perry Gatewood; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6522) to enable independ- 
ent school district No. 12, Roseau County, Minn., to purchase 
certain lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6523) for the relief of the 
vestry of the Church of the Messiah, Protestant Episcopal 
Church, of St. Marys, Ga., successor to Christ Episcopal Church 
of the same place; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER (for Mr. Quazrtes) introduced a bill (S. 6524) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Conine; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 6525) for the relief of 
Herbert O. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6526) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen A. Cox; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 6527) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah L. Bonner; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 6528) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ellsworth D. S. Goodyear; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. LONG submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment providing for the 
printing by the Commission to Revise the Criminal and Penal 
Laws of the United States of the various titles of the general 
and permanent laws of the United States as fast as they may 
be revised, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $250,000 from the trust or -invested funds of the 
Chickasaw tribe now in the Treasury of the Uinted States be- 
longing to said tribe for the immediate payment of all the out- 
standing school warrants of said tribe, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. A 
: Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $4,926.67 to compensate the owners of the Norwegian 
steamship Nicaragua for damage by reason of the rescue of an 
American citizen, John McCafferty, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CASES BEFORE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. ELKINS. I offer a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and hereb 
is, directed to furnish to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the fol- 
re ee and meng pan i al ae 

rst. The num of complaints of every sort and description which 
have been made to it against railroad companies since the organiza- 
tion of the Commission, the number of such complaints which have 
been d of informally by the Commission without any formal 
hearing and determination, and the number of such complaints which 
have come to a formal hearing and determination by the Commission. 

Second. The total number of cases heard and determined by the Com- 
mission since its o ization which haye been appealed to the courts, 
the total number of such cases in which the decisions of the Commis- 
sion have been sustained, and the total number of such cases in which 
the decisions of the Commission have been reversed by the courts. 

Third. The total number of complaints as to excessive or exorbitant 
rates which have been settled by the Commission without any formal 
hearing, the total number of cases of exorbitant or excessive rates which 
have been settled by the Commission om formal hearing and decision, 
and the total number of such cases which haye been appealed to the 
courts; also the total number of case of exorbitant rates in which the 
decisions of the Commission have been sustained by the courts, and 
the total number of such cases in which the decisions of the Commission 
have been reversed. 

Fourth. The total number of complaints as to unjust discrimination 
which have been settled by the Commission without any formal hear- 
ing, the total number of cases of unjust discrimination which have been 
settled by the Commission on fo hearing and decision, and the total 
number of such cases which have been appealed to the courts; also the 
total number of cases of unjust discrimination in which the decisions 
of the Commission have been sustained by the courts, and the total 
amober of such cases in which the decisions of the Commission have 

n re 


Fifth. The total number of complaints of violation of published rates 
which have been made to the Commission since the enactment of the 
act entitled “An act to further regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States,” approved February 19, 1903, the total number 
of such cases which have n settled by the Commission informally, 
the total number of such cases which have been settled by the Commis- 
sion on formal hearing and decision rendered, the total number of such 
cases in which the Commission has Po gene to the courts for the sup- 
pression of such violations of published rates, and the total number of 
such appeals which have been granted by the courts. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is also hereby directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate a list of the cases of exorbitant rates and a list of 
eases of unjust discrimination since the Commission was organized, and 
a list of cases of violations of published rates since February 19, 1903, 
which have been appealed to the courts, saing briefiy the action taken 
by the courts in each of such cases; also a list of cases of violation of 

ublished rates since February 19, 1903, in which the courts have en- 
Forced the observance of published rates, by proper orders, writs, and 
process in the nature of injunction, and a list of the cases in which 
the courts have refused to take such action. 

Mr. KEAN. What is this resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Senate resolution, pre- 
sented by the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 
Mr. KEAN. From the Committee on Interstate Commerce? 

Mr. ELKINS. As chairman of the committee I offer the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. KEAN. It seems to be rather voluminous, and I should 
like to have a little information about it. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is merely an inquiry for information. I 
hope the Senator from New Jersey will not object. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the object? To bring down two or 
three cartloads of documents? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; to get the information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again 
read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not ask for any further reading. I 
did not catch the full scope of the resolution. It calls for in- 
formation, and it is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further reading of the reso- 
lution will be dispensed with. Is there objection to its present 
consideration? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. f 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 16987. An act to provide for bolding terms of United 
States courts at Greenville, Miss., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORT OF. COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate for printing the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Corporations. 

The amendment was to strike out, after the word “ four,” in 
line 6, the words “ including therein the statement of the case 
and the opinion of the court in Paul against Virginia, 8 Wallace, 
page 168, and the statement of the case, the opinion of the court, 


1905. 


and the dissenting opinion in United States against E. C. Knight 
Company, 158 United States, page 1.” f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution and 
amendment will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISH MENT. n 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (S. 4505) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent 
military establishment of the United States” be indefinitely 
postponed. The matter was included in the last Army appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. 
F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 5th instant approved and signed S. 5704, an act to 
incorporate the American National Red Cross. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 6th 
instant approved and signed the following acts: 

S. 183. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Currier ; 

S. 216. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Wells; 

S. 922. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Devlin; 

S. 1421. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Houghton; 

S. 1576. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily M. J. 
Cooley; 

S. 1994. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington; and 

S. 2414. An act granting an increase of pension to Elise 
Habercom. 

The message further announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed S. 6368, an act providing for 
the interment in the Distriet of Columbia of the remains of Rose 
Dillon Seager. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 5798) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to amend section 6 of the act approved 
March 9, 1904, authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak., by extending the time for commencing 
the construction of the bridge to March 9, 1906, and by extend- 
ing the time for completing the bridge to March 9, 1908. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous Consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6261) permitting the building of a rail- 
road bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapo- 
lis, State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 
7, all in section 3, township 29 north, range 24 west, of the 
fourth principal meridian. ' 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. KEAN. The Calendar, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of March 2, 1895, entitled 
“An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national 
and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States,“ was announced as 
first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr, Cray March 
2, 1904, as follows: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of March 2, 1895, entitled “An act 
for the supp on of lottery traffic through national and interstate 


commerce and the postal service, subject to the jurisdiction and laws 
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of the United States,“ having considered the same, report thereon with 
a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill has the approval of the Post-Office Department, as will 
appear by the following letter: 


Posr-Orrien DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

Washington, D. C., December 4, 1903. 
Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, a copy of a proposed 
amendment to the act of March 2, 1895, which relates to the suppres- 
sion of lottery traffic. The suggestion of an amendment to that act is 
prompted by the decision of the United States circuit court for the 
northern district of Illinois, in the case of United States, ex rel. Cham- 
ion, v. Ames, reported in the Reporter, volume 95, page 453. 
e court, in passing upon one of the points raised in that case, spoke 


as follows: 

“The eg age charges that the defendant caused to be carried and 
transferred She W. Fargo Express Company, from the State of 
Texas to the Territory of New Mexico, lottery tickets. The act 
designates the offense to be the ing or transferring of such matter 
from one State to another in the United States. The question to be 
decided, therefore, is in what sense the word ‘State’ is employed in 
the act in question. Does it include a Territory of the Uni States? 

“At a = early wee the question came ore the Supreme Court 
of the Uni States ( —— v. Ellzey, 2 Cranch, 445), regard to 
the E PTER of the eral courts, the act N jurisdiction 
providing that in order to confer jurisdiction upon the Federal court 
there must be a controv between a citizen of one State and a citi- 


ter 
inte the bench of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. This decision was made in what might be termed the forma- 
tive period’ in the construction of the Constitution, at a time when 
many of its framers were living, and it might be termed a 3 
raneous construction’ of the Constitution. I have also read th 


be no sort of reason why a citizen of nited States who happens 
to be an inhabitant of a Territory should not be allowed access to the 
Federal courts of his coun when an alien has that right, and it has 
es should have been so construed that 

the word ‘State’ should apply to a Territory of the United States 
under ject ts la 


the members of the American Confederacy onl 
in the Constitution. The Honse of resentatives is to be 
posed of Members chosen by the people of the several States, and 
each State shall have at least one Representative.’ e Senate of the 
United States shall be composed of two Senators from each State. 
Each State shall appoint for the election of an Executive a number of 
electors equal to whole number of Senators and Representatives. 
Those clauses show’, says the Chief Justice, ‘that the word “ State” 
is used in the Constitution as designating a member of the Union, and 
excludes from the term the s cation attached to it by writers on 
the laws of nations.’ It was ed before that court that onien pes 

from the Constitution showed that the term ‘State’ was in 
a more enla sense, but the court observed on examining the pas- 
sages quoted t they did not prove what was attempted to be shown 
by them. ‘It is extraordinary,’ says the Chief Justice, ‘that the courts 
of the United States, which are open to aliens and to the citizens of 
every State in the Union, should be closed upon them when i are 
citizens and inhabitants of a Territory. But this is a subject for legis- 
lative, not judicial, consideration.’ 

“I feel bound — the decision of the Supreme Court to which I have 
referred, and which has been upheld and adhered to continuously from 
that time to the — paon v. Jamieson, 166 U. S., 395; 17 Sup. 

he law of the land to-day, with 


Ct., 596.) It is sin ange to the juris- 
m of the Federal courts, that the inhabitants of a Territory can 
not seek thin the portals of a Federal court. 


“ Here is an act creating an offense unknown to the common law. It 
is a cardinal canon in the construction of criminal statutes that th 
should be construed strictly; that the courts have no right to exten 
their meaning beyond the seope of the terms employed; and we must 
seek for the intent of the lawmaking power in the language which has 
been used in the act itself. When Congress, knowing, as we must pre- 
sume it did, that the word ‘State,’ as used in the Constitution, means 
oon id State, and not Territory, and knowing also that the act, if it 
eould be upheld at A5 only be sustained under the power given 
to Congress to regulate commerce between the States, employed that 
term, we must assume that it was in the constitutional sense, as inter- 
preted and declared by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

“It — be said—it may occur to anyone to say—that the r- 
tation of lottery tickets into a Territory which was under the absolute 
control of Congress was as much within the mischief intended to be 
prevented as the transportation of such tickets from one State to an- 
other; but it is no more true than was the powerful argument pre- 
sented to the Supreme Court that it was not intended to prohibit to 
citizens of the United States, because they happened to be domiciled in 
a Territory, the protection of the courts of the United States, and it 
T0 the other, as suggested by 
the Chief Justice, to apply the remedy. If Congress desired to pro- 
hibit the rtation of lottery tickets into a 8 of the 
United States, it should have said so. We — not enlar; he scope 
of a criminal statute to declare an offense which Congress has not cre- 
ated because we see that the mischief is the like mischief that Co 
has sought to prevent in respect to other geographical divisions of the 
Union. I have come 3 to the conclusion that it would be 
judicial legislation for the court to hold, in view of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, that the word ‘ State,’ as used in this act, includes 
the Territories of the United States. It follows, therefore, that this 
complaint presented to the commissioner charges no offense against 
this petitioner, and that he must be discharged from imprironment.“ 
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No Sppent was taken from this decision. 

An extension of the act so as to include all cases which may arise 
through national and interstate commerce, as indicated by the title of 
the act, seems advisable. In doing this the language of the act of Feb- 
rua 4, 1887 (as amended 1889, 1891, and 1895), entitled An act to 
regulate commerce,” has been_used, and the expression “or Territory 
under the jurisdiction of the United States” has been added in view of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court in the insular cases. The words 
used in amendment are underscored, and the words stricken from the 
act are put in parentheses for convenience. 


ery respectfully, 
H. C. PAYNE, Postmaster-General. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON 
Post-OFFICES AND Post-Roaps, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. CLAY. Just a word in explanation of this bill. 

The present law relating to the transmission of lottery tickets 
through the mails has been held to apply only to mail trans- 
mitted from one State to another. A person was indicted for 
using the mails in the transmission of lottery tickets from 
Texas to New Mexico. The counsel for the defendant made the 
point that New Mexico was a Territory and not a State; that 
the present criminal law relating to the use of the mails for 
the purpose of transmitting lottery tickets must be strictly 
construed, and so that it did not apply to lottery tickets trans- 
mitted from a State to a Territory. That contention of the de- 
fendant was sustained, the indictment was quashed, and the 
defendant acquitted. 

The Post-Office Department state that it is necessary for this 
law to also apply to the transmission of the mails from a State 
into the District of Columbia and from a State into a Terri- 
tory. The only thing this bill does is simply to apply the pres- 
ent law both to Territories and the District of Columbia as 
well as to the States. There is no change made in the general 
law, except to make it applicable to the District of Columbia 
and to the Territories. 

If this bill shall become a law, and lottery tickets shall be 
transmitted through the mails from the District of Columbia to 
a State or a Territory, the party using the mails for that pur- 
pose would be criminal. If this bill shall become a law and a 
person shall attempt to use the mails for the purpose of trans- 
mitting lottery tickets from a State into a Territory, it would be 
a violation of the law. 

The Post-Office Department recommended the passage of this 
bill, and it comes here with the unanimous indorsement of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I do not see how 
there can be any objection to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would ask the Senator whether the bill 
would not go beyond the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories within the limits of the United States, and apply as well 
to territory which we have recently acquired? 

Mr. CLAY. It would. I think if under this bill a person 
should undertake to use the mails for the purpose of transmit- 
ting lottery tickets to the Philippine Islands, or to any other 
of our possessions, he would be guilty of a violation of the law; 
and I am inclined to think it ought to be that way. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I see that this bill follows the 
language of the existing act in the commencement of the bill, 
but it is in very peculiar language. This bill reads: 

That any person who shall cause to be brought within the United 
States from abroad, for the perpos of d osing of the same, or de- 
posited in, or carried by the mails of the United States— 

That is the existing law, I suppose. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, that is the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose it must have had 
some construction, but it is not grammatical or clear, as the 
Senator will see. I suppose, however, as it has had a con- 
struction, it would not be worth while to change it. 

Mr. CLAY. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Connecticut not 
think that, so far as it is within our power, an act ought to 

be reasonably grammatical? Certainly no court ever held 
this language to be grammatical. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me refer to another matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In line 8 the word “ another” 
is put in parentheses and followed by the words“ any other.“ 
What is the necessity for that? The original act says: 


Carried from one State to another in the United States. 


Now, this bill says “another”, in parentheses, and then the 
words follow: “Any other State or Territory.” 
for both to be in there? 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think so; but I will state to the Sen- 


ator that this bill was drawn, according to my understanding, 
by the Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department. 


Is it necessary 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That does not help it very 
much in my mind. 

Mr. CLAY. I know it does not, but he followed the existing 
statute, and simply intended to include the Territories and the 
District of Columbia, or any other possessions belonging to the 
United States. There was not any desire or purpose, I sup- 
pose, to change the words of the existing law, except to include 
the District of Columbia and the Territories belonging to the 
United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But it does change the existing 
law in that respect by inserting that word “another,” and 
then inserting the words “any other,” after having included 
the word“ another“ in parentheses. 

I do not know who is the Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department, but I do not think it concludes us to say 
that the bill was drawn by the Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department. 

Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator that I think the 
trouble probably comes from the original act. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; the words “any other” are 
not in the original act. It is “another.” 

Mr. CLAY. Well, I am sure that ought to be changed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest, then, Mr. President, that this bill 
go over without prejudice, as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLANDS] desires to take the floor at 1 o'clock, in accordance 
with the notice he gave yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under 
the rule without prejudice. 


NATIONAL INCORPORATION OF RAILROADS. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, in accordance with the no- 
tice I gave yesterday, I ask unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution (S. R. 86) creating a commission to frame a national 
incorporation act for railroads engaged in interstate commerce 
may be taken up for discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Nevada, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That a commission consisting of fourteen members, one 
of whom shall be Cip ap in railroad traffic management, to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, one of whom shall be an 
attorney at law, to be appointed by the Attorney-General, one of whom 
shall be an expert in transportation, to be appointed by the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor, one of whom shall be an expert in transporta- 
tion law, to be appointed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, five 
of whom shall be Senators, to be appointed by the President pro tem- 

re of the Senate, and five of whom shall be Members of the House of 

epresentatives reelected to the Fifty-ninth Congress, to be selected by 
the Speaker of the House, shall frame and report to the Congress of 
the United States a national incorporation act for railroads engaged in 
interstate commerce, providing, among other things, as follows: 

First. For the construction of interstate railroads throughout the 
United States, the amount of the bonds and stock to be issued by such 
e cg to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
and not to exceed in any event the actual cost of such railroads ; 

Second. For the consolidation of railroads now engaged in interstate 
commerce, the amount of stock and bonds issued for such consolidation 
to be approved by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and not to ex- 
ceed in any event the actual value of the railroads consolidated, such 
value to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Commission; 

Third. For the increase of the issues of bonds or stock by such cor- 
porations for the purchase of connecting or intersecting lines, for new 
construction, or for betterment of the roads, the amount of such Issue 
of stock and bonds to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and not to exceed in any event the cost of such new construc- 
tion, the betterments, or the value of the intersecting or connecting 
lines acquired ; 

Fourth. For the classification b; 
articles of freight into such general and special classes as may be nec- 

and expedient, and also the fixing of transportation rates for 
freight and passengers by such railroads, such classification and rates 
to be subject to revision and amendment by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission upon complaint of shippers and localities ; 

Fifth. For the reasonable and just exercise of such power in classi- 
fying and 7 fog such rates of freight and fare by providing that 
such power shall be exercised by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in such a way as to yield each railroad corporation a fair return of not 
less than 4 per cent per annum upon the value of its road and prop- 
oie such value to be ascertained by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission ; 

Sixth. For the hearing by such commission of complaints made 
either by such railroad corporations or other party at interest regard- 
ing the decision of any rate, classification, order, or regulation adopted 
by such commission, and for decision thereon ; 

Seventh. For summary proceedings in the courts on the complaint of 
the decision 
such com- 


such railroad corporations of all 


any railroad company or other party at interest concernin 
of 18 rate, classification, order, or regulation adopted by 
mission ; 
Eighth. For the imposition of a percentage tax upon the gross re- 
ceipts of all such corporations in lien of all taxes upon the property of 
such railroad corporations and its stock and bonds, and in lieu of all 
taxes upon the nds and stock of such railroad companies in the 
hands of stockholders, the property of such railroads and their bonds 
and stock to be entirely exempt from State, county, or municipal taxa- 
tion, and for a just plan of distributing such taxes by the Federal Gov- 
ernment among the States in which such railroads operate according to 
trackage or volume of business, or such otber fair method as may be 
1 advisable, such percentage to be so adjusted as to yield in the 
gate an amount equal to the taxes now paid by such railroads, 
and to be increased gradually through a period of ten years, until it 
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Po Ninth. For the correction of existing abuses, and for the prevention 
of rebates, preferences, and discrimination, whether relating to com- 
munities or individuals; 

Tenth. For the creation of a pension fund for railroad employees dis- 
qualified either by injury or by age for active service, by setting aside 
a@ percentage of The gross receipts of the railroads in a fund in the 
Treasury, to be invested according to rules and tions made by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, such pension system to be de- 
vised, changed, and modified from time to time by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission ; 

Eleventh. For the arbitration of all disputes between such railroad 
corporations and their employees as to compensation, hours of labor, 
dnd protection to life and imb. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated for the ex- 
penses of such commission. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, this joint resolution was 
introduced by me on the 4th of January of this year. It is 
the result of a hearing before the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee of the Senate on the 16th day of December, just prior to the 
holidays, at which Mr. Bacon, chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Law Convention, appeared and urged the passage of the 
Quarles-Cooper bill for the enlargement of the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. During that inquiry I ques- 
tioned Mr. Bacon regarding a plan, which I have had under 
consideration for some time, as to the simplification and unifi- 
eation, under one national taxing power and one national rate- 
regulating power, of the railroad systems of this country. 
After these inquiries were made, and the questions answered, 
there was some discussion among the Senators present as to 
the principles of this proposed national incorporation act, and 
it was suggested that I should bring the matter up for dis- 
cussion in the Senate. 

I therefore endeavored to frame a national incorporation act, 
but I found that in doing so I would be obliged to enter into a 
great many matters of detail not essential to the elucidation of 
the principles for which I contended, and I feared that if I 
should frame an elaborate bill more attention would be given to 
the details than to the principles. Therefore I concluded to 
draw up a joint resolution providing for the appointment of a 
commission, consisting of four experts in transportation and 
transportation law, five Senators, and five Representatives, and 
instructing them to frame and report to Congress a national 
incorporation act, prepared upon certain principles declared in 
the joint resolution. It is in reference to those principles that 
I wish to address the Senate today, in the hope that the subject 
may become a matter of discussion, and that discussion here 
may instrurt the minds of the members of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee regarding this important question. 

RAILWAY BVOLUTION. 

Mr. President, we find that to-day in this country there are 
about 200,000 miles of railroad in the ownership and control of 
over 2,000 railroad corporations incorporated under the laws of 
the various States. We find that of those 2,000 corporations 
only about 600 are operating companies, the others by some 
method having come under control of these operating companies. 
As to these operating companies, we find that they have fallen 
under the control of certain systems. So that to-day it is a 
well-recognized fact in this country that almost all the railroad 
trackage of the country is under the control of eight or ten sys- 
tems, each of which is under the absolute direction and control 
of either a single man or a group composed of a small number 
of men. 

So, as a matter of fact, although our railroads are incorpo- 
rated under State laws, the boundary lines of the States have 
been practically ignored in the evolution of railroads, and to-day 
we speak familiarly of the Harriman system, of the Hill sys- 
tem, of the Morgan system, and of the Pennsylvania system, 
each system covering not simply a single corporation, but many 
corporations joined together, often without express sanction 
of the law, by some method of lease or trackage or traffic ar- 
rangement or through holding companies, and each system under 
the absolute control either of one man or of a set of men. 

I regard this as a natural and practical evolution of the rail- 
road business, resulting, so far as the economic operation of the 
roads is concerned, in advantage and not disadvantage, and 
operating, so far as the convenience of the public is concerned, 
to their advantage and not to their disadvantage, and only 
likely to be operated against the interest of the country when 
we consider the questions of rates, of rebates, and of discrim- 
inations. 

It is with reference to these matters, then, that the railroads 
should be brought under some form of unified control, and that 
unified control should be exercised in such a way as not to 
impair the initiative, the energy, and the enterprise of the 
operators of these great railroads. 

NATIONAL POWER. é . á 

Now, T assume that if to-day there were no railroads in this 

country and the United States should conclude to enter upon 


the construction of interstate railroads, under the interstate- 
commerce power of the Constitution, the power of the Govern- 
ment to do so would not be questioned. It has not only the 
power to regulate commerce, it has the power to create the 
instrumentalities for the exercise of that power; and if in 
its judgment it concludes to enter upon the building as a 
Government enterprise, of interstate railways, for the purpose 
not only of exercising the interstate- commerce power of the 
Constitution, but the power conferred by the Constitution upon 
the General Government with reference to the mails and with 
reference to the military defense, I imagine the power would 
not be questioned. 

I also assume that if the Federal Government constructed 
and owned these railroads as Federal lustrumentalities for the 
exercise of national powers, the National Government would 
not permit them to be embarrassed or impeded in their opera- 
tions by State legislation—by State legislation under the exer- 
cise of the taxing power, for the power to tax would involve 
the power to destroy ; and the Government of the United States, 
as a sovereign, exercising its power on the soil of each one of 
the States, has the right to exercise it unimpeded and unem- 
barrassed by the taxing power in the State. 

So, also, I take it for granted that it would be unembarrassed 
by the rate-regulating power of the various States; that power 
which now exists over domestic rates, interstate rates, for that 
power, if exercised, would have a tendency to impede and 
perhaps destroy the Federal instrumentality just as much as 
would the power of taxation. It would probably impede and 
embarrass it even to a greater extent than the exercise of the 
power of taxation. 

So, starting off with that assumption, comes the further as- 
sumption that if the Federal Government chooses to incorporate 
private corporations to perform the public service of the coun- 
try, for the purpose of carrying out this constitutional power, 
it can also exempt such railroads in private ownership, but sub- 
ject to public control, from any power of the States that em- 
barrasses or tends to destroy the Federal instrumentality, just 
as much so as if it itself owned the railroads. 

Now, then, assuming that the Federal Government has the 
power to incorporate railroad companies for the purpose of 
carrying out the interstate commerce power, and that these 
railroads can be exempted from local taxation and from local 
regulation, then we have the question unembarrassed. We have 
railroads organized under a national law, their stocks and bonds 
fixed as to amount by law or by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, so as to prevent inflation or the watering of stocks and 
bonds; and we have one taxing power—the Federal Govern- 
ment; and we have one rate-regulating power—the Federal 
Government. 

I insist upon it that in order to secure the proper control and 
regulation of the railroads of the country it is essential that we 


should not have a confusion of taxation and a confusion of rate 


regulation. 
Mr. BACON. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a 
question right here? If it will, I will defer it. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I would prefer it if the Senator would let 
ne proceed consecutively, and then I will answer any question 
r. 
STATE LINES SHOULD BE DISREGARDED, 


It seems to me it must be manifest that if we are to have a 
system of railway extending from New York to San Francisco, 
running through ten States, and if we are to apply the princi- 
ples laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States as 
to the contro] over rates, and if we are so te adjust those rates 
in the exercise of the interstate commerce power as that there 
shall be a fair return to the corporations upon the value of 
their property, it is essential that there should be but one body 
to value and but one body to fix the return. And yet under 
existing conditions we would have ten States exercising the 
taxing power regarding that system of railway, ten States 
through their legislatures or their local commissions valuing 
the railroads, and ten States fixing the return in the shape of 
interest upon the valuation. 

It is impossible to assume that they will all come to the same 
conclusion, and if they do not come to the same conclusion we 
will have each one of those States fixing a different valuation upon 
the part of the road that goes through that State; each one of 
the States taxing the road upon varying systems; each one fix- 
ing a different return in interest upon the valuation of the road, 
and above and beyond all that, we will have the United States 
Government making its own valuation through the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and the United States through that 
Commission fixing the rate of return in the shape of interest. 
and we will have varying rates of interest, interest varying all 
the way from 4 to 10 per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask a question for informa- 
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tion. The Senator from Nevada has evidently given this sub- 
ject much thought. I have listened to him with interest, and 
I do not want to disturb him. I should like to ask him a ques- 
tion in order to get his views. If the Senator would prefer, I 
will not ask him now. 

I want to know simply whether the Senator intends to assert 
that because Congress incorporates a railway corporation to 
transport products from one State to another, thereby the 
States, purely as to domestic commerce, lose their right of regu- 
lation and their right of taxation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think under a well-ordered system they 
ought not to have that right. ‘ 

Mr. SPOONER. But does the Senator claim there is any 
such system under the Constitution now as would lead to that 
oerh provided only the incorporation be a Federal incorpora- 

on 

Mr, NEWLANDS. There is no such system now. What I 
propose to do is to shape the way for such a system. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think Congress has power 
by creating an interstate or Federal corporation to operate a 
railroad from State to State to dispossess in any way under 
the Constitution as it now exists the power of the State to regu- 
late purely State commerce, although carried on by a Federal 
corporation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do think so as to a national corporation ; 
that is to say, the State is not dispossessed of its power, but its 
exercise can not be applied to a national instrumentality. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The inconveniences of this system of di- 
vided control over these great systems of railroads by the vari- 
ous States in the way of taxation and rate regulation and by the 
National Government in the shape of interstate regulation must 
be obvious, and the question is whether we can organize a sys- 
tem that will work out justice to the States and which will 
simplify and unify the entire railroad system of the country. 

METHOD OF TAXATION, 

First, as to the method of taxation, the resolutions which I 
have introduced suggest that the following method should be 
pursued: That the Interstate Commerce Commission should 
have the power to value a railroad constructed under this na- 
tional act, or railroads consolidated under this national act, and 
should have the power to fix a return in the shape of interest 
upon that valuation. 

As to taxation, the simplest form of taxation would be a tax 
of 3 per cent upon the gross receipts of such corporation. I 
have fixed 3 per cent because I find upon calculation that the 
total gross receipts of all the railroads in this country to-day 
aggregate nearly $2,000,000,000, and that the total taxes paid 
by all the railroads amount to about $56,000,000, and that is just 
about 3 per cent of the gross receipts. 

I therefore fix the present percentage at 3 per cent, so as to 
insure payment by the railroads of the amount which they now 
pay. But I provide for a gradual increase of that tax, ex- 
tending over a period of ten years, at the rate of one-fifth of 
1 per cent per annum until it reaches 5 per cent, for there is 
general complaint throughout the country that the railroads are 
not taxed in proportion to other property in the country, and 
we all know that an agitation is going on in almost every State 
in the Union as to the increase of railroad taxes. I assume 
that 5 per cent—possibly it should be 4 per cent—would be a fair 
percentage for the railroads to pay upon their gross receipts, 
and if we make the increase a gradual one, extending over 
a period of ten years, we will, whilst increasing the taxation, 
not do it so rapidly as to wrench the finances of the railroads 
of the country. 

Now, the advantage of this percentage tax is this: It makes 
the tax a matter of mathematical certainty. 

Mr. SPOONER. A franchise tax. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. A franchise tax. What is the condition 
now? No railroad in the country knows what its tax next year 
is going to be. They are subject to the caprice or the judgment 
or the passion or the prejudice of hundreds of assessing officers 
throughout the entire country, boards of equalization, and of 
State legislatures. If you are going to make railroading an 
exact science we should make their taxation a matter of mathe- 
matical certainty, and I know of no better method than this 
percentage tax upon the gross receipts, for the gross receipts 
are a matter of record on the books of the corporations, and be- 
sides that the railroads are compelled now under the interstate- 
commerce law to make reports under oath to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission regarding the gross receipts. 

THE RAILROADS IN POLITICS. 

There will be no opportunity of evading the tax. There will 
be no temptation to engage in politics with a view to controlling 
the assessing officers and the equalizing bodies. We know to- 


day that as a result of the taxing power and of the rate regulat- 
ing power as to domestic rates that are possessed by the various 
States of the Union the railroads are invited into politics. It 
is impossible for them to escape politics. The result is that 
they take part in the election of every officer whose duties are 
likely to trench in any degree upon the taxing power or the 
rate-regulating power. 

These railroads do everything systematically, and hence en- 
tering into politics with them means the organization of a polit- 
ical machine in every State in the Union, and as they pursue the 
lines of least resistance it oftentimes means the alliance of the 
railroads with the corrupt element of every community. 

So it is that the railroads are present everywhere in poli- 
tics, forced to be in politics by the existing condition of things, 
for their properties lie between the upper and the nether mill- 
stone—the upper millstone the taxing power, and the nether 
millstone the rate-making power. Between the two they can be 
crushed, and it is not in human nature to expect them not to 
take an interest in politics, and if they take an interest in poli- 
tics that interest is often likely to be exercised in such a way 
as to be to the disadvantage and injury of every community in 
which it is exercised. If they exercise no political power they 
are liable to be held up by the blackmailer or attacked and in- 
jured by the demagogue or to be prostrated by storms of popu- 
lar violence. On the other hand, if they secure political control 
they are likely to use it to promote extortion and monopoly. 

The purpose of this resolution is to unify and simplify the 
railroad systems of the country; to recognize the recent evolu- 
tion in railroading, under which the operation and management 
of almost the entire railroad mileage of the country has come 
under the control of about ten well-known systems; to place 
such systems under national control; to make the taxes of the 
railroads fixed and certain, and to provide for fixed dividends, 
so that hereafter any increase of business will tend mathe- 
matically either to a betterment of the roads, to an increase in 
wages, or to a diminution in rates. 

By unifying the railroads of the country into scientific sys- 


tems under a national incorporation act, and consolidating the 


control now exercised by legislatures and commissions of forty- 
five different States in the hands of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and by substituting a simple tax mathematically 
ascertained, to be divided justly between the States, it would 
be easy to check and destroy the existing system of rebates and 
discriminations and to correct every existing abuse. The pub- 
lie would be protected from extortion and the railroads against 
popular caprice and violence. 


DISTRIBUTION OF TAX AMONG STATES. 


Now, you say that it will be utterly impossible to provide for 
a percentage tax imposed by the Federal Government upon the 
franchise of these corporations, because the States will not as- 
sent to it—will not agree that their revenues shall be taken 
away. I mean to say that the representatives of the States 
will not agree to the passage of a national incorporation act; 
that the local sentiment will be so strong they dare not vote for 
it; and I believe that sentiment must be met. You can not 
violently wrench the financial system of every State and of 
every municipality in this country when such financial systems 
at present largely draw their support from the railroads of the 
country. ; 

So I provide that this percentage tax shall be paid into the 
Federal Treasury and shall be divided among the various 
States by some fair system of distribution, either in proportion 
to trackage or in proportion to the volume of business furnished 
by each State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The State has nothing to say 
about the division? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The State has nothing to say. That will 
be left to the justice of Congress, and I assume that Congress 
will so exercise the power as to give each State approximately 
the revenue it now receives; and if its percentage is gradually 
increased from 3 to 5 per cent, resulting in a total income not 
of $56,000,000 annually, as at present paid, but in the ultimate 
of over $80,000,000, the amount coming to each State will be 
increased instead of diminished. So it will be to their interest 
to support this very measure so far as their financial conditions 
are concerned. They would be relieved of the entire expense 
of machinery for the imposition and the collection of these 
taxes. They would receive their proportionate amount, deter- 
mined by some fair rule, either according to trackage or the 
volume of business. 

So I assume that if this act can be constitutionally passed it 
ean be shaped in such a way as to taxation as will not meet 
the violent opposition of the States, an opposition, of course, 
which would be reflected here in an attempt to defeat the 
measure. 
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RATE REGULATION BY STATES. 


Now, as to the rate-regulating power, my judgment is, and it 
is the belief of almost all experienced men in this country, that 
the rate-regulating power exercised by the State has not, as a 
rule, been beneficially exercised. I believe that it is the experi- 
ence of every State in the Union, or almost every State, except 
perhaps Massachusetts and one or two other well-regulated 
States, Texas among the number, that this power has not been 
exercised satisfactorily. 

We find that if the power is intrusted to the legislature it is 
not exercised wisely or scientifically. It is utterly impossible 
for a legislative body to act upon so complicated a matter. If 
the power is intrusted to a State commission we find that that 
State commission is always in politics. 

As a rule the members are elected by the people, and the 
powers of the railroads are exercised in every State in the 
Union with reference to the election of these commissions, 
and their powers are so exercised as to result in the control 
of the commission or in the neutralization of the commission. 

We all know that the railroads of the country in their en- 
tirety, having 1,000,000 of the voters of the country in their 
employ, can naturally rely upon their employees in any contest 
affecting the interest of the corporations themselves. It is 
true the employees will take strong ground against the corpo- 
rations themselves with reference to their own matters and with 
reference to their own rights; they will wrangle with the man- 
agement; they will engage in strikes in contention for their 
own rights; but whenever it comes to imperiling the common 

‘fund out of which the profits of the operators and the wages of 
the employees are alike paid, you will find that the employees 
of the railroads always rally to the support of the railroads. 

We have about 13,000,000 voters in this country. Over 1,000,- 
000 of them are in the employment of the railroads. Each one 
of those voters is able to influence one or two votes more. I 
ask you, in any question affecting the interests of the railroads 
of this country, with this disposition of the employees to stand 
by the railroads in any matter affecting their common interest, 
how the people can ever expect to control when the balance of 
power is practically held by these great corporations owning 
this vast property, representing $10,000,000,000 in value, be- 
tween the upper and nether millstone of taxation and rate regu- 
lation? So that while the States have nominally the power, it 
is either not exercised or it is not exercised wisely, and it is not 
exercised wisely because of the complication of the situation. 

I ask you how each of ten regulating bodies, operating upon a 
system of railroads running through ten States, can carry out 
the principles declared by the Supreme Court as controlling regu- 
lating bodies in the determination of rates, and how are they go- 
ing to come to the same conclusion as to the valuation of the 
roads and as to the rate of interest which should be allowed? If 
the States make an underyaluation or if they fix a rate of inter- 
est unduly low, that affects the gross income of the corporation ; 
and then when the regulating power of the Federal Government 
as to interstate rates is exercised, I ask you how it can be exer- 
cised properly if the income has been so seriously affected by 
the local action of the States? 

l ‘NATIONAL RATE REGULATION, 

Now, then, as to rate regulation, I should put this power in 
the hands of the Interstate Commerce Commission—the power 
simply to revise and amend the classification and the rates 
made by the railroads themselves. I would not put this power 
primarily in the hands of the Commission, because the power 
of classification itself and the power of rate-making involve 
knowledge of numerous details—expert knowledge. So I 
would intrust that to the railroads themselves, giving, however, 
the Interstate Commerce Commission full power to revise and 
amend any classification or any rate. Whether or not such 
decision should go into immediate effect or whether some pro- 
vision should be made for an immediate resort to the courts 
p 5 3 determination by the courts is a mere matter 
of detail. 

So also I would provide, by the most stringent provisions, for 
the punishment of rebates and discriminations. I take it 
that under existing conditions the evils of which the American 
people have to complain to-day are mainly questions as to 
rebates and discriminations, both as between individuals and as 
between communities. 

Taking the income of all the railroads in the country it can 
hardly be claimed that it is very excessive. The rates of some 
railroads may be too high, but they are perhaps offset by the 
rates of other railroads that are too low. We know, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that the railroads of this country are to-day 
receiving a return upon $60,000 a mile, whilst in England they 
are capitalized at $200,000 a mile, and in Germany they are 
capitalized, I believe, at $100,000 a mile. 


It is true that our roads may not have been so expensively 
constructed as the roads over there; they may not be so per- 
fect in their construction and their ballasting, and their depots 
and station houses may not be so perfect; but certainly you can 
not say that there is a very excessive capitalization of the rail- 
roads of this country in the aggregate, when you find that they 
are capitalized at $60,000 a mile, while the railroads of Germany 
are 1 at $100,000 a mile, and of England at $200,000 
a mile. 

If this power as to rebates and discriminations is given to 
one regulating and controlling body it can be much more effi- 
ciently exercised than it can be if there are numerous bodies. The 
attention of the country will be centered upon one responsible 
commission, and it will be utterly impossible for that commis- 
sion to work for any great period of time an injustice to the 
country. 

Now, Mr. President, these are in brief the outlines of the 
suggestions covered by my resolution. I wish to say that the 
resolutions are simply tentative, simply thrown out for dis- 
cussion. It is possible it may be ascertained that all these 
things can not be embraced within the constitutional power of 
the Federal Government. I am inclined to think from my brief 
examination of the authorities that they can be, but I do not pre- 
tend to have made an exhaustive inquiry upon this subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood that the Senator was about 
to close. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. And I wanted to ask him before he takes 
his seat to explain to us, if he can, how he is going to bring 
about the incorporation under Federal statute of all the rail- 
roads that are now engaged in interstate-commerce business 
in the country. 
ts HOW BROUGHT ABOUT. 

Waiving all question of doubt and assuming every phase of 
the proposition as to its constitutionality and validity in every 
sense, how is it to be brought about? Here, for instance, is 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. It is not ineorporated 
under any Federal statute. It has been an incorporated com- 
pany for a great many years. It embraces a great many sub- 
ordinate companies, I understand. How are we going to get all 
those companies reincorporated under a Federal statute, if we 
have one? I mean if they do not want to obtain it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My answer is that I would endeavor to 
shape the bill in such a way that it will partially drive and par- 
tially coax the railroads into national incorporation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let us confine ourselves first to those who 
are to be driven. I am asking for information. The proposition 
of the Senator is a very interesting one. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. We could do this. We could provide in 
the act that no railroad company should engage in interstate 
commerce unless incorporated under the national act. If that 
were done, each State corporation incorporated under the laws 
of a single State could do business inside of that State, but it 
could make no arrangement or no contract there relating to in- 
terstate commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator think that prohibiting a 
railroad from engaging in interstate commerce would be a 
regulation of interstate commerce? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think it would be. The United States 
Government has the right to choose the instrumentality for the 
exercise of that power, and if it determines to incorporate a rail- 
road company under a national incorporation for that purpose 
it can prevent the exercise of interstate commerce by any other 
organization. > 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator go so far as to say that 
Congress has the power also to provide that no State corpora- 
tion engaged in production shall put its product into interstate 
commerce unless it becomes a Federal corporation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I am not prepared to go that far. 
ï wish to say right here that this suggestion does not follow 
the recent report of Commissioner Garfield. The suggestion 
of this bill was made by me in the Senate Interstate Commerce 
Committee before that report appeared, and the suggestion was 
the result of thought for a considerable period of time and of 
oe by myself with others who are interested in this ques- 

on. 

STATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator, I will state that I have listened with interest to his obser- 
vations, but I think he assumes too many propositions. In the 
first place, the Senator assumes, and I have never understood it 
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to be the law, that the power in Congress to create a railway 
company to engage in interstate commerce is an incident of the 
great power back of that to construct railways all over the 
United States and become itself a governmental carrier of 
freight and passengers. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator does he question 
the power? s 

Mr. SPOONER. I question the power very much. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of the United States Government? 

Mr. SPOONER. I question the power very much upon the 
grounds suggested by the Senator. I am not able to see that the 
power to regulate commerce among the States involves the 
power in the Government to become a great universal govern- 
mental carrier itself to the exclusion of private enterprise and 
commerce between the States. I admit—and the Senator need 
not assume that, because it is settled—that Congress, in the 
exercise of the interstate commerce power, may create instru- 
mentalities through which commerce may be carried on among 
the States. That power has been exercised before. The North- 
ern Pacific Railway was constructed from the Lakes to the ocean 
a a Federal charter, and the Supreme Court has settled 

t. 

But the point to which I wish to call the Senator’s attention 
and which is troubling me is this great proposition to dismantle 
the States. One comes out every day in some phase or guise. 
A new phase is the Senator’s assumption that because Congress 
has the power to create a railway company authorized to con- 
struct and operate a railway between-States it follows that Con- 
gress may take under its protection and domination purely 
State commerce, commerce originating in a State and ending in 
a State. Now, where does Congress obtain any power under the 
Constitution to do that thing? 

The Constitution of the United States, unlike the constitution 
of a State, is a grant of power. When the exercise of a power 
by Congress is proposed we look to see whether expressly or by 
implication it is granted by the Constitution. 

Mr. NEWLANDS rose. f 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? I will be 
through in a moment. I only want to put a question. 

On the contrary, the constitution of a State is not a grant. 
It is a limitation. The legislature of the State possesses all leg- 
islative power except it be deprived by some restriction in the 
Constitution from the exercise of some function which upon 
general principles is legislative. 

Now, the power to regulate commerce among the States is 
one thing. That is conceded to exist. But how does the Sen- 
ator spell out of that, and if he can not spell it out of that 
where does he find in the Constitution the power to regulate 
commerce in the States and to take away from the State the 
power to regulate commerce within the State, whether the car- 
rier be operating under a Federal charter or under a State 
charter? 

The Senator is a lawyer of learning and ability, and he has 
thought much on this subject. I should like to have him, if in 
accord with his inclination, enlighten me upon this question, 
which has troubled me. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator has admitted that the Fed- 
eral Government can, if it chooses, construct an interstate rail- 
way—— 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I have not. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Extending from New York to San Fran- 


cisco. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understood you to so admit. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said this: I do not know what may be de- 
cided about it, but I am not able at this moment to see how the 
power to regulate commerce among the States can be twisted 
into a power to carry on all commerce as a Government between 
the States. To regulate commerce carried on by a Federal cor- 
poration or carried on by a State corporation between the States 
is one thing. 

The proposition for the Government to acquire all the rail- 
ways in the United States and construct thereafter all the inter- 
state railways in the United States and become a governmental 
carrier is another thing. What I admitted was that Congress 
has clear authority to create Federal railway corporations em- 
powered to construct, maintain, and operate railways between 
the States. That has been decided. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, take the case in which the Federal 
Government did form a corporation for that purpose—the 
Union Pacific Railway. Does the Senator doubt that the 
United States Government could itself have built, if it had 
chosen so to do, that railroad instead of intrusting it to a cor- 
poration created by the National Government? dn 
- Mr. SPOONER. Yes, I doubt it to mainly transport for hire 
persons and freight; but, Mr. President 


-government. That is all I contend for. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well; if the Senator's contention—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That for purely military purposes the Gov- 
ernment might do it in a certain case is one thing. I am talk- 
ing about the general subject of commerce. This is the question 
I wish to put to the Senator: Does the Senator claim that Con- 
gress has jurisdiction over purely State commerce? 

Mr: NEWLANDS. No; I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Then I should like to have the 
Senator indicate upon what principle it is he contends that the 
mere incorporation by Congress of a Federal railway corpora- 
tion authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a railway 
from State to State would deprive the State of its power to 
regulate purely State commerce carried on by that corporation? 
That is what troubles me. 

There is another thing I should like to know. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. One at a time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have the Senator explain 
how it is that the State can be deprived of its power of taxation 
of property solely in the State and business that is purely State, 
not interstate, business. Those things trouble me a little. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not contend for a 
moment that the Federal Government has the power to exercise 
the State power of taxation. I do not contend for a moment 
that it has the power to exercise the State power of regulation 
of intra-State rates. All that I do contend is that when the Gov- 
ernment itself constructs a railroad, in the exercise of the 
powers conferred upon it by the Constitution, whether those 
powers relate to the mail or the military defense or the regula- 
tion of interstate commerce, that that instrumentality for the ex- 
ercise of the national power which the Federal Government has 
called into being can not be taxed out of existence or regulated 
out of existence by any State. 

That is all I contend. I contend that if a railroad is built by 
the Government no power could be exercised by any State over 
that railroad which would impair or destroy its efficiency, be- 
cause the National Government is building that railroad as a 
sovereign in a territory under its jurisdiction, for so far as the 
sovereign power of the United States is concerned, the land em- 
braced within the area of every State is subject to that sover- 
eignty, and that sovereignty can not be impinged upon or inter- 
fered with, or harassed or impeded in any way by the State 
The Senator seems to 
think I am contending that the National Government is to go 
into the business of regulating intrastate rates, 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. All I contend for is that as to this in- 
strumentality of the Federal Government the State can not so 
exercise its powers as to destroy or impair its efficiency. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before placing the unfinished 
business before the Senate, the Chair will inquire what disposi- 
oe Ti Senator from Nevada desires to have made of his reso- 
ution 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that by unanimous consent the 
regular order to be laid aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the regular order be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should be very glad to agree to that if 
it were not perfectly plain, even to one who has listened to this 
most engaging discussion for only a moment, that it will not be 
concluded at a very early period. I suggest that this discus- 
sion, which has within itself the possibilities of an intermi- 
nable one, shall go over until the morning hour to-morrow, and 
that we proceed with the unfinished business. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator will not insist on that 
course. 

Mr. BATE. I think it was understood that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] would be here this morning to speak on 
the statehood bill. That Senator sent me word that he could 
not be here, and told me to so state to the Senator from Indiana, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. I suggested to the 
Senator from Colorado yesterday, when he was here and was 
ill, that he may go home with perfect safety. There is no 
reason that I see why we can not go on with the reading of 
the bill and action upon the amendments of the committee. 
Neither of the Senators engaged in this illuminating debate 
has asked that we shall go on now with the matter which has 
been under discussion. I think perhaps it would be well for 
us at least to complete the reading of the statehood bill, and 
then we will see. There is not going to be any crowding done 
here, I will assure the Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know that Senators on either side de- 
sire to speak at all to-day on the statehood bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No person desires to speak. I informed 
the Senator yesterday that no one desired to speak on our side 
of this controversy at present. 
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Mr. BATE. It seems to me this is the time, if they intend 
to do so, to give some attention to debate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know it may seem so to the Senator, 
but we will try to make progress to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Indiana objects to the request of the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Nevada. I wish to inquire whether the Senator from 
Nevada has concluded his address? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There are some Senators who wish to ask 
me questions, and I shall be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to know whether the Senator desires 
his joint resolution to remain on the table or whether, as a 
member of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, he is willing 
to have it referred to that committee for consideration there? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I intend ultimately to have it referred to 
that committee, but I think it would be well to keep it upon 
the table for the present as a matter of discussion, because I 
think the discussion here would elucidate the whole question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator from Illi- 
nois that I intimated when I rose that if the Senator from 
Nevada was about to conclude his remarks, and the debate was 
not going to be continued very long, I had no desire whatever 
to shut him off in the midst of his speech. I would be very 
glad to suspend the regular order temporarily in order that he 
might proceed, but the reason of my objection, I stated to the 
Senator from Maryland, that it looked as though this debate 
was going to be rather interminable, and therefore we had bet- 
ter take up the regular order and finish the bill. But if the 
Senator thinks it will not be long before he will be through with 
his address I shall be very glad, indeed, to consent to the sus- 
pension of the regular order that he may conclude. i 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Indiana will with- 
out any hesitation agree to my suggestion. I do not know that 
I have eyer known a case where such a request was made that 
it was not instantly complied with. It would be inconyenient 
to the Senate and to the Senator from Nevada to postpone his 
further remarks until 1 o’clock to-morrow, and besides the rule 
of the Senate is plain. The Senator would go on in all proba- 
bility to-day, and he ought to go on and conclude his remarks 
even if the statehood bill were pending. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a mere matter of comity, and I trust 
the Senator from Indiana will observe what we have always 
observed in the Senate, by allowing the unfinished business to 
be taken up and then temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator from Mary- 
land that of course my stay in the Senate has been but momen- 
tary compared with his long and distinguished and useful stay 
here, but I myself have seen instances where exactly this re- 
quest was made and not complied with. I simply say if this is 
to be an interminable thing I would not want to yield for it, 
but if it is to end soon I shall be very glad indeed to yield. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will inform the Senator that I shal! 
take only a few minutes more. I should like to reply to the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Upon that understanding I will be very 
glad indeed to consent that the Senator shall conclude his re- 
marks. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have not completed my statement. I 
judge that there are a number of Senators on the floor who 
would like to question me with reference to the various sugges- 
tions I haye made, and I should like to have the opportunity of 
replying to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending statehood bill will 
be temporarily laid before the Senate, as it becomes the duty of 
the Chair to place it before the Senate. The Senator from 
Maryland requests that it be temporarily laid aside. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I consent to that with the understanding 
as I haye given notice, that we shall complete the reading of the 
statehood bill to-day. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 


proceed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I suggested to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that if this act were passed it would take effect 
by partially driving and partially coaxing the railroads into a 
national corporation. As to driving, that could be done by de- 
priving railroads not incorporated under the national act of the 
power of engaging in interstate commerce. You will recollect 
that when the national banks were incorporated the banks of 
the country were practically driven into national incorporation 
by a tax imposed upon the currency of the State banks, and I 
think there are other precedents for such action, 


BENEFIT TO EXISTING RAILROADS. 


Now, as to coaxing, I believe that the great systems which 
are now organized can not be satisfied with existing conditions, 
I believe that in many cases in working out the practical eyo- 
lution of railroading, which I think has been in the main bene- 
ficial to the country, they have evaded the law and have broken 
the law. I believe that many of the consolidations now exist- 
ing and operating without injury to the country are unlawful, 
and I believe that the railroad operators know it. 

There has been a gradual change in the whole system of man- 
agement of the railroads in this country. Forty or fifty years 
ago there were great frauds in the construction of railroads, 
frauds upon the public and frauds upon the stockholders. The 
era of frauds in construction has almost passed away. At an- 
other time there was an era of fraud in the management of rail- 
ways when the directors were the worst enemies of the stock- 
holders, and plundered the very properties that were intrusted 
to their charge. That era has for the most part passed away. 

So far as the relations between the directors of the railways 
of the country and the stockholders are concerned, there is prac- 
tically no complaint today. The whole operation of the rail- 
ways of the country has been lifted up to a higher moral plane 
so far as the relation of the directors and stockholders is con- 
cerned. 

But, so far as the public is concerned, we have this system of 
rebates and discriminations—discriminations for or against 
communities, discrimination for or against individuals, rebates 
given to individuals and to favored interests. Many of these 
discriminations and rebates are absolutely forced upon the rail- 
ways themselves. Some of them doubtless are voluntary, in- 
spired by stockholders who are interested in these great trusts 
and combinations and who seek through their power in trans- 
portation companies to secure favored rates. But in other in- 
stances the railroads are the victims themselves of the men 
who desire these rebates and discriminations. 

A great trust, taking two competing lines from Chicago to 
San Francisco, can so juggle its negotiations with those two 
railroads as to make each of them apprehensive that it will lose 
the trust’s business, and the very competition forced upon them 
by the law makes them seek to get the business, and to seek to 
get the business in the ordinary business methods by giving 
some advantage. That is what competition means in all other 
business. It means giving a better rate or a better material to 
the purchaser, and in this country the giving of a better rate is 
absolutely forbidden by law. The giving of a better service 
possibly is not to the same extent forbidden by law. 

So it is that many of the traffic managers of the country are 
the victims of the great trusts and combinations which are 
seeking by juggling with the transportation system to get an 
advantage over their competitors. 

Now, it seems to me that the gentlemen in the direction of 
railroads who are honestly administering them in the matter of 
construction, who are honestly administering them in the matter 
of operation, and who are honest in their relations to the stock- 
holders, may be credited with some desire to get upon an 
honest plane with the publie itself, and I believe that we should 
expedite them in that aspiration if they indulge it. 

Besides that, I believe this system is injurious to them. 
They know it is going to result in a storm of popular indigna- 
tion that will lead to agitation in this country, resulting in an 
increase of taxation and resulting in blows being administered 
by the public to them wherever blows can be given. 

So it seems to me that they, as rational business men, ought 
to desire some scientific adjustment of this question, resulting 
in having their taxes mathematically adjusted by the law, and 
not subjected to the complications of thousands of assessing 
officers and fifty or more assessing bodies throughout the entire 
country, and resulting in one valuation by a tribunal of charac- 
ter and dignity, and resulting in one determination of the rate 
of interest as a return on such valuation. 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF NATIONAL TAX. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion right in that direct connection, which brings back the inquiry 
I desire to make of him? The fundamental proposition of the 
Senator is that in order that the proposed system may be made 
effective there shall be the exemption of these private corpo- 
rations, chartered by the Federal Government, from liability 
a taxation. I understand that to be the Senator's propo- 
sition. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not regard that as essential, but I 
think it would make the whole system much more effective and 
satisfactory both to the public and to the railroads. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator to go to the extent 
of saying that the exercise of such a power by the States would 
involve the power in a State to destroy. If that were the 


case it is certainly essential. Now, the inquiry I desire to pro- 
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pound to the Senator upon that proposition is this: The rail- 
roads are properly and essentially property located within a 
State. It is a part of real estate. If the States can not impose 
a State tax, and if a tax is imposed by the General Government 
it is necessarily a direct tax and not an indirect tax. ' 

The question I desire to propound to the Senator is this: 
Whether, in the first place, the State could impose a direct tax 
which would cover railroads and not relate to other property; 
and, in the second place, whether there would be any possibility 
of imposing a direct tax by the Federal Government upon that 
species of. property, or any other species of property within a 
State, and complying with the requirements of the ninth arti- 
cle of the Constitution, which is in these words: 


No capitation or other direct tax— 
This is a limitation upon the powers of Congress— 


shall be laid, unless in proportion to the census or enumeration here- 
_ inbefore directed to be taken. . 

That is the inquiry I desire to propound to the Senator; and 
in that the further inquiry whether, if such a tax could not 
thus be laid, the scheme of the Senator would not necessarily 
involve the entire exemption of those private corporations from 
any taxation, either State or Federal? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will. state to the Senator that the tax 
which I would impose would not be a direct tax; it would be 
in the nature of a franchise tax, measured by the gross receipts 
of the corporation; and I have no doubt that that could be 
shaped in such a way as to avoid the objection of direct taxa- 
tion, which is, of course, forbidden by the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I want to call the Senator’s attention in 
this connection to the war-revenue act, which fixed a tax upon 
oil refineries and sugar refineries—a tax of one-eighth of 1 per 
cent upon their gross receipts over $250,000. That tax went 
into effect; it was paid for years until the law was repealed, 
and I never heard it questioned. I believe there are other 
taxes of that kind which have been imposed by the revenue laws 
of this country. I think that in the war-reyenue law the Sen- 
ator will find precedents for such a tax as I would impose here. 
A license or franchise tax measured by the gross receipts is 
quite a distinct thing from a direct tax upon the property itself. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, then, would recognize the fact 
that so far as the tax upon the property itself is concerned it 
may either be imposed by the State or not at all? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Or not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was not aware until this 
joint resolution was read that any such proposition was pend- 
ing in the Senate. I have had no desire to involve my friend from 
Nevada in any elaborate discussion at this time. I have put my 
questions to him in no spirit of controversy. I want to finish, 
if I may, in a very few moments the line of thought which I 
was intending to follow when I was interrupted. 

There is nothing clearer in the world than that essential 
instrumentalities of the Government are not subject to taxation 
by the States—are not subject to regulation by the States. The 
Senator is quite right and it was said in McCulloch v. Mary- 
land that the power to tax involves the power to destroy. The 
power on the part of a State to impede in any way purely and 
confessedly governmental instrumentalities and functions would 
be intolerable. 

In the same way some of the functions of the State are en- 
tirely beyond the power of Congress to impede or embarrass. 
There is this imperium in imperio. The States, within certain 
limits, have always been supposed to be supreme, just as the 
Federal Government, within certain limits, is and must be 
supreme. It is not in the power—although the power of taxa- 
tion given by the Constitution is very broad—of the Federal 
Government to tax the judicial processes of the States. Other- 
wise it might destroy them and impede the administration of 
justice within the boundaries of a State. That can not be done. 

The trouble with my friend is that for the moment—he 
never confuses anything long in his mind—but for the moment 
in this discussion he confuses, it seems to me, instrumentalities 
that are governmental with instrumentalities created by Con- 
gress which are not strictly governmental in function. Whether 
the Government may build and operate railways between the 
States for a purely governmental purpose is an abstraction, be- 
cause no such thing is proposed by the Senator. There is no 
such proposition in this joint resolution as that the Govern- 
ment shall engage in the construction and operation of rail- 
ways, but if the Government built a railway for governmental 
use from one State into another in its governmental uses it 

would not be subject to interference by the State, but the carry- 
ing of commerce within the State from point to point for hire 


the Senator would not say is a governmental function. But 
let that go, and let us come back to what is proposed here. 

The Senator was referring to the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, a Federal corporation. I had referred to the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company, which was a Federal corporation, an 
instrumentality which the Supreme Court has held Congress 
may create under the commercial power of the Constitution. 
Now, will the Senator say that by reason of the mere fact that 
the Northern Pacific Railway Company was a Federal corpora- 
tion within the constitutional capacity of Congress to create, 
lawfully endowed with power to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a railway from State to State through many States, the State 
of Montana was, because of the Federal characteristic or origin 
of the corporation, deprived of the power of regulating the com- 
merce carried by that corporation and the charges exacted by 
it on commerce originating and ending in the State of Mon- 
tana; and if in Montana, of course in all the States between 
the Great Lakes and the Pacific? Will the Senator seriously 
project the proposition, and stand sponsor for it, that in this 
way the State can be deprived of the power to regulate com- 
merce within the State? 

Mr. BACON. And taxes within the State. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing—commerce within the 
State. Would the Senator from Nevada say, if the Southern 
Pacific Railway Company were a Federal corporation, that as to 
commerce originating in California and ending in California, 
the State of California would have no power to regulate the 
charges of that corporation so as to protect its people against 
oppression by that corporation as to purely intrastate com- 
merce? Would the Senator say that Congress has the power by 
any provision incorporated in the charter of a Federal corpora- 
tion, authorized to build and operate railways from State to 
State, to take away from the State its power over purely State 
commerce? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the Senator desire an answer? 

Mr. SPOONER. Tes; I should be glad to have an answer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator that as to the 
power of regulating intrastate commerce my proposition does 
not involve the taking away of that power from the State. It 
can exercise that power over corporations organized by that 
State and doing business in that State; it can exercise that 
power with reference to corporations organized by the United 
States under a national incorporation act, unless in the incor- 
poration act there is a declaration that that power shall not be 
exercised so far as the Government instrumentality is con- 
cerned. It leaves the power still existing, but it simply pro- 
vides that that power shall not be exercised as to the property 
of the National Government or as to the instrumentality created 
by the National Government. 

It is true that in the case of McCulloch v. Maryland 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator, then, say that the power 
now exists, but can not be exercised? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I contend that if the power of regulation 
involves the impairment or impeding the operation of a Federal 
agency or of property that belongs to the Government—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, just let me go on a little further. 

I will state to the Senator that this question is not without 
doubt, and I hope I have not stated it so positively as to give 
the impression that the matter is absolutely settled either by 
the courts or in my own mind. This is a question that requires 
discussion, and I am very glad we are having it. 


- 


THE DECISIONS. | 


But let me refer the Senator now to the decisions upon this 
question. In the case of McCulloch v. The State of Maryland 
the Supreme Court determined that the State of Maryland could 
not impose a tax upon the notes of the United States Bank in 
Maryland because that involved the destruction of one of the 
instrumentalities of the Government for the carrying out of the 
governmental power. The notes were property just asa railread 
is property, and yet the court held that under the implied powers 
of the Constitution, namely, those powers which are essential 
to carry out the powers expressly conferred, the State of Mary- 
land could not, in the exercise of its taxing power, tax those 
notes. It paralyzed the arm of the State when the State in any 
way reached out for that form of property. 

It is true that in that case Chief Justice Marshall said that 
so far as real property was concerned the exemption would 
not apply, for instance, as to the bank building, for he contended 
that that was not essential to the operation of the bank. They 
could get another bank building; they could lease property and 
conduct their business upon it, and therefore real property did 
not come within the implied powers of the Federal Constitu- 
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tion as to the protection of a Federal instrumentality from de- 
struction aimed at it by a State. 

Extending the argument in that line, the case of the Union 
Pacific Railroad comes to my mind. In that case it was con- 
tended that the railroad was absolutely exempt from State tax- 
ation simply because it was incorporated under a national 
act for the purpose of carrying out the powers conferred by the 
Federal Constitution upon the General Government with refer- 
ence to the mails, with reference to military defense, and with 
reference to the regulation of interstate commerce. 

In that case the court, by five to three, determined that the 
railroad was not exempt; that there is a distinction between the 
powers conferred upon the instrumentality and the property 
owned by that instrumentality; that there is a distinction be- 
tween the operations of the agent of the National Government 
and the property owned by that agent. And yet, if you analyze 
the decision, you will find that one of the judges—Justice 
Swayne, I believe—one of the five, in his concurring opinion, 
simply stated that it was clear that the Federal Government did 
not intend to exempt this property, and that in the absence of 
an express exemption the property was taxable by the State. 
So that reduced the majority opinion to four. The three dis- 
senting judges held, not only with Justice Swayne, but they 
went further, and held that the railroad property, the track of 
the railroad, was absolutely essential to the operation of a Fed- 
eral instrumentality; that it was not to be regarded simply as 
real property, such as the bank building owned by the United 
States Bank was to be regarded, but the track itself was the 
agency through which the powers were exercised, and that, 
therefore, it was impliedly, under the implied powers of the 
Constitution, exempt, though the exemption was not expressed 
by an act of Congress. So that three judges took that view 
and Justice Swayne took the view that it must be expressly 
exempted. So it is evident if that case had presented the case 
of an express exemption by the Federal Government of that 
railroad from local taxation the decision would have been four 
to four. 

It is, therefore, an unsettled question, to be fought upon prin- 
ciple, and I insist upon it that the principle laid down in the 
case of McCulloch v. Maryland applies to this case; that if you 
can not permit a State to tax the powers of an instrumentality 
of the Federal Government—the powers conferred upon an agent 
of the Federal Government by the Federal Government—you can 
not tax the property that is absolutely essential to the execu- 
tion of those powers, and that if the exemption is expressed in 
the statute, if it is clearly the intention of the Federal Govern- 
ment that the property shall not be impeded or harassed, it is 
exempt from State taxation. There are certain rights that can 
be waived by the Federal Government. In such case the Fed- 
eral Government can waive the exemption from taxation, if it 
chooses to do so, by silence, and can submit that property to the 
taxation of a State; but if, by statute, it expresses the intention 
that the property shall be exempt, it is quite a different matter. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire, in order to under- 
stand the Senator's position, if he contends that the transporta- 
tion of merchandise, goods, and wares across State lines from 
one State to another is a governmental function—in other words, 
is interstate commerce a governmental function? It strikes me 
that that is a very important question in this discussion, because 
the powers which the Senator seems to claim for the General 
Government are powers that are dependent, I think, entirely 
upon the General Government exercising the governmental func- 
tion. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know that that question has ever 
been determined, but I should conclude that the ruling of the 
court would be that the term “ power to regulate interstate com- 
merce” would include the power to enter into interstate com- 
merce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To take possession of it exclu- 
sively? Is that the Senator's idea? 

aa NEWLANDS. Yes; so far as transportation is con- 
cern 

Now, I will just say a word more on this question. I am 
aware that some of my Democratic friends may take issue with 
me upon it, for all Democrats are inclined to adhere strictly to 
the reserved powers of the States. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I want to ex- 
ong ay gratification tbat some of the Republicans are taking 

view. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. But I wish to say that I think it just 
as Democratic to fully carry out and insist upon the full 
exercise of a nationa! power as it is to insist upon the protec- 
tion of the powers reserved to the States; and I believe that 
you will find from an examination of the authorities that these 
words “power to regulate interstate commerce” have been 
given a very broad significance, involving not only the power 
to regulate, but the power to create the instrumentality that is 
to enter into interstate commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What disposition does the Sen- 
ator desire made of the joint resolution? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that it lie on the table. I also ask 
permission to insert in the Recorp three pages of the hearing be- 
fore the Senate Interstate Commerce Committee on December 
16, 1904, pages 11 to 13, inclusive, containing the examination 
of Mr. Bacon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the request of the Senator from Nevada will be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Senator NEWLAXDS. Are you a lawyer yourself? 

Mr. Bacon. I am not a lawyer; I am a business man. 

Senator NEWLANDS. Are you familiar with the rules the courts have 
aa gowa as to the determination of what shall be a just and reasona- 

e rate? 

Mr. Bacon. I have followed the cases to some extent as they have 
arisen under the wor of the interstate-commerce act. 7 

Senator NEWLANDS. I am not very familiar with them, but I under- 
stand that they have determined that a rate must be reasonable and 
a opi oppressive, and that dg must have in view a return upon the capi- 


that has been invest 
Mr. Bacon. The Supreme Court has cally decided that the 
ent to afford a fair return 


revenues of a railroad company must be 
upon the actual capital invested. 

Senator NEWLANDS. Have these dec 3 a determined what a 
fair return, in the shape of I interest, shall 

Mr. Bacon. Each particular case has —.— taken up individually 


and considered on its own merits, and no definite percentage of inter- 
a = return * Es money inyested has been indicated by the court 


DODE Aa so far as I have observed, but the court has de- 
cided t a : general way—that it must be a fair return on the 
investment. hat is something that may vary in different years. 


Senator NEWLANDS. Has any court, to your knowledge, ever 
down a rule for determining the capital or value upon w ‘ich the na 
return, in the shape of interest, is to be computed? 

Mr. Bacon. No rule has been laid down, but different processes have 
been pursued in determining the cases before the courts—sometimes 
aoe sometimes two or three combined; but no rule has been 
laid down. 


being under EE by 


Commission 
would it be possible, in each individual case before the rotate oe: 
merce Commission under this act, to 3 the effect of a given 
rate upon the capital or value invested in eacb of these roads? 

Mr. Bacon. A case might be very complicated, ou suggest; still, 
It is not ond human paria to arrive at a Satiafactory conclusion. 
It may involve considerable time and the consideration of many figures, 
but it is not 1 —.— human capacity, certainly. 

Senator NEWLANDS. Do you not think that with the number of cases 
before the Interstate Commerce 1 involving both classifi- 
cations and specific rates, and also with the number of cases that may 
be under consideration before each one of the local commissions as to 
domestic rates, there would be considerable confusion as to whether or 
a a propri * upon capital or value could be had as a result of 

ese changes 

Mr. Bacon. I do not think there would be any difficulty of that kind. 
The cases are easily susceptible of solution with proper time and con- 
sideration to be given them. But it is my judgment that with this 
authority conferred upon the Interstate Commerce Commission it would 
operate very fairly 3 the prevention of the exaction of discrimi- 
native or unreasonable rates. 

Senator NEWLANDS. We all agree that that is what we want to have 
accomplished. The only question is as to the method. 

Senator QuaRLEs. It would have to be worked out by the courts. 

Senator NEWLANDS. Yes; but in these cases we would have perhaps 
F ts insti- 


just suggest a line of thought I have been 

little time on this subject. It involves a radical change in ting con- 
ditions, but it seems to me that if it can accomplish good we t 
gradually to reach out for it. It is this: We have here, say, 2,000 
ferent railroads country 

Nr Bacon. Only about 600 8 rallroads, however. 

Senator NewLanps. Only about rating railroads. A great 
many of these operating roads are laa fied and combined into sys- 
tems, so that 5 it may be said that eight or ten systems of 
railroads control all the mileage of the country. That is accomplished 


either through leases 2 fact, he oases or through traffic arrange- 
ments. As a matter of wever, we have this large number of 
3 17 600 operating railroads, as you say—and 
— 5 2 eens we 50 unif that no more than eight i 0 ten systems 
con them al 


Mr. BACON. — wes: 
8 NEWLANDS. That bei am the case, that being the evolution of, 
„ why is it not well to recognize that fact and bring them 
—.— con 
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Senator NEWLANDS. 
for us, then, to frame a national incorporation act for interstate com- 
merce, under which these various railroads now consolidated under one 


Let me su t right there, would it not be well 


management—by devious devices that no one understands—can be in- 
Corpora eo, so that we shall have one capitalization fixed by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission or by the courts, and one system of rates 
to act upon, as well as one system of taxation to act upon? It scems 
to me that the evil of the present system is that, whilst the Supreme 
Court has determined that there must be a fair return upon value or 
capital invested, yet you can have as many valuations fixed as there are 
States, and you can have as many rates of interest fixed as there are 
States, according to conditions. A 

Then, upon the question of return ; this return must be found after 
operaning expenses and taxes are paid. And yet, under existing condi- 
tions, we can have forty-five different systems of taxation, each of them 
variable according to the judgment of a legislature or according to the 
capice of assessing bodies. 

t strikes me if we could have a national incorporation act for purely 
interstate commerce and permit consolidation of these at corpora- 
tions with a capitalization fixed by law or judicially, and then provide 
for a percentage tax upon gross receipts absolutely in lieu of all other 
taxes—national, State, county, or municipal (regarding these corpora- 
tions as national machines for interstate commerce, the National Gov- 
ernment would have the constitutional wer to exempt them from 
State or local taxation)—and then provide that that tax shall be dis- 
tributed by the United States among the various States according to 
some fair rule of distribution—according to trackage or volume of Dusi- 
ness—we would then fix absolutely the rate of taxation by one law, and 
that at the same time no State would be deprived of its revenue. 

Thus upon this question of operating expenses and taxes we would 
secure certainty as to taxation, at all events. 

The next step would be the fixing of the proper return upon capital 
invested. This law could fix the percentage of dividends to be al- 
lowed—whether 4 per cent, 5, 6, or 7 per cent, whatever it may be 
and it could vary that return according to the — of risk involved 
in the enterprise, etc., or it could leave the question of interest as a 
return on capital to the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
gion or to the courts. 

Those things being fixed with absolute certainty (the taxes to be 
paid to the Government and the dividends paid to the operators), then 
you have remaining only the question of operating expenses, and it 
seems to me ur would then have one body that would fix these rates 
and you would not be subject to the 3 judgments of forty-five 
different commissions and forty-five differen What do you 
think of that, Mr. Bacon? 

Mr. Bacon. That is a very 1 plan, Senator, and there 
121 ma pees merit in it, but it will take many years to work that out in 

islation. 

Senator TILLMAN. I want to suggest to my friend from Nevada that 
he put this statement in the Recorp, for it is the most magnificent 

eralization that has ever come before me. So I ae he will repeat 

is statement in the Senate Chamber, because it will be lost to the 
eee put in the form of a speech in the Senate on this general 


sub, 
nator NEWLANDS. It will be in the record of the proceedings of 

this committee to-day, but I should like Mr. Bacon and his associates 
to look into that question; for while we may pass something of this 
kind as a temporary measure, I do not believe it will work satisfac- 
torily as such. It strikes me that the minds of the shippers, as well 
as of the legislators of the country, ought to be directed to some plan 
of unifying and ee the entire railroad system of the country. 

Mr. Bacon. That entirely worthy of consideration with reference 
to the future, but it will take a long time to work it out. But here we 
have before us a very simple plan which has been evolved during the 
discussions of five years in regard to this class of legislation, and it 
seems to me that it would not be best now to take up any such com- 
prehensive and general plan. Senators may work it out for themselves. 

Senator Foraker. You would not indorse the plan suggested by the 
Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. Bacon. Not on the moment's consideration. 
however, to have that suggestion. 

Senator Foraker. So am I, but I should want to give it further con- 
sideration. 


courts. 


I am very glad, 


EXHIBIT “A.” 


UNITED STATES SENATE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE, -: 
January 16, 1905. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF MR. EDWARD P. BACON. 


Senator NEWLANDS. Mr. Bacon, I understand tue position to be that 

you would like this bill (the Quarles-Cooper bill) „ but you pro- 

to follow it up by measures to be u hereafter, with the expec- 

tion in the end to reach a scientific and comprehensive plan covering 
whatever is best in the way of railway legislation. 

Mr. Bacon. That is my idea exactly. 

Senator NEWLANDS. I desire to question you a little about such a 
general and comprehensive pan not with a view to delay the considera- 
tion of this particular bill, but with a view to seeing whether this bill, 
if it should pass, will fit into the general plan. 

Mr. Bacon. It is the undwork of the plan. 

Senator NEWLANDS. I questioned you the other day when you were 
before the committee regarding a plan that I had in mind for unifyin 
and simplifying the railway systems of the country through a nationa 


incorporation law. 

Mr. Bacon. I was very much interested in it. 

Senator N&WLANDS. at plan involved the valuation of the rail- 
roads by the Interstate Commerce Commission; a fixed percentage upon 

receipts, so that taxes would be certain, such taxes to be dis- 
ibuted among the States, and a return to the stockholders of not less 
than 4 per cent on the valuation fixed by the Commission, so as to 
make dividends certain, thus leaving the profits from any increase in 
business to go largely to the betterment of the roads, the increase of 
wages, or the reduction of rates. Now I desire to ask you whether you 
haye thought over than plan at all since you were here last. 

Mr. Bacon. I have read your remarks on that subject in the Sen- 
ate with a great deal of interest, and I can say that they meet my 
hearty concurrence, and that great good will come from it if it can be 
worked out. But, as I said before, when you were interrogating me 
before the committee, it will take time to accomplish it. However, it 
isa thing to have it under consideration, and I think the more it is 
studicd and considered the more it will commend itself to the minds of 
those who study it. But it will take a long time to bring it about. 


MIDSHIPMEN IN THE NAVY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In the fall of 1903 John Henry Lofland, Earl Worden Chaffee, and 
2 Drummond Little, then members of the first or highest class at 
the Naval Academy, severally committed acts for which they were 
charged with the offense of hazing, were tried by court-martial, and 
were dismissed from the academy and from the naval service. 

In a letter addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House March 21, 1904, the Secretary. of the Navy, after 
reviewing the facts upon which action in the cases of these midshipmen 
was based, states that “if discretion in the infliction of punishment 
had been vested either in the court-martial or the Department a lighter 
punishment than dismissal from the service might have been inflicted,” 
and concludes that Congress is the proper authority to determine in 
cases of this character whether exception should be made to the opera- 
tion of the statute. j 

The Committee on Naval Affairs (H. R. No. 2554, 58th Cong., 2d 
sess.), upon consideration of the Department’s report, unanimously con- 
cludes that “ under all the circumstances no detriment wilt be done the 
service“ by sanctioning the appointment of these midshipmen to the 
naval service under appropriate conditions and restrictions. 

Upon review of the facts in this case I concur generally in the con- 
clusions of the Secretary of the Ney and the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with respect to the character of the offenses committed by these 
midshipmen. Their acts were in plain violation of the letter of the 
statute, but the case presented is not an aggravated one, and I believe 
that their severance from the academy, their reduction to the foot of 
the class of which they were members, and their entry into the naval 
service without formal graduation will be adequate punishment. 

The draft of a bill granting authority for the appointment of these 
midshipmen to the Navy under conditions and restrictions believed -to 
be sufficient to guard the interests of the service is inclosed for the con- 
sideration of the Congress, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Wuite HoUsE, January II, 1905. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is 
now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] to the first committee amend- 
ment, which was reconsidered yesterday at the Senator’s in- 
stance—the amendment on page 4, line 9, striking out the words 
“a majority vote of.” The Senator asked that that amendment 
be passed over until he had examined it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I asked that it might be—— - 

Mr. GORMAN. From what print is the Senator from Indiana 
stating the amendment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that it is on 
page 4, line 9, to strike out the words “a majority vote of.” 
The amendment was passed over, but, unfortunately, the Secre- 
tary, in sending the bill to the printer, included the amendment 
as though it had been agreed to. It was not agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In what print is it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On page 4 of the print on the Senator’s 
desk. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I asked that the action of the 
Senate in adopting the committee amendment referred to while 
I was out of the Chamber might be reconsidered, not that I 
wanted to make any contest over the proposed amendment re- 
ported by the committee, but only that some gentlemen who 
were here in the interest of statehood from the Territory of 
Oklahoma might have an opportunity to be heard. They had 
communicated with me in regard to this matter. The provision 
as it came from the House was more satisfactory to them and 
they hoped that the Senate committee would not insist upon 
that amendment. 

I have no disposition to interfere with the details of this bill, 
They belong to the committee, and I do not, as Senators gener- 
ally do not, ordinarily interfere with anything that is a mere 
detail. I would think, on first impression, that the whole matter 
of determining where the capital should be located should be 
left entirely to the State, beyond fixing a temporary capital for 
purposes of organization. z 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was the committee’s idea, I will say 
to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. What particular reasons there may have 
been that infiuenced the committee to make this amendment I 
do not know. I have learned since I have liad the objection to 
the committee’s amendment presented to me that there are 
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others here who take a different view of it. And so it is one 
of these matters which the committee must necessarily deter- 
mine. I do not know the merits of it. 

Beyond calling attention to the fact, therefore, that there is a 
difference of opinion about it, and requesting of the committee 
the careful consideration which I know the committee will give 
it, now that their attention has been called to it, if they have 
not already done so, I am content to leave the matter as the 
committee may see fit to recommend. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
the committee did give this particular amendment very careful 
consideration indeed, and that the consideration which influ- 
enced the committee to make the amendment was exactly the 
consideration which the Senator from Ohio stated, to wit, that 
it was better to leave it to the legislature of the State to de- 
termine upon the kind of an election and the other requisites of 
fixing their own capital rather than to fix it permanently our- 
selves, which the House bill does by a device of words. 

So I understand the Senator from Ohio does not make any 
objection to the committee amendment, and I ask that it may 
be agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, there are several citizens here 
to-day from Oklahoma, who have been to see me in regard to 
this matter. They seem to be very firm in their conviction 
that rather an injustice has been done to Oklahoma City, par- 
ticularly in this matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To whom, may I ask the Senator, has 
the injustice been done? 

Mr. BATE. An injustice to themselves as citizens of Okla- 
homa City. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Have they complained of this? 

Mr. BATH. Wait a minute. There is, I understand, a con- 
test between Oklahoma City and Guthrie, and these gentlemen 
do not desire the matter left in the shape it is, but they want it 
to go before the people and to let a majority of the people de- 
cide the matter. It now reads: 

By a majority vote of the electors of said State voting at an election 
to be provided for by the legislature. 

They want it done without the intervention of the legislature, 
as I understand. I do not know what moved the committee 
in this regard. I did not hear the discussion in the committee, 
as I remember, but I know there is a contest between these 
two places in regard to where the capital shall be, and I want 
each to have just and fair treatment. 

Then, again, they object to the length of time, if I understand 
it, that the capital shall be located at Guthrie. 


D. 1910, but the location of said 

ently fixed by a majority vote 
g at an election to be provided for 
by the legislature. 


I understand that the words “a majority vote of” have 
been stricken out, and that is the cause of the contest now. 

These gentlemen represent that great injustice has been done 
to Oklahoma City; that it is three times as large, or about that, 
as Guthrie; and that they ought to be heard in regard to the 
matter, or that they were not heard to their satisfaction, be- 
fore the committee. As I understand them, they want this 
period lessened from 1910 to 1908, for as it stands now it gives 
Guthrie the advantage of having the capital there for four 
years longer than it should be. It gives it that much advan- 
tage of the other cities, and Oklahoma City claims to be three 
times as large as Guthrie. I do not know the politics of either 
city. It has nothing to do with the question. There is a feel- 
ing about it, and I hope that this matter will be left until we 
can get satisfactory evidence and do the just and fair thing. 
That is all I ask. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Tennessee may have 
the correct understanding, but if he has, I have exactly the 
wrong one, because my understanding is precisely the reverse, 
as to the facts, of the understanding of the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. In what respect? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In respect to the whole matter. Also, 
it will become apparent that the Senator has not the contention 
of the citizens of Oklahoma City or any other city exactly 
accurate in his mind, for the reason that if the language of the 
House bill remains as it is neither Oklahoma City nor any 
other city in the Territory has the slightest chance of ever 
becoming the capital as against the present capital. It was in 
order that all might have a chance, or that the legislature it- 
self might say whether a majority or a plurality should pre- 
yail, that the words “a majority vote of” were stricken out. 

If you fix the capital at Guthrie or any other place, as this 


bill does, and then say that it may be changed only by a major- 
ity vote, it becomes perfectly clear that if there are in the field 
three or more candidates for the capital no one of them could 
have a majority, and, therefore, by a mere device of words, we 
would fix the capital permanently at a place and deny to the 
people of the State themselves an opportunity of locating it 
elsewhere or contesting it in the future. 

That is the practical result, and that was the reason why the 
committee, after very patient and careful consideration of this 
subject, after hearing, I will say to the Senator, from various 
portions of the country, fixed it as we did. A large number of 
gentlemen from Oklahoma City have been to see me, and not one 
of them has contended for the contention presented by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. Indeed, it was in the interest of the 
whole Territory instead of a special and particular locality 
that the words “a majority vote of” were stricken out, and it 
was in order that the legislature itself, as the Senator from 
Ohio says, might determine what kind of an election should be 
held that this was done. 

If the amendment of the committee is adopted, as I shall in- 
sist that it be, then it is for the legislature to say whether, when 
they come to settle the question of the capital, it shall be done 
by a majority vote or a plurality vote or what. But if the lan- 
guage of the House bill be adopted, then it is fixed forever at 
Guthrie by a mere device of words. So the Senator from Tenn- 
essee hardly gets the contention of Oklahoma City correctly. 

Mr. BATE. Then, Mr. President, I have been imposed upon 
by some yery respectable gentlemen, one of whom I know per- 
sonally. They would like very much, if it is consistent with the 
ideas of the Senator from Indiana, representing the committee, 
to have the word “ten” changed to “eight.” That would give 
them an opportunity by four years to compete in the end more 
thoroughly with their rival city. That is the whole of it, sir. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The trouble about that is if we give 
Guthrie everything she wants she would fix the capital there 
permanently. If we give Oklahoma City everything she wants 
she would, no doubt, fix the capital there permanently. If we 
give Muscogee everything she wants, no doubt she would fix the 
capital there. That is the precise difficulty with which this 
committee has dealt with in striking out these objectionable 
words. 

No person from Oklahoma City or any place else suggested 
that the capital question should be precipitated on that new 
State within two years after it becomes a State. This was done 
in the interest of all, and in order that no particular locality 
might have an unfair advantage by reason of a device of words, 
and that the people of the State, through their own legislature, 
should say how an election should be held and what kind of an 
election. That is all. 

The Senator from Tennessee is mistaken, or else I am. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, there is evidently a controversy, 
and a very earnest one, in regard to where the capital should 
be located. There are representatives here from both of these 
cities, and I have heard from one side and the Senator from 
Indiana from the other. But I understand from those for 
whom I speak that all they want is simply an equal chance with 
the other cities. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that that is 
precisely the object of the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BATH. Now, they think that equal chance is denied 
them because the other city is made the capital until 1910, or 
virtually until 1912, after the next census. They are to have 
the capital there by the action of the Senate for so many years. 
They would like to see it changed to 1908. That would be a 
compromise. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That has nothing to do with the pending 
committee amendment. 

Mr. BATE. That is what they want—that the word“ eight” 
be put in there instead of “ ten.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That has nothing to do with the commit- 
tee’s amendment. The Senator can offer that amendment, and 
it will come up like any other amendment. We are now con- 
sidering the committee’s amendment. 

What the Senator from Tennessee suggests has nothing to do 
with this amendment. 

Mr. BATE. I am apprehensive that when this proposition is 
submitted it will be said that it has been settled by virtue of 
the Senate having agreed to this amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; the Senator can present his 
amendment at any time. 

Mr. BATE. If it is left open, it is all right. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment of the committee, to 
strike out the words “a majority vote of,” has nothing to do 
with the suggestion the Senator from Tennessee makes about 
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reducing it from 1910 to 1908. If the Senator wants to move 
that amendment, he can do so. 

Mr. BATE. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then let the amendment of the commit- 
tee be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee move to amend the committee amendment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. BATE. If I can offer the amendment subsequently, my 
point will be gained, and there is no reason why I should do 
it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Tennessee is privileged to offer the amend- 
ment at any time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The next amendment which has been 
passed over is on page 5, beginning in line 8 and concluding 
in line 15, to which I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by 
the Committee on Territories will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, after the word “prohibited,” in 
line 6 of section 3, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the sale, barter, or Flinte away, except for mechan- 
ical, medicinal, or scientific purposes, o. eae ba | liquors within that 
part of said State heretofore known as the Indian Territory or 
other Indian reservations within said State be 1 for a period 


of ten years from the date of admission of said State, and thereafter 
until alter the legislature of said State shall otherwise provide. 


Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
a question. I see that in line 7 it says that the giving of in- 
toxicating liquors to Indians is forever prohibited. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Les; that is the language of the House 
bill. z 

Mr. CLAY. And the amendment provides : 

That the sale, barter, or giving away, except for mechanical, medic- 
inal, or scientific p „ of intoxicating liquors within that part 
of said State heretofore known as the Indian Territory or other 
Indian reservations within said State be prohibited for a period of ten 
years from the date of admission of said State, and thereafter until 
after the legislature of said State shall otherwise provide. 

I desire to ask the Senator, taking together the two clauses 
I have read, does the section mean that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors is forever prohibited and the sale of liquor to other 
persons residing within the Territory after ten years shall be 
left to the legislature of the State? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. Then so far as the Indians are concerned, under 
the provisions of this bill the legislature could not provide for 
the sale of whisky to them at all? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. CLAY. But could provide for its sale to Americans or 
other persons? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; after ten years. 

Mr. CLAY. I believe we have a treaty prohibiting the Goy- 
ernment from pledging itself that hereafter it will prohibit the 
sale of liquors to Indians. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. That is a branch of the same dis- 
cussion which the Senator had yesterday with the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
. Srewarr]. All of the treaties expire because the tribal rela- 
tions expire. 

Mr. CLAY. We had a treaty—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator in explanation 
of this clause, which I suppose is what the Senator wants—the 
reasons the committee had for its amendment—that the lan- 
guage down to the proviso is that of the House, and it was put in 
there for the purpose of carrying out perhaps the moral obliga- 
tion that was involved in the treaties that had existed hereto- 
fore concerning the sale of liquor among the Indians, and also a 
question of wise public policy, of course, and also, of course, to 
prevent the sale of liquor among the Indians themselves. 

Mr. CLAY rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment was put in for an addi- 
tional reason, which I will be very glad to give the Senator. 

Mr. CLAY. I beg pardon of the Senator. I was going to 
ask the Senator is it not true that the proviso is unnecessary? 

Mr. BEVERIDGF. No. 

Mr. CLAY. If the section simply prohibits the sale of intox- 
icating liquor to Indians and you leave it there and say nothing 

about other persons residing in the Territory, would not the 
legislature have the right to deal with it without any proviso? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Except so far as Indians are concerned. 


I will say this to the Senator and the Senate: It was con- 
tended, and about the fact of the contention there can be abso- 
lutely no question, that if the sale of liquors was permitted 
among whites and others who live around and among the In- 
dians themselves, in spite of any provision that liquor should 
not be sold or bartered or given to the Indians, it would never- 
theless get to them. It was there; they had the money, and 
they would, of course, get it; and the result of that would be— 
about this there is no question either—that we should soon 
witness the spectacle of the Indians having the liquor and the 
fellows who sold it having their money, and thus would be pre- 
cipitated upon this new State a band of impoverished and per- 
haps dangerous Indians. 

Therefore a very eminent gentleman suggested a much longer 
period of prohibition of the sale of liquor to everybody within 
this portion of the new State and in Indian reservations than 
ten years. But the committee, after a very long and careful 
discussion of this matter and after very long and patient hear- 
ings, thought that ten years was a period during which the ele- 
ments of citizenship there could adjust themselves and get 
ready for the new, conditions, and thereafter the legislature 
might permit the sale of liquor if it wanted to. In that way 
you would keep these elements, which would be very liable to 
become both impoverished and dangerous, prosperous and peace- 
ful, and would thereby induce a better condition in the new 
State, very much as the Senator from Nevada yesterday de- 
scribed. These were the conclusive reasons for the amendment 
of the committee, the House provision being ineffective. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator, merely for 
my own information, if we are to enter upon restrictions look- 
ing to the morals of the people of this new State, why it would 
not be proper to include the whole territory embraced within 
the proposed State? Why take a comparatively small section 
and make this prohibition as to it when there is no trouble 
about the Indian getting over this imaginary line or division 
into the remainder of the State and getting all the whisky he 
wants? Where local option or prohibition has been had in local- 
ities or in counties in the States we have found a similar diffi- 
culty. 

Now, I am in entire sympathy myself, and can afford to be 
from a personal standpoint, with the prohibition of the use of 
intoxicating liquors. I myself should be glad to see their use 
abolished everywhere. But it does seem to me that this is 
rather a discrimination against a part of this country. Would 
it not be well to strike out all reference to that part of the 
State in the Indian Territory and let it apply to the whole 
State, if we are to go into the prohibition business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, I do not think so. If the Senator is 
asking me why we confined it to the limited area, I will say we 
did it because we are confining it to the danger points. We as- 
sume that the people of Oklahoma and outside of the Indian 
reservations being American citizens, being of our own blood 
and our own capacity for self-restraint, can take care of them- 
selyes. But the experience of a hundred years has shown that 
Indian wards can not take care of themselves. Their desire for 
liquor, as I say, will soon reduce them both to poverty and to a 
condition of danger to the community. It is not only a matter 
of their own preservation; it is not only a matter of the duty 
which we owe to the wards of the nation; but as I said a mo- 
ment ago it is a wise provision for the rest of the people. The 
Senator’s suggestion that we ought to extend it over the whole 
State is answered by the fact that there is no danger over the 
whole State. So we confine it to the Indian Territory and to 
the Indian reservations, the rest of the State being peopled by 
American citizens having, as I say, that capacity for self- 
restraint which enables them to take care of themselves. It is 
the genius of our Government to let the people take care of 
themselves wherever they can. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, of course I understand that 
the Senator from Indiana is one of the bright shining disciples 
who believe, and who are practicing their belief in nearly every 
Department of the Government, that all the internal affairs of 
the State are to be run from Washington; that the morals of 
the people of the State can only be protected by some Congres- 
sional enactment; that the food the people consume, shall be 
examined here to ascertain whether it has any substance in it 
that might impair the health of the people. It is absolutely 
contrary to the old-fashioned idea I have had that matters of 
police regulation, the determination of what laws should be 
passed to restrict appetite, etc., ought to be left to the State. 

Now, if the Territory which we are considering, with three or 
four hundred thousand American citizens in Oklahoma and a 
great number in the Indian Territory, is fit at all for State goy- 
ernment it ought to be permitted to have the same right that 
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has been accorded to other States and other Territories about 
to be admitted, to make its own internal regulations to suit the 
population embraced within that area. For Congress to say 
“you may be admitted to statehood, you may have representa- 
tion in both Houses of Congress, but you are not capable, you 
can not be trusted with a small detail like this,” seems to me to 
be extraordinary, particularly when you apply it to only a part 
of the Territory. It is, it seems to me, a restriction which ought 
not to be imposed if those people are in proper condition to be 
admitted to statehood. 

If I were a resident of that community and a member of the 
new legislature I should be in favor, as I feel and as I have 
always acted and voted, of imposing whatever restriction was 
necessary for the proper government of the people of that State; 
but I would not like to be hampered with a provision inserted 
in the act authorizing the creation of the State that I could 
legislate for one-half of my State, but the remainder of it Con- 
gress had provided for. It is a vicious principle. 

These remarks are not directed in opposition to the temper- 
ance feature of this measure. They are not in opposition to 
prohibition in a purely Indian reservation. There the Govern- 
ment acts and is the sovereign power, and no other ought to be. 
It is a different application when you apply it to a State that 
is coming into the Union. It is a reflection upon the intelligence 
of the people who are about to come in, if they are to come in. 
I think it ought not to find its way into this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think I have said all I have to say in 
answer to the Senator from Maryland. It is restricted, as I say, 
to these spots where the Indians are. It is an unprecedented 
State of affairs in the Government. I suppose the committee 
ainendment is agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is not agreed to, we will have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is somewhere in this bill—and I will 
ask the Senator from Indiana to point it out, as I am not en- 
tirely familiar with it—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. A provision that the State shall, when ad- 
mitted into the Union, be admitted upon terms of perfect equality 
with the original States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama kindly permit the amendment that is now under considera- 
tion to be disposed of? 

Mr. BATE. This has something to do with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It relates to this amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Have I the language right? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Practically. I will find it for the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. MORGAN. If you please; I want to get it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I apprehend what the Senator from Ala- 
bama is going to say, that if we do make such a restriction the 
new State can not be on an equality. That is what the Senator 
has in mind. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are some other matters connected with 
it besides that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to point out the language. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Alabama to what I 
think is in answer to the point the Senator has in mind, begin- 
ning at the bottom of page 1 and continuing on page 2: 

„ That 1 contained in the said constitution shall be construed 

* to limit or affect the authority of the Government of the 
United States to make any law or regulation respecting such Indians, 
their lands, property, or other rights by treaties, seeman law, or 


otherwise, which it would have been competent to make if this act had 
never passed. 


In other words, we reserve the right in the bill. It is a har- 
monious bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wanted, if there is such a provision in the 
bill—and I thought I remembered it was in there—to ask the 
Senator from Indiana to point it out. I refer to a clause which 
provides that this State or these States, when admitted into the 
Union, shall be admitted upon terms of perfect equality with 
the original States of the American Union. 

Mr. BATE. It is in there. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to get the language if I can find it. 
It is hidden away in the multiplicity of this bill so that I can 
not find it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, if the 
Senator please, that it has intimated that it is embodied in the 
title of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The title? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been intimated to the 
Chair that such is the case. 


XXXIX—4 
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Mr. MORGAN. But there is a provision in the bill itself some- 
where which sustains the title. 

Mr. BATE. It quotes the same language, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, such a provision, I be- 
lieve, has found its way into the act with respect to every 
State that has been admitted into the Union since the compact 
was formed by which the thirteen original States constituted 
and founded the Union and the Constitution. I take it that is 
one of the elementary propositions in the admission of a State 
into the Union—that it shall be on terms of equality with the 
other States in all respects. 

The proposed amendment of the committee creates a great in- 
equality, a startling inequality, between these two States, Okla- 
homa and Arizona, and all the other States of the American 
Union upon this subject. I do not think there can be found in 
any constitution or any ordinance accompanying a constitution 
which is made irrevocable by law or by the act of admission any 
provision that intoxicating liquors shall never be sold in a State. 
I do not think that that is in any American constitution. If it 
is, it has escaped me entirely, except where the State itself has 
adopted such a provision. 

But there is no provision antecedent to the admission of a 
State in the Union, as I understand the history of this legisla- 
tion, which requires an incoming State to adopt an ordinance 
irrevocably that intoxicating liquors shall never be sold within 
that State. In doing such an act as that we assume what is 
confessedly the right of local self-government, and it belongs 
among the reserved rights of the States and of the people that 
they shall deal with such a subject according to their own voli- 
tion, keeping themselves of course within the limits of the Con- 
stitution in whatever they do. 

Now, here is a general proposition governing the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in a particular State—in Oklahoma. The pro- 
vision I am now discussing does not apply to Arizona, but the 
n is that in Oklahoma intoxicating liquors shall never 

sold. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORGAN. Accompanied, however, with a proviso that 
they may be sold after ten years to the people at large, except 
Indians, and during the period of ten years they can only be 
sold for certain specific purposes, which are stated in a very 
loose and general way in the bill; and if there was never any 
legislation in that State to carry that proviso into effect it would 
be a dead letter, because nobody could be indicted under it and 
no punishment could be inflicted under it, it not being a self- 
executing constitutional provision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if the Senator will permit me, it is 
perfectly clear on his own statement that from his point of view 
no injury could result by adopting it.. 

Mr. MORGAN. We are not doing an entirely foolish and un- 
necessary thing here, I believe. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but the Senator 

Mr. MORGAN. It is no argument in favor of a provision of 
this bill that it may be unconstitutional, or it may be irregular, 
or it may be contrary to all precedents in the United States, 
but, after all, it can not do any harm. Why do you insert a pro- 
vision of that sort when it can not do any harm? That is an 
argument which might do for a debating society when no boy 
in it was over 10 years old, but it will not do for the Senate of 
the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the argument suggested by the 
Senator himself, and even from his own point of view it can do 
no harm. I do not agree with the Senator’s point of view, but 
I will make answer to the Senator's position from my point of 
view, and I will give reasons for my point of view. I said 
from the Senator's own point of view, as stated by the Senator, 
it could do no harm, not from my own point of view. I am not 
discussing my own point of view. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, let us see. We are organizing a con- 
stitution for a government. This irrevocable ordinance I speak 
of is as much a part of the organic law of that State, after it 
comes into the Union, as any part of its constitution. We put 
in that provision. We ask ourselves the question, Has eny 
other State ever been required to do this? No. Then what 
becomes of your equality with other States? Oh, that is a 
trifle; that does not make any difference; it can not do any 
harm not to give them the benefit of such an expression as 
that. Is it right in itself to undertake here in Congress to 
legislate in general terms and phraseology that can not be car- 
ried into effect without the assistance of the legislature of the 
State after it is organized? Is it right for us to make prescrip- 
tion as to what the legislature shall do in the prohibition of the 
sale of liquors? 

The next proposition in the case is that after ten years there 
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comes a division in the community. One part of the com- 
munity can deal in-liquor as much as the legislature sees proper 
to permit, and use it as the legislature may see proper to 
permit, and the other part is entirely prohibited. On what 
ground is that placed? Race, color, and previous condition 
not of servitude, but of capability, of aptitude—in getting 
drunk and cutting up. 

Mr. President, we had better preserve something of respecta- 
bility in the principles that we array in support of different 
propositions which we pass through the Senate of the United 
States. Here we discriminate against Indians beCause they 
are Indians. You must not sell liquor to an Indian forever 
and ever. 

Now, there are many of these Indians who are just as capa- 
ble as any Senator on this floor of taking care of themselves. 
That is what we are trying to provide for. There are many 
others, or a part of the others, who are not.- So it is with the 
white people. So, especially, it is with negroes, to whom you 
can sell whisky under this act; to 20,000 of them, I am told, 
in the Indian Territory, you may sell whisky under this act 
ad libitum. If I were going to select a people as between 
whom I would venture to carry on the whisky business in 
consideration of the general welfare of the country, one class 
the Indians and the other the negroes, I would take the Indian 
every time, if you give him the opportunity to do what he 
wants to do, before I would take the other class. But perhaps 
that is a prejudice. If it is a prejudice, Mr. President, it is a 
prejudice founded on a lifetime of experience of both races. 

Who are these Indians who are put under this ban and ex- 
cepted out of the other community as subjects to be disciplined 
in the Congress of the United States in the matter of providing 
for the establishment of a State in the American Union? They 
are men who by this bill are authorized to vote for delegates 
to the convention. They are men who are authorized to sit in 
the convention. They are men who are classified here by 
tribes as Indians, not by individual merit or capacity or any- 
thing like that. We take a whole tribe of Indians and say to 
any Indian, it makes no difference what his character, condi- 
tion, or intelligence may be, “Do you belong to one of these 
Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, or to one of the little frag- 
mentary bands that have been swept out by the besom of de- 
struction, whose destiny we have handled here, and gathered in 
scraps and fragments in the northeastern part of that Terri- 
tory?” “Yes, we belong to an Indian tribe.“ Step up and 
vote. We qualify you, and give you power to vote.“ For voting 
and electing his delegate, he may be an Indian or he may be a 
negro or he may be a white man; it makes no difference 
down there in Oklahoma who he is so he belongs to a tribe or 
is otherwise permitted under this bill. He takes his seat in 
the conyention, and this affront of the Senate of the United 
States is put upon him. Before you can ordain a constitution 
or take another step toward statehood you must put this brand 
upon your nation, your people, and yourself. You must admit 
the argument of the Senator from Indiana that you are en- 
tirely incapable of self-control when there is any whisky about; 
but while you are thus entirely incapable of all moral restraint 
and self-control you are perfectly capable of ordering a con- 
stitution for this State to last forever, and to crown it with the 
beauty and excellence and power of American State sovereignty. 

Now, where is the pressure, where is the necessity, where is 
the invitation, where is the excuse, for the Senate of the United 
States to put itself into this awkward position, into this di- 
lemma, which will invoke the ludicrous criticism of all civilized 
people when you put it in this bill? 

Then we get back again to the equality of the business. Af- 
ter these States have founded these ordinances and looked 
around and established a constitution and put these ordinances 
on the basis of an irrevocable ordinance, they say to themselves: 
“Well, here we are in the American Union, but we are still 
underlings; we are still beneath par; we are recognized as to 
our infirmities by provisions that are put in here which dis- 
criminate against us, and we are told to follow along in the 
drift of events and in the management and control of this Ter- 
ritory with this brand upon us.” 

I say, Mr. President, it is unworthy of the occasion and the 
subject. If the men who ordained the Constitution of the 
United States could have anticipated that an Indian would ever 
be invited to hold office under this Government or to participate 
with the great sovereignty of the people in the control of the 
suffrage of the country—which is the very scepter of sovereignty 
conferred upon the people—if when our aneestry were forming 
the Constitution they had ever conceived the idea that it might 
be possible in the future, they would have put some prohibition 
on it even stronger than that contained in the preliminary dec- 


laration of the Constitution of the United States, and even 
stronger than that which then recognized the Indians as being 
separate but dependent nationalities, a people separated from 
us into nationalities which was just as perfect as the separation 
of China as a nationality. They would have said that notwith- 
standing all of the prohibitions that were put upon this country 
Indians may be admited into the sovereignty of these States 
and may be enabled to institute and ordain State governments 
to fill up the complement of the States that occupy this great 
and beautiful country. They did not do it. On the contrary, 
the States commenced to come in one by one. In every one of 
the acts of admission it is distinctly affirmed that the State is 
admitted on terms of perfect equality with the original States. 

What original State has got that brand of inferiority upon it 
or that inequality init? Are we making a State to-day to stand as 
the equal of all the great sovereignties of this country, or are we 
making it a tool and implement by which politicians who con- 
trol certain races of people there can do what they want, and 
then, after requiring them to have a constitution, can kick them 
out of respectability by putting a discrimination against them in 
their constitution? It does not make any difference whether it 
harms or benefits the community. That is not the question. 
It does not make any difference whether it can do any harm to 
the Indians there. That is not the question. Have we no con- 
sideration for our own consistency? Have we no regard for 
principle, practice, precedent, history, in what we are doing in 
the ordination of an American State? Mr. President, that 
provision in the bill itself characterizes the whole bill. 

But the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bevermcer], whose fruit- 
ful mind is always suggesting remedies for difficulties that he 
may encounter, with great rapidity and plausibilty, has cited 
me to the proviso in the first section of this bill. I think if the 
Senator had reflected a moment as to the effect of that proviso 
in connection with the argument I am trying to make he would 
have seen that he made an unfortunate approach to that argu- 
ment. I will read it: 

Lister aae nothing ge gente Phas 2 — said constitution shall be 

ustru m 
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unextinguished). 

I suppose after they were extinguished the law would not 
have much to do with them, but “so long as they remain unex- 
tinguished.” I do not object to that parenthetical phrase, 
but 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator read the proviso from the 
beginning? 

Mr. MORGAN. Tes. 


. 3 2 75 sald constitution shall be 
construed or r the rights of person or property pertain- 
ing to the Indians of said Territories (so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished) or to limit or affect the authority of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to make any law or lation respect- 
ing such Indians, their lands, property, or other rights by treaties, 
agreement, law, or otherwise, which it would have been competent to 
make if this act had never passed. 


That proviso repeals every possible guaranty of right of an 
Indian that may be conferred under the constitution or by 
the laws of Oklahoma. It repeals the whole of it as if this act 
had never passed, and as to all of these Indian tribes or no 
tribes, if he is a mere Indian, the law applies back to the 
power and jurisdiction of Congress in every possible respect 
as if the act had never passed. He is an elector, part of the 
sovereignty, or he may be an officeholder, he may be the gov- 
ernor of Oklahoma, he may be one of the judges put upon the 
bench under the laws of Oklahoma provided for under this act, 
and yet the Government of the United States is to retain the 
same authority over him, his property, and his belongings of 
every kind that it has now just as if this act had never passed. 

Now, I do not wish to criticise a matter of that kind with 
any objectionable adjectives or adverbs. But, Mr. President, 
I ean not see anything but utter absurdity in it, that an Indian 
shall be permitted to occupy the double relation of a subject 
of the United States Congress as he is to-day, liable to be legis- 
lated for or against, within or without, in any direction we 
please, and while we do that at the same time he may be 
governor, judge of a court, or any other official in the Terri- 
tory; but he is subject to the powers of Congress just as 
“if this act had never passed.” > 

Now, that is a legal impossibility, a logical impossibility. It 
is an impossibility that Congress decries and will not permit 
at all. It is an impossibility even in a sound imagination. 
If there is anything more thoroughly contradictory, more thor- 
oughly self-destroying than that proviso, to which the Senator 
from Indiana has cited me, I have never seen it written in 
the form of.a law or in anything that pretended to start in the 
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direction of making a law. I never saw a bill come to this Sen- 
ate which contained any piece of extravagant folly like that. 


But that is the theory of this bill. “You are an Indian for the 
purposes of control by act of Congress as long as you live; you 
are a citizen of Oklahoma for the purpose of organizing consti- 
tutions and irrevocable ordinances; you are an elector in that 
State; you are entirely capacitated for that office; you have 
all the rights of a citizen of the United States within a State on 
the basis and according to the precedents laid down in the origi- 
nal thirteen States.” That is said in one breath. In the next 
breath, “ You are nothing but an Indian, just as if this bill had 
never passed,” and we can pass laws of Congress to affect him 
just as “if this act had never passed.” 

I never thought that an Indian could be worked in double har- 
ness to that extent for the sake of the convenience of gentlemen 
who want to produce a particular result in this country, which, 
after all, is nothing more or less, and is not intended to be any- 
thing more or less, than an apportionment bill applied to the 
Senate of the United States. That is all it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether these Indians are allottees under the general laws of 
the United States? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They are. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are these Indians allottees under the gen- 
eral laws of the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. Some of them are and some of them are not. 

Mr. LONG. They will be in 1906. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All are now or will be before this act 
takes effect. 

‘ oa SPOONER. So they all become citizens of the United 
tes? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. > 

Mr. SPOONER. And will be citizens of the State? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They will be at the time of taking effect 
of this act. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not go into the topic at all of the citi- 
zenship conferred here, because it is not germane exactly to the 
precise amendment before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked for information only. - 

Mr. MORGAN. I discussed it to some extent the other day, 
at least to my own satisfaction. There are many candlesticks 
that will give light on this subject, but I was confining myself 
to the particular proviso cited by the Senator from Indiana and 
to the particular question whether or not in the amendment 
that is proposed by the committee, and in the text to which it 
is annexed, there is an incongruity and a contradiction which 
will involve the Senate in terrific criticism, to say the least 
of it, and would involve the merits and involve the plan and 
purposes of the whole bill. That is the truth about it. The 
bill is founded on incorrect principles. I do not allude now, 
and I have not alluded, to the fact, as I understand it to be a 
fact—I think I am correct about it—that that principle is not 
applied to Arizona at all. It applies only to Oklahoma. There 
are Indians in Arizona galore, and the worst and the lowest 
and the least intelligent Indians in the United States. So far 
as I am informed, none of the best Indians of the United States 
are in Arizona. It is the new State I am talking about, Mexico 
and Arizona combined. 

Why do you not apply this principle to them so that we can 
have at least equality between the two States you are admit- 
ting under the same bill? Is there to be no equality? Are we 
to make fish of one, flesh of another, and fowl of a third? Are 
these States to be an aggregate mass of contradictions and in- 
congruities? Can no lawyer in the Senate look over the whole 
subject and propose any general law that will be applicable to 
them all alike? 

There is no occasion for putting in this provision here. If 
we must have a liquor provision in there (and I am in favor of 
a liquor provision, but not on general principles) and Senators 
see proper to do it, put in the bill a provision authorizing the 
legislature of that State to pass prohibition laws, and let them 
go on and do like Maine, pass their prohibition laws and enforce 
their prohibition laws. But I do not want Congressional com- 
pulsion to be brought to bear on that subject. It is a question 
that Congress has nothing to do with. The drinking and the 
sale of whisky in States is a domestic question, a question of 
local self-government. 

But, Mr. President, there is no element that can be thought of, 
from absolute power, arbitrary power, down to the lowest that 
a local government can exercise, which is not attempted to be 
provided for in this bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of 
preventing Indians from having liquor sold freely among them, 
and I would like to vote for this proposed amendment; but it 
occurs to me that there are one or two questions presented by 


it which are of sufficient importance to justify an investigation 
before we act, and with that purpose in view I should like to 
ask the attention of the Senator from Indiana to the constitu- 
tional provision contained in the tenth article of the amendments 
with reference to this particular amendment: 


ARTICLE X. 


The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reseryed to the States respec- 
tively, or to the people. 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, that there is no power con- 
ferred on the Government of the United States to regulate or 
control or in any way interfere with the sale of liquor within 
State limits. If that is so, then the proposition that is here pre- 
sented is, in face of the fact that the right to control the liquor 
traffic is by that article of the Constitution remitted to the juris- 
diction of the States, can this Government in an indirect way, 
on the admission of a new State into the sisterhood of States, 
do that which it could not have done originally? In other 
words, does not that tenth article of the amendinents to the 
Constitution apply to us in admitting new States as much as it 
applied in the formation of the Government originally? It 
strikes me, without giving the language any very close investi- 
gation, that that is a really serious question. If we have the 
right to put qualifications now upon proposed States by the ex- 
ercise of a power which Congress has not, which the Constitu- 
tion does not vest in Congress, why, Mr. President, hereafter 
when we admit other States there is no telling what possible 
restrictions and qualifications Congress may put upon them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator ask me a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. I am merely calling the Senator’s attention 
to this point, because I should like to hear his opinion regard- 
ing it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will give it now; but I will ask the Sen- 
ator a question. Does the Senator think that the restriction 
which we imposed as a condition of Utah coming into this Union, 
requiring her to insert in her constitution a provision prohibit- 
ing polygamy, was invalid or beyond the power of Congress? 

Mr. MALLORY. I have not expressed any opinion on that 
point. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator wants my opinion upon it, 
I will say that I think it was quite within the power of Congress 
to make that provision as a condition for admission into the 
Union, or to provide any other condition it should see fit. I be- 
lieve this is perhaps the first time the plenary power of Congress 
to impose conditions on which a State may be admitted has ever 
been questioned. 

Mr. MALLORY. Congress undoubtedly, Mr. President, has a 
wide latitude of power in prescribing conditions for admission 
into the Union, but after a State is once in the Union can Con- 
gress exercise power by relation back over that State, which 
aid Congress is not authorized to exercise by the Constitu- 
tion 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator puts two propositions in the 
question. I do not intend to argue them; but in the last propo- 
sition the Senator practically admits that we have the power to 
put in any provision concerning such admission. He admits 
that we have that power. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not admit that at all. I neither admit 
nor deny it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if the Senator does not admit that, 
our views as to the power of Congress are so wide apart that we 
can not argue the question. But in that case and in the other 
case the Congress of the United States can require, as a condi- 
tion precedent, the insertion of certain provisions into the consti- 
tution of the new State before we permit it to come into the 
Union. After the State is in the Union, I think it has been 
demonstrated as a practical matter that if it sees fit to go ahead 
and violate the conditions we can not put the State out. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is the point, then, that if the condi- 
tion is violated Congress has no power to enforce it. If that is 
so, what is the use of putting such a provision in? If we can 
not enforce our inhibition, we might as well leave it to the peo- 
ple in one case as in the other. The State would have the right 
to regulate the matter to suit itself. 

But, Mr. President, the power to regulate the sale of liquor 
within the States is a power that is not in Congress. What we 
propose to do by this amendment is for a limited time at least 
to regulate the traffic in liquor within the new State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; though that is the effect of it, I 
hope. But what we are proposing to do, speaking from a legal 
point of view, is to require the new State, as a part of its consti- 
tution and as a condition of its admission, to put in a certain 
provision. That is the legal status of what we are trying to do. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is what we are trying to do, with the 
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purpose of effecting that which we can not legally do—that is, 
control the liquor traffic. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, if the Senator contends that 


Congress has not the power to impose a condition upon a pro- 
posed State, which shall be a condition of its admission into the 
Union, then our minds are so far apart that it is not worth 
while for us to argue the question, for there is no common 
ground on which we can meet. 

Mr. MALLORY. Of course the Senator knows that I do not 
deny the right of Congress to impose conditions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator does not. 

Mr. MALLORY. But those conditions must be consistent 
with the power of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is upon 
the adoption of the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BATE. Let that be again read, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as there is probably no 
great haste with reference to this subject, I wish to say that 
I was unavoidably kept from the Senate Chamber to-day, as 
well as yesterday afternoon, and have not had time to read the 
arguments on this important matter. I have some notions my- 
self in reference to it, and may occupy two or three minutes 
in debate. I should like to have the amendment passed over 
for the present. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be very glad to assent to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
passed over. 

ne ip conse ie The next amendment passed over is on 

age 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment which 
was passed over will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In section 9, page 12, line 20, after the 
word “ sold,” insert“ at public sale in 160-acre tracts or less.“ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If there is no objection to that clause, it 
may be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is a similar amendment on page 
13, lines 8 and 9, which was passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 10, page 13, line 8, after the word 
“aforesaid,” it is proposed to strike out “when” and insert 
“if;” and in the same line, after the word “sold,” where it 
occurs the second time, to insert “at public sale in 160-acre 
tracts or less.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The next amendment passed over was on 
page 14, lines 16 and 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 12, page 14, line 16, after the word 
“State,” insert “ from public lands of the United States within 
said State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment passed over was, in the same section, 
line 22, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “two” and 
insert one;“ so as to read: 
< Eye the benefit of the Agricultural and Mechanical College, 150,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment which bad been passed over was, in the 
same section, page 14, line 25, after the word “ hundred,” to 
strike out and fifty ;” so as to read: 

For the benefit of normal schools, 300,000 acres, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand that we are now acting upon 
amendments in sections relating to the public lands, which have 
been passed over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And I understand that I can have an op- 
portunity hereafter of presenting amendments to take the place 
of any of these sections? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; that is a right of which the 
Senator can not be deprived. 

The next amendment which had been passed over was, in sec- 
tion 32, page 32, after line 23, to insert: 


There is hereby ropriated, out of any mon In tlie Treasury not 

otherwise 2 the sum of $5,000,000 ie the use and benefit 

of the common schools of said State. Said mie mena shall be paid 

by the Treasurer of the United States at time and to such 

or persons as may be authorized by 

laws to be enacted by said State, and until said State shall enact such 

laws said — N reae shall not be 

. Interest thereon at the rate of 3 per cent ngs annum, which shall 
paid to said State for the use and benefi W yy ae Said 
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115 ——— of $5,000, shall be held invio invested by 
gg A egg et ea benefit of said schools, and the 
terest thereon shall be quarterly and used exclusi in the 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out, in lines 7 and 8, on page 33, the words but said State shall 
be allowed interest thereon at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, 
which shall be paid to said State for the use and benefit of its 
public schools.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor iom Maryland to the amendment of the committee will be 
sta 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment, 
after the word “ paid,” at the end of line 6, by striking out: 

But said State shall be allowed interest thereon at the rate of 3 

r cent per annum, which be paid to said State for the use and 

nefit of its public schools. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not, I will state to the Senator from 
Maryland and to the Senate, contentious about this. It is 
merely a matter of method. It was thought, as I stated yester- 
day and as I will now state to the Senator from Maryland, 
that it would be well to do this. It would amount to the pay- 
ment of interest on this sum for perhaps one year, after which 
the State would take and refund this debt and pay interest 
upon it. It would, of course, amount to an additional appro- 
priation; but it is a mere method of appropriation, and if the 
Senator, who is well learned and experienced in methods of ap- 
propriation and finance, thinks the amendment wise, I will 
accept it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator from Maryland 
has another amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to move to strike out, in line 12 of the 
amendment, after the word “ schools,” the words “and the in- 
terest thereon shall be paid quarterly,” etc. 

Mr. BATH. The same as in the other case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
committee accepts the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERI DGE. Wait a minute. I want to see what this 
amendment is. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is in line 12, on page 33, after the word 
“schools,” to strike out down to the end of the committee 
amendment. It properly follows after the amendment just 
adopted, being, I think, in the same general line. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that perhaps there is a different question here involved. 

Mr. GORMAN. I observe that now; and so I withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; it is a different question. Now, 
let the amendment as amended be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended 
will be considered as agreed to, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. BATE. Does that involve the gift of $5,000,000? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I have accepted the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Excuse me, Mr. President; I want it left open. 
I do not object to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland, but to the giving of $5,000,000. That is objection- 
nnn 
hereafter if desired. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can put in his amendment 
unless he wants to vote on this amendment now, or unless he 
wants to discuss the amendment now. Let the committee com- 
plete its amendments. 

Mr. BATE. I want the opportunity to amend the provision 
hereafter if I deem it necessary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from Indiana. If he will turn to page 10—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit the pending 
amendment to be first disposed of? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland to the amendment of the committee has 
been to. So the pending question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now I will hear the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. BATH. It is understood that there is permission to 


amend hereafter? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be in order in the 
Senate. 4 
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Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask the Senator from Indiana, 
who is familiar with all these acts of admission 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I am not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will ask him whether section 7, making 
the grant of land of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in 
every township—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will call the attention of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] to this. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will ask the Senator from Minnesota 
whether section 7, granting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions for the use and benefit of the common schools, is as well 
guarded as kindred provisions in prior acts which have been 

? 


Mr. NELSON. What is the Senator’s point? 

Mr. SPOONER. It occurred to me that the proceeds of these 
lands upon their sale might be disposed of by the legislature. 

Mr. NELSON. I call the attention of the Senator in this con- 
nection to the provision of section 9, bearing on this subject, 
which I think meets his inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. Section 9? 

Mr. NELSON. Section 9, commencing at the bottom of page 
12, line 24, referring to land sections 16 and 36. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That answers my question. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; that answers the Senator’s question, I 
think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
all the amendments proposed by the committee have been agreed 
to, except the one on page 5, which was passed over at the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. BATH. Mr. President, the amendment proposing to give 
$5,000,000 to each of these proposed new States is objetced to, 
but I do not want to detain the Senate now. I expect to bring 
it up hereafter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; the Senator will be at liberty 
to do so. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Lone] to page 13 of the bill. The Senator from Kansas has 
an amendment, which I should be glad to have him bring to the 
attention of the Senate now. 


Mr. LONG. I move to strike out the proviso in section 10, 


page 13, and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In section 10, page 13, line 19, it is proposed 

to strike out: 

Provided, That in case of the sale of sald lands under the provisions 
of sections 9 and 10 of this act the leaseholder does not become the 

rehaser, all permanent improvements shall be appraised at their 

and reasonable value, the lessee to recelye the amount of said 

ol iar orga under such rules and regulations as the legislature may 

prescribe. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided, That before any of the said lands shall be sold as pro- 
vided in sections 9 and 10 of this act, the said lands and the improve- 
ments thereon shall be appraised i three disinterested appraisers 
to be designated as the 979 DUO of said State shall prescribe, and 
the said appraisers shall make a true appraisement of said lands at 
the actual cash value thereof exclusive of improvements, and shall 
separately a ee all permanent improvements thereon at their fair 
and reasonable value, and in case the leaseholder does not become the 

urchaser, the purchaser at said sale shall, under such rules and regu- 
fations as the te e may prescribe, pay to or for the leaseholder 
the appraised value of said improvements and to the State the amount 

did for the said lands; and at said sale no bid for any tract at less 

than the appraisement thereof shall be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, that is an important amendment, 
and I think it ought to go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BATH. I think the amendment should go over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the Senator from Kansas explain it, 
if he desires to. So far as the committee is concerned, they 
accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, the amendment I presented and 
had read at the desk makes it possible for the proposed new 
States in the disposal of these lands to receive, in my opinion, 
a higher price for them than they would receive under the pro- 
vision that is in the bill as it passed the House. The amend- 
ment provides for a separate appraisement of the improve- 
ments and of the land. It makes it so that an outside bidder in 
bidding for the land knows also the amount he will have to 
pay for the improvements. It is in the interest of securing a 
higher price for the land than could be obtained under the bill 
as reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I have a couple of amendments suggested by 
the Secretary of the Interior which I desire to offer. I have 
examined them and read his communication concerning them, 


and I think that the amendments are proper and ought to be 
made. I ask that the letter of the Secretary may be read in 
connection with the amendments. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator state on what page of 
the bill the amendments should come in? 

Mr. NELSON. The amendments state on their face. I send 
the amendments to the desk and ask that the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be first read, as in that way the amend- 
ments will be better understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


eee January 6, 106. 
as. anuary 5, 
Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, 
Chairman Committee on Territories, 
United States Senate. 

My Dran Senator: Upon examination of bill H. R. 14749, “To en- 
able the e of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a con- 
stitution a State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
1855 footing with the original States; and to enable the 1 of New 

exico and of Arizona to form a constitution and a Sta rnment 
and be admitted into the Union on an footing with the original 
States,” it does not appear that such provision is made therein as would 
enable this 8 to properly care for reservations already estab- 
lished and national parks and reservations that may hereafter be estab- 


1904 (33 Stats., 22 
by the act of April 2, 1889 (25 Stats., 961), as now obtains in the man- 
8 of the Yosemite and Sequoia national parks in the State of 


‘ornia. ; 

The lands in these national parks in California were set aside by acts 
of Congress enacted su uent to the admission of California as a 
State. Exclusive jurisdiction thereover has never been ceded to the 
United States, and consequently the laws of the State govern therein. 

The 9 for the government of e oy rescribed pur- 
suant to acts of October 1, 1890 (26 Stats., J, and September 25, 
1890 (26 Stats., 478), are reasonable, but they are not enforceable in 
the courts of law, and to secure a proper observance thereof it has been 
necessary for the De ent to prescribe as a penalty for the violation 
of such lations the revocation of privileges granted in the parks or 
ejectment from the reservations. rience has shown this to be un- 
satisfactory and not conducive to good administrative results. 

In the case of the Hot W ploy Reservation, at Hot Springs, Ark., 
when Arkansas was admit as a State no provision was made in the 
act for exclusive jurisdiction over the lands in the reservation by the 
United States. Subsequently many difficulties presented themselves in 
the enforcement of the regulations for the government of the reserva- 
tion prescribed by this Department under the act of March 3, 1891 (2 
Stats., 842), necessitating the passage of an act by the State recently 
ceding jurisdiction over the Hot Springs Reservation to the United 


States. 

Several bills have been Introduced in Congress looking to the set- 
ting aside of lands in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, re- 
spectively, for park sg Corre If these bills become laws su t 
to the passage of H. 4749, the same difficulties touching the in- 
istration thereof will be presented to the Department as exist in the 
eases above cited. 

To obviate this and to carry out the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent relative to the establishment of game preserves, ete., I have the 
honor to submit herewith for your consideration amendments to section 
7 on page 10 of the bill and to section 24 on page 28 of the bill. These 
amendments provide for the giving of exclusive jurisdiction to the 
United States over the Sulphur Springs Reservation, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, the Casa Grande rain, in Arizona, and all national parks, game 
preserves, or other reservations for the preservation of objects of 
archwological or ethnological interest he: ter established, 

Very respectfu 


ly, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Minnesota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 13, it is proposed to 
insert: 


for the ponya of objects of archæological or ethnological interest; 
and not 


whatsoever, shall be 
exclusive control and 

roviso contained shall be construed to prevent the service wi 
8 Reservation or national parks, ait reng aa and 
oth ions hereafter established by law of ci and criminal 
processes 3 issued by the authority of said State, and said State 
shall not be entitled to select indemnity school lands for the thirteenth, 
sixteenth, thirty- and thirty-sixth sections that may be embraced 
within the metes and bounds of the national park, game preserve, and 
other reservation or the said Sulphur Springs Reservation as now de- 
fined or may be hereafter defined. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. From the explanation given in the letter 
of the Secretary of the Interior I think everybody will agree 
that that amendment is a proper one to be made, and the com- 
mittee accepts it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, at the end of section 24, it is 
proposed to insert: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall repeal or affect 
any act of Congress relating to the Casa Grande Ruin as now defined 
or as may be hereafter defined or extended or the power of the United 
States over it or any other lands embraced in the State hereafter set 
aside by Congress as a patinai gag e preserve, or for the preser- 
vation of objects of archeological or ethnological interest; and nothin 
contained in this act shall interfere with the zens and ownership o 
the United States in any land hereafter set aside by Congress as na- 
tional park, game preserve, or other reservation, or in the said Casa 
Grande Ruin as it now is or may be hereafter defined or extended by 
law; but exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever, shall be exer- 
cised by the United States, which shall have exclusive control and juris- 
diction over the same; but nothin; this proviso contained shall be 
construed to prevent the service within said Casa Grande Ruin or na- 
tional pan, game preserves, and other reservations hereafter estab- 
lished by law of civil and criminal processes lawfully issued by the 
authority of said State, and said State shall not be entitled to select 


indemnity school lands for the thirteenth, sixteenth, thirty-third, and 


thirty-sixth sections that may be embraced within the metes and bounds 
of the national park, game preserve, and other reservation, or the said 
Casa Grande R as now defined or may be hereafter defined. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is clearly proper. I accept it with 
the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. . 

Mr. FORAKER. I desire to inquire of the Senator having 
the bill in charge whether it is agreeable to him that I should 
now offer an amendment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; that the Senator may offer 
it—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not know whether the Senator was 
through with the committee amendments. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If there is no one who has an amendment 
to offer which the committee will accept, it is perfectly agree- 
able to me to have the Senator from Ohio offer his amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been waiting simply that the com- 
mittee amendments might be disposed of. 

If it is in order, I move to amend by inserting on page 26, 
line 24, after the word “ question,” the words “in each of said 
Territories.” It is in line 24, according to the print I have be- 
fore me now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. My atten- 
tion was diverted. What page is it? 

Mr. FORAKER. I may state that I seem to have a different 
print before me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the clerks please provide the Sen- 
ator from Ohio with the print of January 10? 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 24, after the word “ ques- 
tion,” it is proposed to insert the words “in each of said Terri- 
tories.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Now read the paragraph as it will read if 
amended. 

The Secretary. On page 26, line 24, after the word “ ques- 
tion,” it is proposed to insert “in each of said Territories; ” so 
that if amended it will read: 

And if a majority of the legal votes cast on that question in each 
of said Territories shall be for the constitution the said canvassing 
board shall certify the result to the President, ete. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator in charge of the bill whether it would be agree- 
able to them temporarily to lay aside the pending bill in order 
that we may have an executive session this evening. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is entirely agreeable to me if it is 
agreeable to the Senator from Ohio. 3 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator haying the bill in 
charge would accept the amendment I have just offered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not feel like accepting it this after- 
noon without further consideration. 

Mr. FORAKER. If not I am willing to wait until to-morrow 
morning for a determination of the matter. But I wish to say 
to the Senator from Indiana that I shall desire an opportunity 
before the bill is disposed of to make remarks in support of the 
amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I prefer not to accept it this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM. With the leave of the Senator from Indiana, 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 


est? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
withdraw the motion in order that the Senator from Georgia 
may submit a request? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do. 

_ SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, there was before the Senate this 

morning the bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of March 2, 1895, 


entitled “An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through 
national and interstate commerce and the postal service sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States.” 

The bill went over until to-morrow. I propose to offer cer- 
tain amendments to the bill, material amendments, and I ask 
that the bill and amendments be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a bill to which there is no objection, but 
it was so badly drawn that it needs verbal amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
oap for a reprint of the bill with the amendments which he 
offers. 

Mr. CLAY. I will send to the desk the bill as it will appear 
if amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill 
will be reprinted with the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, January 12, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1905. 
MARSHAL. 


Thomas Cader Powell, of Oregon, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Alaska, division No. 2, vice Frank H. Rich- 
ards, removed. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 


J. George Wright, of Illinois, to be an Indian inspector, his 

term haying expired March 27, 1904. (Reappointment.) 
POSTMASTERS. 
` ARKANSAS. 

Joseph A. Foster to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Logan and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Charles H. Tisdale to be postmaster at Hazen, in the county 
of Prairie and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

M. P. Westbrook to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 
Saline and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

DELAWARE. 


Edward F. Prettyman to be postmaster at Seaford, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware, in place of Jesse T. 
Sharpe. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 190-4. 


GEORGIA. 
Beverly B. Hayes to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 
IOWA. 


William C. Snyder to be postmaster at Lake City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in place of Josiah D. 
McVay, deceased. 

LOUISIANA. 


Edson E. Burnham to be postmaster at Amite, in the parish 
of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana, in place of Edson E. 
Burnham. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 

William M. Rous to be postmaster at Lake Providence, in the 
parish of East Carroll and State of Louisiana, in place of Susie 
E. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. 

Henry K. White to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles S. Mitch- 
ell, resigned. 

MISSOURI. 

Alansan H. Dent to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Missouri, in place of Mathew J. Orr, 
removed. 

William E. Templeton to be postmaster at Excelsior Springs, 
in the county of Clay and State of Missouri, in place of William 
E. Templeton. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 
oat NEW JERSEY. 

James M. Bogert to be postmaster at Westwood, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 


John M. Gilmour to be postmaster at Morristown, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in place of 
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82 M. Nicol. Incumbent's commission expired December 
1 

J. Johnson Ray to be postmaster at Norwich, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New Tork, in place of James H. 
Throop. Incumbent's commission expired May 16, 1904. 

OHIO. 

William W. Dennison to be postmaster at Batavia, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio, in place of William H. 
Baum, removed. 

Henry H. Dibble to be postmaster at Canal Winchester, in 
the county of Franklin and State of Ohio. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

George R. Garver to be postmaster at Strasburg, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. 

Peter Housel to be postmaster at Shreve, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Ohio, in place of Peter Housel. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 4, 1904. 

Thomas B. Van Horne to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
county of Warren and State of Ohio, in place of Joseph B. 
Woodward. Incumbent's commission expired May 28, 1904. 

OREGON, 
George M. Richey to be postmaster at La Grande, in the 
county of Union and State of Oregon, in place of John C. 
Ardrey, resigned. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


John Francies to be postmaster at 3 in the county of 
‘Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James A. 
Grier, removed. 

‘soUTH CAROLINA, 


Ida A. Calhoun to be postmaster at Clemson College, in the 
county of Oconee and State of South Carolina, in place of Re- 
becca C. Calhoun, removed. 

James E. Horton to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of 
‘Anderson and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

TENNESSEE. 


Daniel M. Nobles to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee, in place of Edward H. Blanton, 
removed. 

VERMONT. 


F. Henry Foss to be postmaster at Vergennes, in the county 


of Addison and State of Vermont, in place of F. Henry Foss. 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 
WISCONSIN, 
Laurel G. Andrews to be postmaster at Mukwonago, in the 
county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1905. 
CONSUL. 

Howard D. Van Sant, of New Jersey, to be consul of the 
United States at Guelph, Ontario, Canada. 

CHIEF OF BUREAU OF MANUFACTURES. 

J. Hampton Moore, of Pennsylvania, to be Chief of Bureau of 
Manufactures, Department of Commerce and Labor. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick S. Stratton, of California, to be collector of customs 

for the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter T. Merrick, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

L. D. Redfield to be postmaster at Benson, in the county of 

Cochise and Territory of Arizona. 
CALIFORNIA, 

William Collins to be postmaster at Mojave, in the county of 

Kern and State of California. 
ILLINOIS. 

Eva J. Harrison to be postmaster at Johnston City, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Illinois. 

Holly ©. Marchildson to be postmaster at Thebes, in the 
county of Alexander and State of Illinois. 

George M. Thompson to be postmaster at Bement, in the 
county of Piatt and State of Illinois. 

INDIANA. 

John M. Atkins to be postmaster at Jasonville, in the county 

of Greene and State of Indiana. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Robert C. Sharbrough to be postmaster at McHenry, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 
Alexander Yates to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Hinds and State of Mississippi. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Joshua L. Allen to be postmaster at Pennington, in the county 
of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 
Farley F. Holeombe to be postmaster at Hopewell, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 
Shepherd 8. Hudson to be postmaster at Mays Landing, in 
the county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
$ NEW YORK. 
George Bouse to be postmaster at Bay Side, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York. 
Frederic J. Merriman to be postmaster at Madrid, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

Erwin Q. Houston to be postmaster at Davidson, in the county 
of Mecklenburg and State of North Carolina. 

Eugene C. Kapp to be postmaster at Mount Airy, in the 
county of Surry and State of North Carolina. 

Robert P. Reinhardt to be postmaster at Newton, in the 
county of Catawba and State of North Carolina. 

Jesse F. Walsh to be postmaster at Elkin, in the county of 
Surry and State of North Carolina. 

OHIO. 

Louis G. Bidwell to be postmaster at Kinsman, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. 

William Cline to be postmaster at Arcanum, in the county of 
Darke and State of Ohio. 

Peter Cranker to be postmaster at West Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. 

Willis E. Payne to be postmaster at Ashville, in the county 
of Pickaway and State of Ohio. 

Granville W. Springer to be postmaster at Crooksville, in the 
county of Perry and State of Ohio. 

Alva G. Sutton to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of 
Seneca and State of Ohio. 

Ford H. Laning to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Charles D. Wightman to be postmaster at Medina, in the 
county of Medina and State of Ohio. 

WYOMING. 

Newton H. Brown to be postmaster at Lander, in the county 

of Fremont and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January II, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couprn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 16282) to authorize 
the city of Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River was laid on the table, a 
similar Senate bill having been passed yesterday. 


COMMITTEE ON INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 

committee on the part of the House on inauguration ceremonies: 

Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Ceumpacker, Mr. WILLIAus of Mississippi. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 17473) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and pending that motion I would ask the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] if we can not agree upon 
some limit to general debate. 

Mr. HAY. We would like one hour upon this side. 

Mr. HULL. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, I would ask that three hours, 
or so much of that time as may be necessary, be agreed upon as 
the time for general debate, one half of that time to be controlled 
by myself and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimeus 
consent that the general debate may be closed within three 
hours, one-half of the time to be under the control of the gentle- 
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man from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] and one-half under the control of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the army appropriation bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 17473, the army appropriation bill, with 
Mr. Bovurett in the chair. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to take any time of 
the House on this measure. If the Members of the House will get 
the report they will see practically, I think, all matters of legisla- 
tion referred to in the report, so that they can examine it be- 
fore the bill is considered under the five-minute rule. The most 
important item of new legislation probably is that abolishing 
the office of assistant chief of the Record and Pension Office. 
When the bill consolidating the Bureau of the Adjutant-General 
with that of the Record and Pension Office was passed, there 
was no action taken by Congress with regard to the office of 
assistant chief of the Record and Pension Office. That office 
had heretofore been open, to be filled either from civil life or 
from the Army. In the consolidation it was supposed that the 
rules applying to the other staff corps would apply to this. The 
attention of the War Department was called to the matter, 
and it was suggested by the Chief of the War Department at 
that time that it would probably be no more than just if one 
place was left in the Army where men of distinguished service 
could be recognized by appointment as major in the staff corps, 
and if that office should be abolished it would require such 
distinguished officers to be made brigadier-generals, as we have 
lineal promotion up to and including the grade of colonel. The 
office has been twice filled since the consolidation was effected, 
and in neither case has there been an officer of the Army ap- 
pointed to the position. Not only that, but it seemed to your 
committee—and I will say the committee was unanimous upon 
this point—that it should not be left open longer, but that all 
appointments to the staff corps, including those to the consoli- 
dated department, should be upon the same basis; so that the 
committee has unanimously reported a provision in this bill 
that when the office shall become vacant, either by death or 
promotion of the present incumbent, it shall cease and shall not 
thereafter be filled. 

The amount appropriated this year by this bill, if it shall 
pass as reported by the committee, is $69,461,334.89. 

The amount last year was something over $75,000,000. The 
amount estimated this year was something over $72,000,000. 
The reduction made by the committee was $2,615,983.10. We 
believe that it is ample for the Army as it is now constituted. 
The largest reduction made in the estimate was for transporta- 
tion of the Army and its supplies, $3,000,000. Under this head 
a yery large amount of items are included, and the committee 
and the Secretary of War both believe that $12,000,000 will be 

` ample for the ensuing year. ; 

There are some other items of legislation that will be sub- 
ject to the point of order, and attention will be called to them 
as rapidly as they are reached. I think I am safe in saying, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is the first bill in several years where 
the committee is unanimously in favor of the items of the 
appropriations bill. Heretofore there has been some disagree- 
ment on items, not to amount to much, but some disagreement, 
but I can not now recall where there is a single disagreement 
on this bill. I reserve the balance of my time, and now yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HAY]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to this proposition. I learned 
through the public press for the first time—not anybody’s fault 
but mine that I did not understand it sooner—that retired 
officers drawing the pay of retired officers when employed by 
States or colleges or military organizations are not only 
authorized to make such arrangements and receive whatever 
pay the State or other persons may give to them, but, in addi- 
tion to that, that they are restored at once to the full pay of 
an officer of the Army in active service. I would like to under- 


stand two things. First, when the law was passed that results 
in that sort of thing, and again, if the gentleman will be kind 
enough to tell me, the policy upon which that arrangement 
proveeds. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is correct in his 
statement. Ihe last appropriation act carried legislation that 
military attachés and officers acting with the National Guard 
who are assigned from the retired list could draw their full 
pay and allowances while so acting. Up t» tbat time there 
was no officer in the position of military attaché. There were 
officers acting with the National Guard on the governors’ staffs 
of several of the States in the Union. There was not a single 
officer, as I recall now, above the grade of captain so acting. 
These officers did not get any additional pay from the States. 
They were not adjutant-generals, but, Mr. Chairman, since 
the passage of that act officers of the highest rank have been 
apparently seeking these assignmeats. There are now nine 
brigadier-generals on the retired list acting with nine different 
States with the militia, and I have prepared an amendment 
which I wish to offer when we reach that part of the bill, and 
I will read it for the benefit of the gentleman. 

I want to say here it is not the action of the committee; I 
did not bring it before the committee, because I forgot it, but I 
have prepared it since and shall offer it on my own responsi- ` 
bility. It will read as follows: 


Provided, That no retired officer of the Army above the 


de of 
major shall, when assigned to active duty with the organi 


m 
of the several States and Territories, receive from the United States 
any pay or allowance additional to his pay as a retired officer. 

I want to put that amendment in at the proper place. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I entirely commend the gentleman 
for it, I can see no possible reason if a retired officer is only 
entitled to a certain pay, which is fixed, why we should increase 
that pay because somebody else is employing him. 

Mr. HULL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, when you come to 
captains on the retired list and lieutenants on the retired list 
acting with the National Guard the question was raised that it 
is impossible to secure the number that was needed for the rea- 
son that their pay would not support them in the cities in which 
they would have to reside. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can see that. 

Mr. HULL. Nobody dreamed that the higher officers would 
immediately jump in and get this extra pay and act with the 
National Guard or Militia, but it seems they are absorbing it 
now, and, as I stated a while ago, within the last eight months 
nine brigadier-generals have been assigned. They get their full 
pay. They get $72 a month in addition to their pay for commu- 
tation of quarters; they get all the allowances of their grade. 
I think it is an imposition upon the Government of the United 
States, and I want to cut it off. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The effect of it is to make it desirable 
for an officer to avail himself of every possible means of retire- 
ment in order that he may get this better place. 

Mr. HULL. He gets a better job, and I am opposed to it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not a fact that a retired lieutenant-general 
of the Army is now serving as a military attaché in one of the 
States of the Union? 

Mr. HULL. That, I understand, is true; but I wish to say 
that my mind was made up on this long before that took place. 

Mr. SCOTT. I simply wished to inquire. 

Mr. HULL. I looked at the last Army Register and saw that 
nine brigadier-generals have gone into this matter simply for 
increased pay, and not because of patriotism. If you talked to 
most of them they would say it is a patriotic duty, but they were 
careful enough to exercise that option and never performed 
such patriotic duty until the Government of the United States 
passed that law at the last session. 

Mr. SCOTT. What I wished to know was whether your law 
reached that case last session. . 

Mr. FOSTER. If I understand correctly from the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HULL], these nine high retired army officers get 
their pay also from the State? 

Mr. HULL. I think not. I think that they do not get any 
pay from the State. But I can say, as I said a while ago, there 
is no good reason why a captain or lieutenant, or eyen a major, 
could not live at the capital on the governor’s staff and instruct 
the militia on his retired pay, and I can see a good reason for 
giving those ranks the full pay. But I can see no reason why. a 
brigadier-general, a major-general, a lieutenant-general, or a 
colonel, getting as much pay as they do, should have increased 
pay out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hutt] how the total amount reported by this bill 
compares with the amount reported last year? 

Mr. HULL. It is over $5,000,000 less. 
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1 PERKINS. Five million dollars less than reported last 
year 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. Now, if there are no other questions I 
yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 3 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, economy being the watch- 
word of the hour, I desire to submit a few observations on that 
important subject. 

So far as I am advised the national platform of every political 
party in the country promised economy of administration. The 
Republican party, however, is the only one which has an oppor- 
tunity to show that it really meant its ante-election promises. 
Day by day, here in this Chamber and through the public prints, 
we are told that this is to be an economical Congress, that appro- 
priations are to be confined strictly to a provision of the lubri- 
cant which will keep the wheels of government turning, and 
that none but the essential expenditures will be undertaken. 

Members who reside on navigable rivers are greatly distressed 
over the statement that there probably will not be a river and 
harbor bill. Those Members who represent seaports where a 
greater depth of water is needed to accommodate business are 
distressed over the thought that their traffic must for a while 
longer be adjusted to the heavy charges of light-draft vessels. 

It is said we are to have no public buildings bill because 
money can not be found to pay for the buildings. In a word, 
sir, we have been given to understand that the business interests 
of the country can not be promoted, that urgently needed inter- 
nal improvements can not be made because there is a deficit in 
the Treasury. Yet somehow money is to be provided for the 
promotion of the imperialistic ventures of the Government. 
Our stupendous Navy is to be made still greater. We can’t 
deepen a harbor when demanded by commerce. We can’t re- 
move the snags and sand bars in our navigable rivers that rail- 
way freight charges may be kept down by river competition, but 
we can go on building battle ships, which we don’t need, at a 
cost of six or seven million dollars each. 

Under these circumstances, and because I conceive it to be my 
duty to help my friends who are distressed over the condition of 
the Treasury, I will point out one or two other small economies 
that might be practiced with perfect propriety. 

If my suggestions are followed, Mr. Chairman, enough money 
may be saved to permit of a moderate expansion of the naval 
programme. I may not be able to show where the price of a bat- 
tle ship can be saved, for they are the most expensive luxuries 
a government can have, but we may by pinching here and there 
save enough for a cruiser or at least a torpedo boat. 

‘ Gradually since the close of the Spanish-American war the 
appropriations for the Army haye been reduced. Our friends 
of the opposition “ point with pride” to this fact. They cackle 
over each reduction as if a great thing had been accomplished. 
They rejoice mightily over the fact that this bill only carries 
$69,307,724.89, as against $75,356,722.88 in the bill of last year. 
The more these bills resemble those that were passed under a 
Democratic Administration the louder they cackle. 

In order that the majority may be inspired to do even better 
in the way of economy I will give the House the figures of the 
four bills that were passed during Mr. Cleveland's last term as 
President. They were as follows: 
For the zor ending June 30: 
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Now, for the lesson of the contrast, I will invite the attention 
of the House to the last six army appropriation bills, to wit: 


For mio gear ending June 30: 
19 


80, 080, 194. 06 
13, 669, 545. 55 
115, 734, 049. 10 
91, 246, 636. 41 
4, 637, 252. 83 
75, 356, 722. 88 
If Members really want their harbors deepened and the navi- 
gation of their rivers improved, they have only to get the naval 
and military expenses of this Government back to the economi- 
cal basis of a Democratic administration and hold it there for 
four or five years, and there will be money enough saved to 
dredge every stream in the country and to deepen every port on 
the seacoast. 

At the proper time, while this bill is under consideration, I 
shall offer an amendment which will reduce the size of the 
Army by 520 enlisted men and 16 officers, and save to the tax- 
payers of the country a large sum of money each year, and re- 
turn to their regiments five officers of the Regular Army, who 
are needed in their own proper places. 

It is not an unreasonable reduction. It will not cripple the 


Administration in any way. It will not even impair in any ap- 
preciable manner the efficiency of the Army. It is a piece of 
legislation which was recommended by the Secretary of War, 
Mr. Root, in 1902. In his able report to Congress in December, 
1902, he said: 


PORTO RICO REGIMENT. 


The act of February 2, 1901, provides that the Porto Rico Regiment 
shall be continued in service until further directed by Songea rec- 
ommend that the discontinuance of that regiment be now directed, and 
that at the same time the right of enlistment in the Regular Army be 
extended to citizens of Forto Rico. There is no longer occasion for 
maintaining a special and uliar force in the island, at the expense 
of the United States, outside of the coast-defense fortifications. nder 
the prosperous conditions which have followed the very liberal treat- 
ment of the island by the United States, the insular government is well 
able to pappor a police force adequate to preserve internal peace and 
order, and there is no more reason for maintaining a 8 United 
States force in addition to the Regular Army to protect Porto Rico 
against external attack than there is to maintain such a force to pro- 
tect any part of our territory on the Atlantic coast. The people of 
Porto Rico should, however, have an opportunity to share in the gen- 
eral defense of the Government to which they owe allegiance and of the 
institutions which they enjoy. 


My purpose is, Mr. Chairman, to offer an amendment to the 
pending bill, and I hope the House will support the amendment. 
If the majority is sincere in its talk of economy my amendment 
will be unanimously supported. 

It is an open secret, Mr. Chairman, that but for the interest 
which some legislators had in certain officers employed in the 
Porto Rican Provisional Regiment that organization would haye 
been legislated into civil life and self-support two years ago. 

Certainly, sir, it is not conceivable that there could have been 
any reason for continuing it upon the muster roll of the Goy- 
ernment which was not revealed to that very clever man and 
able Secretary of War, Mr. Root, who, until overcome by the 
pleadings of Senators and Members for the retention of their 
pets, advised its abolition. It is monstrous that this large and 
growing charge upon the people should be continued just to take 
care of a few young men who appear not to be able to take care 
of themselves in the struggles of civil life. 

But the military departments of the Government do not offer 
the only opportunities for the practice of economy. 

Year by year the Department chiefs have offered wise and 
practical suggestions for the promotion of the efficiency of ad- 
ministration, and which, if they were adopted, would save large 
sums of money to the taxpayers, but they have been persistently 
disregarded. Of course I can not speak with certainty as to 
why these reforms have not been carried out, but I suspect that 
if all the facts were known it would be developed that their exe- 
cution would take some names off the pay rolls. 

I have been here long enough to learn that where the inaugu- 
ration of a reform involves the loss of patronage—that is, the 
decrease of the number of officeholders—the reforms are not 
inaugurated. 

Somebody of influence—some prominent Administration Sen- 
ator or distinguished Administration leader in the House—is 
always behind the useless officeholder, and no matter how good 
a case may be made for the people the useless official and his 
more or less expensive office are rarely abolished. 

Time and again the chiefs of the Treasury Department have 
directed attention to the great number of useless and expensive 
customs districts and have asked the Congress to either abolish 
them, by consolidation with others, or to give the Secretary of 
the Treasury authority to do so. 

I asked an eminent Member of this body why so patent an eyil 
was not cured. He admitted that it should be done, but said 
that he was not willing to confer the authority to do so on the 
Secretary of the Treasury; that he was opposed to the sugges- 
tion that this body should turn over its privileges and duties to 
any executive officer, and that he hoped that Congress itself 
would consolidate the customs districts and reduce the expenses 
of administration. I don’t know how fervently he may wish to 
see the reform worked in that way, nor how high his hopes are 
of seeing it done; but it is almost certain that it can not be 
done in the way he thinks it should be done. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, it does not appear to me to be an 
abrogation of the rights or duties of Congress to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to do certain things within certain 
and clearly defined boundaries. We are the representatives of 
the people, and it seems to me to be entirely proper for us to 
direct a servant of the people—the President, or the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for instance—to carry out reforms in the 
administration of their business, using discretion as to details. 
In this particular business of the administration of the cus- 
toms the Secretary of the Treasury has a knowledge of details 
which we can not, in reason, be expected to have. If after we 
have clothed him with this discretion we find that he is not 
using it wisely we can recall the authority. 

No member who will read the report of the Secretary of the 
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Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, can fail to 
be impressed with the urgency for this reform. He, says that 
the cost of collecting the customs revenues of the Government 
was 2 little over 3 cents per dollar, which, he adds, is “ much 


more than it should be.” The Secretary contrasts this with the 
cost of collecting the internal-reyenue taxes, which is much 
more economically dene. It costs more than 3 cents to eol- 
lect a dollar at the custom-houses, and only about 2 cents to 
eollect one at the distilleries, breweries, and tobacco factories. 
The reason is plain to anyone who will read the report. In 
1877 Congress authorized the President to consolidate the 
internal-fevenue districts. The execution of the law resulted 
in reducing their number from 183 in 1876 to 66 in 1904, and 
in a great saving to the Government In the way of salaries 
and the expenses of administration. 

It is worth while, sir, to examine a list of the customs 
offices at which it costs more than a dollar to collect a dollar. 
The list is found on page 28 of the last report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. It took three officials at the port of Alexan- 
dria, Va., te collect $1,172.23, and they received as compensa- 
tion $1,255.74. But Alexandria, from the point of view of the 
expense of collection, is one of the very best ports on the list. 
At Annapolis, Md., it cost $1,196.95 to get $14 of revenue for 
the Government, or $85.50 to collect each dollar. 

Now, I know that Maryland is considered debatable political 
ground and party exigencies there are very great, but it does 
seem that under such stress of circumstances one deputy, if 
properly bonded, might be trusted to collect that $14. There 
are three employees at the Annapolis custom-house. How they 
spend their time without being bored to death heaven only 
knows, unless, after the day’s work is done, they go a-fishing. 

Beaufort, S. C., is what you might call a “top notcher.” 
Down there it took two able-bodied customs officials, at a cost 
to the people of $1,509.28, to collect $1.55, or $973.72 of expense 
for each dollar collected. ` 

Dear old South Carolina! Always a land of extremes. I 
love her and her people, but I do really believe that that custom- 
house might be spared unless, as It seems that he won't be happy 
without one, it be given to Crum, with the revenue for his com- 
pensation. 

Then, there is the collection district of Brownsville, in Texas, 
to which the House might very properly give its attention. 

Texas never does things in a small way. In another direction 
from that which distinguishes the South Carolina port, Browns- 
ville is also a “top notcher.” 

Down there on the lower Rio Grande, at Brownsville, it took 
twenty-six officials, at an expense of $32,004.59, to collect 
$4,850.66. 

Our revenues may not be heavy at Brownsville, but our pay 
roll is long. That district could also go without a convulsion 
of nature. But, Mr. Chairman, not all the sins of this sort are 
committed down in Dixie. This folly of maintaining customs 
districts where they are not needed and at places where the 
expense account is greater than the receipts is as broad as the 
continent, 

Reform is needed on the northern Atlantic, on the Lakes, and 
on the Pacific, as well as on the Gulf and the south Atlantic. 

There are more collection districts in Maine for the area, and 
they average less revenue to the district, than in any other part 
of the United States. 

In this list of forty-six places given by Secretary Shaw, where 
It costs more than a dollar to collect a dollar, Maine is written 
down eight times. 

At Castine it takes six employees to collect $692.84, and they 
charge the people $£,400 for doing it. At Frenchmans Bay five 
men, who are paid $3,606.65, manage to get for Uncle Sam 
$323.84. At Kennebunk the receipts and the expenses are both 
very small, the expense, of course, exceeding the revenue. 
Machias has five customs officials who are paid $4,311.47 to col- 
lect $734.35. The two overworked officials at-Saco take in 
$13.40, and it costs the Government over $32 in salaries and 
other charges for every dollar collected. At Waldoboro the 
situation. is a little better. There we only have seven officials, 
maintained at an expense of $6,751.59, who collect $1,362.60. 
Wiscasset is about om a par with Waldoboro, while York, Me., 
seems to be in the class of Beaufort, S. C. At York, however, 
one man manages, all by himself, to collect $2.50, while at Beau- 
fort it takes two to handle the Government's $1.55. 

At Nantucket, in the great Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
the Government paid last year $378 to collect $8.50. 

When we have reciprocity with Canada, which certain emi- 
nent Republican statesmen said we did not need, but which the 
people up there are clamoring for, I greatly fear that the rey- 
enues of the Nantucket office will go even lower. 

Mr. Chairman, these officials in customs districts which yield 


no revenues to the Government may be very worthy people and 
they no doubt need the salaries they are drawing; but, if gentle- 
men will be frank, that would hardly be advanced as a reason 
for retaining them. 

I have availed myself of this occasion to indicate where econo- 
mies may be wisely practiced. I have done so because it ap- 
pears that no one else will and because these useless officers, 
military and civil, should be abolished and the money of the 
people put to better uses. 

In my opinion, sir, every dollar dedicated to internal improve- 
ments is devoted to a wise and useful purpose. I just as firmly 
believe that every dollar spent on the Army and Navy beyond 
the amount necessary to defend the liberty of continental 
Americans and to protect their commerce is worse than wasted. 
[Loud applause on Democratic side.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his secre- 
taries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the 
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On December 21, 1904: 

H. R. 14468. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington. 

On January 5, 1905: 

H. R. 16445. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations mae 3 fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 158. Joint resolution for ‘he relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser. 

On January 7, 1905: 

H. R. 15590. An act to amend an act approved April 26, 1904, 
entitled “An act to enable the Secretary of War to permit the 
erection of a lock and dam in aid of nayigation in the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes.” 

On January 11, 1905: 

H. R. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State or 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from IIIInois [Mr. PRINCE]. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the military establishment bill 
Is now under discussion by the committee. It shows a reduction 
over last year of $6,048,997.99. The measure has been gone over 
very carefully, and we have followed the suggestions of econ- 
omy made and have pared down in every possible way the 
ee eee for the military establishment. 

We have to-day a splendid Army, well equipped and well fed. 
Tt is well housed at home and in the noncontiguous territory of 
our country. Compared with the other armies of the world it 
is a well-paid Army. 

The privates in the United States receive $13 per month; the 
privates in the army of Austria-Hungary receive 73 cents a 
month; the privates in the French army receive $1.74 a month; 
the privates in the German army receive $2.50 per month; the 
privates in the army of Great Britain receive $7.14 a month; 
the splendid Japanese soldiers receive 60 cents a month; the 
Russian soldier, who so strongly defended Port Arthur, receives 
12 cents a month. That is the difference between the pay of an 
American private soldier and the pay of the private soldiers in 
the armies of other countries. Our Army consists now of 60,183 
men. 

Mr. HULL. That means Medical Corps, Staff Corps, and all? 

Mr. PRINCE. The entire Army. The enlisted men number 
56,439; the officers, 3,744 on the active list. We pay to the 
officers of the Army on the active list, by this appropriation 
bill, 3 We pay to the enlisted men in active service 


I rated to call attention to the retired officers of the Army— 
and I want Members of the House to listen patiently for a mo- 
ment to this discussion of retirement. I desire the country like- 
wise to know what I shall state on this subject in my few 
remarks. We pay to the retired officers of the Army $2,727,500, 
of which $500,000 is for additional length of service. The active 
list of officers of the Army, as now constituted, consists of 1 
lientenant-general. The retired list of the Army consists of 3 
lieutenant-generals. We pay to the active lieutenant-general 
811,000; we pay to the 3 retired officers, as lieufenant-generals, 
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$24,750. We have 6 major-generals on the active list; we have 
18 major-generals on the retired list. We pay to them $101,250. 
We hive 26 active officers as brigadier-generals; we have on 
the retired list as brigadier-generals 236. We pay to the retired 
brigadier-generals $973,500. We have on the active list 104 
colonels; on the retired list 71 colonels. We have on the active 
list 125 lieutenant-colonels, and 70 on the retired list of lieu- 
tenant-colonels. Of majors we have 379 on the active list, and 
237 on the retired list. I will not mention the captians on the 
active list, because as you go downward, there is no opportunity 
existing or desire or urgency to be promoted, and the promotions 
and retirements increase as they go upward. Of captains we 
have 179—— 

i Ma ESCH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ESCH. Have you statistics to show how many of these 
retirements resulted from injuries received in the service? 

Mr. PRINCE. I have not. 5 

Mr. HULL. Have you statistics to show what proportion 
have been promoted for retirement? 

Mr. PRINCE. I have, but not right here with me; but I 
could produce them and submit them with my remarks. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman understands that in the last ses- 
sion of Congress we gave to all civil-war veterans one grade, 
whether on the active list or the retired list? 

Mr. PRINCE. That is what I recollect. 

Mr. HULL. As I remember it, that amounted to $251,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. It was upward of $250,000. f 

The reason why I can not giye my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Wisconsin, the information is that the 
Army Register is not yet out. We are expecting it about the 
15th of this month. I understand it will then be ready for dis- 
tribution to us; but this bill has come up a little earlier than we 
anticipated. 

Mr. ESCH. I merely suggested that by way of adding 
force to your argument. Can you state how many of those 
disabled in the service were advanced on this retired list by 
law? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think there were a small number, if I 
understand your question. ; 

Mr. ESCH. Six. 

Mr. PRINCE. Of captains we have 179 on the retired list, of 
first lieutenants 51, and of second lieutenants 10, on the retired 
list. 

Now, the law for retirements is familiar to members of this 
committee. When a young man enters army service he is sup- 
posed to dedicate himself to the Army of his country. He is 
supposed to separate himself from among the “captains of in- 
dustry,” from among professional men; he is supposed to draw 
the line upon politics and the influence of politicians; he is sup- 
posed to stand for all the people, stand for the majesty of his 
country, his flag and its honor, and to have the esprit de corps that 
ought to belong to officers of a great republic. He has taken an 
oath to manage and control and look after its interests. When 
the name of a young man is offered for West Point, that young 
man must enter into an agreement, if of majority, and if as a 
minor, his guardian or parent must enter into an agreement, 
that for eight years he will stay in the service of his country. 

Few of these men resign later on, very few indeed; but they 
seem to come up and up, and when they become lieutenant- 
colonels and colonels they seem to move rapidly in the pano- 
ramic view until there are presented to the American people 
236 men wearing the star of a brigadier-general on the retired 
list of their country. It seems to me that the oath they take, 
that the agreement they enter into with their country should 
be maintained in the highest sense of honor, and that they 
should retire under the age limit or by reason of disability or 
incapacity ; that they should stand there for the Army that has 
educate(l them, that they should stand there with their expe- 
rience and ability to use it for the best interests of their country, 
and not seek long before the right to retire, but for the purpose 
of making way for others, to be made in some form or other 
brigadier-generals and go on the retired list, and from and after 
that time cease to be of any use to their country, at an age 
when their experience and ability are worth something to the 
country that has been paying them for their services, and that 
has relied upon their honor and their swords to maintain the 
glory and the dignity of the country. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Obviously it is not within the discretion of these 
men to promote themselves or to retire at will. The fault, 
therefore, must be either in the law or in the administration of 


it, and I should like to ask the gentleman’s opinion as to where 
the fault does lie. 

Mr. PRINCE. The fault is not in the law, because the law 
fixes the manner of retirement. 

i Mr. SCOTT. Then it must be in the administration of the 
aw. 

Mr. PRINCE. It must be, as I take it, in this way: Men get 
along to be colonels, say; somebody below them would like to 
be made a colonel. These men are induced—I am not prepared 
to state how they are induced—to desire to be made brigadier- 
generals, to be promoted and retired as brigadier-generals, so 
that they make way for promotions to follow as they are put 
out of line. 

Mr. SCOTT. Who has to pass upon their applications to be 
promoted? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think Congress, largely. 

Mr. SCOTT. Do you say Congress has to pass upon their 
applications to be promoted? 

Mr. PRINCE. I am speaking of Congress as a whole, not of 
this particular branch. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the gentleman whether I 
am right in understanding him to say that no man can be pro- 
moted from the grade of colonel to that of brigadier-general 
except with the consent of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. PRINCE. No; I do not say that. 

Mr. HULL, This branch of Congress has nothing to do with 
that. 

Mr. PRINCE. We have nothing to do with that in this 
branch of Congress. I said the Congress. 

Mr. HULL. What the gentleman refers to is hardly the Con- 


gress. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman would hardly expect me to 
criticise the other branch of Congress, and if I should do so I 
should be called down very quickly by the gentleman in the 
chair or by some Member of the House. I said the Congress. 
Of course, gentlemen can infer what I mean as well as I can. 

Mr. SCOTT. Of course we understand that promotions are 
made by the appointment of the President, confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. Now, what I am trying to get at is the opinion of the 
gentleman as to whether these numerous retirements have re- 
sulted from an over-indulgence on the part of the appointive 
power or whether it is a matter that can be reached by a change 
in the law. 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not desire to answer—— 

Mr. SCOTT. You have no remedy to suggest then? 

Mr. PRINCE. For the reason that if I should give my opin- 
ion it might be regarded as in the nature of a criticism upon a 
coordinate branch of the Government. I have stated the facts. 
It appears clearly to us all that if these officers had maintained 
their contract with the Government to remain until they had 
served continuously, as the law now directs, there would not 
be this great number of brigadier-generals on the retired list. 
An extract from the Military Laws of the United States will be 
the best answer to that. I read from the Military Laws of the 
United States, page 489: 


1297. When an officer has served forty consecutive years as a com- 
missioned officer, he shall, if he makes application therefor to the Presi- 
dent, be retired from active service and placed upon the retired list. 
When the officer has been thirty years in the service, he may, upon his 
own application, in the discretion of the President, be so retired and 
placed on the retired list. 

1298. When any officer has served forty-five years as a commissioned 
efficer, or is 62 years old, he may be retired from active service at the 


discretion of the President. 
1299. On and after the of this act, when an officer has served 


forty years either as an officer or soldier in the regular or volun- 
teer service, or both, he shall, if he make application therefor to the 
President, be retired from active service and placed on the retired list, 
and when an officer is 64 years of age he shall be retired from active 
service and placed on the retired list. 


The other conditions are provisional, but the latter is manda- 
tory. 

When officers have been placed on the retired list as established by 
sections— 

Indicating the sections— 
or shall have attained the age of 64, they shall be transferred from 
said limited retired list to the unlimited retired list. 

Then there is another provision of law for the appointment 
of retiring boards, and the officers are called together, and if 
the board finds that an officer is incapacitated for active service 
and that his incapacity is the result of an incident of service, 
and such decision is approved by the President, said officer shall 
be retired from active service and placed upon the retired list. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if it 
would not be possible, and probably better, by act of Congress 
to fix the length of time at which retirement should take place 
reg and not leave it to the discretion of the Administra- 

on 
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Mr. HULL. We have fixed the time. 

Mr. PRINCE. I question that, for this reason: Under the 
Constitution—I am not a constitutional lawyer—the President 
is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. But he serves subject to the law of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman from Illinois has answered 
the question that I wanted to ask. I wanted a synopsis of the 


law governing retirement. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if these retirements, that seem to be taking place so rapidly, 
are, in his opinion, contrary to the law? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to that I would say conjrary to the 
law as expressed here, but when the Congress acts it can make 
by that act a subsequent law which suspends, as I take it, for 
the time being the law on the statute book. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon me, 
is it not true that these retirements are under the law as he has 
read it, and that these are not special acts of Congress except 
as to the civil war veterans? That was a special act; it did 
not increase the retired list, but it did increase the grade of 
officers on the retired list. The point that I understand the 
gentleman is making is that there is a very large proportion of 


general officers on the retired list. That is not by act of Con-. 


gress, except as it leaves in the discretion of the President the 
appointment of general officers. In other words, up to the 
grade of colonel officers having lineal promotion from the time 
they start in as second lieutenant and until they receive a com- 
mission as colonel the President can not jump one over another, 
but he can take a first or second lieutenant and make him a brig- 
adier-general. He can take a captain or a major and make him 
a brigadier-general. That discretion is placed in his hands 
wisely, I think, so that in time of war he may have some liberty 
in the selection of the general officers of the Army. That has 
always been so. 

Mr. NORRIS. In carrying out this policy, has that amounted 
to an increase of the retired list? 

Mr. HULL. Not an increase of number, but an increase of 
rank; yes. It increases the rank in the line of brigadier-generals 
almost entirely because he could not, even to put a man on the 
retired list, make him a colonel or a lientenant-colonel by lineal 
promotion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does it not incréase the re- 
tired list in number in this way—that a number of officers who 
would not retire if they had to be retired as colonels, would 
retire willingly with the grade and rank of brigadier-general? 

Mr. HULL. It may increase it a small amount, but if you 
notice, in the promotion to brigadier-generals on the retired 
list, they are almost all of them from the grade of colonel, 
and would retire in a very few weeks, or a few months in any 
event, as colonel. Now and then a man who has the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel is placed on the retired list of brigadier- 
generals, but it is a small increase in numbers. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
would like to inquire how many brigadier-generals are on the 
retired list at the present time? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Illinois has stated that. 

Mr. PRINCE. Two hundred and thirty-six. I think the 
gentleman was out of the Hall at the time I stated it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman spoke of a very 
large number of brigadier-generals on the retired list. Can he 
tell how many of those were retired on account of forty years’ 
service? I would also like to ask him if he criticises the re- 
tiring of these officers after reaching the forty years’ period of 
service? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that I 
have not the slightest objection to an officer retiring under the 
law and receiving the pay of a retired officer of the rank that 
he has at the time he retires. But I am not yet convinced of 
the wisdom of taking an officer that will retire as a colonel in 
a year or so, and suggest perhaps that it might be wise for him 
to retire, promote him to the rank of a brigadier, and then re- 
tire him a year in advance, perhaps, of the time that he would 
have retired under the law as a colonel. It is next to impos- 
sible, as I take it, for the present 236 brigadier-generals to be 
retired by the operation of law at the grade that they have 
been retired. 

It is possible to retire every officer of the Army, as now con- 
stituted, if the officers will consent to be retired along by that 
agreement and by that operation, and make them all brigadier- 
generals; and it now looks as though those being retired were 
being retired at the grade of brigadier-generals. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman * 
a question. 

Mr. PRINCE. In one moment. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois did not quite answer the other branch of the ques- 
tion as to whether he could give us the number. 

Mr. PRINCE. No; I said I could not, because the Army Reg- 
ister is not out, and there were a large number of officers retired 
under an act of Congress for prior service in the civil war, and 
they are included in this list. I stated that in answer to my 
colleague the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman as to 
who is responsible for the maladministration of law in retiring 
these officers before they arrive at the retiring age? 

Mr. PRINCE. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to say 
that it is a maladministration of the law, and I am not going to 
charge anyone with any such thing. 

Mr. HAY. ‘The gentleman is not going to say whom he thinks 
itis. Is that it? 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, I do not like that idea, and I am not 
going to criticise now. I am stating the facts to the House and 
to the country, and they must be the judge. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman if during the progress of his speech he is going 
to suggest any remedy? I have felt for a long time that there 
is a great injustice in this, but I do not know how to prevent it. 
I would like to know if the gentleman will suggest a remedy in 
the course of his remarks? ; 

Mr, PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I am frank to say to my col- 
league on the committee that I don't know that I have any rem- 
edy at present to suggest, but I think it is something that we 
could consider, and perhaps, as the most of us on the conimittee 
will be retained there unless the Speaker changes us in the next 
two years, we might be able to figure out some suggestions to 
make to the Committee of the Whole in regard to the matter 
when we meet a year from now. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon one 
more question, I would like to ask him what the difference is 
between the pay of a retired brigadier and the pay of a retired 
colonel. I want to see how much of a motive there is for the 
promotion. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will state this for the gentleman and he can 
figure it out. The pay of a brigadier-general is $5,500 on the 
active list. When retired he is entitled to three-fourths of that. 

Mr. HULL. The difference is about $900. 

Mr. PRINCE. A colonel on the active list gets $3,500. 

Mr. HULL. He gets $4,200, counting his fogy pay. A colonel 
never gets his full fogy pay. Four thousand two hundred dol- 
lars is his maximum pay and $5,500 is the maximum pay of a 
brigadier. It is three-fourths of $1,300, the increased pay of a 
retired brigadier. 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, about $900. It means $900 each year, 
and in addition to that it means this, I will further state to the 
gentleman: It means that under the provision of the law as 
passed in the last appropriation bill, if he is detailed for service 
by the Secretary of War, with his consent—that is, the officer's 
consent—to active duty in recruiting; for service in connection 
with the organized militia in the several States and Territories 
upon the request of the governor thereof; as military attaché 
upon courts-martial, courts of inquiry, to board and to staff 
duties not involving service with troops, such officer, while so 
assigned, shall receive the full pay and allowances of his grade. 
Further, as stated by the chairman of the committee, the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HULL], nine brigadier-generals are now 
acting under assignment, with their consent, and as stated by 
General Chaffee—— 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit just 
one word there? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. Those nine brigadier-generals not only get their 
$5,500 a year in full, but, in addition to that, $72 a month allow- 
ance for quarters. 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, they get the full allowance of an active 
brigadier-general, whatever it is. s 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. Twenty-nine of them, I think, according to the 
statement here, are detailed as instructors in State colleges. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, can my colleague tell what these 
brigadier-generals would get on retired list if they could per- 
suade a governor somewhere to appoint them as an adjutant- 

eral? 
“er PRINCE. They would get their full pay as a brigadier- 
general, with all the allowances that a brigadier-general would 
get in active service. Then if they want to pay them a small 
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addition to that I do not know any objection to their receiving 
that from the State. 

Mr. MANN. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose there are 100 colonels within one year 
of the age of retirement. Is there.any more reason why one of 


those colonels should be retired as a brigadier-general than that 


all of them should be retired as brigadier-generals? 

Mr. PRINCE. Speaking as a Member of this body, with the 
knowledge I have, I would say no, unless one of the 100 officers 
had done distinguished and meritorious services that would 
single him out above his peers. 

Mr. MANN. But have not the Secretary of War and the 
President recommended the promotion and retirement of these 
colonels as brigadier-generals for the express purpose of pre- 
yenting the charge of favoritism? 

Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; I would not answer that way, because 
we have a case in point. I know nothing of it by the record, 
but by reading the newspapers I understand that an officer who 
was a captain who distinguished himself, almost losing his life, 
was made a brigadier-general by nomination; that for a while, 

as I read the papers, the nomination was held up and later on 
he was made a brigadier-general. It was alleged by the public 
prints that he was jumped up over 800 different officers. I un- 
derstand from the public prints that that is not a very uncom- 
mon thing so far as selecting a meritorious officer for promotion 
is concerned, and I am frank to say to you that I believe that 
power should be properly lodged in the President of the United 
States as Commander in Chief of the Army. I do not believe 
men should be promoted—four thousand, in round numbers—by 
reason of the vacancy caused by the death of men in front of 
of them. I am not in favor of a system that makes it a dead 
level that every officer should mark time, standing and waiting 
for promotion, instead of going to work and doing something 
that would entitle them to promotion, and the effect of this kind 
of legislation is to say to 236 colonels, “You can hope to be 
brigadier-generals hereafter if you will only stand and mark 
time and be promoted alike,” instead of saying, “I will select 
out of the 236 men the man who has done service for his 
country and let the other 235 be retired at the rank of the 
grade they held at the time they arrive at the age for retire- 
ment under the law.” Does that answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. I think it does. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask my friend a 
question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In reference to the designation of certain 
retired officers for the position of military instructors to col- 
leges, which under the law are entitled to have these instruct- 
ors, does not the gentleman know, or does he know from his 
own experience or from information, that in many cases retired 
officers are appointed to these positions of military instructors 
to these colleges which have military attachments, who are un- 
able to discharge the duty, and they are assigned in order to 
give them additional compensation to their pay as retired offi- 
cers? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to my colleague, I can not answer 
that, yes or no, for I do not know, but I do know—— 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit, I will say in every 
ease of that character the college selects and asks for the man 
and they arrange with the retired officer himself, so I should 
say he was competent or they would not ask for him or keep 
him. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman makes a statement which 
may be theoretically true as to the selection by the colleges of 
the officers, but in practice the college is very often put to the 
necessity of taking the man suggested or taking nobody. 

Mr. HULL. Very well, they do not have to take anybody. 

Mr. PRINCE. The best way, Mr. Chairman, I can answer 
that and in the shortest possible space of time is by reading 
the hearings before the Military Committee on page 4. Mr. 
Srevens, a member of the committee from Minnesota, asked 
this question of General Chaffee, who was then before the Com- 
mittee. 
for example, ont some of —— 
ese men — for C 
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gress last year and give us 
officers, and got 
States do not want retired 


General CHAFFEE. I think they could do 

The CHAIRMAN. And do you not think 
the officers on the active list desire that easy place for them? 
that the trouble? 

General CHAFFEE. I am very willing to say yes, sir. 


vi good service. 
that some of the friends of 
Is not 


I think that answers your question. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, I think it does. I am glad to have 
the information from the gentleman, too. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. A moment ago you referred to a board 
for the purpose of retiring incapacitated officers. I know 
several officers who were retired for incapacity and who after- 
wards got thoroughly well, procured surgeons’ certificates to 
that effect, and asked to be restored to active duty, but were 
refused. How can they be restored to active duty? 

Mr. PRINCE. The only way I know of is by act of Congress. 

Mr. HULL. They can be restored by act of Congress only. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And yet you say the President is the 
Chief of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. HULL. The law authorizes all that the President is 
doing now. Wheneyer the Senate confirms his appointments 
it is absolutely under the law, but when he comes to put a man 
that has been retired, and whose place has been filled, back on 
the active list, he displaces somebody who is already on the 
active list. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why can not the President be ordered to 
put him back into active service on a surgeon’s certificate? 

Mr. HULL. Because the law does not permit it. If we 
passed a law authorizing the President to put a man on the 
active list who had been retired for disabilities and had recov- 
ered, he could do it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the gentleman willing to have that 
amendment placed in this bill? : 

Mr. HULL. No. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not? 

Mr. HULL. Because it has got to come in general legislation. 
It covers a good many more than one man. 

Mr. PRINCE. In order that the committee may know some 
of the class of legislation that is presented to the Military Com- 
mittee I desire to make the following statement: 

For desertions and corrections of records there are twelve 
hundred and sixty cases or bills pending before the committee; 
for correction of muster, 192; for retirement and restoration, 
and along the line of promotion and retirement to get on the 
retired list to receive pay for services not rendered, 170; mis- 
cellaneous, 150. In order, gentlemen of the committee, that I 
may not be misunderstood on this question of retirement, I have 
stated the law, and I have stated the number of men or officers 
on the list; I have stated the number of men or officers on the 
active list, and I have stated the number of officers on the 
retired list. I say that so that the committee and country may 
know where the money that is appropriated by the Military 
Committee goes. Nearly one-half, if not quite, goes to the offi- - 
cers, active and retired, for pay. The other, the balance of the 
money appropriated for pay of the Army, goes to the enlisted 
men. To put it in figures, so that we can understand it, the 
enlisted men receive, in round numbers, for pay $9,250,000. The 
officers on the active list and on the retired list receive, in round 
numbers, $7,500,000. Notwithstanding these appropriations, I 
still say there is not an Army in the world of more intelligence, 
of more patriotism, of more ability, and of better fighting quali- 
ties than the Army of the United States. 

It is made up of a high grade of men. In the enlisted men 
the numbers that are now making application are much larger 
than the requirements of the law. The officers carefully guard the 
interests of the Government. They are careful in making se- 
lection of good physical men for the Army. They are careful 
in making selection of men of average intelligence and of 
moral conduct, until to-day the personnel of the American Army 
is of such high standard as has never been exceeded at any 
time in its history. The officers that go to make up the Army 
and control its affairs are men of the highest grade. Many 
of them are educated at the institution provided for that pur- 
pose, and after they leave the institution they then have to take 
a course of instruction in special institutions. They have to 
pass thorough examinations. In short, from the time that an 
officer is a second lientenant until he acquires his majority he 
is constantly, at intervals, submitted to some kind of examina- 
tion to see whether he is qualified and competent to fill the 
higher grade he seeks to attain by promotion. I do not want to 
be understood as speaking in criticism of anyone or any branch 
of the Government; I have only stated the facts so the com- 
mittee and the country may know where the money goes and 
how it is divided up between the officers and men—the officers 
of the active list and the officers of the retired list. [Loud 
applause. ] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Warnock having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 3728. An act to provide for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, 
and the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

S. R. 84. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of permits 
to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of 
the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1905, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 6019) to authorize 
the parish of Caldwell, La., to construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 15810. An act to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Virginia consume some 
of his time now? 

Mr. HAY. Yes, sir. 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to avail myself of the 
latitude allowed in debate to discuss the cotton question. Itisa 
serious question. It is serious to the South, because millions of 
people are engaged in making it, spinning it, and weaving it. It 
ought to be serious to the American people, because from year to 
year cotton is the great product that has added to our enormous 
balance of trade. Our cotton exports alone have amounted to 
$360,000,000 a year. To reduce the price of export cotton $30 
per bale in one year means a falling off of millions and millions 
of dollars in our exports. A systematic effort has been made— 
unfortunately, a successful effort—to bear down the price of 
this great American staple, to the injury of all the people, and 
especially the people of the South. 

I feel deeply upon this question because I represent on this 
floor not only one of the best cotton-growing districts in the 
South, but I represent the largest cotton-manufacturing district 
in the South. I am interested in the manufacturers, I am inter- 
ested in the operatives, and I am interested in the growers. 
They are all my friends and I am their friend. There is no 
justification for the brutal campaign of deception and misrepre- 
sentation that has been carried on in order to bear the price of 
cotton. I know there are some kid-gloved gentry in New York 
who would not know a cotton patch from a pea patch or a pin- 
dar patch who are undertaking to tell the world what it costs to 
make cotton, and how much there is. I see it stated by some of 
that crowd that the southern farmer can make cotton at 4} 
cents a pound. If I had the power—I have the will—to visit 
upon that crowd this punishment I would have every man who 
gambles in cotton on the New York Stock Exchange or else- 
where and believes that the southern farmer can make cotton 
at 44 cents a pound go down South and with his own naked 
hands pull the bell cord over a mule and make some cotton at 
that price. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
` Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to ask the gentleman if most of 
the men who are speculating on the New York Cotton Exchange 
are not southern men, or mostly receive their orders from 
southern men? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not care where they come from nor 
where they go, they are the enemies of the southern people 
and of good morals everywhere. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I agree with the gentleman they are ene- 
mies, but I wish to put on record that the southern men them- 
selves are the enemies, and it is not the northern man that is 
the enemy of the South. 

Mr. JOHNSON. So much for that crowd, whoever they are, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House and the coun- 
try to some facts. 

On the ist day of September, 1904, which was the first day of 
the cotton year, there was less visible cotton in the world than 
there had been on the Ist day of September in many years, ex- 
cept September 1, 1903, and we exceeded the visible supply of 


I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 


ee 1, 1903, by only 10,000 bales of cotton. I insert here 
a e: 


World's visible supply of cotton. 


Up to last Friday night, the 6th day of January, 1905, this 
was the condition: There were in Great Britain 925,000 bales of 
cotton; on the continent of Europe, 635,000 bales, making a 
total of 1,560,000 bales. One million five hundred and sixty 
thousand bales of cotton in Great Britain and on the continent 
of Europe will not run their mills over two months. They have 
a two months’ supply of cotton and they must get somewhere 
four or five million bales of cotton to run them until September 
1, 1905, when the next cotton crop will begin to be available. All 
the visible cotton in the world on the 6th day of January was 
4,658,011 bales, or 608,121 bales in excess of the amount visible 
on corresponding date one year ago. Yet, Mr. Chairman, not- 
withstanding the visible supply of the world’s cotton on last 
Friday night exceeded the visible supply on the corresponding 
day one year ago by only 608,121 bales, the difference in the 
price of cotton on those two days was $30 a bale. The 608,121 
bales of cotton will not run the mills of the world two weeks. 
Instead of there being such an enormous crop of cotton that the 
world does not know what to do with it, I stand here to say 
that before the ist day of September, 1905, thousands of spindles 
both in this country and in the old country will be idle because 
they can not get cotton to spin, unless the price of spot cotton 
advances materially. There is some cotton in the South, there 
is a good deal of it, but the people who have it have no more 
idea of parting with it at the prices that are now offered than 
the holders of United States bonds have of selling them at 25 
cents on the dollar. Why should a man sell a thing for less 
than it cost him to make it? If I could reach the ear of every 
southern man who has cotton in-his yard or in the warehouse 
I would say to him, “Hold your cotton and you will win the 
fight.” If I could reach him for one other piece of advice it 
would be, “ Plant only half as many acres this year as you did 
last. Do not try to make more than 6,000,000 bales; because if 
you make a 6,000,000-bale crop it will bring you $600,000,000, 
while if you make a 12,000,000-bale crop it will bring you just 
half that amount, or $300,000,000. It is easier to make six 
than it is to make twelve. It is less expensive to make six than 
it is to make twelve; and then the world will begin to appre- 
ciate cotton and clamor for it.” Bankers, merchants, farmers, 
newspapers, in fact, all classes, are urging a reduction in acre- 
age. If reducing in acreage is a good thing to do, and every- 
body says it is, then a reduction that will be felt and recognized 
around the whole world is the kind to make. A small reduc- 
tion will leave the speculators an opportunity to carry on their 
business. It would be contended that the surplus of this year 
added to another crop less than the present by one or two mil- 
lion bales exceeds the world’s needs. 

Mr. SIMS. Do you seriously think it is practicable to plant 
with a view to a 6,000,000-bale crop under ordinary conditions 
at this time? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Why, certainly it is. 

Mr. SIMS. How would you go about it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would let every man in the South, whether 
he be a large or a small grower, resolve that he will only plant 
half as much cotton as he did last year; and I hope there would 
not be a man in all that land who would prove to be his own 
enemy or a traitor to his fellows by doing otherwise. 

Mr. SIMS. I am asking you to determine what is practicable, 
not what you or I hope. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I believe they would do the fair and square 
thing. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. I would like to ask my friend if he is not aware 
of the fact that when there was a great shortage in the pro- 
duction of cotton during the civil war it caused a rapid devel- 
opment of the production of cotton in India, in Central and 
South America, and in Egypt; and if the gentleman does not 
believe that if we had a serious reduction in the amount of 
cotton produced in this country now, either because of the com- 
pact which he hopes the farmers would make among themselves 
and live up to or for any other reason, it would result in a very 
rapid development in cotton production in all other parts of the 
world where it is possible to grow that plant? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is not a fact that during the great civil 
war, when for four years the cotton of the South was denied 
to the commerce of the world, they were able to find any other 
place to produce it. Cotton advanced to $1.90 per pound and 
yet the world was unable to produce an appreciable quantity at 
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even those remunerative prices. However, India and all the 
other countries of the world that can produce cotton do not 
refrain from cultivating it because they particularly love us. 
They refrain from producing cotton for the same reason that 
Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut refrain from growing oranges. They 
simply can not do it. 

Mr. SIMS. Does not the gentleman know that 

Mr. JOHNSON. Do you represent a cotton district? 

Mr. SIMS. I certainly do; every county in it. I will ask 
the gentleman if he does not know that it is a fact that Ger- 
many, England, and France are now by government aid making 
experiments in South Africa and other countries with a view 
to raising cotton themselves on account of the high price of cot- 
ton last year? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And that it has almost passed the experi- 
mental stage, and that it has been demonstrated that large 

areas of territory can and do produce cotton. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have before me the figures for the cotton 
crop of the world outside of the United States. They can not 
make cotton enough outside of the Southern States to run the 
mills of the world three months in the year. And I would 
say this, when it comes to the final analysis: If the people of 
the South have got to make cotton below the cost of production 
in order to keep the people of India and Egypt from making 
it, then let the people of India and Egypt make it 

Mr. BARTLETT. And we will make something else. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. This is, perhaps, the proper place 
to say that very little cotton competes with American cotton. 
India cotton is coarse and short and is used only for such pur- 
poses as linters and low grades of cotton. Egyptian cotton 
is ysed for making a class of goods that even long staple cot- 
ton from the Delta in Mississippi will not make. Peruvian 
cotton is really sold as wool, and its price is not controlled by 
the price of cotton, but by the price of wool. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
for an interruption? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I presume it would be easily possible for the 
manufacturers of farming implements to vastly increase the 
demand for their products by cutting the supply in two, and it 
would probably be easier for the manufacturers to arrive at 
that sort of a bargain than it would for the cotton planters to 
reach the agreement suggested by the gentleman. I would like 
to inquire if he would approve of such a conspiracy on the part 
of the manufacturers to reduce their output in order that they 
might reap the advantage that would follow? 

Mr. JOHNSON. My dear sir, I am interested in both the 
manufacturers and the growers. I can afford to be fair. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is hardly an answer to my question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would not expect the cotton mills to run 
from year to year at a loss any more than I would expect the 
farmer to raise cotton at a loss. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman be kind enough to answer 
specifically whether he would approve—whether he thinks it is 
in accordance with a sound public policy for the country to per- 
mit, if it had any possible way to prevent it, a conspiracy among 
the manufacturers of farming implements to limit their output 
to one-half of the present amount? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose they do that now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
the word “conspiracy” means something unlawful and in 
secret. The cotton planters are not undertaking to do anything 
in secret. 

Mr. JOHNSON. They are meeting in public all over the 
country, in every township in the South. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And only curtailing the acreage that they 
shall plant. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will accept the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Georgia that “ conspiracy ” is not the right word, and sub- 
stitute the word “agreement.” I would like to ask if there is 
any difference between an agreement upon the part of the 
manufacturers of agricultural implements to shut down the 
factories one-half of the time and curtail their output by one- 
half and thereby raise the price of the agricultural imple- 
ments—is there any difference between that kind of an agree- 
ment and an agreement such as is suggested among the cotton 

lanters? 4 
R Mr. JOHNSON. If all the manufacturers of farming imple- 
ments in the United States were being compelled to sell their 
products for less than it costs to make them, and they were told 
that the reason of that was that there were too many imple- 
ments manufactured, that there were too many in the world, I 
should not think there would be anything wrong if these gentle- 
men got together, if all the stockholders met and decided for 


their own benefit that they would not manufacture farming 
implements but six months during the following year, and that 
they would manufacture other things that were more profitable. 
I see nothing wrong about it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And curtail their output? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Les, curtail their output. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have but thirty minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I can yield to but one at a time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think I can secure the gentleman a few 
minutes more time. I would like to submit a question and make 
a brief statement. I live in a cotton country, and I represent 
a cotton-producing people. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, I know that. I had a letter from one 
of my constituents the other day asking me to introduce a bill 
in Congress to prohibit the State of Texas from raising cotton. 
[Laughter.] That would settle the cotton question. - 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The State of Texas can take care of itself 
on that proposition. I want to say to the gentleman that his 
suggestion that I, or any other man from the South, would 
want to see the cotton crop produced in such quantities as to 
be unprofitable to the farmer is a gross error. I want to see 
the Southern States of the American Union go on producing 
the major part of the cotton consumed by the world, and I 
believe, under normal and reasonable conditions, they will go 
on producing the major portion of it. But experience has 
shown, Mr. Chairman, that when the price is advanced to a 
certain figure we do encourage—we have encouraged—the pro- 
duction of it in other countries. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me correct the gentleman right there. 
Cotton was higher in 1904 than it has been before for twenty- 
odd years. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman know that the crop in 
Egypt was considerably shorter in 1904 than it was in 1903, 
notwithstanding the tremendous price of cotton in the South? 
Why did they not increase their yield this year? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No man will question that there will be a 
great fluctuation in the yield of it from year to year in that 
country or in this country. But if the gentleman has taken 
pains to inform himself by reading the consular reports of two 
years ago, he will have discovered, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that the governments of Europe possessing . 
Asiatic and African colonies have undertaken, with the co- 
operation of manufacturers, merchants, and bankers, to secure 
an increase in the quantity of cotton from those territories 
under their own flag. 

Mr. Chairman, we should not delude ourselves with the idea 
that we possess the only climate and the only soil which can 
produce cotton profitably. Now, I want to see this country, as 
I said a moment ago, go on making and supplying the world 
with the major portion of the cotton it requires, but I realize 
that when prices shall have been advanced to a certain figure 
it ceases to be profitable to the manufactureres of Europe, and 
causes the Governments and the spinners of those countries to 
undertake unusual methods to secure a supply from other 
sources. Why, in the history of the Philippine Islands there 
was a time when they grew and exported cotton, until the Span- 
ish Government, in order to protect its state tobacco monopoly, 
compelled the planters to go into the cultivation of tobacco. 
Down here in Haiti, the negro republic in the West Indies, and 
in the West Indian islands possessed by the British Govern- 
ment, and in all parts of the world where they find the soil will 
produce it, they are taking unusual efforts to secure an in- 
creased supply. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], if he 
will not yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
JoHNSON] some more time? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas a question, inasmuch as he has made such 
an eloquent speech. Does the gentleman know what the 
world’s production of cotton is outside of the United States? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No man knows. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well; the world’s production of commercial 
eotton—cotton that goes to the mills? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No man knows; and for this reason: The 
opinion of the best experts in the world is that the Chinese Em- 
pire produces, cards, spins, and weaves approximately two and 

or three million bales of American cotton, in 
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quantity, but the statistics are unreliable. We only know 
there are three or four hundred millions of people there and 
that they wear cotton, and we know with reasonable accuracy 
the amount of cotton sent into the Chinese Enpire; but no man 
can tell how much they produce, and no man can positively tell 
how much they can produce when they have better methods of 
cultivation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is all right, but I have the figures, and 
I just wanted to know if the gentleman had them. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, I have had them for twenty years. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, there may be, and all the 
authorities say that there is, a large quantity of cotton pro- 
duced by the people in the interior of China, in the interior of 
India, and other places where the women spin it on their little 
wheels and weave it into cloth in their own homes for domestic 
purposes; but that cotton plays no part in the world’s great 
commerce, 

I am talking here to-day about the commercial crop of cotton. 
I am talking of the cotton that is packed into bales and shipped 
to the mills in the United States, in Canada, in Mexico, Great 
Britain, and all the world. I am talking about the cotton that 
it takes to run the nearly 120,000,000 of spindles in the world. 
I am talking about the commercial crop—the crop that reaches 
the markets for manufacture and is manufactured—the crop 
that everybody talks about. How much cotton do gentlemen 
think the world’s cotton mills manufacture in a year? It takes 
between fourteen and fifteen millions of bales. During the 
last three years, when we know that thousands of spindles 
in all the countries of the world were forced to close down be- 
cause they could not get cotton to spin, there was consumed 
in each year more than 14,000,000 bales of cotton. 

Mr. SIMS. Is that last year? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Nineteen hundred and one and 1902. I have 
not the figures before me for 1903. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, the gentleman’s figures are not according 
to the figures I have. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 

ested in cotton. 

Mr. SIMS. So am I, but what is the gentleman’s source of 
information? . 

Mr. JOHNSON. Government statistics. 

Mr. SIMS. Is that for last year, 1903-4? 

Mr. JOHNSON. For 1903-4 the world used 13,859,536 bales. 
I have the figures for the years running back of that. Nineteen 
hundred and four the gentleman knows the mills closed down. 
Cotton went to 17 cents, and thousands of spindles were idle 
because they could not get the cotton to spin. Latham, Alex- 
ander & Co. say that on an average all the spindles were idle 
one month. Of course, some were not idle at all, but some were 
idle many months. They say full time requires 15,000,000 bales 
a year, 

Mr. SIMS. When cotton was 5 cents a pound in the gentle- 
man’s State and in my State, how much did the world consume 
that year, 1898-99? Fourteen million four hundred thousand 
and odd bales. That was during a time when cotton was the 
lowest ever known in the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, I guess I have the figures here. 
not in the habit of making statements that are not facts. 

Mr. SIMS. I have the figures, too, and I have just referred 
to them. Eighteen hundred and ninety-eight and 1899. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In 1901-2 the world consumed 14,349,000 
bales of commercial cotton. In 1902-3 the world consumed 
14,339,000 bales of commercial cotton. 

I give these figures because the gentleman from Tennessee 
said that there never had been but one year in the history of 
cotton when 14,000,000 bales were consumed—— 

Mr. SIMS. Fourteen million four hundred and some odd 
thousand. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In 1898 and 1899, when cotton was 5 cents. 
I will give you the figures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understood the gentleman from Texas, 
who made a speech in my time, would see that I got more time. 

Mr. HAY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is an interesting subject; give me as 
much as you can. 

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes, 

Mr. JOHNSON. In the year 1897-98, when cotton was below 


Oh, I have the figures here. I am inter- 


I am 


the cost of production, the world consumed 14,057,000 bales, 
800,000 less than it consumed in 1901-2 and 1902-3. 

Mr. SIMS. When it was at its lowest price. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have a table showing the world’s con- 
sumption, which I will insert in the Recorp. The world needs 


fourteen and a half or fifteen million bales of cotton. The 
world’s visible supply is not sufficient to run the mills until the 
Ist day of May, 1905. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friends a mo- 
ment ago were talking about Egypt and India and all those 
countries raising cotton. If the people in India and Egypt 
could raise cotton successfully, with their people working for 
5 and 10 cents a day, they would have done it long ago. They 
have not stood out of the cotton-raising business because they 
especially loved the people of the United States and the people 
of the South. They stood out of the business because they can 
not raise cotton, just like the people of New England have stood 
out of the orange business because they can not raise oranges. 
Let us see about India and Egypt. All the cotton received at 
all the ports in India and shipped from all the ports in India 
since the first week of September is 588,000 bales, not enough 
to run the cotton mills of the world two weeks. 

All the cotton received at all the ports and shipped from all 
the ports in Egypt from the ist day of September, 1904, down 
to last Saturday, was 3,618,145 cantars. I might as well state 
here that a cantar is 98 pounds of cotton, and 5 cantars would 
make a 490-pound bale of cotton. In 1903 the crop for the 
same time amounted to 4,411,652 cantars, or a difference in 
favor of the year before of 158,701 490-pound bales of cotton. 
In other words, the crop of Egypt has fallen off. How did the 
idea get abroad that we had so much cotton? Well, they said 
we had ginned such a large quantity up to the 1st of September 
and there would be so much ginned after that time that the 
crop would amount to 13,000,000 bales. Mr. Chairman, the cot- 
ton season was three weeks earlier than it ever was before. We 
had the best season for gathering we have ever had, and on the 
i4th day of December, when the last ginner’s report was made, 
98 per cent of the cotton crop of the South was picked and 
ginned. Why, I was talking to a ginner when I was at home 
during the Christmas holidays, and he told me up to the 13th of 
December be ginned 580 bales of cotton. From the 13th of De- 
cember to the 3d of January he ginned 13 bales of cotton, and 
he supposed he would be able to get 7 more bales, making up the 
600 bales. That, Mr. Chairman, is at the upper edge of the 
cotton belt. If that is true along the foot of the mountains, 
where the cotton is a month later than it is lower down in the 
belt, if we had ginned 98 per cent of the cotton on the 13th of 
December, it must be true of those portions of the cotton belt 
nearer the coast. So, Mr. Chairman, there is no reason for this 
brutal, deceitful, unwarranted attack upon one of the great 
products of this country. With only 600,000 bales of cotton 
more in sight now than one year ago, there is a difference 


of $30 to the bale. 


Talk about raising cotton at 44 or 5 or 6 or 7 cents; it can not 
be done. I saw in a New York paper that Col. J. M. Smith, in 
Georgia, on 200 acres of land, made 4,800 bushels of wheat and 
200 bales of cotton. 

They undertake to prove by an exceptional case like that that 
cotton can be made for 44 cents. I could take that same illus- 
tration and convince the world that wheat could be made for 
15 cents a bushel. I am familiar with the land upon which that 
wheat and cotton were grown. I know the man who made it. 
It has been cultivated and brought up to a high state of culti- 
vation for forty years. He sowed it in wheat and it averaged 
24 bushels to the acre, when the average in all the State of 
Georgia was only 7 bushels. He planted it in cotton after the 
wheat was cut off and made a bale to the acre. Of course, on 
a garden spot like that there is no telling how cheaply you can 
make wheat or how cheaply you can make cotton, but the ques- 
tion is, What is the average cost of making it? You might as 
well argue that because some men are gifted in the art of mak- 
ing money and can make a million dollars a month, therefore 
all other men can do the same thing. It is preposterous and 
absurd, 

Mr. SIMS. I sympathize with what the gentleman wishes 
to do, but I would like to have something practical. I would 
like to have the acreage reduced, but how are you going to cut 
it down 50 per cent? 

Mr. JOHNSON. In the first place, I will tell you what I 
want. I want the farmers of the Southern States to reduce the 
acreage to such an extent that will make people anxious to get 
cotton. 

Mr. SIMS. Do you think it is practical to reduce the acreage 
one-half? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do. I think the farmer can do something 
for himself. He can hold his cotton. He can refuse to give it 
away or sell it for less than it costs to make it. He can reduce 
the acreage in order that he and his fellows may not be again 
found in this plight. And this Congress can do one thing, and 
ought to do it. I would like to see the American Congress stop 
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people from selling cotton on paper against the cotton that the 
people of the South raise from the ground. 

Mr. SIMS. Or buying it on paper. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Buying it on paper or selling-it on paper. 

Mr. SIMS. And stop all paper transactions. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There are men who sell hundreds of bales 
of cotton who have never had a bale of cotton, and never ex- 
pect to have. They do not mean to sell cotton. They are 
simply betting on the market to the injury of millions of other 
people. If they have a special mania for betting, and they can 
not make a living in any other way, instead of betting what cot- 
ton will be worth on the Ist of October, 1905, before a seed has 
been put in the gronnd, let them bet that on that day the wind 
will be blowing due north or due east or due west. It will be 
just as sensible, and would not hurt other people. 

Mr. SIMS. Suppose a spinner in the gentleman’s county 
wanted to buy a thousand bales delivered in January. I sup- 
pose he would not permit him to procure it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. How can they buy unless some man sells? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Why, my friend, it is as simple as anything 
in the world. I do not object to men like George H. McFadden 
& Bro., of Philadelphia, who deal in spot cotton, who buy 
cotton and sell cotton, selling a mill in my district 10,000 bales 
of cotton, to be delivered in January, February, and so on. 
Because, when McFadden makes that contract, he makes it in 
good faith and means to deliver the cotton. The mill is en- 
gaged in manufacturing cotton. It is buying in good faith and 
expects to receive the actual cotton, to pay for it and manftfac- 
ture it. 

When the mill makes that contract it means to take the 
cotton; and that is the whole thing. - 

Mr. SIMS. But still he made that contract, and he did not 
have the cotton at the time he made the sale. 

Mr. JOHNSON. He is a bona fide cotton merchant. ; 

Mr. Chairman, the mills and the growers are injured by the 
manipulations of the cotton market. It would be better for all 
concerned for the mills to pay the growers fair prices for the 
raw cotton and sell their products on the same basis. The wild 
speculation in cotton demoralizes growers and manufacturers. 
Let us have reasonably fair and steady prices for the cotton 
and the manufactured product, and prosperity for the grower, 
the operatives, and the mills. 


The world’s commercial cotton crop, 1865 to 1903. 


[In thousands of bales.] 
Imports into Europe from all countries, ex- 
cepting United States, in 500-pound bales. 
f 
Commercial Uni 8 Pe Total 
ru. 
year. States. Tur- West crop. 
Brazil. Egypt. key, 
n 
8 300 120 439 191 67| 1,053] 1.870 2,170 
1866 2,269 177 223 129 62 | 1,877! 1,968 | 4,287 
1867 2,007 176 244 108 83| 1,112 | 1,718 8,815 
2,519 AT 284 116 68 | 1,181 | 1,898 4,415 
2,3866 225 282 166 74 1,282 | 2,009 4,375 
3.122 174 308 109 63 845| 1,494 4,616 
4,352 225 S17 % 104 | 1,107 1,848 6,200 
2,974 302 891 110 97| 1,21 | 2,121 5,095 
8, 930 195 887 114 8¹ 924 | 1,704] 5,634 
4,170 202 426 74 78 | 1,064] 1,834 6, 004 
8, 832 173 442 70 55| 1,136 | 1,876 5, 708 
4,62 135 599 Tl| . 44 908 | 1,757 | 6,389 
4,474 119 500 71 30 744) 1,464 5,988 
4,773 5⁴ 366 41 58 651 | 1,170 5,943 
5,074 37 493 25 Bt 694 | 1,283 6,357 
5,761 63 467 19 26 859 | 1,434 7,195 
6,605 108 581 21 26 878 | 1,614 8,219 
5, 456 133 478 30 25 | 1,842] 2,008 7,464 
6,949 13 496 19 24 | 1,216 | 1,878 8,827 
5,713 104 562 50 24| 1,242] 1,982 7,69 
5,706 79 646 52 23 755 1,555 7,261 
6,575 77 567 * 24 1.045] 1.750 8,325 
6,505 167 587 8 2 | 1,260} 2,069 8,574 
7,046 121 510 22 27 913 | 1,598 8,639 
6, 988 73 608 30 28 | 1,280 | 2,019 | 8,957 
7,311 Ot 631 2 34| 1,510 | 2,298 9,604 
8,652 98 777 838 | 1,011 | 1.96 10,598 
9,085 69 953 50 89 898 | 2,009 11,044 
6,700 165 896 39 42 874 | 2,016 8,716 
7.550 122 997 36 2 930 | 2,107 | 9,657 
-| 9,901 38 982 36 2 660 | 1,738 | 11,639 
7,161 u 974 33 25 853 | 1,919 9,080 
8,533 48 | 1,106 26 26 642 | 1,848 | 10,381 
898 — 10,808 39 1,125 2 36 543 1,745 12,643 
1899 . 11,189 231.243 18 32 607 | 1,921 | 18,110 
1900 . 9,137 108 | 1,022 49 27 242) 1,445 | 10,585 
10,218 81 1,24 30 23 6% | 2,008 | 12,221 
10,380 146 | 1,23 2 3 604 | 2,050 | 12,430 


The world’s consumption of cotton, 1890-91 to 1903-4. 


[Bales of 500 pounds.] 
Conti- Canada 
Date. | G78 | nent ot United | East In- Japan. and Total. 
urope. Mexico. 
Year ended 
t. 30— 

1 1. 3,384, 3,631, 2, 387, 924, 100. 107. 10,513,000 
1891-82... | 8,181, 3, 619, 2,576, 914, 203, 110, 10,603, 000 
1892-93... _| 2,566, 3, 661, 2,551, 918, 191, 110, 10, 297,000 
1893-04. ..| 3,233, 8,827, 2, 264, 959, 284, 110, 10, 677,000 
1804-95... .| 3,250, 4,030, 2,748, 1,052, 360, 190, 11,565,000 
1895-96...) 3,276, 4,100, 2,572, 1,105, 412, 120,000; 11, 645,000 
1806-97... .| 8,224, 4,368, 2, 738, 1,019, 495, 120,000) 11,954, 000 
1897-98...) 3,432, 4,628, 2, 982, 1,161, 645, 140,000, 12,968, 000 
1808-09... 3, 519, 4,784, 3,553, 1,314, 747, 140,000 14,057,000 
1890-1900. 3,324, 4,576, 3, 856, 1,139, 708, 130,000, 13,741,000 
1900-1901.) 3, 269, 4,576, 8, 727, 059, 538, 130,000, 13, 297,000 
1901-2. 3,258, 4,784, 4,087, 1,383, 743, 149,000, 14,349,000 
1902-3....| 3,185, 5,148, 4,015, 1,850, 439, 202,000, 14,339,000 
1908-4. 2, 997, 5,148, 3, 909, 1,270, 300, 1700 13,860,000 


Mr. HULL. I yield twenty minutes, or so much as he may 
desire, to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLLÐAY]. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the com- 
mittee in framing this bill was to make army service attractive, 
so as to induce a better class of men to enlist. The plan was 
that we should have a small army, and that it should be the 
best equipped, the best fed, the best clothed, and the best cared 
for army in the world. It will be observed the appropriations 
this year are something less than last; but that does not grow. 
out of any neglect of any of the branches of the Army. It is 
simply a consequence of the reduction of the Army. $ 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say in this connection, that I 
hope the gentlemen who compose the Committee on Naval 
Affairs will take the same view of economy. In other words, 
that they shall conclude that what the country needs is the 
best navy of its size in the world, but not necessarily the 
largest. I think we ought to provide for the completion of all 
the ships now authorized; I believe we should-provide the very 
best equipment obtainable for all those ships, and that the offi- 
cers and crews of those ships should be selected from the best 
material that can be found, and when found should be amply 
paid. But I do believe that the time has come in the history 
of the country when there should be a halt called in the matter 
of naval construction. I think I know something of the 
temper of the people. I know there is an unrest through the 
country growing out of the notion that all other departments 
are to be subordinated to the construction of a great navy. I 
do no believe that we should entirely cease the construction of 
war vessels. I expect to see new battle ships authorized; and 
if I should happen to be a Member of Congress in future years 
I expect to vote for such authorizations. i 

I believe at this time, considering the state of the Treasury, 
the question presents itself to this House that this is a good 
place to economize. We all understand the necessity for econ- 
omy; we recognize the condition of the Treasury; but what we 
insist upon is that this economy must be symmetrical and not 
one-sided nor lopsided. The appropriations for carrying the 
mail to all the citizens of this great country must not be cut 
down. The appropriations for building up the agricultural in- 
terests of this country, upon which the prosperity of the country 
so greatly depends, must not be uncared for. The reclamation 
of arid lands, which in the future will give homes to thousands 
of men now homeless, must go on. In other words, I believe 
if anything must stop, the preference must be given to the arts 
of peace rather than to the arts of war. [Applause.] 

I know from personal experience considerable about the hor- 
rors of war, and largely for that reason I believe in everything 
that makes for peace and good will among men throughout the 
whole world. I recognize there is at all times a possibility of 
war, and for that reason I would not have this nation fail to 
make the proper effort to put herself in a position for defense; 
but looking over the whole horizon at this time, I am yery 
firmly of the opinion that our grandchildren will never see a 
war with which our present Navy is unable to cope. 

I hope this matter will be taken into consideration. The 
great Middle West, which has done so much toward building up 
the prosperity of the country, and which gets less than other 
sections in return for it, has been thinking about this matter. 
I yield to no man in my patriotism. I would be willing to sac- 
rifice the last man and the last dollar to protect the honor and 
interests of this country if they were assailed; but I do not be- 
lieve in expending money simply for the glory that we may ob- 
tain either from great military or great naval establishments. 
[Loud applause.] 
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Mr. HULL. Does anyone on that side desire to speak? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I know of no one on this side who does. 
One moment, Mr. Chairman. ; 

Mr. HULL. I understood the gentleman from Virginia that 
there was one other gentleman on that side who desired to 


speak. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say to the chairman of the committee 
that there is a gentleman who does want time, but he has 
stepped out for a moment. If the gentleman can go on and 
use a little time 

Mr. HULL. We have nobody who desires to speak. I under- 
stand the gentleman on that side wants fifteen minutes. I sug- 
gest that we proceed with the reading of the bill, and that the 
gentleman have fifteen minutes under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Basser]. 

Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to enter a plea in be- 
half of the Medical Corps of the United States Army. A good 
many gentlemen may think that this is a rather unimportant 
subject. I used to think so, but as I have been studying it it 
seems to.me to be one of the most important subjects that can 
come before this Congress. If we must have armies, and if we 
must have wars, why should we not give the best attention to 
the life-saving departments of the Army instead of giving all of 
the attention to the life-destroying departments? The advance of 
military science, especially in medicine and in surgery, has made 
this subject one of the greatest importance. When we think 
that three-fourths of those who are lost in war die from pre- 
yentable disease we can better appreciate the great importance 
of this subject. And what has served to emphasize this is the 
great success that the Japanese army has had in its medical de- 
partment. Some of these facts are only now coming to light. 
The result is marvelous, and I want to place before this House 
some of the facts that we are now learning upon this important 
subject. 

In the civil war 80 per cent of those who succumbed died 
from preventable disease. In the South African war it was a 
higher per cent than this. In the Spanish war on our side 13 
men died from preventable disease for every one who died in 
battle or from wounds received in battle. 

Now, let us look at the illustration furnished by the Japanese 
army in the Manchurian campaign. Up to July 1 only about 
1,100 wounded, and no medical cases reached Tokyo, and not 
one ended fatally. Of 9,800 men who were taken to Hiroshima 
hospital, part wounded and part sick, only 34 died up to August 
1. Up to July 20 the hospital ship Hakaui-Maru brought 2,406 
casualties from the front without losing a single case in transit. 

So much for the saving of the wounded, but what is even more 
striking, loss of life from typhoid, dysentery, and other pre- 
yentable diseases has practically been eliminated in the Jap- 
anese army. Improved commissariat and sanitation are such 
that these diseases do not get a start. Only those die who are 
severely wounded, and a very much higher percentage of the 
wounded are saved than have ever been saved before. 

This serves not only to exemplify the advance that modern 
science has made, but the importance of this life-saving branch 
of the Army. A Japanese officer when asked at the beginning 
of the war how he expected his side could win when Russia 
could raise 2,000,000 men and Japan could raise only 500,000, 
said: “In every four men three die of disease for every one who 
falls from bullets. That will be the position of Russia in this 
war. We propose to eliminate disease as a factor. Every man 
who dies in our army must fall on the field of battle. In this 
way we shall neutralize the superiority of Russian numbers, and 
stand on a comparatively equal footing.” 

I wish to read from an article of Maj. L. L. Seaman, late sur- 
geon in the United States Volunteer Engineers, just published in 
the Journal of Military Surgeons. He went to Japan at hisown 
expense, as far as I can discover, to ascertain the exact truth 
of these facts. The Japanese authorities permitted our Gov- 
ernment to send five military attachés to accompany their army 
in the field. Was a surgeon, quartermaster, or commissary 
officer detailed? No. They represented the life-saving depart- 
ments and they were omitted. We considered their cavalry, 
which is the only weak, almost burlesque, feature of their army, 
of such importance as to be worthy of special study, but did not 
consider life-preserving methods worth official observation. Ma- 
jor Seaman says: 

Too much praise can not be bestowed u the medical d ts 
of the army and navy for their splendi preparatory work in this 
war. The Japanese are the first to recognize the true value of an 
army medical corps. Care of the sick and wounded consumes but 
a small part of their time. The solution of the greater problem, pre- 
serving the health and fighting value of the army in Phe field—by 
preventing disease, by careful supervision of the smallest details of 


subsisting, aotan and sheltering the units—is their first and most 
important duty. Their capacity for detail is something phenomenal ; 


nothing seems too small to escape their vi ce or too tedious to 
weary their patience, and everywhere—in the field with the scouts 
or in the base hospitals at home—the one great prevailing idea is the 
revention of disease. The medical officer is omnipresent. You will 
nd him in countless ares where in an American or British army 
he has no place. He as much at the front as in the rear. He 
is with the first screen of scouts with his microscope and chemicals, 
testing and labeling wells so the army to follow shall drink vo con- 
taminated water. 

It is a fact that bad wells in the Spanish war caused far 
greater loss of life than the bullets of the enemy, and those bad 
wells should have been detected by a better-equipped and larger 
medical corps. I proceed: 

When the scouts reach a town he immediately institutes a thorough 
examination of its sanitary condition, and if contagion or infection is 
found he 1 and places a guard around the dangerous dis- 
trict. Notices are ted, so the approaching column is warned, and no 
soldiers are bille where i o exists. Errose ic blood tests are 
made in all fever cases, and bacteriological experts, fully equipped, 
form part of the staff of every divisional headquarters. 

The medical officer also accompanies foraging parties, and, with the 
commissariat officers, samples the various food, fruit, and vegetables 
sold by the natives 8 line of march long before the arrival of 
the army. If the food tainted or the fruit overripe or the water 
regates boiling, notice is posted to that effect, and such is the respect 
and discipline of every soldier from commanding officer to the file in the 
ranks that obedience to its order is absolute. 

The medical officer is also found in camp, lecturing the men on sani- 
tation and the hundred and one details of personal hygiene—how to 
cook, to eat, and when not to drink, to ba and even i the direction 
of the paring and cleansing of the finger nails to prevent danger from 
bacteria. Long before the outbreak of hostilities he was with, the ad- 
vance agents of the army, testing provisions that were being collected 
for troops that were to follow—and as a consequence of these precau- 
tions he is not now found treating thousands of cases of intestinal dis- 
eases, diarrheas or d teries, contagion and fevers that follow im- 
proper subsistence and neglected sanitation—diseases that have brought 
more camp: to disastrous terminations the strategies of oppos- 
ing generals or the bullets of thelr followers. 

In our Army not only is the Medical Corps far insufficient, 
but they lack authority. The President of the United States 
considered this subject of enough importance to send a message 
on it to Congress two days ago. A bill is pending which I hope 
will receive careful consideration and will pass, giving greater 
dignity and authority and increased numbers to the Medical 
Corps. A great many doctors who come into the Army, espe- 
cially in time of war, are on temporary contract. They are 
called “contract doctors,” and it has been held, I understand, 
in a court-martial that they do not have authority, not being 
commissioned officers, and yet those who are regularly commis- 
sioned in our Army are so few in number that they can not do 
this sanitary work in advance that is done in the Japanese 
army; they can not do the chemical and biological work that 
would save thousands and thousands of lives, and the result is 
that preventable diseases have wiped out a far greater number 
of our levies than the bullets of the enemy. 

The elevation of the Medical Corps will bring about a greater 
authority. They must be obeyed. Life in a modern army 
depends upon it. They must have sufficient number and suffi- 
cient authority to enforce their commands as other officers of 
the Army do. If a well is polluted, if the food is 
they do not now have the ability to condemn it and save life. 
Their usefulness is limited to trying to cure soldiers after they 
are allowed to get sick. This bill does not go far enough, in 
my opinion, in increasing the authority and the power of the 
Medical Corps in our Army. They should have authority over 
water, they should have authority over food, and they should 
have authority over clothing. These three items of our army 
preparation are of as much importance as the powder and guns 
and forts. 

The rations that have been served to the Army in time of war, 
especially the Spanish war, have been largely canned food, un- 
suitable t) the climate, and if the doctors had had greater au- 
thority they could have stopped a great deal of it and prevented 
much of the death and disease that followed. 

It would be strange indeed if this civilized nation, after 
the proof that is now brought before us by advanced scientific 
knowledge and by the example of Japan in the Manchurian 
campaign, should longer delay in giving greater importance, 
dignity, and authority of the Medical Corps. It is better not to 
raise so many men than to let three-quarters of the men that die 
die from preventable diseases. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. DENNY]. 
Mr. DENNY. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy more than the 
time allowed me, five minutes. As a member of the Military i 
Committee, which has reported this bill, I wish to say that the 
committee has cut down the appropriations as far as the bill can 
well be cut to maintain the present status of the Army in the 
country. I believe that the committee’s work deserves the fa- 
vorable consideration and fair treatment of this House. It is, - 
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as reported, in the line of economy. I am in favor of keeping a 
good army, commensurate with the needs of the country, and 
also a very substantial navy, but I am not in favor of increas- 
ing appropriations of either the Army or Navy at the present 
time at the expense of the commercial interests of the whole 
country. I beg to say that, while we ought to maintain our 
Army and Navy on the basis of substantial protection to the 
country, the peace that now exists throughout our country does 
not justify us in largely increasing the Department of War, 
which is constantly pressing upon our attention for large addi- 
tions. Let the Army be kept within the limits of public re- 
quirements. 

But I want to say to the House, Mr. Chairman, that if there 
is one important measure that ought to receive attention and lib- 
eral recognition from this House, in addition to the liberal ap- 
propriations for the Army and Navy, it is an appropriation just 
and liberal for the commercial importance of our seaports. 
Our seaports are clamoring for increased provision for the ac- 
commodation of modern ships now carrying the commerce of the 
world. In my own city of Baltimore we have had reports from 
the Chief Engineer of the Army, session after session, stating 
that the depth of the ship channel to that port was insufficient 
for ships now using that port. Boston has a channel 35 feet, 
New York 40 feet, and there is no reason why Baltimore should 
not have the same facilities. We often hear it said that we 
have to support the Army and Navy, and that all these appro- 
priations must be made, even at the expense of the commercial 
interests of our great shipping interests. 

Only two weeks ago in the main ship channel leading to the 
city of Baltimore one of the great steamships of the Johnson 
Line, loaded and drawing 293 feet of water, stuck in the mud 
in the center of the channel. It is not only possible that our 
commerce suffers for want of depth in the channel, but the in- 
terests of all the shippers of the West to the port are seriously 
affected. The want of depth is a continuous menace which is 
presented at the port of Baltimore, and I hear the same trouble 
exists at other Atlantic and Pacific ports. Baltimore is abso- 
lutely deprived of the commerce to which that great city as an 
eastern seaport is entitled, simply because of the lack of appro- 
priations upon the part of the Government to deepen the chan- 
nel. The city of Baltimore has expended over $3,000,000 in the 
past in opening its own harbor, and never a cent has come from 
the Government of the United States for the harbor of Balti- 
more. We ask the Government to deepen the ship channel to 35 
feet; nothing for our harbor. Baltimore has recently, notwith- 
standing the troubles through which it has passed by fire, ap- 
propriated about $10,000,000, for which we have taxed ourselves, 
to deepen and widen our docks at that port, and yet the great 
ship channel leading to that city is but 30 feet deep and can not 
accommodate the vessels that come from abroad, and all be- 
cause of a lack of appropriation to deepen the channel. There- 
fore I say, Mr. Chairman, the great importing cities of this 
country, as well as many other places throughout the country 
of less importance, should receive liberal consideration at the 
hands of this House, even at the expense of cutting down the ap- 
propriations for the Army and the Navy. The internal commerce 
of our country must be protected. We must provide for the 
coming business of the whole country, but do not let us build 
our navies and increase our armies and incur additional ex- 
pense incident thereto at the expense of the interests of the peo- 
ple who are engaged in commerce, agriculture, and in other in- 
dustries that require immediate recognition. 

I make these remarks, Mr. Chairman, in order to impress upon 
this House the importance of at once preparing for the com- 
merce of the country now clamoring for reasonable recognition, 
and on the success of which depends our great commercial ad- 
vancement. I say, without hesitation, that it is unjust, as far 
as my own city is concerned, to longer delay the appropriation 
in the interests of commerce in order that ships may come into 
our port, and especially at this time when we ourselves as a 
city are expending about $10,000,000 in preparing for the busi- 
ness of the country that seeks our port. I intend to vote for this 
appropriation bill for the Army. I have assisted in the com- 
mittee as far as possible in its preparation, and I believe that 
the Military Committee has acted with great discretion and in- 
tegrity in the preparation of the bill; but I am opposed to the 
continued extension either of the Army or the Navy until the 
commercial interests of the country have been fully protected, 
so that the people at large in the country may be benefited and 
the seaports may be made commensurate with the commerce of 
the country. Let us in times of peace prepare for business, and 
let us not spend so much for unanticipated war. Let us be just 
to the great commercial interests of the country, and take care 
of our great seaports. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
mau from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 


(OSR 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, we heard a very interesting talk 
this morning by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHN- 
SON] on the question of cotton statistics and restriction of the pro- 
duction of cotton. I listened with a great deal of interest to a 
question propounded to him by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Scort], who, I am sorry to see, is not now in his seat, but it does 
seem to me that the question of the gentleman from Kansas 
misses the parallel which he attempted to draw between a com- 
bination of manufacturers having for its object the restriction 
of the production of their goods, and that of a combination or 
agreement of farmers in the South having for its object the re- 
striction of the production of cotton. Mr. Chairman, the paral- 
lel is not a good one, and for-this reason: If the manufactur- 
ers of agricultural machinery, to which I believe he particu- 
larly referred, for instance, enter into a combination haying for 
its purpose the restriction of the production of agricultural ma- 
chinery, what happens? Those factories are not used for the 
production of electrical appliances; they are not used for the 
production of engines, of railway cars, or of anything else; 
they are idle a part of the time as a result of such restriction- 
of output. In other words, those factories are used only one- 
half of the year and there is a lessening of production to that 
amount. But if the farmers of the South could enter into an 
agreement—which, in my mind, is impossible—that a certain 
portion of the acreage which they now use should not next 
year be used in the production of cotton, that acreage would not 
be idle. It would be used in the production of corn or other 
farm products, and therefore there would not be a restriction 
in the aggregate production of farm products even in Southern 
States. Therefore, the parallel which the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Scorr] attempted to draw for the purpose of proving 
an equal criminality on the part of southern cotton planters 
does not exist. But, Mr. Chairman, what would the effect be 
if such an agreement were made? The effect would necessarily 
be to increase the competition now existing on the part of the 
producers of corn, and it might easily happen that the increased 
acreage devoted to corn would result in bringing about the same 
condition of affairs as to corn as now exists as to cotton. 
There would, therefore, be no relief for the farming commu- 
nity at all; it would merely be extending the territory so that 
the farmers of Kansas would probably ask: Why don’t those 
southern farmers go back to cotton, and so relieve us of this 
new competition? The farmers, of course, propose to use that 
acreage in the production of wealth. Now, when the manufac- 
turer restricts his production, not only does he only produce 
but half of the previous amount, but he receives the same price 
for 50 per cent as heretofore he has received for 100 per cent of 
his output, while he has restricted the demand for labor, and 
hundreds of thousands of workers are now turned into what is 
an apparently already overflowing labor market, and they 
would come in competition with those that are even now receiv- 
ing only a small return for their labor. 

That would be the effect and it always is the effect of every 
combination which has for its purpose the restriction of produc- 
tion and the enhancement of prices by manufacturers; but no 
such combination could be made among the farmers, and if it 
were made the land would be used for other purposes and prob- 
ably just as much labor would be employed. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, what is the bottom of this whole proposition? The proposi- 
tion is that there shall be an artificial interference with the 
production of wealth. The reason that poverty exists in this 
country to-day to the alarming extent it does exist, the reason 
it exists all over the so-called “civilized world,“ is because 
through legislative enactments the natural laws of production 
and the natural laws of exchange are constantly interfered with. 
Artificial barriers are erected which make more difficult the ex- 
change of wealth, and when you see the results as you see them 
here in the United States you say, “Oh, we must have a com- 
mission to inquire what is to be done to remedy such a condition 
of affairs.” We have had such a commission, the results of 
which the gentlemen on the other side are about to give us, in 
which they will say the shipping industry is a languishing 
industry. We must give it “pap,” just as you have been giv- 
ing “ pap” to many other industries in the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, why this cry of the farmers of the South? 
Why this talk of an agreement to limit the production of cot- 
ton? Is cotton a bad thing? Has civilization too much of it? 
No; cotton is one of the most universally useful of all of na- 
ture’s products. 

Mr. Chairman, this demand for a restriction of the production 
of cotton, so far as it is legitimate—i. e., comes from the pro- 
ducer and not from the speculator in cotton—is nothing but an 
outburst of feeling that they are not getting a “square deal.” 
It is a crude method of expressing their conviction that radical 
steps must be taken to prevent their suffering for their benefi- 
cent acts—for the growing of cotton, Mr. Chairman, is a benefi- 
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cent act and would at all times appear so to the whole world 
if it were not for our social maladjustments, which, in this case, 
as in many others, apparently turns a blessing into a curse. 

If we had not become accustomed to seeing these things out 
of gear, all awry, so that they really appear to us in an inverted 
form, we should ridicule the suggestion that there ever was too 
much cotton in the world. What a misuse of words to say that 
there is too much cotton produced when there are hundreds of 
thousands—yes, millions—in need of cotton goods! 

“Oh,” some of you gentlemen will say, but those people are 
unable to buy them!” True. But why? Haven't they the 
hands, the arms, and the brains with which to produce other 
wealth to exchange for cotton? Aye, haven’t they willingness 
to toil so as to obtain the wherewithal to purchase cotton goods? 
Then why this seeming anomaly on the one hand of the pro- 
ducer of cotton unable to dispose of his product, because there 
is no apparent demand for it, while on the other hand there are 
millions who want the cotton but are unable to buy? Oh, 
some of you, as well as self-satisfied people on the outside 
of this House, you who assert that this is the best of all pos- 
sible worlds, you say there is nothing seriously wrong with our 
economic conditions; if men are suffering for the necessaries of 
life it is because they are shiftless, indolent, lazy, and improvi- 
dent; if they desired to work they could get work. As a dis- 
tinguished Member of this House said a year ago, There is 
work in every part of this country for whoever wants to work, 
and at a compensating wage.” 

To such let me read something which ought to convince even 
them that the charge that men are starving because they will 
not work is a heartless, cruel libel. I read from The Public 
of Chicago, a paper which I have heretofore commended to this 
House for lucidity of expression. It quotes the superintendent 
of the municipal lodging house of New York City as saying 
that 

t that had fo a 
on a recent Saturday nigh —5 enge day when there was 


snow shoveling to be done, there but 207 applicants for lodg- 
ings, whereas on the ordinary nights the number ranges from 700 40 


As The Publie says: 

Little jobs at shoveling snow had put men in condition to pay for 
lodgings. Having an opportunity to work they sought no charity. 

Listen to what the superintendent says of those who come to 
the lodging house when a snowstorm has visited the city: 

We make it a point to see that they are aroused earlier than the 
—— 5 o'clock—so that they may apply for a job at snow 

Mr. Chairman, just imagine some of our self-satisfied people 
going out soon after 5 o'clock on a bitter winter's morning with 
only a piece of bread and a bowl of soup in their stomachs to 
face a day of snow shoveling, and even that job has to be 
hunted for, and may not be obtained unless you get there ahead 
of some other poor wretch equally as anxious to get it as you are. 

Only “the lazy and shiftless,” we are told, need ever want. 
Listen again to what this superintendent has to say about these 
men. He says: 

In spite of the remarks made by men who do not know— 


And he might with almost equal truth have said “and who 
do not care.” Perhaps he had some of our prosperity ” touters 
in mind— 

‘ou ought to see how many of them jump at the chance to work, and 
Rustle on their clothes in the morning. 

He says: 

Most of them haye not enough protection as to clothes to take a 
street-cleaning job; but— 

He says— 
still many of them try it and come back in the evening with their toes 
tied up in newspapers, because they are frozen. 

Mr. Chairman, think of men who are “ indolent, shiftless, and 
Improvident“ undergoing such hardships rather than beg or 
steal. Well may the editor of The Public declare, that— 

Facts like these ought to bring the blush of shame to men and 


women of the idle-rich class, who account for poverty with the ready 
explanation that the poor are lazy and idle. 


But my friends from the cotton-producing States say the rea- 
son of the low price of cotton is due to slackened demand from 
abroad. Quite true, but they will hardly contend that every- 
body abroad have had their needs for cotton goods supplied. 
In Europe, Africa, and Asia there are countless millions who 
would be demanding an enormous additional quantity of cot- 
ton goods if they were receiving a “compensating wage” for 
their toil, many of them being unable to even secure the oppor- 
tunity to toil, and therefore can not become consumers of the 
products which others produce. Z 

Mr. Chairman, I will quote again from that great Chicago 
weekly, The Public, whose editor, Louis F. Post, is one of Amer- 


ica’s leading economists, one of its most lucid writers, and one of 
its truest humanitarians. Mr. Post says: 

Reports of sufferin, m 9 
rellef meeting on the Bist it 8 200, 0065 Nn 
city alone are living on the verge of starvation. In the midst of all 
this suffering there is something shocking, in spite of the evident good 
intentions those in attendance, about the self-satisfaction of the 
luxurious persons constituting the relief meeting at which this report 
was made. The meeting was held in the house of a duke whose great 
income flows unearned into his private coffers from the common inheri- 
tance of all Londoners. 

The duke referred to is the Duke of Westminster, the Astor 
of London, the income of whose immediate predecessor was 
some £800,000, or $4,000,000 a year, even as much as twenty 
years ago. Doubtless the present duke’s income from London 
ground rents is twice that sum, and therefore approximates 
in amount the enormous tribute which William Waldorf Astor 
levies upon the industry and thrift of the people of my city in 
the form of ground rents. This enormous outflow of wealth, 
for which Mr. Astor gives nothing in return, accounts in part 
for what is called the “favorable” balance of trade excess of 
outgo as compared with income—which the gentleman from 
South Carolina was so fearful this morning might be disturbed 
by the present low price of cotton. 

Mr. Chairman, I can comprehend the solicitude the gentle- 
man displayed over the desperate straits that he says the farm- 
ers of his State have been brought to as a result of this 
“ overproduction” of cotton, but for the life of me I can not 
comprehend how the country would be more prosperous if our 
cotton exports are entered upon the national balance sheet at a 
billion dollars instead of about half that amount (as I under- 
stood the gentleman to put it at), unless it resulted in $500,000,- 
000 more goods coming into the United States. And yet, from 
the view point of those who advance this preposterous theory 
that a nation is made rich by sending more goods out than are 
brought in, we should be so much poorer by the receipt of those 
additional goods, as the “favorable” balance of trade theory 
is based upon the assumption that we grow rich as we export 
more and import less. Of course none of the advocates of this 
theory want that principle applied to his own affairs. Person- 
ally he wants an excess of income as compared with his outgo, 
but by some peculiar process of thought he determines that 
what is good for individuals is bad for them in the aggregate. 

Carry this reductio ‘ad absurdum to its logical conclusion, 
and what is the result? Why, this; that that country would 
be the most prosperous which sent a large quantity of goods out 
but permitted none to come in, and the more it then sent abroad 
the better off it would be. 

Mr. Chairman, if that is the royal road to prosperity why 
don’t the cotton planters of the South send all their cotton 
abroad and refuse to receive any goods in payment therefor? 
See how much that would increase our “favorable” balance 
of trade. There are two countries which have adopted this 
plan—Ireland and India. Both are constantly sending more 
goods to England than they receive in return. And yet their 
inhabitants are apparently the most ungrateful of creatures, as 
they are always asserting that the process is making them 
poor while it is making Great Britain rich. So anxious have 
the people of Ireland been to escape the beneficent action of this 
“favorable” balance of trade theory that for years they have 
been kicking because the landlords of Ireland took from them 
in the form of rent most of their produce, insisting that the 
process was all right for the landlord, as it enabled him to live 
in luxury in London on the results of their toil, but that it 
was nothing less than robbery of them. What the absentee 
landlord should do is to import some of our “ favorable” bal- 
ance of trade theorists to explain to the Irish tenant farmer 
that “the more he sends out and the less he gets back the 
richer he is.” I am surprised they have never adopted so 
simple a scheme to allay the discontent of their tenants. 

The New York Journal of Commerce has an excellent article 
exposing the fallacy of this theory. 

[From the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, Monday, 
January 9, 1905.] 
“BALANCE OF TRADE” WITH CANADA. 


With what does Canada pay for her imports from the United 
States? It is with her exports, whether they come here direct or 
go to Europe to pay for other things which come here burdened with 
a double p for transportation. Suppose this kind of argument 
should be applied to the trade of our Northern States with those of the 
South or of the Eastern States with the Western? Who does not 
see the advantage in increasing the exchange of commodities in any 
and all directions? Who cares whether in any particular instance 
the balance is one way or the other? It will ance all around in 
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But, Mr. Chairman, I must come back to this article in The 
Public. Mr. Post continues: 
A duchess, whose family lives in luxury on Incomes also wrung un- 


earned from people who work, occupied the chair. Among those par- 
ticipating were other titled mages whose luxurious incomes are 
enjoyed at the expense of their starving fellows whose sufferings —. 
had assembled to relieve. But all they proposed to do was to spen 

pennies here and there for sweet charity. Sweet charity! Yes, sweet; 
so sweet to those who dole it out, and so bitter to those who must 
humbly take it or starve. Not one word escaped the lips of any of this 
charitable assemb in recognition of the element of justice. To 
know that 200,000 fellow men and women were on the verge of starva- 
tion excited their human 9 but that the starving horde were 
. rivileged drones and titled asites revel in un- 
earned incomes, clearly manifest as is the relation here of cause and 
effect, did not concern the relief meeting. It was someth like this 
that Tolstoy had in mind when, with characteristic simplicity and 
directness, he said: “'The rich are willing to do anything for the poor 
but get off their backs.” 

There, Mr. Chairman, is the cause of the inability of the cot- 
ton planter of the South to get an adequate price for his cotton. 
The rich are on the backs of the poor,” and they won't get off. 
Unfortunately the poor haven't intelligence enough to know how 
to throw them off. My friend from South Carolina may regard 
this as farfetched, but it is not so. Through the possession of 
special privileges not only are those who possess them enabled 
to drain from producers a large part of the wealth they create, 
but they thereby largely destroy the consuming power of the 
wealth-creating class, so that even if the southern planter did 
not suffer from that system of indirect taxation euphemistically 
termed “ protection” he would still suffer from the partial de- 
struction of his market, the great mass of the people, all of 
whom use cotton goods. 

Mr. Chairman, only last evening I picked up a book, the 
author of which is probably as competent as any man in this 
country to dilate upon the subject which is treated in that book, 
which is this very question of poverty. He does not use any 
high-sounding title for his book, but simply calls his book 
“Poverty.” Just think, in this twentieth century, with the tre- 
mendous advances that have been made in production and ex- 
change, the tremendous advances that have been made in the 
capacity of the human individual to produce a greater amount 
of wealth than was previously produced in the same time and 
with the same expenditure of effort, we have a book exciting 
very general comment, commented upon by the press of the 
country, devoted entirely to this question of poverty. Mr. 
Robert Hunter, who is at the head of the University Settlement, 
of New York, married a very wealthy woman, a daughter of 
Anson Phelps Stokes, and therefore presumably is not preju- 
diced against the rich. Mr. Hunter says even in so-called 
“prosperous times” there are in the United States of America 
probably 10,000,000 people who are practically starving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. The gentleman from New York is on a 
subject we all desire to avoid, and I was going to move that he 
be allowed to conclude his remarks. The subject he is upon is 
very interesting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that the time has been limited by the com- 
mittee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] is again 

ized. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite grasp the pur- 
pose or relevancy of the gentleman’s remarks. If he means 
that this matter of poverty is one which the individual members 
of this House desire to avoid. I apprehend his remarks. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. The gentleman has it. 

Mr. BAKER. But, Mr. Chairman, we are not here as indi- 
viduals. We are here in our representative capacity, and in 
that capacity it is our duty to bring the best intelligence of 
which we are capable to the solution of this fearful problem, 
this problem of the persistence of poverty amid increasing 
wealth. Mr. Chairman, I have said that in this book Mr. Robert 
Hunter says there are perhaps 10,000,000 people in the United 
States, even in the most prosperous times, who are practically 
in a condition of starvation; that is, they are underfed, under- 
clothed, and have not got ample, decent, living quarters. That 
constitutes poverty. Now, is not that a fearful arraignment of 
our social order, of our boasted progress, that as the result of 
a hundred and twenty-five years of the development of this 
country, with the brightest brains in the country presumably 
devoted to a permanent solution of this question, that no one 


here in this House, the representative body of our 80,000,000 
people, no one proposes to do the slightest thing; no one pro- 
poses to direct public attention to the subject; no one proposes 
to take any step whatever to find out what is the cause of this 
8 condition of poverty and what is the natural solution 
or 
Just listen to this: 
[From the Washington Post, January 8, 1905.1 

THOUSANDS ARE STARVING—NEW YORK FACING GREATEST PROBLEM OF 


UNEMPLOYED IN ITS HISTORY—50,000 CHILDREN GO TO SCHOOL BREAK- 
FASTLESS—AT LEAST 100,000 MEN ARR IDLE—APPEAL TO SARGENT. 


Some startling statements are contained in a letter received by Frank 
pP: pugar Commissioner-General of Immigration, from a New York 
philanthropist, a man who is identified prominentiy with charity and 
Correction, 1 yS the great city. In part, Commissioner Sargent's 
correspo: 2 

“New York has now the largest portion 
great city in the country. There areet least 160,000 he ren a ‘the 
city to-day, or 40 per cent more than at this time last Fifty 
thousand children go to school breakfast! which means Tale fathers. 
So overwhelmed is the department of charities, with tens of thousands 
of applications from men out of work, that it finds itself unable to cope 
with the situation In short, the metropolis this winter is facing a 
eer can regard to the unemployed such as has never been known 

‘ommissioner t is 9 on a plan by the adoption of 
which he hopes to break colonies of aliens in the large cities and 
them over the country, where the: be able to obtain work 
at living wages, thus relieving the co’ Ron. In the citi ticularly 
in New York, where a great majority of the aliens are N 

The Commissioner, we are told, is “working on a plan 
* * * to scatter them (the aliens) over the country where 
they may be able to obtain work at living wages” 

How simple, Mr. Chairman. Is it not surprising that no one 
has ever before thought of such a simple solution. But will the 
Commissioner kindly indicate where these places are where 
these people “ may be able to obtain work at living wages?” 

Mr. Hunter tells us “that the most conservative estimate of 
distress existing in the industrial States is 14 per cent of the 
total population;” that “one-fifth (6,600,000 persons) in the 
States of New York, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, IIlinois, Indiana, and Michigan are in poy- 
erty;” and that of the 10,000,000 whom he estimates are in 
poverty in the United States, “4,000,000 are estimated to be 
dependent upon some form of public relief.” 

I therefore ask this very wise Commissioner “where are 
these people to obtain work at living wages?” 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Sargent is not to be specially 
blamed for these conditions. No one is, you know. It is not 
Mr. Sargent’s business to settle economic problems, that’s the 
business of this House. Not only is it our business, but it is 
the most important business that devolves upon us. Despite 
the fearful condition Mr. Hunter shows exists we shall do noth- 
ing. We can devote hours upon hours to the question of 
whether some man with epaulets shall or shall not receive pay 
from one of the States as well as from the Federal Treasury, 
but the question of questions, that of the cause and persistence 
of poverty amid increasing wealth, we have no time to bother 
with the under dog, although he is shown to number some 
10,000,000. 

According to Mr. Hunter, there were 6,468,964 persons unem- 
ployed a part of the year preceding the census of 1900. Of 
these, 2,069,546 were unemployed from four to six months, and 
about half a million were unemployed practically the entire 
year. He also says that 10,000 die of tuberculosis—a “ pov- 
erty ” disease—every year in New York City. 

Listen to this from page 178 of “ Poverty: 

THE PRAYER OF THE TENEMENT—“ BREATH, BREATH, GIVE ME BREATH ”— 


A YIDDISH WHISPER, ON A NIGHT IN APRIL, 1903, FROM THE HEART 
OF THE NEW YORK GHETTO. 


At 18 Clinton street, back in the rear tenement, a young Roumanlan 
Jew dying of consumption. With ev: breath I felt the heavy, 
foul odor from po >, rance, filth, disease. In this room, 10 
feet square, six people lay on the floor. The other room was a closet, 
6 by 7. In that closet four were sipin, 
Mette N ae for tae wae —— had iain the a0 a 

00 and yet for two long w e ere From h 
soiled bed $e could touch the one table where the jon E tee 


scatter 


the cooking stove was 6 feet from him; the cupboard over his pillow. 
as — body was too feeble to rise; too choked, too tortured to lie 
own. 


Breath, breath, breath. Oh, kill me! oh, kill me!” 

Two years ago this man had come to America. He came young, 
well, and hopeful. It was a new country, a new home, a fresh s 
a land to breathe in. “Breath, breath, give me breath.” He hai 
breathed no air here but the close, heavy air of the sweatshop from 


6 in the morning until 10 at night. 
worked on until 1 ig metimes, he whispered, he 


In New York are 50,000 like him working. There are 361,000 such 
closets in the city. 

And this was his home. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, if such a story as this could be burnt into 
the brain of every man in this House, there to remain, ever and 
ever to rise to torture its Members until they had determined to 


710 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


consecrate themselyes to the task of discovering the remedy for 
this condition of hell upon earth. 

Does my friend from South Carolina realize that here is an 
enormous army of potential consumers of the cotton of the 
South? All that is required to make it an effective demand is 
to stop the robbery of these and millions of others that is now 
done through the possession of special privileges. 

Think, Mr. Chairman, that scores of millions of dollars are 
drawn every year to England and other foreign countries in 
ground rents by the Astors, Vanderbilts, Bradley-Martins, and 
others. And this deplorable condition which Mr. Hunter de- 
picts is caused by that very thing, by their being compelled to 
pay to these private individuals one-third, aye, one-half, if their 
scanty earnings for the privilege of living on the island of Man- 
hattan, whose land values are due to the industry of these very 
sweat-shop workers and its other toilers. 

Does my friend from South Carolina realize that all over the 
world there are millions of people who are being pauperized by 
the idle rich, who collect fabulous sums in tribute as the price 
of permitting their fellow-men to occupy sites made valuable 
by the very people who pay the ground rent? That if that 
ground rent were paid into the public Treasury instead of into 
the private pockets of the Astors, Goelets, Rhinelanders, Gerrys. 
Stewarts, et al., then there would be no need for any form of 
indirect taxation; consequently every penny now paid for tariff 
taxes and other forms of the indirect taxation would remain 
in the pockets of the masses of the people and would be used 
by them in buying cotton goods and other products of the South 
and West. 

Mr. Chairman, perhaps the working of this operation of the 
absorbing of ground rent has never been more succinctly por- 
trayed than in a little story I have here in a book called the 
„Game of Life,” which I hold in my hand, the author of which 
is Bolton Hall, of New York. It is entitled: 

“THE WORKINGMAN AND THE THINKINGMAN.” 


A Workingman had a bit of ground on which he lived. It seemed to 
be worth very little, so, after a while, he gave it to the Thinkingman. 
Nevertheless, the Work had to live on the land, so the Thinking- 
man ch him rent. Then the Workingman called the Thinkingman 


a 1 

The kingman thought and made a law; then he nominated law- 
makers and the Workingman voted for them—the lawmakers adopted 
a Constitution, to prevent any change. The Workingman called the 
Thinkin n an Autocrat. 

The Workingman worked and made a gun; then he gave it to the 
Thinkingman for the rent. The Thinkingman said, “ What good is 
a gun to me unless I have a man to use it? J can't risk my own 
life.” So the Workingman voted an appropriation out of his wages 
to the Thinkingman to hire a man to use the gun. Then the Working- 
man called the Thinkingman an Aristocrat. 

The appropriation set the Workingman behind with his rent, so the 


Thinkingman sent the hired man (with the gun) to turn the Working- 
a 75 G his tenement. The Workingman called the Thinkingman 
a Plutocra 


Now, the question is, who really dispossessed that Workingman? 


Mr. Chairman, I have here another of these little parables of 
Mr. Hall's, from his Game of Life, which may be more effective 
than I have been in suggesting to the Members of this House 
how it is that these terrible conditions exist and also how many 
forces there are always operating to prevent any real investiga- 
tion—any investigation, I mean—that shall go to the root of the 
evil and not be merely superficial. 

This one is headed: 


IN THE CONGREGATION OF THE RIGHTEOUS. 


“ Let us talk about why we that produce nothing are rich, while those 
that produce everything are poor,” said the Gentleman. 

“Tt isn't true,“ said the Statistician. 

“Nor new,” said the Historian. 

“Nor pleasant,” said the Lady. 

“Nor permanent,” said the Benevolist. 

“Nor profitable,” said the Clergyman. 

“Nor nothing,” said the Politician. 

“Tt may foster discontent,” said the President, “and alienate— 
ahem—support from our institution. Let us discuss a subject agreeable 
to us all—eh, The drink evil among the lower elasses.“ 


If that is not sufficiently illuminating, perhaps the Members 
of this House will get a clearer comprehension of the why those 
who toil haye not, while those who neither toil nor spin are ar- 
rayed as gorgeous as the lilies of the field. 

The title of this little parable is The Fall of Troy (Okla- 
homa)” and is also from Mr. Hall’s “ Game of Life.” 


Some pioneers settled In Oklahoma Territory, where the land was 
worthless. They called it “Troy,” because they went there as exiles, 
with nothing. At first there was no travel, few people, and hardly any 
houses; so there was no need for roads or sidewalks, street lights, 
police, or fire department. But as the town grew, and houses, churches, 
shops, and stores were put up, they began to need such public improve- 
ments; and, at the same time, the land, being occupi to rise in 
value. The settlers saw that it was the increase of population and the 
improvements that made the land more valuable, so the town meetin; 

an annual tax on that value, to pay for the improvements. 0 
course, any land that was not worth anything paid no tax. 

One day a man appeared in the town with an old Indian deed to the 
land on which the town was built, He showed that it was in proper 


legal form, and politely asked the settlers to come to his office and set- 
tle with him for the rent. They did not like this. They foolishl 
argued; “ Your land was worth nothing whatever before we came, an 
now, because we have made it valuable, you want us to pay rent.” 
Borre mae was clearly according to law, and the landlord ted on 

8 u r g ” 

Well, the settlers left their shanties, loaded their portable goods on 
rafts, and paddled across to the other side of the river. They took with 
them the most valuable thing they had, yet it was not in the boats; 
no one carried it, and everyone forgot i And they took it from a 
piao where it was no longer needed to a place where they could not 

ave an honest government without it. What was it? ‘The value of 
the land. 

Bolton Hall is not the only author who recognizes the funda- 
mental cause of poverty. Listen to another well-known author 
on this subject > ` 

[From the New York American of January 3, 1905.] 
POULTNEY BIGELOW KNOWS TWO BIBLES—ONE OF THEM, HE SAYS, ON 
RETURN TO HIS NATIVE LAND, IS BY HENRY GEORGE. 

Sax FRANCISCO, January 2. 


Poultney Bigelow, historian and traveler, arrived here to-day on his 
way to Boston to deliver a series of twenty-five lectures on the subject 
of colonization and expansion. 


When I come back to my own country,” he sald, “ and I look around 
at the great monopolies, trusts, combines, I come to the conclusion that 
there are only two Bibles—and the other one is Henry Georges ‘ Prog- 
ress and Poverty.’ ” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the time is too brief for me to go into 
any extended discussion as to the solution, but the solution 
is as clear as the solution of any sum in mathematics; it is to 
wipe off of the statute books of this country every law that 
gives one man a special privilege as against another man. 
remove all the artificial obstructions that have been erected 
against the natural order of production and exchange. And 
when you do that, you solve the poverty question. You solve 
the industrial question. There will not then be men getting up 
on this floor, as there have been for the last few days, and 
talking about the fearful conditions of the farmers of the South. 
There will not be other men, who sometimes, but very seldom, 
get up and speak of the deplorable condition of many among 
the laboring classes. There will not even then be men who 
will come into this House and say as to certain individuals 
who are already inordinately wealthy they ought to have more 
special privileges given to them, for the purpose, I assume, of 
making them wealthier still. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already quoted two of the little sketches 
from The Game of Life, by Bolton Hall, to show the underly- 
ing cause of poverty.“ I now desire to call the attention of 
the House to another parable from this same thought-inciting 
little volume. It is called the “ Remedy of publicity,” and out- 
lines a few questions that might well be put by legislative inves- 
tigating committees in every State of the Union to the public- 
service corporations and other beneficiaries of special privilege. 

THE REMEDY OF PUBLICITY. 
Questions to be asked by Mr. Roosevelt's proposed superintendent of 


rusts : 
1. Where did you get it,” and what is the difference between a 
dividend and a “ avy? 

2. What legislatures do you own? 

3. What is the average of the combined salaries of your president 
and your office boys? 

4. Why did the grand jury fail to indict you? 

5. What time is your president allowed for lunch, and has the ad- 
vance in the price of beef improverished him? 

6. How many persons have you run over, ruined, or otherwise killed 
during the year? Why? 

7. o is your judge? . 
‘ fag Deh pay him by the job or by the year? Of what church is he 

T 

9. State all sums paid during the last year for false witnesses. 

10. Are your contributions to both political parties dictated by love 
for mankind or by business considerations? 


11. “ What shall it profit a man if he gain the whole world and lose 
his own soul?” 

12. How much of the total consumption do you control, and why 
can't you tell? 

13. Do you believe in socialism or in anarchy? 

14. How were the books lost? 

15 Why don’t your directors know anything about the business? 

16. Where do you expect to go when you die? 

Sworn to by 


N. B.—The typewriter's oath will not be accepted unless she has 
reached years of discretion. 


Mr. Chairman, I am well aware of the difficulty of attempting 
even to suggest to the Members of this House the relationship of 
cause and effect which exists between the granting of special 
privileges and the suffering of the southern cotton planters, due 
to the low price of that staple, and yet that relationship does 
exist, the latter has followed the former as certain as night fol- 
lows day. And it is because the effect—low prices to the pro- 
ducers of beef, as well as to cotton planters—is the inevitable 
result of the cause—special-privilege legislation—that I propose 
to include as an appendix to my remarks an article I contributed 
to the Arena magazine which appears in its September issue, 
and also extended extracts from articles on the same subject by 
Thomas W. Lawson, of Boston, who, regardless of his motives, 
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whether they are merely those of reyenge or the far higher one 
-Of a genuine desire to do his part to destroy the cancer of special 
privilege which is sapping the very life of the people of this 
Republic, is performing a great service to the public, as these 
articles have already attracted widespread attention, have in- 
cited very general discussion, and will, I believe, assist in clari- 
fying public thought, which I hope will scon result in the com- 
plete uprooting of the cancer. 
APPENDIX. 
FRENZIED FINANCE—THE STORY OF AMALGAMATED, 
[By Thomas W. Lawson, of 34964. in Everybody's Magazine, July, 


There will be set down, in the series of articles of which this is the 

Suey tf Amsigvanted Caper’ aad oF tee cavaten® ee white baa 
o 0 an w 

the Ey t example. nie 2 "is a 1 = R device 


ean its 


. 
gard of law, of common moral mor: „ and of 19 25 ublic nse ores h. 
gether with a grim on to, a 
great 3 they = aoe pelea a captured. 


with, the men I have had close and 3 intercourse, jas 
s 0 a 

upon millions—to ax personal knowl- 

llars—which were made because of 


arge 
over thirty—which were directly caused 
number 3 reputable -citizens w 
vlets to owl over twenty di 


tly of 
of this“ aroraa of which Henry 
3 were the direct administrators; 


to whose eyes I have seen come the tears for 
whose voices I have h 


olla 
into beasts of pre and put to shame the denizens of 
devour th miete Rina + they may live. 


* s . . * 


evils of which such affairs as the Amalgamated are the p irer: resutt 
to expose before them the brutal facts as to the conception, birth, 
moe Be this the foremost of all unsavory off- 


e 
——— 5 destro 
e creation of 


of the 
tem.” Thus they may learn that it is within u their 
A a aa already in existence and render impossible 


FRENZIED FINANCE—THE STORY OF AMALGAMATED. 
{By Thomas W. Lawson, of 3 on, in Everybody's Magazine, August, 


This is the start of the great re mn. the r es N last 
— —— Mr. ego. told of or = a : o 
suic — — Amalgama o an 2 himself o ex- 

B ite. organization the financial 


Boe pene th . which. the pu lie was 1 In this install- 
ment Mr. Lawson tells of the system ” and its master, and how the 
hideous “crime of Amal; ated was born at the home of the sys- 
tem,” 26 Broadway.—Editor’s Note. 


CHAPTER I—TH® TORTUOUS COURSE OF AMALGAMATED. 


Amalgamated was begotten in 1898, born in 1899, and in the 
first five 5600 of Tes existence plundered the public to the extent of 
over $100,000, 

* . . * * 


From its Te tion it Sa known as a “Standard Oil” crea’ 
ce was the National City Bank of New Yc York 


rth the 
bank), and its u” 


Standard Oil ents the leading “ Standard 
W H. rs, William ores and James Stillman. 

It from its birth to present wri responsible for more 
hell than any other trust or financial thing since the world Be- 
cos oe is e po poopie haye sustained incalculable losses and have suf- 

ered un 

But for tn ort 7 of the National City Bank of New York, the 
tremendous losses and necessarily corresponding profits could not have 


cai 
* . 


There are only three seme who as lend the name L standard oil,” 
even in the most remote way, to any project, for there is no more 
heinous crime in the “Standard Oil” d ogue than using the name 
“Standard Oil” uhauthorized. The three men are Henry H. Rogers, 
he eee and gona D. n 


* s 
The. success ot 8 Standard oil” ia larests due to two things—the 
loyalty of its members to each other and to “Standard Oil,” and the 
punishment of its enemies. Each member before initiation knows its 
religion to be reward for friends and extermination for enemies. wae 
“Standard Oil” man's reward is always ample and satisfactory, 
15 constantly reminded in a thousand and one ways that Punishment = 
disloyalty is sure and terrible, and that in no corner of the earth can 
he escape it, nor can any power on earth protect him from ie 


Mr. Chairman, what does this mean? If Mr. Lawson's ple- 
ture is a true one, then Standard Oil has a power greater than 


any government on earth; that of the Czar of Russia, with all 
of its thousands of spies, is not equal to this. And we are told 
that the head of this organization is a “ philanthropist.” 


During the on twenty yus whenever the pr political parties 
or 


have 2 — — — oe regular apart nr ye tussi e, there would be 
found thle y rs, calm as a race-track gambler, “sizing up” the 
entries, th — — and handicaps. Every twist and turn in the 
grees and records of Republicans and Democrats are as familiar to 
im as the * 5 pope sheets“ are to the gambler, for is he not at the re- 
ach gar tee end L e greatest information bureau in the world? 
A Oil agent is in every hamlet in the country, and who 
better . trained and intelligent observers to interpret the 


le Rogers, the sagacious politician, to diag- 
ane che drt drift oP the. the country fas abeal of the most sscute e 
N ge He is never in doubt about who will win the et rege e 
—— contest is under way he has picked his winner and is 
with generous offers of war — 


[From the September, 1904, aie of Everybody's Magazine.] 
CHAPTER 880 8 POWER OF DOLLARS. 
At no time in the histo the United States has the power of dol- 


lars been as great as now. om and equity are controlled by dollars. 
The laws which should preserve and orce all rights are made and 
enforced dollars. It is possible to-day, Ape dollars, to “steer” the 


selection of the candidates of both the grea 
5 our Republic, that of President of the U United States, 80 tha t the peo- 
ahs a matter of fact, must elect one of the “steered” candidates. 
t is possible to * — the operation in the selection of candidates for 

the executive and slative conduct and control of every State and 
municipality in the United States, and with a sufficient number of dol- 
to “steer” the doings of the lawmakers and law enforcers of the 

— — State, and municipal governments of the people and a sufficient 
proportion of t of the court decisions to make absolute any power created by 


Ber ys: kor the r office 


s . 

I shall go further and 5 that there exists to-day eee in the 
hands -or a set = men a power to r n from N 

+ 


8 the hes that the world had egon gun mistily t te: take in the tre- 
mendous forces which radiated from there occurred a 
financial crash, and the poe saw thels yo rl invested in what the 
pe Son were the legal and absolute titles of ownership in the materi: 
cabs of their country, suddenly decline in value and contract to prices 


resenting a loss to them of 5 —.— of dollars. Thro aout the 
misery and suffering this terrible colla occasioned “ Stan ou” 
remained undistur a — 1 and amid all the confuslon kept sternly 


on its “ dollar-making 5 eed, It seemed to gain in bulk as vas 
institutions diminished bs > disappeared: Then it was that the peo 1 this 
to demand, and are now ot demanding, “What is 
‘Standard Gil???“ “What is its secret?” “Whence came it? and 
“Can our Republic man if it, to; oant 
2 * * * 
The next move r ents 8 of the A n devices of finance 
in which “ standard O! ag de 3 e Cor and brings the process of artificial 
‘ontrol of a certain number of these 


savings and na eal and trust and insurance com es having 
been acquired, the funds 3 ulated depositing 
those of one institution with anoth er, and the latter’s in turn with ty 


first, as to swell their deposits and create in all of them an apparent 
legitimate basis for increases of capitalization. At the same e there 
was shown an apparent legitimate necessity for the W N 
* “pet ona ban ant trust companies, which were dul 
ized and thelr asseta”, ed around b. 5 The resul 
of all this manipulation ay oH descrip hout the series af 
correlated institutions loans and oe its a 5 tiplied in such an 
intricacy ot duplication that onl w able experts, snoga by the 
u , 5 of pe ma’ ematical ge us, 7 * - on 
tangle to = ene 3 ing ro on the ma 
funds bear to those which have been ted by Phe financial jugglery 
I have indicated. 

When “Standard OI” had gathered into its net non we gS of the 
important private institutions finance there still remained thi 3 
= Government, the largest handler of mo in the country. 

not hard for “Standard Oll” to introduce rt votaries into 
the United States Treasury and thus to steer the millions of the nation 
into the banks subject to the “ agen i control. This „accomplished, 
the structure was a gel ane e process of “making” dollars pro- 
ceeded on a e e 
* 2 * 
on showing ow a millions eens in the brief 
899893 e per) ll life, I deal with 
not 9 ee let my orn — or a moment give their 8 
to themselves one scene in this stupendous drama. 
tes er in cee if not in the 
A great room solemn—an n ae a) rectitude—the 
furni e hea carpets, th 


— By the massive 
the great Saa jatii ble portentously sug- 
. . = s * * * 


The door closes—silence and th Then the air er renee with the 
sound of a hearty handslap the genial, whole-souled of the 
master“ er. I feel as thou dad one an 


Thirty-six million dollars ‘made’ and no hitch, 
delay 975 follows the partner's mild answer: Tes, Ha any, 
bat aes forget James's and the others’ shares will shrink it up qui 


[From the November, 1904, number of Everybody's Magazine.] 

In this installment (the fourth in a serles which 8 7 ane fora 
year or more—see With Eve! body’s Publishers, Mr. Lawson 
tells of his great fight the “ system ” on alt k the Westing- 

bis first encounter and su ment alliance 
. H. Rogers, and then gives particulars of the 
of the Bay State gas cohorts against the forces of 
for supremacy in Boston. The long-continued warring 
culminates in a meeting between Lawson and Rogers to discuss a set- 
tlement. The interview, big with significance to both men, is one of the 
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great scenes in Mr. Lawson's story, and affo; rha 
and dramatic report of a business . ane —THE EDITORS. 


the most vivid 


When the American ple are aroused, as they surely will be, to 
demand restitution and are in the act of brushing, with a mighty 
sweep of indignation, back into the laps of the plundered the billions 
of which they have been robbed, and “Standard Oil” and the “ sys- 
tem” break and fall like reeds before the gale, I doubt, even if H. H. 

rs be brought face to face with ruin, that he will feel half the pain 
I shall, for I know that the picture of that memorable night will surely 
come back to me with all the vividness of reality. 

But as my mind harks back there clashes with this another, a hellish 
picture, which the same Henry H. Rogers painted with the brush of 
Amalgamated, and a procession of conyicts and suicides trails slowly 
toward me out of the canvas. Then I realize that my pen is but the 
instrument of a righteous retribution and that no personal feelings, 
however tender, must be allowed to interfere, 

* 0 . = * — s 

From that time on Mr. Rogers's able brain was working day and 
night, first to get John Hay to run against Roosevelt, next hoot then 
Uncie Mark Hanna; but owing to one of those complicated entangle- 
ments that old Dame Fate now and then reels out of her crochet-basket 
to the bewilderment of slick mortals, his efforts went for naught, and 
he was compelled to fall back on a more dangerous and expensive plan. 
He laid out on his campaign table the “ most available" (what worlds 
of eel-skin, political piety those two words cover!) Democrats, and it 
didn’t take him long to make his selection of a man who would, if 
President of the United States, allow those who put him there to “run 
the shop.” When his selection was made he called in his faithful 
hired man, Senator “ Pat” McCarren, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and gave his 
orders, the same kind of orders as he gives for the purchase of an oil 
well or the knocking in the head of a business rival or the setting u 
of an Amalgamated ock-down-and-drag-out—“ Go here!” “ Go there!” 
“Buy this!" “Sell that!” “ Billy Sheehan to captain that company, 
and Dave Hill to dig that mine!“ In short order the venture was 
covered to its finality, and there has never been a slip of a cog or the 
9 of a wheel that was not foreseen and provided for. To try 
to balk a part of his game I posted Bryan in advance of the St. Louis 
convention, and we all know how he upset their plans in the committee, 
but we also know it took but the pressure of one finger on one button 
at 26 Broadway and the gold telegram episode to put things back into 
the smooth-running groove. 


[From the December (1904) number of Everybody's Maxazine.] 

I had always held, do now, and always shall hold, that the meanest 

crime in the calendar of vice is bribery of the servants of the people. 
8 * $ * * oe * 

At this period I knew nothing whatever of the workings or the 
wire-pullings of State legislatures. I had not troubled myself about 
franchises or how they were obtained. In a general zar I knew polit- 
ical 3 existed. That Rogers had obtained favors for his 
Brookline Company through bribing officials I had good grounds to be- 
lieve. I had read of strange doings in connection with H. M. Whit- 
ney’s West End Railway franchise obtained from the Massachusetts 
legislature amid an accompaniment of much public scandal; but being 
9 8 without personal experience I had no clear conception of how 

ings were done and, innocently enough, I asked Whitney before we 


arted : 
pax How is it possible for 2 to get this valuable charter from the 
8 particularly with such a simone and honest man as Roger 

‘oleott in the governor’s chair, when Addicks has been trying contin- 
uously for four or five years, ess of mse, to secure an ordi- 
nary one under which he can combine our gas companies?" 

rge Towle answered for Mba E 

“Lawson, that part is no affair of yours. Mr. Whitney will abso- 
lutely guarantee to deliver all those goods, and if it is necessary to 
override the governor in getting them, he will also arantee to do 
that too. You can call all that done the minute we sign papers.” 

s = * * * > 


I do not hesitate to say, then: 

The Massachusetts legislature is bought and sold as are sausages 
and fish at the markets and wharves. That the exert wealthiest, 
and most prominent corporations in New England, whose affairs are 
conducted by our most representative citizens, habitually corrupt the 
Massachusetts legislature, and the man of wealth among them who 
would enter protest against the ag int would be looked on as a 
“¢lass anarchist.” I will go further and say that if in New England 
a man of the type of Folk, of Missouri, can be found who will give 
over six months to turning up the legislative and Boston municipal 
sod of the past ten years, who does not se to the world a condition 
of rottenness more rotten than was ever ‘ore exhibited in any com- 
munity in the civilized world, it will be because he has been ‘ocated 

. by the stench of what he exhumes. 

After this I again saw Whitney and Towle, and they, not relishing 
my remarks on the subject of waT: told me frankly to attend to my 
own part of the affair and leave their part to them, 

* s * * * = . 

If an outsider could possibly have obtained the entry to the head- 
quarters of the Whitney Massachusetts Tipe Line, say at 9 o'clock any 
evening during the session, he might eas have imagined himself at 
the Madison Square Garden or at attersail's on the night of the first 
day of an international horse sale. This is what he would see: In 
parlor 10, seated at a long table, a dozen of Mr. Towle's chiefs, all in 
their shirt sleeves, smoking voluminously ; before each a sheet of pa 
on which was printed a list of the members of the legislature ; . — 


every name a blank space for memoranda; at the head of the table 
Towle himself, frowning severely over a similar sheet having broader 
memoranda spaces. One after another the chiefs would off the 


names of the legislators, reporting as they went along. The outsider 
would hear droned monotonously: “ from not my man; 

from my man and 's man; seen to-day, stood 
same as yesterday ; from , raised price $20, making it 
$150; agreed; $10 paid on account, total of $90 due; raised because 
told him that he had got $20 more from ” 

As each man reported, the other chiefs and Towle discussed the de- 
tails, and when a decision on disputed points was arrived at, Towle 
would make a memorandum on his blank, and the chief concerned re- 
corded the order in the little notebook which each carried. All reports 
in at last, Towle retired to room 11 and returned with the 


y 
“stuff,” consisting of cash, stock, puts, calls, or transportation tickets, 
which he dealt out to the chiefs to fulfill the promises they had made 
for the day. 
— 


* s * * * = 


Early next morning there came to my office two wild-eyed, d 
whe Towle and Afr, Pateh, 25 ho had N 5 
en 0⁰ upon the big, powe: man who ways seemed 
in any light in which I had heretofore beheld him to fear neither man 


nor God—when I looked and saw his plight I pitied him deeply, sin- 
cerely. He carried a large traveling bag, and ar. Patch two yt bag 
“Lawson, for God's sake, don't do what they are all doing—don’t 


upbraid me! I’ve got to get out into the world and be dead to all I 
know—family, friends, everyone. If I stay it's State's prison or 
worse, and Whitney says I must go. I've got all the papers together, 
and Whitney has given me what cash he had on hand and this check 
of $10,000. Do me one last favor; get me gold for it. I know I 
haye no right to ask any favors of you, but think if you were in my 
place. I have a wife and children, and—” and the great; strong man 
OF ad ey ear d in a short time Geo 

ca my secretary, an a sho me rge Towle, with the 
$10,000 in gold and the bags of evidence“ faded out of my life and 
ante —— gray mist of etern: iy 

ew 


e year DE L 
y of our one thou- 
sand eight hundred and ninety-six received, none of them could tell 
from where, their promised vote money in the form of a yarn that the 
P belonging to them had been delivered to George Towle, but 
that Towle had decam with it to foreign shores, where he was 
yee in luxury with Patch. 

" writ that some crimes are so black and foul that they will not 
down, and when I read over what is written here I wonder if there 
will not some day be another chapter of “ Frenzied Finance” written 
by another pen than mine. 


{From the January, 1905, number of Everybody's Magazine.] 


Rogers refused absolutely to be a party to any payment that coul 
be traced back to him. e canvassed the sources of hazard: First, 
through treachery on the part of Foster, Braman, or Addicks, he might 
be accused of bribing a court officer, the recelver; Addicks might black- 
mail him by cha him with conspiracy, or a conspiracy charge might 
be brought by Bay State stockholders, and he be held for tremendous 

es. He refused to put himself into any such trap. I put for- 
ward a dozen ways to meet the emergency, but he would have none of 
them. 1 he ted a method which was certainly perfect 
of its kind. e began by letting me into the secret that the Aoi 
of # McKinley victory in the election the following week looked pretty 
bad, and that the latest canvass of the States showed that unless 
something radical were done Bryan would surely win. Hanna had 
called into consultation half a dozen of the biggest financiers in Wall 
street, and it was decided to turn at least five of the doubtful States. 
To do this a fund of $5,000,000 had been raised under rss direc- 
tion to be turned over to Mark Hanna and McKinley’s cousin, Osborne, 
through John Moore, the Wall Street broker, who was acting as 
Rogers's representative in collecting the money. It would be legiti- 
mate for the national committee to pay out money to Delaware, 
and he, Rogers, would arrange it that the coin to satisfy Braman and 
8 = e through this channel. Thus he would be com- 
pletely protected. 

Lawson,“ said Mr. Rogers, looking at me with intense and deadl 
seriousness, his voice charged with conviction, “if Bryan's elect 
there will be such a pe in this coun as the world has never seen, 
and with his money ideas and the crazy-headed radicals he will call to 
Washington to administer the nation’s affairs business will surely be 
goren and the working people suffer untold misery.” 


God (our God); 
tially “ Standard 
subverting 
A prefa function—the election of a President—but only that good 


pe as patriotism. 


n 

2 * ” defeated their will at the polls, will cry: “ Monstrous! 
Can such things be in America?“ and then will resume thelr inter- 
rupted occupation of “letting well enough alone.” However, this is 
aside from my story. 

Having clearly set forth the political situation through which 
we should be saved, Mr. Rogers proceeded to map out my own pro- 
gramme. First, I must perfect an alibi for him by going to Foster 
and Braman, and impressing them that he was absolutely out of the 
affair, and must under no circumstances be brought into it; next, I 
must convince Addicks to the same effect, and in addition tell him 
that Mr. Rogers had angrily refused to get into the mix-up; that I 
should then hold myself in readiness to meet John Moore and Hanna 
or Osborne as soon as an appointment could be arranged. That 
afternoon I got the word and went to 26 Broadway, and from 
there Mr. Rogers and I went over to John Moore's ofice, slipping 
in the private door from the rear street. 

“John,” said Mr. Rogers, “I am going to turn this matter over 
to you and Lawson, and I am to have nothing further to do with it. 
What you two to will be satisfactory to me, and remember, 
both of you, every dollar that is paid is 5 by the national com- 
mittee, but after it's all settled, and if ere is no sli up, I will 
look to Lawson for Whatever is expended. Is it understood?’ 

We agreed that it was, and Rogers left us. 


CHAPTER XXVII.—COURT CORRUPTION AND COIN, 

The closing scene of this most significant drama was enacted before 
Judge Wales on that eventual Saturday morning in the Wilmington 
circuit court-room. 

The dramatis persone were gathered in little ups representing the 
separate interes Addicks and some of his lieutenants, my partner 
at the . John Moore's partner and Rogers's counsel with their 
heads together; Braman and Foster nearer the judge, their eyes wan- 
dering toward two dress-suit cases piled before John Moore's partner, 
which, it was understood, contained the money. 

= 
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his client had been satisfied, and made a formal motion to dismiss the 


receivership. Judge Wales formally consented, and as the clerk of the 
court was entering the dismissal in his minute-book my_partner tele- 
phoned the facts to me. I sent back the word that my directors were 


resigning—had resigned—that Rogers's directors were bang: cieca 
had been elected—that the Boston gas companies were now erred 
to Rogers. My partner whispered 9 to John Moore's partner 
and Rogers's counsel. At once the two dress-suit cases, each loaded 
with currency, were slipped to Braman and Foster. 
* s * > „ 


s 0 

It was all over in a few minutes, and when my partner sald: It's 
done,” and “By jove, there go Dwight Braman and Roger Foster on 
the dead run with a dress-suit case apiece!” I held my sides as 
Parker Chandler in his inimitable way bawled: “Tom, let's leave our 
straw hats on the pegs, for we'll probably be back next spring, figuring 
out how to pump air enough through the gas-measuring meters to pay 
for that money we've just loaned Braman and Foster for a day or two.” 

Chandler is a cynic. 


— 


THE REIGN OF GRAFT AND THE REMEDY. 


By Hon. Robert Baker, Member of Congress from the Sixth New 
By York district, in the Arena, September, 1904.] 


For the better part of a year the disclosures of corruption in the 
Post-Office Department were made the occasion for thousands of edi- 
torials; Machen, Beavers, and other De ent officials and the con- 
tractors who were said to have divided with them being held up by 
Democratic organs as the inevitable product of Republican rule, while 
Republican speakers and editors either denied its existence or 
that the corruption was merely desultory and would be ferreted out 
and p ed. To read the discussions of the matter at the time it 
engrossed a large share of public attention one would have assumed 
that there had been an outbreak of a new disease, which if taken 

romptly in hand could be thoroughly stamped out. There was much 
Senunctation of graft in the Post-Office and other De ents of the 
Federal Government, but none of graft per se. Nothing could have 
been more essentially superficial or could have more clearly indicated 


the entire lack of conception of its ca its 8 and how it 

could be prevented; its extent and persistence being ascribed to every 

cause but the real one. 1 
r than 


To understand the genesis of graft one must look di 
usually done Py eee who so learnedly discuss it. Graft is no new 
disease of the y politic, nor were the Post-Office scandals a sudden 
eruption of an old but dormant one; nor can it be eradicated by 
superficial measures, nor by holding up certain bureau chiefs and the 
contractors they dealt with as extraordinarily vicious. This is not 
saying that they should not be punished if found guilty, nor that new 
safeguards, wherever possible, be not devised to prevent the repetition 
of such occurrences. The community will, however, gais little there- 
from, nor will graft be thereby eradicated. Greater prp is 
always likely to be shown in the eva of law than in the d ing 
of it. The larger the prospective gain m its evasion the more in- 
genious the methods to circumvent it. 

Society should give more thought to the underlying cause of graft 
than to finding new obstacles to its continuance or new penalties for 
those who practice it. It may be well to first ask whether its preva- 
lence is generally recognized. To assume that it is confined the 
dealings of contractors with Department officials is to overlook its 
larger and more profitable field of operation. 

Before citing some of the more flagrant instances it would be well to 
first ask, What is graft? In the last analysis it is the obtaining of 
something for nothing—through collusion. 

A hint of the extent to which graft has even permeated the commer- 
cial world is indicated in the case of a buyer for a large Washington 
department store, who last winter exhibited to her friends a ificent 
array of “ presents” received from business houses from whom she - 
larly bought goods for her employers. ‘They were all of considerable 
pecuniary value, while she frankly said that the donors all understood 
she could buy wherever she pleased. It is immaterial whether the 
“presents” were bribes or blackmail; elther the donors or her em- 
ployers were “grafted.” And yet she would have waxed indignant if 
anyone had suggested either alternative. 

A few years ago we heard much of how the wholesale dry-goods mer- 
chants in New York were harried by the police when they occupied the 
sidewalks with their packing cases unless they submitted to “ black- 
mail.” It certainly was blackmail for the police to collect this tribute, 
but those who were admittedly occupying public . without . 
ing the city for the privilege were the real rs; they merely divided 
with the pae the value of monopolizing the city’s streets. 

There {s no more reason why cases of boots and shoes, ay goods, 
hardware, machinery; why furniture, fruits, and vegetables should be 
allowed for hours to occupy sidewalks to the obstruction of pedestrians 
than that he who sells meals should have his restaurant on the side- 
walk or that the barber, doctor, or lawyer should have their offices 
there. The virtuous indignation of these merchanfs was not due to a 
high conception of civic duty—against some one obtaining something for 
nothing, against graft per se—but was due to their no longer being per- 
mitted to retain all the value of the privileges they were preempting. 

At the very time when these merchants were crying out against police 
blackmail and were giving more or less open countenance to the move- 
ment to overthrow the city government, one of the wealthiest dry-goods 
merchants made strenuous efforts to privately induce the one member 
of the administration who was standing like adamant in opposition to 
colossal schemes of public spoliation to withdraw his opposition to a 
piece of wholesale graft—the abatement of the assessment for the Elm 
street widening. ad this high city official yielded to these blandish- 
ments this millionaire and his fellow property owners along that thor- 
oughfare would have “grafted” the city to the extent of some 

2,000,000, probably ten times the amount that the police had obtained 

om the merchants who monopolized the city’s sidewalks during all the 
years that they had bribed the police for that privilege. 

In denouncing “ graft” let us maintain some sense of proportion. 
Let our demand for punishment “fit the crime.” While expressing 
hostility to the methods shown to have existed in the contracting de- 
partment of the Post-Office, and venting our indignation on the petty 
contractors and bureau chiefs, who have defrauded the people of some 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, let us reserve some of our condemna- 
tion for those greater criminals who, through collusion with higher 
officials and party chiefs, have taken from the ury millions every 
year in excessive mail-transportation payments. The A hay to the 
railroads in the thirty-nine millions appropriated for inland railroad 
mail transportation is many times the total of the pickings of bureau 
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chiefs and petty contractors. Some six millions are also appropriated 
for rental of mail cars at a cost equal to the original cost of the car, 
many being over twenty years old, and, in the opinion of the railway 
T1011 

Ww Congressmen an ators accept (when 
they do not solicit) passes and telegraph franks—some not om ee 
for themselves, but constantly applying for them for friends? Their con- 


vot is eer 2 
partment w. 
for his ch 


the 


in Grete from that of the purchasing agent of a 
es with the contractor the increased * charged 
uses his official position to get some g for noth- 

e Congressman may ig RAR gen himself with the idea that 
railroad pass or telegraph is given him as a “ courtesy,” but 
we may be sure that the railroad or esraph company fully realizes 
its subtle influence even where it is not openly issued as a bribe. 

It must be remembered that it is not only in affirmative legisla- 
tion that a legislator can render a great service to railroads and 
ege corporations; the statu quo is frequently as 
as legislation openly in 
the ablest judge of the supreme court of the State of New York 
(William J. vi gl descri favoritism in railroad freight rates 
e of our day and generation,” and says that 
been done by it than by all the crimes defined 
by our statutes,” and that “it has crushed and thousands 

over the land,“ it can be readily seen that the most effective 
service a | ator can render to these criminal corporations is to 
quietly put to sleep what the companies are pleased to call.“ hostile” 
legislation ; to Faas off all consideration by the Judiciary Committee; 
by the Commi on Post-Offices and Post-Roads—always so liberal 
in its appropriations for railway-mail transportation; by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, where the two great railway 
there were aided out of the joint treasuries 
and of the United States to an amount various! 
000,000 to $7,000,000 during the Fifty-seventh 
gress; by tate and Fo Commerce Committee, where 
to extend the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
so that they could enforce their decrees instead of, as now, having 
them set at naught by the railroads, are quietly slumbering; or by 
the Public Lands Committee, which ought to have something to say, 
but doesn’t, as to whether the transcontinental roads are living u 
to their agreements entered into as a part consideration, at feast, 
for the hundreds of millions of acres and scores of millions o 
dollars in money that they bribed and cajoled former Congresses 
into granting them; or even by the Labor Committee, which for 
five months fooled with an eight-hour bill and then referred it to 
the Secretary of Commerce an bor to report on, on the ground 
that it had not the time itself to investigate the subject—hostile 
legislation in the vocabulary of the railroads being any measure 
to lessen extortionate tolls; to prevent freight rebates and discrim- 
inations; to compel compliance with the decisions of the courts and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; to enforce the law for auto- 
matic safety appliances; or any other law drawn primarily in the 
interest of the public or of railroad employees. 
jurist of international reputation—Justice Brewer, of the United 
States Supreme Court—has recently 8 out another and an 
extremely insidious form of bribery. In speaking of a lawmaking 
lawyer's temptation which has come with the development of these 
enormous . corporations, he says: 

“These interests are colossal in size, alluring by the magnitude of 
their achievements, tempting not merely by the money they possess 
and with which they can reward, but more by the influence they can 
exert in favor of the individual lawmaker in the furtherance of his per- 
sonal advancement. N 

No one can be blind to the fact that these mighty corporations are 
holding out most tempting inducements to lawmakers to regard in their 
lawmaking those interests rather than the nation. 

“There may be no written agreement. There may be in fact no 
agreement at all, and yet when the lawmaker understands that that 
power exists which may make for his advancement or otherwise, that it 
will be exerted according to the pliancy with which he yields to its so- 
licitations, it lifts the corporation into a position of constant danger to 
republican Institutions.” 

‘or years the business interests of New York have beseeched Congress 

to make more adequate provision for its constantly increasing E 
business, but no appropriation for a 2 8 was made. I learned dur- 
ing the recent session that the money could have been had at almost any 
session during the past ten years only for the opposition of the New 
York Central Railroad. So general was this view that no attempt to 
loss over the real cause was made, even when correspondents of New 
ork papers were present at informal gatherings endeavoring to secure 
an 3 although it was tacitly understood that they would 
not so discreet as to put the blame for the delay where it be- 
longed. The New York Central, having direct representation in the 
Senate, could block any proposition not in conformity with what it was 
pleased to consider its interest. Having finally come to terms with its 
pa rival, the Pennsylvania, and those two corporations having agreed 
tween themselves as to what they would permit to be done in the 
matter, it goes without saying that every difficulty was removed, every 
obstacle overcome; Cabinet officers quickly approved, and the appropria- 
tions were duly made. The New York merchants who cried in vain so 
long for improved postal facilities will no doubt refrain from applying 
the term “hold-up” to the whole proceeding. We in the East have too 
t a reverence for great wealth to do anything more than complain, 

ing equally careful with the correspondents not to say anything rude 
of those who have for so long prevented action, even if the result is to 
buttress private ownership of interstate highways by tying up the 
Post-Office Department to the New York Central with a 50-year lease. 
The records will, I think, be searched in vain during all this period 
for evidence that even one member has openly charged any railroad 
with being the real obstructionist. Of course no one would suggest 
that failure to do this was in any way related to the question of rail- 


road passes. 

Another piece of graft is the excess fare which this road exacts 
from all who purchase tickets from New York to Albany, or vice versa. 
Although limited by law to a 2-cent rate, passengers are charged 
$3.10, the distance being 146 miles. The only excuse I have ever 
heard for this extra fare is that the company has to pay the diference 
to another company which owns the railroad bridge at Albany. This 
is bad enough, but when one learns that the bridge is the private 
property of the Vanderbilt family and their immediate friends, one 
sees that not only is the public milked, but the graft does not even 
go to the stockholders of the road that most of the passengers think 
they pay it to, but to that little inner circle of men who control the rail- 
road company, and who were shrewd enough to hit upon so simple a 
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scheme for defi 


a considerable revenue into their 
who pay this li 


kets. Like 
e honorarium 
“great” families of America have no conception that 


1. 
is it but graft when a United States Senator, the head of an 
ress company, not only uses his ition to protect his own and 
companies from legislative “ a = 


railroads 
prices for transporting the 

What was it but graft when Huntington, Hopkins, Stanford, and 
Crocker o ized a construction company to build the Pacific rail- 
roads, pa : ee out + on of yo ae enor- 
mous sums for work a ated prices, under which they possession 
of most of its bonds and stocks? of 

What was it but graft when big financiers forced the United States 
Government to accept in full settlement but a part of the large debt 
the Union Pacific owed? 

What is it but graft when the controlling forces of a railroad sys- 
tem organize an express or dispatch company to which valuable privi- 
leges are granted on far lower terms than it could, or would, obtain if 
Sr company were not in effect themselves? 

CCC 
organize an in company, locate it along the line of their road, 
then accord it lower freight rates than are charged to competitors in 


the same business 
What is it but when the directors of a railroad e 
cars placed at their disposal whenever they desire them for or 


business purposes? 
What is it but graft when the President of the United States accepts 


the “courtesy” of d trains or cars, for vote-hun 
trips or for social ts? 
t was it but when old and almost useless ships were foisted 

on the Navy De; nt at the outbreak of the Spanish war 

What is it but graft when the anthracite coal roads form a pool 
not only to limit production but to fix the price of transportation at 
from three to four times w W. earn a reasonable dividend on 
the capital invested? robbers fall 


seems, maintain- 
supposed to exist among thieves—i. e., thieves 
W. 

but graft when the Big Four who compose the beef trust 
freight rates which enable them to drive competitors out of 


ess 

iat agreed it but — when heads eo oe — depu 

0 of bureaus ashington—use e carriages for pleasure an 
to maintain their social “ prestige?” : 

What was it but graft w 

during the civil war in depreciated 


of a recent law partner of 

et th the head of the Govern- 

ment to issue bonds to his syndicate at from 8 to 12 per cent less than 
were worth? 


purchase ; ree-quarters, if not four-fifths of w. rep 
sent nothing but water? How many thousands of ignorant but inno- 
cent investors, relying upon the “high character,” “deserved 
reputation,” “co g inf “great ability,” “financial 
ieot S and “ unblemished 
ruined Saving these securities foisted u 
the Machens an 


insignificant beside the colossal sums squeezed out of the peeps 
thro: the ponon of steel 1 stock, — 
nothing of the scores of millions wrung from the people in infla 
prices cha for its products because it was “ pro * tar 


some $5,000,000 
that sum? When burglars are caught 
not permitted to go 

will. be law-abiding. 


al-privil corporations of New 
York City—this same Western Union, the telepho 


a 
0 
of tax 

I was recently told of an incident that occurred in the home city of 
The Arena. A Boston firm, a regular ship to the extent of several 
hundred R a week by the Adams press Company, had been 

. cents a N A friend in another business, heopets 
o drop in and see a pile of packages ready for shipment, ask 
“How much apiece them?“ On being told, 
“What? I don’t know an: about your „ but I 
contract right now to ship them for you by the same sompen. for 85 
cents.“ To test the matter his name was pasted over that of the 
actual shipper and he proceeded to the express office, asking for a quo- 
tation for several hun packages a week. On their quoting a rate 
of 28 cents he said, “I guess I'll send them by mail. The only reason 
I wanted to ship them by your com y was to get an individual re- 
ceipt for each peeks. \y e was then offered a 23-cent rate. It is 
me wre gs say that the real ship ig were 5 when the eats St 
whic’ e com were prepa’ carry their packages was repo: 
to them. Wee a view 325 the tremendous difference in the charges for 
ges by “ parcels post abroad—which rates are fr 
less than one-half what Americans have to pa 


o you on 


The railroads and expr 


of that nature even being considered in commi alone re 
to and acted upon on the floor of Congress; the “ 


What is it but graft when the schoolbook trust Is abl *. 

9 the ee eh . ee books out? ö 

another method of get something for ae 
which is even more generally . than — the fo ing, which 
is more insidious, because one does not have to seek legislative privi- 
* g init. I refer to the successful as to the 
trend of ion; where and when great public Improvements are 
to be e; where a rail terstate or urban—is to be run, ete. 
Of course the su guessers are mostly those who have secured ad- 
vanced information that these ponas are to be carried on. Many a 
fortune has been acquired in this way, and the richest politician is not 
n 1 he who has held the most lucrative office for the longest 
poa © may never have held any office, but If he can secure posi- 
ive information in advance of others where public improvements are 
to be carried out; above all, if he can himself direct and control officials 
who have to do with their location, he can amass a fortune in a few 
years. All he has to do is to get hold, either in his own or his wife's 
hame, but better still in the name of a dummy, of a on of 
the land to be taken for the public improvement, or that which will 
surely be enhanced in value thereby, and he will become rich not only 
by reason of the natural increase of value which always attaches to 
land when these improvements are assured, but by reason of the fact 


that the communities always pay more for property than the 
couM obtain elsewhere. in addition the real owner controls the 


commission which awards the or fixes 
ed and the 


then a far larger price is obtain gra 
This practice, w. bas been found sọ fruitful for politicians in our 
Est e pete Ns . b mal peice 
a case nt m th 
e controlling forces that, when the Northern Pacific Rail. 


the price to be d 
ei 


road was its way to the ocean, gave out that they inten 
locate us at 11 think it was) Tacoma. The pAn mse 
they well know it would that every d speculator in that sec 


as 
rushed thi and 
ere 
forced up the price o 


on men who knew what point was really selected quietly 
bought up every foot of land obtainable at Seattle ng I am informed) ; 
of course o it at a comparatively low figure 
nouncement that the terminus was to located elsewhere. They then 
announced that they had changed their minds and Seattle would be 
made the terminus, with the result that fortunes were made out of the 
rise in land values which inevitably followed the completion of the road 
to that point. As a practical matter it would have made no difference 
whether the false announcement was made or not (even if it were not 
80 — It ore ye pare 1 3 8 in degree. o 
per! not so large, wo ve still been made through the 
increase in land values co: uent on the building of the road. 

Now as to the 5 remedy there be, to this ap tly all- 
pervading graft. et us have an end to the idea t he who 
one the public officials (directly or indirectly) and thus secures a 
valua! privilege, thereby o millions, has “ made” his 
money by business acumen, Soep and fo whil 
hundreds ers thro 


of the country and pro y many aam the 
the land in t vicinity. 


on sugar, 
Standard Oil monopoly or a 5 of copper; whether it takes the 
form of forestalling population (either with or without advance infor- 

ected) and thereby reaping an enormous har- 
vest in “unearned increment ”—all are L. grafting upon the body 


The form of t which has been most destructive of public mo- 
rality is onably that of the public-service corporations. There 
Is not a clean page in their whole history; it has been one of long-con- 
tinued, tent bri , not only in connection with the “fine work” 
which been alm uniformly practiced in inducing tive 
bodies to t the original fran ; the periodic bribery of subse- 
quent legbistores through which extensions and modifications have 
been obtained, but bese persistently of the officials who are charged 
with the duty of enforcing the laws applicable to these rations 
and of seeing to it that the terms of their charters are complied with. 

Even the military dictator at Cripple Creek, Gen. Sherman Bell, in 
an interview with Henry George, jr., speaking of the dishonest elec- 


tes, 

“ Some of iheir franchises are about to expire. They want new 
listactory to 

emselyes should elect to office. All 

people opposed their candidates. 


ed labor, 
Denver election is illuminating as to 
y- Bell said: “I wanted to, use mili- 

against these thugs and repeaters and bad men these corporations 
paid for bet iat 4 into the city, but I was prevented from doing so, 
and corruptionists had full swing.” 

So successful have the . corporations —interstate rail- 
ways, urban and interurban railways, pr water, e tg tele- 
phone, and telegraph companies—been their evasion of the terms 
of their charters and of the laws governing their operation, and of 
those levying taxes thereon, that it has become the common expression: 
“You don't suppose they’ 2 the laws, do you?” 

It is notorious that they habitually ignore, nuny and 88 upon 
the laws affecting them, but at the first sign of iscontent isplayed 
by their employees at the onerous conditions under which they are 
com to work—frequently in open violation of law, such as 
the laws limiting the number of hours that street-raflway employees 
shall work — © day—these nullifiers of law are loud and insistent 
in their demand t “law” and order be maintained, no matter who 
is hurt. Law and order should be maintained at all times, but it 
should be enforced against a street-railway corporation which does not 
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ay its taxes, which violates the law regulating hours of employment, 
ust as much and just as rigorously as against those who smash car 
windows or cut trolley wires. In fact, it is 1 because the laws 
regulating these corporations are persistently nullified that strikers 
or those who sympathize with them are guilty of the more spectacular 
infractions of law. 

But it is not alone in the securing of these frequently enormously 
valuable franchises by the bribery of the people's representatives and 
the subsequent bribery of executive officials that these special-privi- 
leged corporations do evil; the public are, of course, robbed both in 
the extortionate charges for these services and in the refusal of the 
companies to pay their share of taxation, but they are also injuriously 
affected in another way. A considerable part of the gigantic fortunes 
which those who control these corporations have acquired has been 
squeezed out of the investing public by what is nothing more or less 
than “ thimblerigging of the stock market. 

Whenever it suits the purpose of these gentlemen, statements get 
abroad and are given marked consideration by the newspapers in 
which they are Interested or can influence, hinting at the wonderful 
developments at hand and prospective increase of dividends. Result, 
the stock goes up. When they have unloaded, it suddenly appears 
(from the same sources) that owing to unusual expenses or from some 
other cause, the company is not doing as well as formerly. Result, 
the price is forced down, the innocent who bought at high prices are 
squeezed out, and the process is gone over again, of course with varia- 
tions, as those who control and manipulate the stock are exceedingly 
resourceful and are past masters in the art of devising new schemes 
to catch Wall-street lambs. To vary the monotony of the procedure 
mergers are from time to time put through and the presses put at work 
rinting new “securities,” which not only afford the insiders the oppor- 
Bar or commissions for underwriting, but greatly in “amounts 
of stock are then issued in Seay Te for others which are retired, the 
ublle being called upon to pay dividends upon an increased capitaliza- 
jon, which is made the basis of the contention that there can be no 
reduction of fares if the “widows and orphans” are not to be de- 
prived of dividends. 

The same process is gone oe ik with In the case of the gas and 
electric-light companies, the result being that despite the known econo- 
mies in production which are beng made from time to time, the public 
is constantly confronted with the fact that they are all the time called 
upon to pay dividends upon larger and larger capitalizations, the large 
capitalization being seriously advanced by the attorneys of these mo- 
nopolles at legislative hearings as a reason why no legislative reduc- 
tions in price should be made. To say that by these and allied methods 
a score of men in New York City have made (7) fortunes aggregating 
even more than the total capitalization of the public-service corpora- 
tions which they control, is pay a rather to underestimate than 
overstate the fabulous sums they have milked from the public, but 
indicates the extent of their “ graft.” 

Bren if all the evils which the agents of these men are constantly 
predicting as sure to follow “municipal ownership“ were really to 
result, public morality would be 8 improved by the elimina- 
tion of these wholesale bribers from our legislative halls; while the 
vast sums now paid for protection from “ hostile” legislation and as 
the price of law evasion would no longer find their way into party 
campaign chests—or to private Individuals—to corrupt our elections 
and our legislatures. Until this is done, until publie-ownership and 
operation are substituted for private exploitation and manipulation of 
public functions, we may expect these conditions to continue. The 
prizes are so enormous, the “ graft” is on such a colossal scale that the 
ablest, shrewdest, and most unscrupulous minds in the coun in- 
evitably make it their sphere of operation and do not hesitate at 
wholesale debauchery and corruption of the suffrage to secure the 
fortunes thus obtainable. 

With the adoption of municipal ownership of public utilities in our 
cities and bec gaa ownership of railroads, telegraphs, and tele- 
phones in the nation; with the obliteration of the tariff wall, which 
greed and avarice have erected between us and the people of other 
nations, we shall have removed from our legislative bodies and from 
politics generally the most prolific sources of graft. There will then 
remain only that other potent but personally less corrupting form— 
private absorption of “ unearned increment.” 

While in the aggregate—for it extends all over the country—even 
larger sums are wrung from the pre by the private appropriation 
of ground rent than are obtained the ways I have herein set forth, 
yet its demoralizing influence upon porie and private morals is not so 

at. All recognize when money paid to an alderman, an assem- 

lyman, or a Con man as the price of his voting the briber a spe- 
cial privilege, that not only is the act corrupt, but that the legislator 
is thereafter incapable of doing his duty to the people in other legis- 
lative matters, his perspective is ever after clouded and his conception 
of right and wrong perverted. But where there is no act of personal 
corruption, and the individual simply takes advantage of opportunities 
that are apparently free to all to get wealthy without labor; when he 
shows “ shrewdness" and “ foresight” in anticipating the trend of pop- 
ulation, where public improvements are to be made; or when he merely 
sits down and holds land for a rise, he is not lowering the tone of pub- 
lic morals or contributing to the debauche of the suffrage. ut, 
nevertheless, his appropriation of ground rent, equally with the more 
corrupting and demoralizing act of the exploiter of public-service priv- 
ileges, is the cause of graft in the public service. 

While the people are directly robbed in excess fares for street-car 
service and in extortionate charges for water, gas, or electricity, and 
through the evasion of taxation by the companies operating these pub- 
lic functions, they are also indirectly rob by him who appropriates 
ground rent; for those values which the community produces, and 
which should be collected for the benefit of the community, going as 
they now do almost entirely into private pockets, result in the institu- 
tion of various forms of taxation upon industry and thrift and upon 
consumption which would be entirely unnecessary were the annual rental 
value of land taken in taxation, instead of being left to private indi- 
viduals to collect for their own private use. 

But more: It is not alone in the amount of wealth thus bie band 
taken from those who produce it that evil is done. An evil equally as 
great of another kind results. Because land values are not taxed into 
the public Treasury it becomes profitable to hold land out of use; land 


speculation—the locking up of land—is encouraged. As a co: uence, 
less land is used for farming; for homes and stores; for the production 
of coal, iron, coper, zinc, lead, salt, bor: clay, and oil; for power in 
the form of waterfalls; for wharves and docks, and for manufacturin 


purposes generally, than there is need for. 
wealth production are restricted, while the 
can ily be monopolized are enchanced to 


As a result all forms o 
rices of such things as 
final consumer, The 
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high prices resulting in a restricted demand, many are unable to find 


bat poh ed even in so-called “good times.“ They are therefore com- 
pelled, in order to live at all, to offer their services at a lower rate than 
those who are 7 fay dip wages thus always tending to the minimum of 
subsistence. With increase of population and increased demand for 
land, the value of land becomes 


eater, and those who monopolize it are 
able to exact, either in the ori 


al purchase price or in annual ground 
rent, an eee e of the total wealth produced. 

The cause of graft the public service, as in business or private 
life, is primarily due to the inability of many to secure in competition 
with their fellows that reward for their labor that is justly due them. 
To some extent the artificial conditions that are caused by the private 
appropriation of ground rent and by the private exploitation of pub- 
lic functions, with its attendant accumulation of large fortunes osten- 
tatiously displayed, na 4 have a refiex influence in exciting graft, for 
it is but natural that these wasteful expenditures should excite emula- 
tion even if on a smaller scale. Again, in our State capitals, and par- 
ticularly in the capital of the nation, the means which have been 
apoyos to secure valuable franchises are so well known to li- 
ticians it is not surprisi that among lesser public oficials. there 
should grow up a feeling t graft is justifiable under the present 
régime. If party chiefs can collect enormous campaign funds from 
the railroads and other special-privilege corporations for favorable 
legislation and for defeating “ hostile” measures, and from the trusts 
for tariff fayors, why should not minor officials feather their nests by 
dividing with contractors? 

If we would abolish pag we must strike at the root of the evil, 
which is to be found the private ns ki oye of ground rent 
coupled with its more corrupting twin, private exploitation of public 
functions. When we have abolished these fundamental causes we shall 
have destroyed the incentive to graft and we shall have restored that 
healthy tone now so sadly lacking in public affairs. It will not be 
necessary for men to seek Government positions or starve. The 
opportunities for r employment will be unlimited, and because 
men—all men—will then be able to obtain for their services the full 
value of the wealth they create (monopoly no longer being able to 
exact the lion’s share, giving nothing in return), there will be no need 
for them to sell their souls to some politician for a mess of pottage, 
while those who seek political service, finding the atmosphere in which 
they move clarified the elimination of the present corrupting in- 
fluences, will not be incited to make their positions a mere channel 


for “ 
ROBERT BAKER, 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, 
9 out of any — in the Treasury not otherwise 11 57 
priated, for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, bs 

Mr. LITTLE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Lrr- 
TLE] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word six,“ in line 6, page 1, the following proviso: 

33 however, That no part of the moneys appropriated in 


this act sh be expended for the support and maintenance of more 
than 30,000 men, including officers and enlisted men.” 


Mr. HULL. I raise the point of order that the gentleman’s 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] 
withhold that point for a moment? 

Mr. HULL. I see no good reason for withholding it, but I 
will. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I see by the report of the Mili- 
tary Secretary that we have now in our Army 3,871 officers and 
65,946 enlisted men. I do not know of any better time or place 
than this, at least it is the only privilege we get on this side, to 
indicate our views as to the extent of the Army we ought to 
have. I think really the amendment could be well sustained 
and the point of order overruled; but it does seem to me, if the 
liouse has the power to make an appropriation for the support 
of the Army, they can cut that appropriation in two if they de- 
sire to do so. The wisdom of that suggestion, of course, would 
be for the House to determine, but I think that 30,000 men is 
all the Army that this country needs now or will likely need in 
the next forty years. The fact is the American people are not 
standing-army soldiers, but are fighting soldiers. 

I find in this very report that I hold in my hand that in the 
last year there were desertions to the enormous number of 
5.873. I also find for the year ending June 19, 1903, that the 
number of desertions amounted to 6,428, and it is a fact, I think, 
within the knowledge of at least many of the Members of this 
House that the young and thoughtless men of the country are 
induced in one way and another to enlist in the Army, and these 
5,000 deserters are represented in a great measure by the young 
men of the country, who not realizing the gravity of their of- 
fense tire of the restraints and humdrum of their useless sery- 
ice and break away. 

If, Mr. Chairman, it was a time of war, when the services of 
these men were necessary, they would be behind the guns 
rather than behind the bars, they would be sustaining the honor 
of their country rather than being dishonored by it. To say 
that we need 70,000 men as a standing army of this country is 
to deny the history of the past and to defy the good judgment 
and patriotism of those who have gone before us. There are 
no threats of internal strife, and if there be none why is it that 
we want to keep this burden of sixty or seventy millions of 
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dollars resting upon the backs of the people of this country? 
Why not adopt this amendment, which will by its operation re- 
duce the standing army to 30,000 people? Yea, amply as many 
as the country needs; yea, more than it needs, for with the 
well-organized State guards throughout the several States we 
can look to them for our defense in our time of need rather 
than to a great standing army. The civilian soldier—the citi- 
zen—has borne to victory American arms in every conflict in 
the past and is able and willing to do so in the future. I 
have no patience with the proposition that because foreign 
countries burden their people with heavy standing armies it is 
necessary for the free people of this free Republic to burden 
their people and their resources by keeping an unnecessarily 
large army. And I say this without reference to what may be 
necessary as to the Navy. We will meet that question when 
we come to it. 

I do not believe that any gentleman sitting within the sound 
of my voice, or elsewhere in this country, can assign a good 
and sufficient reason why we should be called upon to support 
an army of 60,000 or 70,000 men. The average American is a 
born soldier and fighter and ready to defend the honor of his 
country, but he asks you to save him from the payment of a 
hundred million dollars a year to support a standing army in 
time of peace. With an army of 25,000 or 30,000 men as a 
nucleus we could be ready to meet and destroy the army of 
any nation on earth that could be landed before their trans- 
ports could touch our shores—yea, our fleets would meet and 
send them to the bottom of the sea before they ever reached 
our shores. 

What are we doing with our Army of 70,000 men? They 
are loitering around the barracks and camps, answering roll 
calls, many of them thoughtless boys who have enlisted. It 
is inviting them to desert, and they do desert from their duty, 
and they will continue to do so until the spirit of their young 
manhood is crushed out. I know myself of two young men, 
as good as any country produces, one of them the son of an 
honest blacksmith, who enlisted in the Army in his thought- 
less, reckless youth, without knowing the real penalty that 
would attach to their leaving the Army. One of them is now 
within prison walls and the other has just completed his term. 
These boys, honest and true, if war should call them to duty 
for their country, would render service as brave and daring 
as that rendered by their fathers, the one for the blue, the other 
for the gray, in the late civil war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, just one word. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Arkansas be given five minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman want five minutes more? 
{After a pause.] He does not seem to want any. 

I now want to say a word in reply to the gentleman. We 
have now an Army of about 60,000 men for this great nation, 
with all of its responsibilities. We have expended over $90,000,- 
000 in coast defense alone. There are 18,000 men required to 
man the guns, and it will not give one shift to a gun. There 
are many guns of the Army to-day that are simply in the hands 
of care takers. That would leave 12,000 for the cavalry and 
infantry. It would leave only 12,000 men for the Hospital Corps 
and all. If the gentleman’s amendment were in order and 
should be adopted, it would virtually mean that the Government 
of the United States would have no standing army. It is true 
that our Army costs more than that of any other nation—more 
than half more. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] gave 
a reason for that. We pay our enlisted men higher. That 
makes it cost enormously higher than other nations. In place 
of reduction, there is a proposition before Congress, without 
regard to party, that calls for an increase in the artillery now, 
in order to make effective our coast-defense system. The gen- 
tleman can not make the people of the United States believe 
that 60,000 men for more than 80,000,000 people is a large stand- 
ing army. He can not make the people of the United States 
believe that that number of men is a menace or burden to the 
people of the United States. 

We fought this out in two national campaigns, when the 
standard bearer of the Democratic party raised the question of 
militarism, and each time the people rebuked him at the polls by 
saying that 80,000,000 of freemen are not afraid of 60,000 of 
their own citizens, even if they are organized in an army. The 
Army of the United States has never been a menace to our lib- 
erties. It has been the bulwark of civic govermnent and the 
maintenance of the flag in all our wars and in all our past. No 
man on this side of the House desires an army except as a 
skeleton—the first line of defense, the smallest that it is possi- 
ble to keep and meet the demands of the Government. In 
every war of the future, as in every war of the past, it is the 


volunteer who carries it on when any great struggle comes to 
the Government of the United States. No man who knows any- 
thing about its past and the present situation will claim for a 
minute that 60,000 men would amount to anything in a great 
war. We had 250,000 volunteers for the Spanish war alone. 
We did not need them, but the people of the United States vol- 
unteered, and the Government organized them for fear we 
might need them. So that this Regular Army, small as it is, 
is no menace to nor burden upon the people of the United 
States. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- 
man on the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. The point of order is that there is a law of the 
United States which fixes to-day the maximum and minimum 
Army of the United States. It may, in the discretion of the 
President, be recruited up to 100,000; it may, in the discretion 
of the President, be reduced below 60,000 men. In the present 
bill it is reduced to the minimum of 56,000 enlisted men. 

This amendment changes that law by making an army of not 
to exceed 30,000 men. It is a change of law. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, my position about this, while 
I am not a learned parliamentarian, is that we have an Army, 
and Congress is now called upon to provide for its support. 
This amendment simply provides for the support of 30,000 sol- 
diers, including officers and enlisted men, and is a limitation 
upon the appropriation. Congress could refuse to appropriate 
a dollar for the Army. If it can refuse to appropriate a dollar, 
it can refuse to appropriate more than half the amount carried 
by this bill. And this amendment simply indicates how the 
money shall be used, namely, for the support of an Army not 
to exceed 30,000 men, including enlisted men and officers. 

Mr. HULL. On that point I just want to say one word. If 
the gentleman wants to cut down the appropriation, I concede 
the right of this House to reduce the appropriation to any 
amount it may desire; but when the gentleman fixes the limit 
at 30,000 men, he virtually fixes the Army at 30,000 men. It is 
quite a different proposition from refusing to appropriate under 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that this amendment appears to be drawn in con- 
formity with a number of precedents in the form of limitations. 
Careful examination discloses the fact that this amendment 
does not in terms cut down the number of officers or enlisted 
men in the Army, but simply limits the appropriation in this 
bill to a certain number of officers and men. It is quite clear 
to the Chair that the officers and enlisted men who are not 
provided for in this bill would have a clear claim against the 
United States Government for their services; but it also seems 
to the Chair that this amendment is in the form of such a limi- 
tation as has been held not to be subject to a point of order, 
and that the amendment therefore should be left to the vote of 
the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Does it not in express terms fix the number of 
the Army? 

The CHAIRMAN. It states in express terms the number of 
men for whom appropriation is made in this act, that is all. 

Mr. HULL. Of course I will not appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, but it strikes me as quite a different proposition 
from making a provision, when we come to the specific appro- 
priation, to cut down the amount of it. This is in the very be- 
ginning of the bill, and fixes the number of men in the Army 
at 30,000 if it has any effect whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair has said, it seems, from 
careful examination of the amendment, to be in strict con- 
formity with several amendments on which points of order have 
been overruled, as it merely places a limitation upon the use 
of the money appropriated in this act, and the Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LITTLE demanded a division. 8 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 70. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAY TO CLERKS, MESSENGERS, AND LABORERS AT HEADQUARTERS OF 
DIVISIONS, AND DEPARTMENTS AND OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF. 


One chief clerk, at the office of the Chief of Staff, $2,000 per annum, 
Six clerks at $1,800 each per annum. 

Thirteen clerks at $1,600 each annum, 

Twenty-six clerks at $1,400 eac 
Seventy clerks at $1,200 each per annum. 
Ninety-five clerks at $1,000 each per annum. 
Two clerks at $900 each per annum. 

One clerk at $720 per annum. 

Two messengers at $840 each per annum. 
Sixty-nine messengers at $720 each per annum. 


per annum. 
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Two messengers at $600 each per annum. 
One laborer at $660 per annum. 

One laborer at $480 per annym. 

In all, $305,220. 


And clerks and messen and laborers shall be employed and 
assigned by the Secretary of 


ar to the offices and positions in which 
they are to serve. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the 
last word. I should like to ask the gentleman if it has not 
been customary in the past to provide that the clerks who come 
in under this shall not be assigned to service in Washington? 

Mr. HULL. There are some of them assigned to service in 
Washington. The language is the same that we have always 
had, but the clerks are not clerks that are in the Department. 
Some of the clerks of the Chief of Staff and the General Staff 
are taken out of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill and now carried on this bill for the first time. 
There is no increase in the number of clerks, taking the two 
bills together, but there is an increase in this bill on account 
of dropping from the legislative bill certain clerks so as to 
a all the division and staff corps clerks come under this 

1. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman of course 
recognizes the fact that my thought was that inasmuch as the 
clerks in Washington and the clerks outside of Washington are 
covered in two different bills there is danger that the Depart- 
ment, by changing them, might evade the purpose of Congress. 

Mr. HULL. No; these clerks are only appropriated for in 
this bill for the General Staff and for the division and depart- 
ment headquarters, and can not be used in the Department 
proper. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is the point I wished 
to be sure about. 

Mr. HULL. A part of these clerks were heretofore carried 
on the legislative bill, but the Committee on Appropriations 
dropped them out of their bill and notified the Committee on 
Military Affairs that they would have to take care of them 
here. There is no increase whatever and no change in the law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That when a vacancy shall next occur in the office of as- 


sistant chief of the Record and Pension Office that such vacancy shall 
not be filled and said office shall then cease and determine. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in line 24 I move to strike out 
the word “that.” It is a clerical error. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 
RETIRED OFFICERS. 


For pay of officers on the retired list and for officers who may be 
placed thereon during the current year, $2,158,324.71. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to add the following 
proviso: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 23 12, the following: 


“ Provided, That no reti officer of the Army above the de of 
major shall, when assigned to active duty with the or; militia 
of the several States and Territories, receive from the United States 


any pay or allowance additional to his pay as retired officer.” 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to have that amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to hear some ex- 
planation from the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I called the attention of the 
House to this in my preliminary remarks, stating that, in my 
judgment, there should be a limitation in this line, for the rea- 
son that before we passed the act at the last session of Con- 
gress giving full pay, there was not an officer acting with the 
several States or Territories above the grade of major. Since 
we gave the full pay and allowance to officers serving with 
governors of the different States, we have had nine brigadier- 
generals in these positions. We are making a great charge 
upon the Treasury in the extra pay of these officers of high 
rank. I can see a reason, as I stated before, for officers of the 
lower rank getting full pay, because captains, with three-quar- 
ters pay, may not be able to live at the capitals of the different 
States, lieutenants may not be able to live at the capitals of the 
different States, and I have no objection to giving them their full 
pay; but when it comes to a brigadier-general or a major- 


general, or a lieutenant-general, or a colonel, with large pay, 


who get a larger allowance for commutation, I can see very 
serious objection to their receiving full pay and allowances 
while performing no services for. the General Government, 
except as a well-drilled militia might be of benefit to the General 
Government. 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Is not that a significant and 
important servyice—the improvement of the militia? 

Mr. HULL. My understanding, Mr. Chairman, is that for all 
the years we have allowed retired officers to be assigned the of- 
ficers of the lower grades have been entirely satisfactory to the 
States. If the gentleman will pardon me, I am inclined to think 
that a captain or a major will give more real service and work 
to the drilling and discipline and work of an ordinary militia 
of the several States than a higher officer will. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I confess, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not see the force of the gentleman’s statement. Why should a 
superior officer be denied the opportunity to render an impor- 
tant service to a State if, in the judgment of the State, that par- 
ticular officer would be a most efficient public servant? 

Mr. HULL. I do not understand that we are denying them 
the privilege of serving the State. They can still go there if 
they desire, but, Mr. Chairman, up to the time we passed the 
bill last spring giving the increased pay there was not a single 
one of the high officers on duty with the governor of a State; 
they declined to serve. Now, when these lower-grade officers 
did go on to serve, even when they got less than full pay, I can 
see some reason why they should be recognized, but it seems to 
me that a man who has reached the grade of a brigadier- 
general, who is probably then at the age of 64, has got past the 
time when he is hunting up new work; he is simply taking it 
to get the pay, and not from a patriotic motive at all. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The gentleman’s apprehension, 
to be justified, would require a concurrence between the State 
appointing him and the officer occupying the position, to work 
any mischief. Do I understand from the gentleman from Iowa 
that superior officers are to be penalized in seeking these State 
appointments, while inferior officers are to be encouraged? Is 
that his position? 

Mr. HULL. I do not understand that we are penalizing any- 


body. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. There is a difference in treat- 
ment 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will allow me to explain, a cap- 
tain, if he is a captain of infantry, gets $1,800 a year; if he is a 
captain of cavalry he gets $2,000 a year. Heretofore these cap- 
tains have largely done this work. Now, my understanding is 
that the $1,800 or $2,000, with three-quarters fogy pay, would 
not be sufficient for them to live at the capitals. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What capital? 

Mr. HULL. Any capital of any State. There is where they 
do live. My understanding is that a man who gets $5,500 
would still get three-quarters of that if we passed this provi- 
sion, which would be largely in excess of what we propose to do 
for the subordinate officers, and it is for the purpose of enabling 
the officers that do the work to live as they should live in these 
different local States that we limit it to the majors. I don’t un- 
derstand it is penalizing. At the time the law was passed it 
was understood we were helping only that class and nobody 
dreamed that the higher officers would want this kind of as- 
signment. It has to be, as the gentleman says, by the concur- 
rent action of the officers themselves and the governor of the 
State. That is not changed by this provision. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. No; but I understand the gen- 
tleman imposes a penalty upon a superior officer’s assuming 
that function and rendering that kind of service, and the pen- 
alty is a withdrawal of some of his compensation. 

Mr. HULL. We have no penalty and we withdraw no com- 
pensation that he would get as a retired officer. We give him 
that full compensation. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then what does the gentleman 
take away from him? 

Mr. HULL. We take away simply his full pay and allowance 
and give him the full pay of a retired officer. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is the penalty which is 
imposed upon him. ; * 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. He is not entitled to it except by the 
grace of the Government anyway. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. That is the discrimination, 
then, between superior and inferior officers rendering this form 
of service? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do that? 

Mr. HULL. I have stated once or twice that at the time we 
did this nearly all of the men acting with the governors were 
men of the grade of captain or below. The three-quarters pay 
of those men was not enough to enable them to live in comfort 
while performing this duty. 

Mr. BURLESON. Can the gentleman name the officers af- 
fected by this amendment? 

Mr. HULL. There are nine brigadiers, according to the 
Army Register, on the list. - 
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Mr. BURLESON. Are there any officers above the rank of 
brigadier? 
Mr. HULL. I understand there is one. 


Mr. BURLESON. Who is the one above that rank? 

Mr. McCALL. Will this apply to Lieutenant-General Miles, 
who is upon the staff of Governor Douglas, of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. HULL. It would. 

1 BURLESON. Who is the officer above the rank of brig- 
adier 

Mr. HULL. Here is the list that I made up my mind ought 
to be stopped. If anyone desires the list, if he will look on 
the Army Register of December 20, he will find it. We have here 
one brigadier-general, Edward M. Hayes; we have another briga- 
dier-general, Charles L. Cooper; another one, Henry B. Free- 
man; another one, Henry Jackson; another one, Aaron S. Dag- 
gett; another one, James Miller, and another one, Chambers 
McKibbin. There are nine of them. That is the list that caused 
me to make it up. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CockraN] yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. z 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman 
from Iowa had the floor. I understood the gentleman from 
Iowa to say that these general officers had reached an age 
when they would try to get a job and would not be apt to act 
from patriotic motives. í 

Mr. HULL. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman said something about their 
being less liable to act. 

Mr. HULL. I said the gentlemen had reached the age of 
retirement, passed 64 years, and were not likely to hunt for 
work. 

Mr. McCALL. I think the gentleman will find the reporter’s 
notes will show he said they would not take the jobs from pa- 
triotie motives. 

Mr. HULL. I said they had not done it from those motives, 
because none of them had done it in the past before the pay was 
increased. 

Mr. McCALL. I trust the gentleman is not reflecting upon 
Lieutenant-General Miles, who at that time was in active sery- 
ice and could not have taken the position he now has. 

Mr. HULL. I would not refiect upon anybody, only I wanted 
to state a fact, that before Congress gave this increased pay 
there was nobody above the grade of major who wanted the 
place, and since Congress gave the increased pay it seems the 
generals on the retired list all want it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
now to resume my colloquy with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt]. Is it the purpose of this amendment to discourage the 
States from utilizing the services of superior officers in the 
management of the militia and confining those States in this re- 
spect to the services of officers of a lower grade? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What else can be the object? 

Mr. HULL. But I do not believe that a man getting as large 
pay as they do on the retired list should come in and get full 
pay for the service that he does for the State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? Suppose an officer were upon the retired list and 
served in this House as a Member of Congress, would he not 
draw his $5,000 a year and also his retired pay? 

Mr. HULL. They have done it when they were here before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I remember an in- 
stance of that, and that is why I call the gentleman's attention 
to it. 

Mr. HULL. But we did not increase their pay when they 
served here. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me we have a complete statement of the reasons why the 
committee favors this amendment, and I most respectfully sub- 
mit that they should be decisive for its rejection. If the atti- 
tude of the committee be intelligent it is that the States of the 
Union which may desire to utilize the services of retired army 
officers to improve the discipline of their militia shall be dis- 
couraged from employing officers of a superior grade, or at least 
that officers of a superior grade shall be penalized if they accept 
such employment. Now, that proposal must be justified on one 
of two grounds; either on the ground of doubtful conduct by 
the State or by the superior officer, on one hand, or else that 
an inferior officer is likely to prove more efficient. The first 
assumption is inconceivable, the second incomprehensible. Can 
it be pretended that a man who has served his country so faith- 
fully in battle and out of it that he has risen to high honor 


shall be treated as a person less free to utilize his retirement for 
the benefit of his country and his own dignity than if he had 
struggled along the pathway of service and had been retired 
while he was still subordinate in rank though of mature years? 
Can it be possible that the House of Representatives will take 
an attitude of hostility to merit and place upon it certain dis- 
qualifications from which it sedulously and carefully relieves 
officers who according to their records have rendered less meri- 
torious services and therefore acquired less prominent positions? 

I would like to know just here if the Committee on Military 
Affairs has suggested this amendment or does it proceed simply 
from the wisdom of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] him- 
self? 

Mr. HULL. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to know if this 
amendment is the result of action by the Committee on Military 
Affairs or simply the fruit of your wisdom? 

Mr. HULL. I stated this morning when I proposed to offer 
it that I had not submitted it to the committee; that I proposed 
to offer it here, but that each member of the committee could do 
as he pleased. e 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to qualify what I have said so far as it may sound in any way 
like a criticism of the committee, and modify it so that it will 
apply simply to the attitude of the gentleman from Iowa. I 
trust, Mr. Chairman, that the committee will vote down the 
amendment, that it shall not appear as if the House of Represent- 
atives regarded the superior, the best officers of the Army with 
distrust, reserving its special favors for the men who did not 
succeed in acquiring equal dignity in the military service. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, perhaps it will 
be well to understand what the situation is and has been con- 
cerning the use of these retired officers in connection with the 
discipline, drill, and inspection of the National Guard. That for 
some years, by the law, retired officers might have served in 
any State in connection with the National Guard has been true, 
as stated by the chairman of the committee, and that officers of 
higher rank have not availed themselves of that service, and 
the governors of the States have not sought or used them up to 
the present year is equally true. The reason for that is this, 
that the older officers, especially colonels, brigadier-generals, 
major-generals, and lieutenant-generals, as a rule, are not fitted 
to do that work as it should be done for the benefit of the 
Guard. ‘This is a peculiar and when properly done a service 
of much labor. It is that of careful inspection, of going about 
to the different stations and companies, of examining the vari- 
ous commands, supplies and equipments, battalions, regiments, 
and brigades in their encampments, wherever they may be, of 
holding schools or a system of instruction, and of doing the per- 
sonal work of examination and of supervising their accounts and 
watching and guarding the property of the Government. ‘The 
older officers of higher rank of the Army are not accustomed 
to this kind of work and have not been accustomed to do that 
in the performance of their duty for many years past. It is 
hard, irksome, and continuous, and yet necessary if it is to be 
of any use to the Guard. It is not a showy tin-soldier sort of 
service, not filled with social functions, but with hard work. 

The older officers are not as well calculated, after they are 64 
years of age and more, to do that work as are the captains, 
majors, and lientenant-colonels of the Army whose daily duty 
it has been to do that work. These are the men who ought to 
be detailed. Yet the result of the passage of the amendment 
one year ago has been that there has been an unseemly scramble 
among the officers of higher rank to be assigned to this service 
so they can get more pay. They have used their social and 
political influence and done whatever they could to secure de- 
sirable assignments. That is the way it has worked out. 

The result will be to deteriorate the efficiency of the National 
Guard if this be allowed to continue. Now, this has not been 
brought before the Committee on Military Affairs, but as one 
of the members of that committee I am strongly in favor of 
the passage of this resolution for two reasons: First, to im- 
prove the efficiency of the National Guard; the other to improve 
the conduct of the officers of the Army by notifying them that 
they should continue to preserve their dignity, instead of 
going around and seeking all kinds of influence by which to be 
assigned to the National Guard in the several States, so that 
their main function will be to receive the higher compensation 
provided by the act of one year ago. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
eit yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cock- 
RAN 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly, 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Stevens] has now given a reason for this amendment 
which is absolutely conclusive, if the facts justify his state- 
ment. If the conduct of these retired officers has come to be so 
meretricious as he describes, it is necessary that we should 
take action to defend not merely the State militia from their 
corrupting influences, but the good name of the country from 
their degradation. But surely, if this unseemly scramble has 
arisen, if soldiers whose names we have been accustomed to 
hold in something akin to reverence as the heroes of our 
national admiration have descended to such practices, it is 
fitting and proper that we should have the circumstances of 
their abasement and the names of the fallen. I do hope they 
have not all become tainted. I do hope that the prospect of 
small rewards in their old age has not made them utterly 
unmindful of all the credit that they have won for themselves 
and their country in their prime. There must be a few excep- 
‘tions, and therefore I ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Stevens] to specify the facts on which he makes the statement, 
and to give the names of those general officers who haye brought 
discredit upon their illustrious calling. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The gentleman, as usual, is 
very careful to shoot wide of the mark. I said this, that offi- 
cers had besought men who have influence with governors of 
the States, asking for assignments. I do not propose to give 
any names, because it is not a corrupt thing to do, and they 
have a right to do it under the law. I just stated it was un- 
seemly. I thought so then and I think so now. I think that 
sort of thing ought to be discouraged. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. So do L 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. And the way to discourage 
that and to make efficient service in the National Guard is to 
pass an amendment like the one now pending. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I agree with the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] that the proper term is un- 
seemly.” I am far from applying the term “ corrupt.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. You did apply it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. But an unseemly act by a 
general officer of the Army, such as seeking opportunity to draw 
pay from the United States Treasury without rendering service, 
by reason of the illustrious deeds that he must have performed 
to reach that rank, is a degradation of the national honor. 
Now, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] states that 
such has been the conduct of these illustrious men and that it 


is unseemly, but declines to give us the names of the persons f 


who have been guilty of the unseemly, degrading practices. Sir, 
I submit to him this characterization extends to nine gencral 
officers. I wish to remind him that as he puts it it extends to 
nine men whose fame has hitherto been not merely spotless but 
shining. He can not possibly mean that it extends to more than 
one or two. It is almost impossible that he could have personal 
knowledge of more exclusive delinquencies. Let us have the 
exact extent to which these unseemly and, for men of that 
stamp, demoralizing and degrading practices have been’ carried, 
and then, perhaps, we can agree more closely on the remedy 
that should be applied. Let us have the names of at least some 
of these general officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Stevens] has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I appeal to the gentleman and beg 
him in some portion of the five minutes that have fallen to me 
now by reason of haying made this motion to give that enlight- 
enment to the House which I think is absolutely essential for 
a proper and dignified disposition of this motion. Give us the 
name of one governor to whom such unseemly applications have 
been made. Let us have one fact to justify this language of 
singular strength in which the gentleman has indulged. I ask 
for one fact, Mr. Chairman, for the name of one general officer 
or of one governor. [A pause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since we are not to have that informa- 
tion, I have but to add that I differ from the gentleman from 
Minnesota as to the “ proper remedy” or as to the existence of 
any evil that requires remedy in this respect. “The proper 
remedy” is not to pass this measure, which he declares neces- 
sary, on the assumption that general officers are universally 
guilty of unseemly conduct. I deny the fairness of the assump- 
tion. It is not justified by anything before this House. I deny 
it; and the gentleman’s silence is a withdrawal of the imputa- 
tion. I say it would be an outrage upon men of illustrious char- 
acter if this House should adopt this amendment without any 
other justification than the imputation which the gentleman from 
Minnesota has cast upon general officers of the United States 
‘Army now in a state of retirement. As to the imputation that 
these generals are disqualified by age from an efficient dis- 


charge of these duties, let me suggest that Blucher was older 
than they when he fought the battle of Waterloo, and Von 
Moltke when the battle of Gravalotte was fought, and age did 
not militate against the ability of either to win victory for his 
army, advantage for his country, enduring glory for himself. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to say to this House, having talked with 
one or two members of the Military Committee, when I made 
the statement on the floor that the purpose was to reduce the 
expense of the Army as far as we could without injury to the sery- 
ice of the country, we think it will probably cut off at least 
fifteen or twenty thousand dollars by way of salary to the higher 
officers. It must be remembered that until last year the officers 
who have been doing this work have been giving their service 
for nothing except retired pay, and have been doing it on these 
terms for years. We believed it would not impair the service 
if we could cut down, and when we looked around where we 
could reduce the expenses and give those who have been doing 
the work a little recognition and save the Government the dif- 
ference in the pay between retired and active pay for the higher 
officers, it would meet the commendation of those who on that 
side are continuously crying against military expense. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. How much will it save? 

Mr. HULL. I have not figured it out. It would save in dif- 
ference in pay of higher officers between full pay and full 
5 and three-quarters pay and no allowance for quar- 

ers. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. And what is the total of the 
army appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman on my right says it might run 
up to $100,000. It is admitted to be true that the duty which 
has heretofore been performed by captains and majors without 
increase of pay the higher officers are largely taking now that 
the pay is increased. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, in my time, how 
long * law has been in force which it is now proposed to 
amend 

Mr. HULL. Since the passage of the last appropriation act. 
a. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It was law for the first time 

? 

Mr. HULL. It was law for the first time then. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This law was then consid- 
ered by the Committee on Military Affairs and advisedly passed 
without the amendment which the gentleman now offers? 

Mr. HULL. It was; and then no high officers were involved 
in that service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment either goes too far or it does not go far enough. It 
seems carefully confined to a certain set of retired officers who 
have accepted a certain sort of service from the States. 

If the idea were economy, and if the motive were that these 
officers receive from other sources a sufficient compensation, 
and therefore are not to receive this additional compensation, 
this amendment ought to go further. It ought to provide that 
whenever an officer out of the ranks of the Army shall be in 
the service of a State or the United States, either receiving pay 
as a military, naval, execttiye, or legislative officer, that he 
should forfeit this additional pay. The gentleman and I sat 
upon this floor at a time when a distinguished general officer 
of the Army was receiving his full retired pay and at the same 
time receiving a salary as a Member of this House and $72 per 
month pension, and no complaint was ever made. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, it is well enough for gentlemen to be perfectly frank 
with one another and frank with the country. 

I very much fear a very recent occurrence has had something 
to do with the present offering of this resolution. It has not 
been long since I read from the public press that a late general 
of the United States Army—a lientenant-general at that—had 
been appointed by the governor of Massachusetts as his adju- 
tant-general of the State guard. I make no charges; but I very 
much fear that the real motive behind this motion now is an 
attack upon that general, to wit, General Miles, who is ex- 
tremely persona non grata in high circles in the Republican 
party, and I am all the more disposed to believe it because I 
have not caught my colleagues upon that side of the Chamber 
hitherto suffering with sudden and ill-digested spasms of 
economy—economy especially in homeopathic doses. 

It seems to me that something besides the mere money to be 
saved is behind this amendment. The argument of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] “ will not wash.” It will not 
do to tell us that a lieutenant-colonel or a colonel, both in grade su- 
perior to“a major—and this amendment cuts off all above ma- 
jors—much less a Heutenant-general, is less capable of doing 
inspector’s duty or adjutant-general’s duty for a State guard 
than majors and men under that grade. Or can it be, Mr. 
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Chairman, that there is an envy on the part of the gentleman 
from Iowa of this fearfully and wonderfully constructed piece 
of machinery that has been lately described as emerging from 
the great State of Massachusetts—the general staff of its gov- 
ernor? Not long ago I read a description in the Washington 
Post of the manner in which that staff would go forth when it 
shall be fully appareled, and I gathered from it that Solomon in 
all his glory was not arrayed like one of these. [Laughter.] And 
now, simply because there is a general officer who happens not 
to agree in politics with my genial friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Hut], who has become a part of this fearfully and wonderfully 
constructed and appareled piece of State militia machinery, 
the entire force and power of Congress is to be invoked to strike 
him down in the day of his coming glory. [Laughter.] It is 
well enough to be candid, I say. It is no new thing that the 
Republican party should slight the heroes of the nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. I ask that the 5 have such time as he 
desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed 
time to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is not a 
new thing that a Republican Administration, now and then, 
in its desire to push its favorites to the front, whether they 
are mere colonels and surgeons, or surgeons with the rank of 
colonel, or colonels with the rank of surgeon, or what -not, 
should in some way or other slight the men who have done 
great service to the country and should put them aside for the 
time being without due honor. 

It has not been long since the country witnessed the manner 
in which Schley was treated; it has not been long since the 
country witnessed the manner in which General Miles was 
snubbed in public, nor the little honor which Admiral Dewey 
received in Administration circles, for what reason I know not. 
But do not resnub General Miles in his new State militia uni- 
form. Do not take that away from him in the time of his pride. 
Suppose this had been a Republican major instead of a Demo- 
cratic Lieutenant-General, do you suppose that there would have 
been heard a single utterance, a single syllable, of criticism upon 
that side of the Chamber? When was this suddenly-born Re- 
publican appetite for economy invoked upon a pretense so 
slight and for a sum so small? [Laughter.] 

If you want to be economical we can tell you from this side 
how to be economical. This country grew to be a great coun- 
try, it entered upon the Spanish-American war with 25,000 men 
of all arms, 25,000 men not only magnificently trained as sol- 
diers, but magnificently born as citizens, and that is what chiefly 
made them good soldiers. 

You can be economical with our help, if you will. We will 
vote with you right now. We will not make the point that 
your amendment is not germane. Offer a motion here now to di- 
rect the Secretary of War to reduce the size of the Army as soon 
as practicable to 35,000 men—25,000 men to put it upon its old 
antebellum Hispano-American footing, and 10,000 men addi- 
tional to form a highly trained corps for the management of 
heavy artillery in the coast defense—and then your economy 
will speak in millions and not in mere thousands, and your 
economy will relieve some of the tension into which you have 
gotten. I say economize, yes, and I say, moreover, use what 
money you are going to use for a different set of purposes. 
Already we hear that our great harbors are to be allowed to 
shoal up, that our great rivers are to be permitted to become ob- 
structed, that the Government is to go on paying extravagant 
rents for public buildings which it can build with its own money 
at the cost of 2 per cent per annum. And why is it? Be- 
cause you insist on keeping an army that is absolutely useless 
for any purpose immediately to be foretold. Build and main- 
tain an adequate navy, having a due annual increase. Sink 
your enemies on the seas before they land upon the American 
coast. Get rid of your outer fringe of useless dependencies, 
that require forty-eight more battle ships than would be re- 
quired without them, and that furnish you with an excuse for 
this enormous army in time of peace. Do not take it all out of 
General Miles’s additional pay and his Massachusetts State 
militia uniform. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr: GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if I thought 
that the motive suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Witt1ams] was the real purpose of this amendment and 
that it was aimed at General Miles I certainly should vote 
against it. But I believe that this amendment was offered with 
the honest purpose of economy and that the case of General 
Miles merely happens to fall within it. 

The Democratic party always professes to be in fayor of 


economy, but it is very noticeable that any particular economy 
which comes before the House they generally oppose and want 
to economize in some other way. They are in favor of the prin- 
ciple, but against its application. 

Now, take this case of General Miles, which the gentleman 
speaks of. It illustrates how, under this amendment, the States 
can still accomplish the same result, if desirable, because if 
they want a chief officer of high rank they can always offer a 
compensation. Massachusetts did it in this case, expecting to 
pay General Miles a salary; but, with a magnanimity which 
was rare and most commendable, he declined the salary which 
Massachusetts offered. s 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
for a moment? : 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The amendment does not 
read as I fear the gentleman thinks it does. It does not apply 
to officers who are receiving pay from the States in the militia; 
whether they are receiving pay or not it applies. It reads: 

When assigned to active duty with the organized militia of the sev- 
eral States and Territories. 

So that would deprive General Miles of additional pay, 
although he is receiving nothing from the State. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly, and in that 
case the State of Massachusetts would make it up to him, and 
that is the point I was making. It is always within the power 
of a State that wants a general officer to offer him a salary. 

Now, unquestionably most of the duties which these retired 
officers of the Army perform with the militia can just as well 
be performed by a lower-grade officer as by a general, and they 
always have been; but there may be an occasional case, like 
this of Massachusetts, where they are ambitious and have some 
special purpose for which they want an officer high in rank. 
In that case let them offer him some additional pay and they 
will get him. In most cases a captain or a major is quite. suffi- 
cient to perform the office and will perform it quite as well, and 
therefore let the State that will be content with the ordinary 
services take the ordinary man and let the State which thinks 
it ought to have a general officer contribute something and- 
thereby save the United States treasury. My only reason for 
supporting this amendment is because it seems to be a genuine 
economy—it saves the United States a material sum without 
in any way impairing the efficiency of the militia, and it allows 
any State not satisfied with the lower-grade officer to procure 
a higher one by adding to his United States income a State 
salary. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in answer 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, by making the statement 
positive that the amendment was not aimed at General Miles or 
any other gentleman. My attention was called to it when I 
received the Army Register. General Miles’s name is not on the 
Army Register, and for that reason could not have been in con- 
templation by me as striking at any individual man. I am 
for the amendment because I believe it is right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the date of the Register? 

Mr. HULL. December 20, which has the list of officers. i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I called the attention of 
the cħairman of the Committee on Military Affairs this morn- 
ing to the question which is now under discussion. If I had 
any feeling one way or the other, as far as General Miles is 
concerned, it would be one of great personal friendship. Gen- 
eral Miles married an Ohio lady, a niece of General Sherman 
and of John Sherman, a lady whose father was born in the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent in Congress, and she 
was always a personal friend. I confess that my attention was. 
called to this provision of a former appropriation bill by a news- 
paper statement in regard to General Miles. Then I hunted up 
the condition of affairs and found that nine brigadier-generals, 
who had been retired on retired pay, had in this way, and by 
yirtue of this provision, become entitled to draw full pay and, 
allowances, commutation, and everything of that character, as 
though they were on duty with their full rank. I thought that 
it was not the right sort of legislation, and I think so now. I. 
know of no reason why a man retired, with the pay that Con- 
gress gives to him on the retired list, should, by virtue of em- 
ployment where he can make money, suddenly be transferred, 
back again to the position of the soldier or officer of the United 
States who is discharging the duty of his rank in the front. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Chairman, if the general. 
officer, retired, had employment in a corporation, would that in- 
terfere with his compensation from the General Government? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ohio will 
permit, I will say no, not so far as his retired compensation is 
concerned. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 


Will the gentleman yield 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand the gentleman 
makes the distinction between accepting public employment for 
the improvement of the militia and accepting employment for 
his own emolument. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not make any objection of that 
character. I object to giving to any retired officer his full pay 
and emolument simply because he can make money in addition 
to that by any sort of procedure whatever. 

Mr. HULL. The gentlman from New York [Mr. CockRAN] 
seems to have it in his mind that if this proviso is adopted the 
officer does not get any retired pay. 

Mr. COCKRAN. No; I have not that in my mind. 

Mr. HULL. Well, the gentleman’s questions would seem to 
indicate that. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. My question is, Would it make 
any difference to the retired officer? 

Mr. HULL. He would not, if he entered the employment of 
a private corporation, get any increased pay on the retired list, 
would he? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think the gentleman from New 
York understands what the operation of the law is. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I did not get the question of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think I can make the gentleman under- 
stand it. The law as it now stands, provided an appropriation 
bill has carried the law forward, which I doubt very much, 
provides that a retired officer who takes a contract with a State 
militia to drill the militia or to officer the militia shall there- 
upon not only draw his retired pay but be restored at once upon 
the pay rolls of the Army to his full pay and emoluments as 
though on the active list. If there is anybody on earth who 
can explain to me the logic, the fairness, the justice, or the 
sense of such a provision as that, I would be very glad to get 
that information. Now, then, about this political matter. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand there is no in- 
tention of disturbing that precise character of regulation as to 
an inferior or as to officers below the rank of major. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell the gentleman why. We have 
been in the habit of assigning officers who have been disabled 
and thereby retired as attachés of our embassies and legations 
abroad and to certain other duties of like character. The law 
was intended to aid those young men or those men in being able 
to afford to go to those positions. I myself on one occasion, at 
one of the great embassies of the United States abroad, saw one 
of these young men. I first met him at some public function, 
dressed in a most gorgeous uniform and looking well fed and 
well kept. He afterwards invited me to the place where he 
lived, and he was living upon the merest, scantiest possible pro- 
vision for life. He told me the reason was that he could not 
afford anything else under the pay he got. Now, it was intended 
to help out just such things as that. 

Let me call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to 
this. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] has 
found something in the shape of politics in this matter. He 
says General Miles is a Democrat. That is the first I ever 
heard of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; the gentleman can not ask me a 
question. I am in the midst of a most important point. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. The gentleman always is when I want to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what authority has the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Writtams] for stating that General Miles 
is a Democrat? If the public prints do not falsify, he sought 
the nomination fer the Presidency on the Prohibition ticket, 
and God knows that the extreme antipodes were reached 
then. [Prolonged laughter and applause.] 

Now, there are nine brigadier-generals at present that are in 
this same position. I do not know the name of one of them. 
I do not know whether they are Democrats or Republicans, 
The probability is they are intelligent men, men of education, 
men of efficiency, and the further probability is that nearly all 
of them are Republicans. Yet this same proposed amendment 
has the same operation on those gentlemen that it has on Gen- 
eral Miles. So there ought not to be any political consideration 
in it. But suppose there is, can our friends, can this committee 
afford to pay such an unreasonable sum of money as this to 
nine officers—how many more I do not know—a gift of that 
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character that can not be supported by any reasonable argu- 
ment whatever? I disclaim in supporting this measure any 


suggestion of hostility against any man. I did not know until 
I read in the paper that General Miles will be affected by it. 
I do not know now who else will be affected by it. I know that 
the law of Congress has put every one of these men upon the 
retired list at a certain salary, and I can not see any reason 
why they should be retired at full pay. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This amendment simply ap- 
plies to those who are above the rank of major, so if the gentle- 
man’s argument is well taken then the amendment ought to ap- 
ply to all retired officers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have already pointed out, and the gen- 
tleman did not understand me, I think—I pointed out the orig- 
inal purpose was to givé it to certain officers who drew but 
small pay; that the retired pay of that low grade was so small 
a salary that they were not able to take these employments 
abroad and elsewhere, because their salaries under the retired 
pay were not sufficient. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The second object of my 
interruption was to state that, as I understand it, the object 
of the original law was to increase the efficiency of the National 
Guard by encouraging and causing men upon the retired list, 
who were well trained in military affairs, to become identified 
with the National Guard in its organization and its training. 
Now, if that be the object of the law 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will yield for a moment; I 
desire to correct him a little there. The main object of the com- 
mittee was to get back to the active list the men who were sery- 
ing governors and allowing those on the retired list to get a 
rate of pay so they could live at their respective assignments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well, then, the object 
was twofold—to get back the men into the active service of 
the nation instead of the State, and, secondly, to build up and 
train and organize better the National Guard itself by encour- 
aging men of long and expert military training to become iden- 
tified with the National Guard in various capacities. Now, the 
gentleman says he can not see any object in giving this addi- 
tional pay. That was the object, and it seems to me a very 
laudable object, and one that would produce more good with 
less money than most military expenditures. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, my time has been 
occupied and I would ask for about three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, my answer to the gentleman from 
Mississippi is twofold, and in the first place I state my own 
views. I am very much opposed to the spectacular develop- 
ment of the State militia. I have some views on that subject 
that came to me as I witnessed the blood of dead men upon the 
streets of the town in which I lived. I do not believe in the 
organization of the State militia into divisions and army cerps 
and parades and maneuvers. The State militia should be 
organized in companies, drilled and perfected in the school of 
the soldier and of the company for the purpose of suppressing 
insurrections and riots and to fit a set of young men for the 
possibilities of war; but to get up great spectacular parades 
and to undertake to maneuver twelve or fourteen thousand 
men in the form of corps drills and sham battles is a gross 
waste of public money and utterly valueless to the soldier upon 
whom the money is expended. Now, that is my first proposition. 
My second suggestion is that an officer of low rank, such as lieu- 
tenant, captain, or possibly major, is quite sufficient for all these 
purposes. Ninety-nine out of every hundred of the captains and 
majors of the United States Army to-day are more familiar 
with the school of the soldier, of the company, and of the battal- 
ion than is the brigadier-general retired. 

Therefore, I can find no excuse for this extravagant expendi- 
ture of money. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, the question has been raised here as to why 
we should draw a distinction between the officers of the lower 
rank and the officers above the rank of major. It appears to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a very simple answer to that 
question. As I understand, under existing law if an officer of 
the rank of captain is assigned to this work in one of the States 
he is thereby given full pay as a captain, which means an in- 
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crease of expense on behalf of the Government of the United 
States of perhaps four or five hundred dollars. If, on the con- 
trary, a general takes one of these positions in any of the dif- 
ferent States, he is given full pay as a general, which means an 
increase of expense to the Government of the United States in 
the matter of his salary of something like $1,300, and in addition 
to that, as I understand, $72 a month for quarters, and perhaps 
some other emoluments that would not go to an officer of a lower 
rank. And while the Government of the United-States may be 
willing and may properly think it is wise to expend four or five 
hundred dollars in each of these cases in order to secure the sery- 
ices of an officer of a lower rank than major, the same reasons 
would not exist for expending for each of these officers an in- 
crease of nearly $2,000 or $1,800 with the nine major-generals 
who are now employed in such capacities. It seems to me, 
therefore, that there is a very good reason why the distinction 
should be drawn with reference to the rank of the officer who 
should be restored to his full pay when he assumes duties of 
this character. 

Mr. THAYER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, from what the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said that there are 
nine persons holding rank above that of major that have, since 
this law went into effect, something like a year ago, accepted po- 
sitions on the staffs of different governors of different States. 
That fact was known, probably, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when they prepared this bill; and it is evident that they 
paid but little attention to the fact until within a few days, 
when it is known that a man carrying the highest military title 
in the gift of this country was besought by the Democratic gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts to go upon-his staff as chief inspector of 
the militia of that State. I wish to ask, if it is not perfectly 
apparent that this bill is intended as a thrust against General 
Miles, why was it that this committee did not remember that 
eight others, military gentlemen on the retired list, had accepted 
positions during the last year under conditions identical with 
that of General Miles? And, again, if this was such a flagrant 
abuse of their position, did they not originally in their reported 
bill provide for that condition of things that they undertook to 
provide for in this amendment, which the chairman, without con- 
sulting his committee, springs upon us? j 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] says that these 
higher officers in our country are conducting themselves in an 
unseemly way in going about and begging positions of the goy- 
ernors of the different States. I think the gentleman is draw- 
ing exclusively upon his imagination. It happens to be within 
my special personal knowledge that, so far as the request made 
by Governor Douglas that General Miles should be detailed to 
Massachusetts is concerned, it came from Governor Douglas 
himself, and General Miles was importuned day after day be- 
fore he was willing to accept the position. Governor Douglas 
naturally looked to him because, in the first place, he was a 
native of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and secondly, 
the highest military title in the gift of the American people 
had been conferred upon General Miles, and our Democratic 
governor was bound the people of Massachusetts should have 
the best the country afforded, and of all men high in rank Gen- 
eral Miles was best adapted to the position that Governor Doug- 
las wanted him to fill. 

I want to say also that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Srevens] said that these high-titled officers were antiquated 
men, that they were past usefulness, and that they were not 
proper men to be detailed to the different States in order to have 
charge of the State militia, which, by the way, is a part of the 
National Guard; but all this is somewhat in contradistinction 
to what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] said 
when treating upon this subject. He stated, in substance, that 
these high-titled officers were proper men to be detailed to the 
different States to perform the duties there assigned to them, 
but that the States ought to pay the compensation which they 
would naturally require. It did not occur to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that General Miles or any of these other eight 
men who have been detailed in different States were past useful- 
ness. The detailing of General Miles to take charge of the 
State militia was fitting and proper. Now, the people of Mas- 
‘sachusetts are fond of General Miles and will resent any insult 
to him, and this amendment is directed to him and would never 
have been offered had he not accepted the call from Governor 
Douglas. ; 

I —— to say to you, Mr. Chairman, that the people of Mas- 
sachusetts will believe that this is a thrust and an insult to 
General Miles, not the first one either that has been imposed, 
and if you desire to make Massachusetts solidly Democratic 
yote this amendment, and we will not only reelect Governor 
Douglas, but the whole Democratic ticket from top to bottom. 
[Laughter and applause.] 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s infor- 
mal amendment will be withdrawn. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana offers an amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I move to amend by striking 
out the words “above the grade of major” where they appear 
in the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Am ni “ * 
. — the word “Army,” the 

Mr. HULL. How will it then read? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no retired officer of the Army shall, 
active duty with the militia of the several 
tories, receive from the United States 
to his pay as a retired officer. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if economy is 
the object sought, then the amendment I propose to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has that virtue. 
If discrimination is sought to be avoided, the amendment to the 
amendment produces that result. If it is desired to place the 
burden upon the States which are to select retired officers of 
the Army for State service, they can do so from the lower 
grades equally efficient, or it places upon them the burden of 
paying the officers of high grade if they are selected as such offi- 
cers. The purpose of this amendment to the amendment is to 
provide that no officer that has been detailed to a State govern- 
ment shall receive any pay from the United States Treasury 
except that of their retired pay, placing upon the State selecting 
the burden of paying such sums as they, in their wisdom or un- 
wisdom, may choose to pay, measured by the rank of the officer 
selected. Surely under this amendment we avoid all appear- 
ances of unjust discrimination. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 92, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will take their places 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tellers were not ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that the Chair prefers to order tellers on this vote. 
The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Ronrxsox, and the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. HULL, will take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
100, noes 100. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was put. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt; there was so much 
confusion. The Chair would prefer to order tellers on this vote. 
Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay] take their places as tellers? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiL- 
Laus! and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] will take thei 


places as tellers. 5 
Mr. Chairman—— 


when assigned to 
States and Terri- 
any pay or allowance additional 


Mr. BARTLETT. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? : 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to have the committee advised 
as to what they are voting upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. Š 

The amendment was again reported. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 71, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of enlisted men, $95,148. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 20, page 15, add: 


“Provided, That so much of an 
as authorizes the maintenance o 


and all statutes of the United States 
the Porte Rico, sional R = — 


of Infantry be, and the same is hereby, repealed, to take effect 
day of July, 1905.“ 


1905. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of order 
on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say to the economists of this 
House, on both sides of the Chamber, that if this amendment 
is supported they will do some very effective work in the way 
of money saying. It is simply intended to abolish what is 
known as the Porto Rican Provisional Regiment,” a branch 
of the Army which received special attention in the report of 
the Secretary of War two years ago, when Mr. Root said 
that there was no longer any reason for continuing it in the 
service. He stated, what everybody knows to be true, that the 
conditions in that island are such that an ordinary police 
force can do all the duty which this regiment performs, and 
leave to the Regular Army of the United States the protection 
of the seacoasts of that island. 

Mr. Chairman, no reason worthy of the consideration of this 
House for a moment has ever been offered why this Porto Rican 
provisional regiment should be continued, and if it were not a 
fact that there are officers in that regiment for whom gentle- 
men are solicitous and whom they desire to maintain on the 
pay rolls the regiment would have been abolished two years 
ago. The reports of the Secretary of War since then have been 
silent upon that Porto Rican regiment. They have neither 
recommended its continuance nor its discontinuance. They have 
failed to recommend its continuance, I apprehend, because there 
is no reason that can be urged why it should be continued. 
They have not recommended its discontinuance because, as I 
apprehend, they thought they would run against that powerful 
influence which made this Congress override the specific and 
well-founded recommendations of Secretary Root in 1902. 

Mr. Chairman, recognizing the fact that the point of order 
made by the chairman of the committee will probably be sus- 
tained by the Chair, I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘or Porto Ri 
„„ cee ne we ater sempete ote 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 13 
and 14, on page 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, strike out lines 13 and 1 

“For Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of two 
battalions of four companies each.’ 

Mr. CLARK. I take it there is no point of order that will lie 
against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, two years ago we practically took 
action to abolish the regiment in Porto Rico. I believed then 
and believe now that there was no reason for its continuance, 
so far as the necessities of the Government were concerned. 
The House voted to discontinue it. It went to the Senate and 
there the action of the House was reversed. We were in con- 
ference on the matter, and after some two weeks or more it was 
decided to let it go for four years. The House agreed to that. 
They authorized the President to commission the officers for 
four years. That time, under the law, will not expire for two 
years yet, and I am not in favor of abolishing it at this time, 
for the reason that they had a right to expect the regiment to 
be continued for the four years authorized by Congress. Of 
course it is claimed from a sentimental standpoint that it is of 
great benefit to the people of Porto Rico to have two battalions 
of troops. In my judgment, that benefit could be had just as 
well by enlisting them and making them a part of the Regular 
Army; but, as I said before, on account of the action of Con- 
gress, ratified by both Houses and approved by the President, 
by which these officers are commissioned for four years and the 
troops enlisted for the same time, I am not in favor of revers- 
ing that action. There is no point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is to strike out 
lines 13 and 14, on page 15, which run in this wise: For 
Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of two 
battalions of four companies each,” which means that that regi- 
ment will be disbanded if my amendment is adopted. The 
House just went on record in favor of economy. I voted with 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hv Lx] on that proposition to 
save somewhere from thirty thousand to one hundred thousand 
dollars a year. This proposition saves a million dollars a year. 

I never intend to vote in this House against any proposition 
that looks to a reasonable economy. I do not care a straw 
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whether Democrats or Republicans are to be made the bene- 
ficiaries of these superfluous salaries and expenditures. In any 
event we have no right to squander the public money. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] admits that there fs no use 
for this regiment. The Secretary of War [Mr. Root] recom- 
mended that it be abolished. I have still another objection to 
it. I object to the establishment in this country and in these 
dependencies of the United States of a kind of Sepoy troops. 
I am opposed to any Filipino being in the Army of the United 
States, or any Porto Rican or any Hawaiian being in that Army. 
If we are to have a standing army in the United States at all, 
I want it to be composed of American citizens. There is no 
sense in any other proposition. The truth about the whole 
thing is that the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Lrrrrzl ought to have been fastened onto this bill. The 
United States Army ought to be cut down by one-half; and 
when I say that, I trust I am as . as any other man on 
this floor. 

We never have depended on the Regular Army to do our 
fighting; we never will depend on the Regular Army to do our 


‘fighting. The men that have enabled the United States to con- 


quer in every war that has ever been waged were just such men 
as we are here to-day. They are men who have no desire to be 
soldiers, but in the time of stress and trouble will become 
soldiers through patriotic motives, and then when the war is 
over and the fighting is finished, instead of wanting to stay in 
the Army, they will get out of the Army as quick as they can 
and mingle again in the walks of civil life and become good 
citizens. 

Now, I want to recapitulate this. The Secretary of War said 
there was no use for this regiment. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the House says there is no use for 
it. My amendment saves a million dollars a year. You gentle- 
men on the other side of the aisle that displayed your spirit of 
economy a while ago by saving a paltry $30,000—and I voted 
with you—come and show your real spirit of economy now by . 
walking up and saying a million dollars. You can not justify 
yourselyes on the other yote if you do not vote for this. 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with my 
colleague or the gentleman from Texas, and I fear not with the 
gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, if I 
caught properly the tenor of his remarks. I believe that this 
Porto Rican regiment, if we are going to hold Porto Rico, is 
eminently a proper thing to maintain. The gentleman can say 
what he pleases about sepoys, but if.you are going to hold for- 
eign possessions you want the natives of those islands in the 
ranks of your Army. If you would have an India you must 
enlist your sepoys. If you are going to maintain your posses- 
sions in Porto Rico, if it is to be worth anything as a naval 
base, you have got to build up there a loyal sentiment that in 
time of war is your support, and there is no better way to build 
it up than by having the men of that country enlist in the ranks 
of your Army. If you are going to hold the Philippines, if you 
are going to have behind you a sentiment that will maintain 
your naval station and make it a fortress against a foreign foe, 
you have got to have these men drilled in the ranks of your 
Army. Therefore I say if you are going to cut out a battalion 
to save money, cut it out in the United States; it will be better 
if you are going to occupy these places than to cut it out in the 
Philippines and Porto Rico. 

Now, a word about the Porto Rico regiment. You have there 
a regiment of native troops, officered by United States citizens, 
who have been there ever since we took possession of the island, 
who speak the language, who are acquainted with the manners 
and customs of the people, and who, I am informed, are com- 
missioned for four years anyhow, even if you strike out this 
clause. These officers have brought this regiment up to a high 
state of efficiency, so much so that in the target practice, in 
competition with the regulars, they won several of the first 
prizes, and rank among the leaders. 

The regiment has been complimented for its efficiency by all 
who have inspected it, and the proposition now is to strike out 
this regiment, not for the purpose of reducing the forces par- 
ticularly, because you could strike one out somewhere else, but 
because it is not a part of the regular establishment. It does 
not save a million dollars, as my friend said. If I am properly 
informed, it saves about a hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HULL. About $146,000. 

Mr. CLARK. How many men are there in the regiment? 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not know. 

Mr. HULL. There are eight companfes, making 400 or 500 
men. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. There are 520. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to say that the gentleman from Illinois 


124 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


[Mr. Marsa], a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
stated on the floor of this House on cross-examination a year 
or two ago that it cost a thousand dollars a year, on an average, 
to maintain a private soldier of the Regular Army in the United 
States, and the figures of this appropriation bill carry it out. 
Mr. COWHERD, I think that was in relation to the Philip- 
pine service. 
Mr. CLARK. No; it was in relation to the service in this 
country. He said that it cost $2,000 in the Philippine Islands. 
Mr. COWHERD. I base my statement on information from 
a gentleman well versed in military affairs, but that does not 
make any difference. If they are not needed, whether it saves 
$50,000 or $1,000,000, it ought to be saved. The point I make 
is that if you want to make it-simply a matter of saving, de- 
ted States, ent it out in this coun- 


lands—if you are 
States—I ask you 
by building up a spirit of loyalty 
flag? Will you be any better off do 
men that have built up this regimen 
with the language, manners, and customs of 
detailing army officers to take their place who can not speak 
the and do not know anything about the people? 
Which is better, to have the constabulary duties performed by 
natives or by Americans who will treat the native with that 
contempt the Anglo-Saxon always shows to those he considers 
of an inferior race? I am opposed to the amendment. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. HULL and Mr. SLAYDEN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is always very difficult 
for me to resist the eloquence and the logical arguments of my 
distinguished friend the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD], and he pleads so persuasively and with such tremendous 

` force that I am almost inclined to think that Kansas City may 
haye contributed a warrior to that regiment. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. StarpeN] that Kansas City has 
contributed a gentleman, who was a captain in that regiment, 
and from whom I gathered the information that I have had the 
pleasure of laying before the House [applause]—information, 
I want to say, which the gentleman did not see fit to furnish to 
the committee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentle- 
man’s suggestion that, in order to develop a spirit of patriotism, 
it is necessary to maintain this regiment, which Secretary Root 
described as a peculiar and separate organization, and which 
he declared to be unnecessary, I want to submit that in that 
same able report he stated—and no man on the floor of this 
House will question the propriety of the suggestion—that the 
people of Porto Rico should have the privilege of enlisting in 
the Army of the United States, and certainly they will there 
have an opportunity of developing a more purely American 
and less insular type of patriotism. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will 


Ricans would leave their country and come to 
to enlist in the service of the United States to 

Mr. SLAYDEN. As a matter of 
man, that they would enlist in the Army of 
They would not have to come here for that purpose, because we 
would send recruiting officers to the island. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Stayprn], if the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK} should prevail, would 
it not be true that the only effect of it would be that, at least for 
the present, these regiments would not be paid; that they would 
have to, under their enlistment, remain in the service just the 
same to the end thereof, although they would not get any pay 
for it? Is not that the fact? 

Mr. CLARK. Now, will the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norerrs] allow me to ask him a question? ILaughter.] Does 
not the gentleman think, really, that if this Congress concluded 
it wanted to get rid of that regiment that it has ingenuity enough 
to find some way to muster those fellows out? cr 

Mr. NORRIS. It might do it; but it would have to repeal a 
law under which they have enlisted. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, we might do that. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with 
the gentleman’s motion to a great extent, but I submit. this 
proposition to him and to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAY- 
DEN], that if the motion prevails it simply cuts off the money 


these men would get by virtue of this appropriation, and at 
least the private soldiers in that regiment could not and would 
not be allowed to resign like an officer would, and the result 
would be that they would have to remain in the service without 
any pay, unless they were afterwards paid by virtue of some 
other legislation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted that 
the gentleman is satisfied with the reply made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK} that somehow or other, in some 
way, this Government would find a means of getting the men ~ 
out of the service. I want to say to him, and I ask my friend 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. CLARK] to listen to this for 
a moment, because he has been led into an error as to the ex- 
pense of this organization. These men do not get the same pay 
that the soldiers do in this country. Each Porto Rican sol- 
dier has $156 a year. 

Mr. CLARK. But it does not change the principle of the 
thing, does it? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Not at all; and I think that the regiment 
ought to be abolished, and there are none of the reasons or al- 
leged reasons which have been offered for its continuance that 
have not been fully answered by Mr. Root while he was Seere- 
tary of War. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is it the idea of the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. Stayrpen] that if the motion proposed by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] should prevail, that that would do 
away with and abolish this regiment in Porto Rico? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I was not able to hear what 
the gentleman said. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand, Mr. Chafrman, the gentle- 
man desires to abolish this regiment. I am in favor of that 
myself, I think, but would the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri accomplish that aim? . 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, there are so many enter- 
taining conversations and interruptions going on round about 
here that I have still been unable to hear the question of the 
gentleman from Nebraska, and I will ask him to submit it to 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hot], who is very much closer to him and who can hear him. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SLaypEN] will eease conversation himself, I will try and 
make him hear. As I understand it, your object is to abolish 
the regiment in Porto Rico? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think it should be done. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have asked you the question, If the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri should prevail, would that 
abolish the regiment? Is it not a fact it would not do anything 
of the kind? > 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, if it does not, sir, we will have a sup- 
plementary act of legislation that will complete the good work. 

Mr. NORRIS. That might be, but you make these fellows 
serve without pay. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, no. . 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, a very few words on this propo- 
sition. It is getting late, and I should like for this to go in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like to have five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I am not going to conclude debate; it is nearly 
5 o’clock, and Members want to go home, and we will take it up 
the next day and the gentleman will be recognized the first one 
and have more time for what he desires to say. Mr. Chairman, 
as to the cost of the regiment, I would say the Porto Rican regi- 
ment consists of eight companies, two battalions, and there are 
eight captains, not mounted, at $3,800 each; one eaptain, 
mounted (assistant surgeon), at $2,000; one first lieutenant, 
mounted (assistant surgeon), at $1,600; two first lieutenants, 
mounted (battalion adjutants), at $1,600 each; eight first lieu- 
tenants, not mounted, at $1,500 each; eight second lieutenants, 
not mounted, at $1,400 each; or a total of $44,000, with $6,500 
additional pay. The enlisted men of the two battalions amount 
in gross to $95,148, so that the amount saved is not so great. 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. Do these enlisted soldiers of 
the Porto Rican regiment receive the same pay as our men? 

Mr. HULL, They get a hundred and fifty-six dollars a year. 
They do not get an increase of pay for reenlistment that is pro- 
vided for our home men. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How much do they get a 
month? 

Mr. HULL. They get $13 a month, the same pay as our men, 
only our men when they reenlist get a dollar a month extra 
pay up to $18 a month, some of them. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
fully indorse all that is said by my friend from Missouri in 
regard to the desirability of having the enlistment of Porto 
Ricans in the Army of the United States. I sympathized with 
that when I did what I could to incorporate them in the Army 
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of the United States, but what I did not believe was necessary 
was to have a separate organization, where they were set apart 
from the rest of the Army of the United States. 

What he says is true as to the officers. They have done great 
service there in drilling, organizing, equipping, and developing 


the Porto Rican troops. Some of them are too old to go in the 
Regular Army. Those that are not past the age have the same 
right to enter the Regular Army that any volunteer soldier has 
to-day. My objection to continuing it for four years was that 
in four years’ time these men would have an additional claim 
upon the Government for another extension; but Congress has 
determined that question and provided tliat they should be com- 
missioned for four years and these two battalions continued for 
four years, and in pursuance of the law the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs has appropriated here just what the law provides 
for, and I submit to the Committee of the Whole House that it 
is not the proper way to reach this question by striking out the 
pay without abolishing and repealing the law that provided for 
the continuation of these men. 

I fully agree with the gentleman from Missouri that holding 
the Philippine Islands—holding Porto Rico—we ought to de- 
velop the highest sense of patriotism in those islands. There 
is no better school of patriotism than the uniform of the United 
States soldier serving under the flag of the Republic [applause], 
and no act of mine, no vote of mine, will ever be given that will 
deprive these people of the right to enlist in the Army and 
serve under our flag. But it should be done in the regular 
way as soon as the present law expires. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think we can conclude this to- 
night, and I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Bourret, Ohair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 17473, the army appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1513) en- 
titled “An act for the relief of the estate of George W. Saul- 
paw,” with a Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, is this matter to come up 
without unanimous consent? Is this in regular order? 

The SPEAKER. This is from the Speaker's table, and I sup- 
pose that is the regular order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Has this been to a committee of the House, 
this amendment of the Senate? What committee does it come 
from, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. HASKINS. It comes from the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The bill carries no appropriation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It says $7,000. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the bill carried no ap- 
propriation, but the Chair is wrong. ‘The Chair on examining 
the bill finds that the Senate amendment carries the same pro- 
vision that the House bill carries, and it seems to be merely 
a verbal amendment. Then, even if it changed the amount, the 
Chair is advised, under the ruling heretofore made, that it would 
not have to go to the Committee of the Whole. It is a new 
matter that comes by the way of Senate amendment that carries 
appropriation or makes a charge upon the Treasury that goes 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not desire to make any point of 
order. I desire to prevent any precedents established by this 
bill if it ought not to be considered now. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is, and he is 
fortified in that recollection by the best authority of which the 
Chair is aware, that this is in line with the precedents. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to ask the gentleman when this 
bill passed the House? 

Mr. HASKINS. It passed the House last February and 
passed the Senate by simply a verbal amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. I was thinking that we had had no day here 
for war claims. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Haskins] to concur in the Senate 
amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. Haskins, a motion to reconsider the vote 
ig, piel the amendment was concurred in was laid on the 
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 2510. An act for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albemarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina; and 

H. R. 15317. An act to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, Arkansas, 


JOHN HENRY LOFLAND, EARL WORDEN CHAFFEE, AND Jos 
DRUMMOND LITTLE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, and, 
with the accompanying document, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and was ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In the fall of 1903 John Henry Lofland, Earl Worden Chaffee, and 
Joseph Drummond Little, then members of the first or highest class at 
the Naval Academy, severally committed acts for which they were 
charged with the offense of hazing, were tried by court-martial, and 
were dismissed from the academy and from the naval service. 

In a letter addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House, March 21, 1904, the Secretary of the Navy, after 
reviewing the facts upon which action in the cases of these midship- 

n was based, states that “if discretion in the infliction of punish- 

ent had been vested either in the court-martial or the Department a 
pitas punishment than dismissal from the service might have been in- 
flict and concludes that Congress is the proper authority to de- 
in cases of this character whether exception should be made to 
the operation of the statute. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs (H. R. No, 2454, 58th Cong., 2d 
sess.), upon consideration of the rtment's report unanimously 
concludes that “ under all the circumstances no detriment will be done 
the service” by sanctioning the appointment of these midshipmen to the 
naval service under appropriate conditions and restrictions. 

Upon review of the facts in this case I concur generally in the 
conclusions of the ry of the Navy and the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with respect to the character of the offenses committed by 
these midshipmen. Their acts were in plain violation of the letter 
of the statute, but the case presented is not an aggravated one, and 
I believe that their severance from the Academy, their reduction to 
the foot of the class of which they were members, and their entry 
5 4 — a service without formal graduation will be adequate 
punishmen 

The draft of a bill granting authority for the appointment of these 
midshipmen to the onl under conditions and restrictions believed 
to be sufficient to the interests of the service, is inclosed for 
the consideration of the Congress. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite HoUsE, January II. 1905. 
BRIDGE ACROSS OUACHITA RIVER, CALDWELL, LA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate resolution: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


January II, 1908. 
Resolved, That the Secre be directed to request the House of 
resentatives to return to the 


te the bill (S. 6019) to 3 
er ers 3 La., to construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 
CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be 
granted and the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
nie be discharged from the further consideration of the Senate 

There was no objection. 

REPRINT OF REPORT IN SWAYNE IMPEACHMENT CASE. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask unanimous consent for a reprint of 
Reports Nos. 1905, 3021, and 3477, being reports in the Swayne 
impeachment case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] asks unanimous consent for a reprint of Reports 
Nos. 1905, 3021, and 3477, being reports in the Swayne impeach- 
ment case. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. ` 

GOULD P. AUSTIN. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. H. L. MAY- 
NARD to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of H. R. 9886, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, second session, granting Gould P. Austin, of Phoebus, 
Va., permission to erect a building upon the Government reser- 
vation at Fortress Monroe, Va., no adverse report haying been 
made thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SUNFLOWER RIVER IN MISSISSIPPI. = 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of bill H. R. 16992. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman form Mississippi [Mr. HUM- 
PHREYS] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of bill H. R. 16992, a bill to authorize the county of Sunflower 
to construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi. 

The bill was read at length. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 


the gentleman from Mississippi a question or two for informa- 
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tion, reserving the right to object. Has this bill been con- 
sidered and favorably reported by the committee? 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It has. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does it contain the usual 
specifications and has it received the approval of the Secretary 
of War? i 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well, I have no objec- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Heumpureys of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HULL. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of final survey of con- 
necting waters between Lake Superior and Lake Huron, includ- 
ing Hay Lake channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a report from the Director of the Census as to the gin- 
ning of cotton in certain States—to the Committee on the Cen- 
sus, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting a 
copy of a communication in relation to an invitation to the In- 
ternational Prison Congress to hold its eighth session in the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ) 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, submitting a plan for the removal of 
the remains of Pierre Charles L’Enfant—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
miting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Horace P. Williams against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Fannie Pemberton against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Amelia, Timothy 
Hall, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
á A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Jane, James Bar- 
ron, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of New York, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 14626) to quiet titles to land in the city of Mobile, State 
of Alabama, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3484); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 16567) to authorize the Decatur Trans- 
portation and Manufacturing Company, a corporation, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at or near the city of Decatur, Ala., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3479); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18772) to 
amend section 858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3483); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15324) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph W. Winger, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3480); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16387) grant- 
same an increase of pension to Sarah F. Mathison, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3481) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5601) 
granting an increase of pension to John Sutherland, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3482); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 266) granting a 
pension to Emma S. Harney, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3485); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Stewart, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3486); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2850) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie J. Calkins, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3487); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to 
David Whitney, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3488) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same commitee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3935) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Cornelia Hays Ross, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3489); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4169) granting a pension to Galena Jouett, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3490); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5472) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Weems, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3491) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5496) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse L. Sanders, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3492); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5572) granting an increase of pension to 
Alafair Chastain, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3493); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5574) granting an increase of pension to 
Colon Thomas, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3494) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5661) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Bush, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3495); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5746) granting an increase of pension to 
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Anne Jones, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3496) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5758) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie B. Weber, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3497); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
666) granting an increase of pension to Eva M. Kingsbury, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
8498); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4194) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Neilan, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3499); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7014) 
granting an increase of pension to J. J. Boyd, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3500); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9405) granting a pension 
to Andrew Long, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3501) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9906) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. Dunn, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3502): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on 

Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10027) granting a pension to Green W. Hodge, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3503); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
_ Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13332) granting a 
pension to Honora Sullivan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3504); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18377) granting an increase of pension to Albert R. Straub, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3505) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13546) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joel J. Addison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3506); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13547) granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis J. Parr, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3507); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14444) granting an increase of pension to William A. Stovall, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3508); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15197) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin C. Griffith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3509); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15308) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. Prewett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3510); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15892) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha F. Field, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3511); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16109) grant- 
ing a pension to Alice T. Groesbeck, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2512); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16171) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah D. Tarver, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3513); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 16172) granting an increase of pension 
to Georgia A. Warren, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3514); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16311) granting an 
increase of pension to Morris Del Dowane, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3515); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16578) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline Vifquain, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3516); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16579) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Vanatta, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3517); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16668) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emile H. Brie, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3518); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16748) 
granting a pension to Frona J. Wooten, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3519); which sald 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16842) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lydia P. Kelly, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3520); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16904) grant- 
ing a pension to Louis Sherard, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3521); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16953) granting an 
increase of pension to John Ryan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3522); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 17139) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Jennings, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3523); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17162) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Dukes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3524); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9519) for the relief of John H. Frick—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 17530) for the relief of the estate of Lewis Pat- 
terson, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10691) granting an incraese of pension to J. W. 
Hilyard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under caluse 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori- 
als of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 17575) to permit the eon- 
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struction of a dam across the Illinois River at or near Ottawa, 
III.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17576) to 
grant to Oden’s Battery of Artillery, Arkansas State Guards, 
the right to use and occupy lots 3, 4, and 5, block 94, Hot 
Springs, for an armory site—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17577) authoriz- 
ing the Lindsey Lumber Company, a corporation of Escambia 
County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh River at or 
near the town of Pollard, in said county and State—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 17578) further 
to define the duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 17579) to create a new divi- 
sion of the western judicial district of Louisiana, and to pro- 
vide for terms of court at Lake Charles, La., and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17580) validat- 
ing certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and the Northern Pacific Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17581) to provide for the improvement of 
the harbor at Nome, Alaska—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. ; 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 17582) to amend the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, and providing for the appoint- 
ment of probation officers—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ' 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 17583) to macadamize 
road from Petersburg to the Federal cemetery—-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 17584) providing for com- 
pulsory education in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17585) authorizing the extension of Rhode 
Island avenue NE.—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 17586) to increase the limit 
of cost of the public building in Lebanon, Lebanon County, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 17587) regulating 
pilots—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 17588) to 
provide for furnishing the highest court of each State copies of 
the Supreme Court Reports hereafter published in exchange for 
the reports of the highest State courts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 17589) to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain quarantine 
districts, to permit and regulate the movement of cattle and 
other liye stock therefrom, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. : 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17599) providing for the 
appointment of an assistant judge-advocate-general in the Navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 418) to pay Silas- 
Davidson $25—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 17590) for the relief of the 
Church of Our Redeemer, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17591) for the relief 
of the estate of John Ivey, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17592) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam H. Hugley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17593) for the relief of the estate of John 
G. Snell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 17594) granting a pension 
to Maggie Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17595) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine A. Hogan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17596) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William Davis Foster—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 17597) granting an increase 


ot pension to Levi Welch—to the Committee on Invalld Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17598) granting a pension to 
Kate M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 17600) granting an increase 
of pension to David H. Quigg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17601) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17602) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbur H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17603) for the relief of Harry C. Holmes— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 17604) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 17605) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph B. Scott—to the Committee on-Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 17606) granting an in- 
N of pension to Nelson Stuckey—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 17607) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Barnum—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (II. R. 17608) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Davidson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 17609) granting a pen- 
sion to F. F. Frisby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 17610) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary E. Hamilton, Samuel H. Mains, and Levi Mains, jr., heirs 
of Levi Mains—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17611) granting an increase of pension to 
James Jackson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17612) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17613) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17614) granting a pension to Leonard 
Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17615) granting a pension to Mrs. A. II. 
Maddox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17616) granting a pension to Dehla Dyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17617) granting a pension to M. T. Mob- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17618) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Hafhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17619) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 17620) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Roache—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17621) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Barrows—to the Committee 
on Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 17622) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin S. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17623) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Hagerty—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17624) for the relief of Aimee H. Keller— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17625) 
granting an increase of pension to Siotha Bennett—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17626) granting a pension to Thomas 
Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 17627) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael D. Kernan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17628) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, 
Johnson County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17629) grant- 
ing a pension to Rachael C. Golden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

- By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 17630) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. W. Perkins—to the Committee on Pen- 
si 


ons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 17631) granting an increase of pension to 
Orlando Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17632) granting a pension to James H, 
Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17633) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17634) granting a pension to Lucetta 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 17635) granting a pension 
to John Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 17636) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Rardin—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 17637) granting a pen- 
sion to Bernard J. Boldermann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17638) granting a pension to Andrew 
Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 17039) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles F. Junken—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17640) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dineen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 17641) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Schmidt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17642) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17643) granting a pension to George 
Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Alexander Caldwell, of Beaver County, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. J. F. Sutherland et al., favoring legisla- 
tion prohibiting intoxicating liquors in Indian territories—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Carriage Builders’ National As- 
sociation, increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of General Lyon Post, No. 2, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring bill to 
place Major-General Osterhaus on the retired list—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of St. Louis, 
favoring legislation against trust combinations in restraint of 
trade—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Papers to accompany bill for relief of David 
W. Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of heirs of William H. Hugley—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of John 
G. Snell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELIL: Petition of sundry merchants of Pitts- 
burg, favoring passage of the Hearst bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of cigar and stogie makers of Pittsburg, against 
reduction of tariff on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition against religious legis- 
lation for the District of Columbia, by citizens of Grandy, 
Minn.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cambridge, Minn., against legisla- 
tion in regard to Sabbath observance in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of K. P. Ripley, of Marnesbury, 
Pa., against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. L. Whittaker, of Numfield, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas E. Talbett, of North Brigham, Pa., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Samuel Morgan, of Roundtop, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the secretary of Sebring Grange, of Sebring, 
Pa., against the repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. I. Fick, of Morris, Pa., against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. E. Hart, of Nauvoo, Pa., against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. E. Brian, of Nauvoo, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of R. S. Brown, of Morris, Pa., against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Silas J. Mattison, of Tioga, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. R. Maisser, against repeal of the Grout 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. L. Connelly, of Mainesburg, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of D. L. Myers, of Linden, Pa., against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. W. Spinner, of Genesee, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas Coulston, of Genesee, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Hat, of Kinney, Pa., against repeal of 
the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. G. Whitney, of Tioga, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of David Wurster, of Linden, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of G. M. Cathrell, of Tioga, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. F. Harer, of Linden, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. F. Buck, of Westfield, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. E. Thomas, of Nelson, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. P. Updyke, of Jackson Summit, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Chapman, against repeal of the 
Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. B. Jones, of Roundtop, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Philander Backus, of Wellsboro, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. C. Scott, of Westfield, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. W. Mescho, of Westfield, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Giles Thomas, of Westfield, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Rufus R. Owlitt, of Middlebury Center, Pa., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Tioga County Center Grange, of East 
Charleston, Pa., against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. B. Smith, of Somers Lane, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Perry Phillips, of Hughesville, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Graham, of Lawrenceyille, Pa., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. > 

Also, petition of R. E. Graves, of Genesee, Pa., against repeal 
of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Nauyoo Grange, against repeal of the Grout 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Lamar Grange, of Saloma, Pa., against re- 
peal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Grange, of Wellsboro, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sullivan Grange, of Tioga County, Pa., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, of Clinton County, Pa., 
against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
oan Larkin, of Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of Andrew Cramer, 
of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of New 
York, favoring a law reducing duties on products from the Phil- 
ippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Receivers and 
Shippers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring national 
legislation regulating rates of transportation as embodied in 
Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Charles Stoughton et al., con- 
5 Harlem Kills Canal to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 
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Also, petition of H. W. Buckbee, of Rockford, III., favoring 
Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Skandia Furniture Company, of Rock- 
ford, III., fayoring bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Humane Association, concern- 
ing protection of range cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the United Confederate Veterans, asking ap- 
propriate legislation favoring care and preservation of the 
graves of Confederate dead in northern cemeteries—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Gloucester, Mass., favoring a constitutional amendment abolish- 
ing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Ozenas Shipman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Joseph B. Scott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
J. W. Hely, of Ohio—to. the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Petition of soldiers in support of bill 
H. R. 17514, granting increase pension to John H. Williams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Ida Eubank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of business men of Spencer, Iowa, 
urging passage of bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of business men of Plattsmouth, Nebr., urging 
passage of bill H. R. 183778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, urging passage of bill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Blanchester, Ohio, urging pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Neoga, Ill., urging passage of bill 
H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

Also, petition of Lincoln Commercial Club, of Lincoln, Nebr., 
urging passage of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of merchants et al. of St. Louis, urging pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Alexis, Ill., urging passage of bill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of sundry business firms of New York, urging 
enactment of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Old Soldiers’ Republican 
Club, of Evansville, Ind., favoring the Crumpacker bill—to. the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Rexford Bolt Works, of Rock- 
ford, III., favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of commercial organizations 
of San Francisco, urging adoption of pneumatic-tube service for 
mail deliyery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 16126) for 
relief of Leroy Noble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 17428—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Camp No. 192, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Palmyra, Pa., favoring enactment 
of laws restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Hunter Company et 
al., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of B. R. Thomas et al., favoring 
legislation to improve navigation of the Tennessee River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Mrs. G. M. Wolfe et al., of 
Montgomery County, Md., for a constitutional amendment abol- 
ishing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petition of G. Fred 
Hammond and others, for a constitutional amendment prohib- 
iting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the Massachusetts Sunday 


School Association, for a constitutional aniendment prohibiting 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newton, Mass., for a constitutional 
ae prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ary. 

Also, petition of the Baptist Church of Hyde Park, Mass., for 
a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Norwood Business Association and Board 
of Trade, for passage of bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Leonard A. Jones et al., relative to statistics 
concerning marriage and divorce—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 22 citizens of New Bedford, Mass., against 
bill H. R. 4859—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REID: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 17544, 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen M. Fisk—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 12104, for relief of Lagrange College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Colorado beet-sugar manufac- 
turers, against reduction of duties on raw or refined sugar— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Mound, III., 
relating to an amendment of the pension laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of the Hartford Com- 
mercial Club, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany. bill for relief 
of William A. Crum—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
William Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Abraham Stine, 
of Rinard, III.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Tuourspay, January 12, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

STATUE OF FRANCES E. WILLARD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the governor of the State of IIII- 
nois, requesting that a date be fixed for the acceptance by Con- 
gress of the statue of Frances E. Willard; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

3 MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Director of the Mint amending that portion of his 
estimate of December 14, 1904, relative to the wages of work- 
men at the mint at Denver, Colo., for the fiscal year 1905, etc., 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from 
Hon. Samuel J. Barrows, Commissioner for the United States 
on the International Prison Commission, relative to the passage 
of a resolution by Congress authorizing the President to extend 
to the International Prison Congress an invitation to hold the 
Eighth International Prison Congress in the United States; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

5 REMOVAL OF REMAINS OF MAJOR L'ENFANT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the Distritt of Columbia, 
transmitting certain information relative to the removal of the 
remains of Major l'Enfant; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final as- 
certainment of electors for President and Vice-President for the 
State of Wisconsin; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
ordered to be filed. i 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Petition of Atoka Circuit and 119 citizens of the Choctaw 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | District; 


Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 5889) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16992) to authorize the county of Sunflower to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1513) for 
the relief of the estate of George W. Saulpaw. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives had appointed Mr. DATZ LL, Mr. CruMPACKER, 
and Mr. WILIAus of Mississippi, members of the Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies on the occasion of the inauguration of 
the President-elect on March 4, 1905, etc. 

The message further announced the return to the Senate, in 
compliance with its request, of the bill (S. 6019) to authorize 
the parish of Caldwell, La., to construct a bridge across the 
Ouachita River. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for free alcohol for use in the arts and manufactures; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Local Association No. 650, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Broad Top City; of Washing- 
ton Camp No. 549, of Blandburg; of sundry citizens of Pal- 
myra; of Local Camp No. 56, Patriotic Order Sons of Amer- 
ica, Glasgow, and of sundry citizens of Newlin, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding more stringent laws and regulations governing immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Friends Church of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Receivers and Shippers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a large number of petitions 
from citizens of the Territory of Oklahoma, praying for prohi- 
bition in the new State. The bill having been reported, I ask 
that the petitions may lie on the table. 

The petitions were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

Petition of Mrs. A. M. Wilson and 2,691 other citizens ; 

Petition of Neal Stone and 2,397 other citizens; 

Petition of G. A. Cook and 2,841 other citizens; and 

Petition of Miss Nellie Deem and 3,062 other citizens. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present likewise a large number of peti- 
tions from the Indian Territory, praying that in our legislation 
the provisions of our treaties with the Indians shall be observed 
and continued, so that so far as the Indian Territory is con- 
cerned they shall have prohibition in the future as they have 
had in the past. 

I wish to mention particularly a petition from the Antisaloon 
League, which calls attention to the fact that“ for seventy-two 
years the United States Government has prohibited the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory,” and praying that 
a provision shall be included in the statehood bill continuing 
prohibition. 

Here is a petition which is signed by 76 Choctaw Indians, and 
it is as follows: 

We, the undersigned Choctaw Indians, in attendance at a big meeting 
at Mount Zion, Choctaw Nation, do most earnestly petition your honor- 
able body to make such provision in the approaching statehood bill as is 
necessary to prohibit the introduction and sale of intoxicating drinks 
within our bounds, in accordance with the agreement made with the sey- 
eral tribes before allotment. 8 

I take it that all these petitions are of the same character, and 
I ask that they may be noted in the Recor and lie on the table. 

The petitions were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

Petition of Thomas Watson and 76 Choctaw Indians: ~ 

Petition of the Carney Methodist Episcopal Church and 40 
other churches ; 

Petition of Vance Lee and 134 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of E. T. Benton and 85 citizens of Lenox; 


We hat of sundry full-blood Indian citizens of Pontotoc 
unty ; S 

Petition of J. J. James and 38 citizens of Walker; 

Petition of C. B. Yonbrough and 15 citizens; 

Petition of Hugh Taylor and S2 citizens; 

Petition of Thomas Watson and 65 citizens; 

Petition of Isom Billy and 17 citizens of Tuskahoma; 
Michie of Rey. G. Lee Phelps and 68 citizens of the Creek 

ation ; 

Petition of L. B. Thurston and 82 citizens of Chelsea; 

Petition of S. B. Welsh and 43 citizens of Muldrom; 

Petition of J. J. Townsend and 39 citizens; 

Petition of V. Malone and 77 citizens; 

Petition of G. H. Mindle and 28 citizens; 

Petition of Annie W. Martin and 34 citizens; 

Petition of Aaron C. Ammin and 57 citizens; 

Petition of Frederick Thompson and 41 citizens; 

Petition of J. J. Maggard and 170 citizens of Marietta; 

Petition of Mrs. J. B. Ingram and 218 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of R. E. Hodge and 45 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of C. R. Beard and 10 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of W. L. Davis and 72 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of Sherwood W. Hill and 98 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of A. C. Cobb and 41 citizens of Cherokee Nation; 

Petition of W. S. Brown and 179 citizens of Brown County ; 

Petition of Mary A. Smith and 9 citizens of Beach; 

Petition of J. L. Swain and 9 citizens of Germantown; 

i Senn of George A. Alexander and 44 citizens of Creek 
Nation ; 

Petition of Tom A. Allen and 58 citizens; 

Petition of T. E. Tilley and 32 citizens of Caddo; 

Petition of R. J. Scott and 25 citizens of Sallisaw; 

Petition of Joseph E. M. Nelson and 35 citizens of Durant; 

Petition of S. S. Johnson and 46 citizens; 

Petition of E. C. Lytle and 46 citizens of Bartlesville; 

Petition of E. M. Landis and 20 citizens of Sallisaw; 

Petition of M. E. Crisp and 71 citizens of Kiowa; 

Petition of Mrs. Mary Trellack and 7 citizens of Oseuma ; 

Petition of B. F. Wood and 47 citizens; 

Petition of D. P. Wasson and 148 citizens of Westville; 

Petition of Luther Kyle and 111 citizens of Stilwell; 

Petition of P. C. Atkins and 26 citizens of Caddo; 

Petition of M. B. McKenney and 54 citizens of Oakland 3 

Petition of J. E. Stinson and 40 citizens of McMillan ; 

Petition of E. B. Newton and 20 citizens of Ball Hill; 

Petition of J. C. Pray and 85 citizens of Muscogee; 

Petition of J. A. Bowman and 2 citizens of Wewoka; 

Petition of W. P. Blake and 17 citizens: 

Petition of Anna Dickerman and 48 citizens of Stoka; 

Petition of J. S. Murrow and 168 citizens of Stoka: 

Petition of J. W. Collins and 69 citizens of Stonewall; 

Petition of C. L. Webb and 200 citizens of Ada: 

Petition of Philip Thompson and 220 citizens of Ada; 

Petition of P. H. Smith and sundry other citizens; 

Petition of W. T. Freeman and 24 citizens of Comanche; 

Petition of sundry Sunday-school children of Ada; and the 

Petition of W. L. Taylor and 70 citizens of Texola. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the mayor and common 
council of Millville, N. J., praying that an appropriation be 
made providing for the opening to navigation of the channel 
of the Maurice River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey Pharmaceuti- 
cal Association, praying for the enactment of legislation reduc- 
ing the tax on alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Bogart & Hayden, of 
New York City, remonstrating against any reduction in the tariff 
on tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. : 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the towing of vessels in the harbor of New York; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Remedy Com- 
pany, of New York City, remonstrating against the use of the 
word “drug” in the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cape May County board 
of agriculture, of New Jersey, remonstrating against any 
changes being made in the so-called “Grout oleomargarine 
bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Guernsey Breeders’ As- 
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sociation, of Westgrove, Pa., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ Grout oleomargarine bill;“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Elmer, N. J., and a memorial of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Collingswood, N. J., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the present anticanteen 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Collingswood; of the Butler and Bloomingdale 
Woman's Christian Temperance Association, of Bloomingdale; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Association of Salem, 
and of Medford Grange, No. 36, Patrons of Husbandry, of Med- 
ford, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the-statehood 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston branch of the 
United Irish League of America, praying for the ratification of 
international arbitration treaties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of South Park 
Church, of Newark; of the Society of Friends of Moorestown ; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hancocks 
Bridge; of the congregation of the Park Presbyterian Church, 
of Newark, and of Medford Grange, No. 36, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Medford, all in the State of New Jersey, and of the 
Indian Rights Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the protection of Indians 
against the liquor traffic in the new States to be formed; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented memorials of George C. Magill, of New- 
ark; J. B. Adams, of Elwood; M. Relyea, of Pemberton; 
George F. Snyder, of Washington; Albert Heritage, of Mickle- 
ton; George May Powell, of Newfield; David P. Taylor, of 
Fairton, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Montclair, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Mountain Lodge, No. 390, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of St. Louis, Mo., and a 
petition of J. L. Parish Division, No. 556, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of New Franklin, Mo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation relating to the liability of common carriers 
by railroads to their employees; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newton 
County, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“Hamilton statehood bill;” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Local Division No. 
56, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Centerville, Iowa, 
and a petition of local Lodge No. 602, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Anson Alger and sundry 
other citizens of Milford, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Western Fruit 
Jobbers’ Association of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. r 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of sundry citizens of Parsons, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Ter- 
ritory when admitted to statehood; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, 

He also presented the petition of B. F. Surface and 7 other 
citizens of Narka, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to recognize God as the source of all authority and 
power in civil government; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Linn 
County, Tyro, and Turon, all in the State of Kansas, remon- 


strating against the enactment of legislation providing for the 
closing of places of business on Sunday in the District of Co- 
5 which were referred to the Committee on the District 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Labette 
County, St. Paul, Leavenworth, Johnson County, Wilson, Gra- 
ham County, Wichita, Iola, Everest, Pleasanton, Winfield, Bur- 
lington, Ellsworth, Ottawa, Bluff, Wamego, and Liberal, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic 
in the new States to be formed; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 161, 
Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, of Parsons, Kans., and a 
petition of Border City Division, No. 462, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, of Arkansas City, Kans., praying for the pas-- 
sage of the so-called employers’ liability bill;“ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of J. H. Kirk Lodge, No. 376, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Horton, Kans., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employment of 
any man as a locomotive engineer who has not had at least 
three years’ experience as a locomotive fireman; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2535) 
granting an increase of pension to Joel Maxwell; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
6262) granting an increase of pension to Seth M. Tucker; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of the Norfolk and Ports- 
mouth bar associations, of Virginia, praying for the ratification 
of international arbitration treaties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5705) granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; 

A bill (S. 5971) granting a pension to Cordelia Bird; and 

A bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to Mazilla Lester. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4722) granting a pension to M. V. Trough; 

A bill (S. 2828) granting a pension to Phoebe E. Lyda; 

5 5 (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

. Given ; 

A bill (S. 3517) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hammers; and 

A bill (S. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
Armstrong. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5523) granting an 
increase of pension to James Minnick, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6351) granting an increase of pension 
to Martin T. Cross, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5763) granting certain prop- 
erty to the county of Gloucester, N. J., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, asked to be discharged from their further con- 
sideration and that they be referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game: 

A bill (S. 5055) providing for the transfer of forest reserves 
from the Department of the Interior to the Department of 
Agriculture; and 7 

A bill (S. 5009) providing for the transfer of forest reserves 
from the Department of the Interior to the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9799) to remove charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Dorsey, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1979) providing for the ex- 
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tension of the national cemetery on Williamsburg turnpike, near 
the city of Richmond, Va., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12346) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William J. Barcroft, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. By direction of the Committee on Com- 
merce I report back favorably, with sundry amendments, the 
bill (S. 6291) to promote the national defense, to create a force 
of naval volunteers, to establish American ocean mail lines to 
foreign markets, to promote commerce, and to provide revenue 
from tonnage. 

I desire, as a written report on the bill, to submit the report 
which was made January 4, from the Merchant Marine Commis- 
sion. I will also ask that the minority report from the Merchant 
Marine Commission, which was presented day before yesterday 
by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Mattory] be printed in 
connection with the majority report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar, and if there be no objection, the report submitted 
and the views of the minority will be printed as the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Florida who made the mi- 
nority report from the Commission is not in his seat. I desire 
to state that the report of the Committee on Commerce in favor 
of this bill was not unanimous. There are a number of Sena- 
tors who are opposed to the bill, and we will either adopt the 
report made by the Senator from Florida as a member of the 
Commission or submit a written report hereafter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course I know the Senator does not 
mean to suggest that I meant to have it understood that this was 
a unanimous report. It is made in the usual form from a com- 
mittee as the sense of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly; but I thought it proper that the 
Record should show that it was not unanimous. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire, the order will be 
made. 

Mr. BAILEY. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the majority and minor- 
ity reports shall be printed and the bill be placed upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no purpose of objecting to that re- 
quest, but I would like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if the bill which he has reported proposes a direct subsidy? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That matter will I suppose be discussed 
hereafter. I will, however, say to the Senator that it proposes 
a subvention to ships if they carry out certain provisions of the 
bill in the matter of ereating a force of naval volunteers and of 
educating boys on their ships as seamen. ‘That is one provision 
of the bill, I will say to the Senator; there are other provisions. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was moved to make the inquiry because 
I remember when unanimous consent was asked for the con- 
sideration of the act creating the Commission which made the 
inquiry, I objected, and was only induced to withdraw the ob- 
jection upon the assurance that the Commission would recom- 
mend discriminating duties and not a direct subsidy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that probably was not in- 
tended as a reflection upon the Commission, but I can not help 
paying some attention to it. I will say that I had no knowledge 
of any such agreement on the part of the Senator or on the part 
of any Senators. Had I had any such knowledge I certainly 
would not have served on the Commission for a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say 

Mr. GALLINGER. I took it the Commission was free- 
handed, and so stated wherever we held hearings. We heard 
the advocates of discriminating duties, of free ships, of subsi- 
dies, of mail subventions, and of every other possible form of 
relief for our merchant marine, but I never for a moment 
posed that the Commission had its hands tied and that it had 
to make a report along certain lines. That would have been a 
most extraordinary situation for a commission to have been 
placed in. Of course, had I supposed that that was the fact, 
hearings would have been useless, and none would have been 
had. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is absolutely certain that we would not 
have had any commission if I had known that the Commission 
was going to report in favor of a subsidy. I protested against 
the unanimous consent for the consideration of the act creating 
the Commission, because I said it was tantamount to agreeing 
te a recommendation for a direct subsidy. 


The Senator refers to an assurance on the part of the Commis- 
sion. I did not make that statement. I said that there was an 
assurance, not that the Commission itself gave that assurance, 
but an assurance given by at least one and I think two Sena- 
tors, who are especially familiar with it, that the recommenda- 
tion would be for discriminating duties; and that colloquy is 
reported in the Recorp of that day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will only add that had 
the Commission been in the possession of that fact, if it be a 
fact, there would not have been any hearings on the part of the 
Commission, nor would there have been a report from the Com- 
mission. We assumed that we had a great public duty com- 
mitted to us by the Congress of the United States. We accepted 
that service reluctantly and at great personal inconvenience, 
giving the entire summer to it; and the suggestion even that 
we were bound to make a report along a given line is to my 
mind utterly preposterous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection to the 
request of the Senator from New the majority and 
minority reports will be printed and the bill will go to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CLAY. Was the minority report filed this morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was filed two days ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was filed two days ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported back 
this morning by the senior Senator from New Ha 

Mr. BERRY. I will say that there was a minority report 
from the Commission 

Mr. GALLINGER. x 

Mr. BERRY. Not from the minority of the committee, 
though there is a minority of the committee opposed to the bill. 
The minority report referred to is one made by the Senator 
from Florida from the Commission. 

Mr. CLAY. And no minority report from the committee will 
be filed in the future? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That the Senator from Georgia may 
understand this matter, I will state that in reporting the bill 
this morning I asked that the report made by the Merchant 
Marine Commission might be filed as a report in favor of the 
bill and that the minority report of the Commission might like- 
wise be filed and printed in connection with it. 

Mr. CLAY. I asked the question because I was unavoidably 
detained from the committee in the discharge of other official 
duties this morning, and I did not know that the question was 
going to be discussed before the committee. 


PORT OF SHERWOOD, N. DAK. 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6057} making Sher- 
wood, N. Dak., a subport of entry, to report it favorably without. 
amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ; 

J. B. M’RAE, 


Mr. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae 
$99, for services as hospital steward, and so forth, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $99 
to J. B. McRae, of Jackson, N. C., for services rendered as hos- 
pital steward of the Second Regiment North Carolina Volun- 
teers, from June 6, 1898, to July 31, 1898, in full satisfaction 
for services rendered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PEARL RIVER BRIDGE, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I am directed by the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15981) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Pearl and Leaf 
Rivers Railroad Company to bridge Pearl River, in the State of 
Mississippi, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 


ate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 6529) to provide for the 
purehase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Macon, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6530) granting a pension 
to Michael V. Hennessy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6531) to amend sec- 
tion 13 of an act entitled “An act to prohibit the coming of 
Chinese laborers to the United States,” approved September 13, 
1888 ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
ripe twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 6532) granting a pension to Catharine Celley; 

A bill (S. 6533) granting a pension to Bridget Manahan; and 

A bill (S. 6534) granting an 5 of pension to Sargent 
R. Emerson (with accompanying papers) 

Mr. HANSBROUGH e ee a ‘bill (8. 6535) to provide for 
the development and utilization of grazing lands in the arid 
region, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MoENERX introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6536) for the relief of W. G. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 6537) for the relief of the estate of Adelon Vigues, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 6538) for the relief of the estate of Louis Vuagnat, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6539) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
Temple, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6540) for the relief of Katherine Smith; 

A bill (S. 6541) for the relief of the estate of S. S. Simmons, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6542) for the relief of Julien Semere; 

A bill (S. 6543) for the relief of. the estate of Edward Sigur, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6544) for the relief of the estates of William Salam- 
ber and Mrs. Charlotte G. Salamber, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6545) for the relief of the estate of Patrick McCor- 
mack, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 6546) for the relief of Mrs. E. C. McIntyre. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6547) for the relief 
of Emily Catherine Jones ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying. papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6548) granting an increase of pension to Levincy 
Walker ; 

A bill (S. 6549) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. West; 

A bill (S. 6550) granting a pension to Jane Johns; 

A bill (S. 6551) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wester; 

A bill (S. 6552) granting an increase of pension to Lewis S. 
George 

A “ill (8. 6553) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
Kennedy 

A bill (8. 6554) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Gillett; 

A bill (S. 6555) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Gamble, jr.; and 

A bill (S. 6556) granting a pension to Amanda B. Mack. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (S. 6557) for the relief of Columbus D. Smith (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6558) to correct the military record of Alexander 
Everhart (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 6559) for the relief of Charles Seiser; and 

A bill (S. 6560) to correct the military record of William H. 
Blyler (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6561) granting a pension to Cornelia J. Schoon- 
over; 


A bill (S. 6562) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Moyer (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6563) granting a pension to David Weaver (with 
accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6564) granting a pension to Sarah E. Burns (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6565) granting right of 
way for trailway to W. W. Bass, of Coconino County, Ariz., for 
travel across the Grand Canyon of Arizona, and ferry privi- 
leges, and so forth, across the Colorado River therein; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6566) for the relief of F. X. 
Smith, Son & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6567) for the relief 
of Thomas R. Webb; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6568) for the relief of 
the Richmond Locomotive Works, successor of the Richmond 
Locomotive and Machine Works; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6569) for the relief of the 
trustees of High Hill Baptist Church, of Greenesville County, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6570) for the relief of the heirs 
of Lemmos J. Spence, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $700 for the collection of materials, preparation, editing, 
etc., of the volume (Senate Document No. 320) entitled“ Sher- 
man; a memorial in art, oratory, and literature, by the Society 
of the Army of the Tennessee, with the aid of the Congress of 
the United States,” intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 16992. An act to authorize the county of Sunflower to 
construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE, LOUISIANA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 6019) to authorize the parish of Caldwell, La., to construct 
a bridge across Ouachita River, returned from the House of 
Representatives in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill ought to be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COAL LANDS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to call attention to the bill (S. 
4413) to authorize the location of coal lands upon unsurveyed 
public lands in the district of Alaska, and for the survey, entry, 
and patenting of the same, which is Order of Business 1163 
upon the Calendar. We have already covered the subject- 
matter of the bill by a measure which has been enacted into 
law. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the morning business is closed, I desire 
16 0 up the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15895) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, 
and for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill may be read and that the 
amendments of the committee may be considered as they are 
reached as the reading proceeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection such 
will be the order of the Senate. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations was under the head 
of “ Legislative,” on page 3, line 18, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “one thousand eight hundred” and insert “ twa 
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thousand,” and in line 2, before the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “one” and insert “three;” so as to make the clause read: 
room: For superintendent of the document room (Amzi 
Smith), $3,000; first assistant in 5 — $2,000; two assist- 
ants ín document room, at $1,440 each; clerk to superintendent of 
— room, $1,440; skilled lahon ors, 000; in all, $10,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 3, to insert: 

For additional amount for the clerk to the Committee on Rules for 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of messenger in charge of store- 
room, office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, from $1,440 
to $1,600, and on page 7, line 18, to increase the total appro- 
priation for the office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper 
from $158,384 to $158,544. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the word 
“annual,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “ thirty-five ;” and 
on page 9, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out forty- 
five thousand” and insert “ fifty-two thousand five hundred ;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For thirty-five annual clerks to Beanies who are at chairmen of 
committees, at $1,500 each, $52,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, before the word 
“labor,” to strike out “salaries and,” and in line 3, before the 
word. thousand,“ to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ one 
hundred ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ House of Rep- 
resentatives,” on page 12, line 13, after the word “ each,” to in- 
sert “ distributing clerk, $2,250,” and in line 19, before the word 
“stationery,” to strike out “ distributing clerk ;” so as to read: 

Office of the Clerk: For Glerk of the House of gy Sire nase de in- 
22000 com tion as disbursing officer of contingent 5 


pensa 
f! tg gg ee for use of the Clerk's 
— 8 as ma ; Chief Clerk, J 


Clerk, oe ‘two clerk, $3,000 ; print- 
ing and bi bill gam, datas clerk, and — erk, $2,500 each ; 
9 erk, $ e clerk, docket clerk, assistant disbursing 

8 Gerke resolution and petition cler 
Sax index Dara ass! t Jou: clerk, and assistant to Chief Clerk, 
at $2,000 each; 5 c lerk, and superintendent clerk's 
document room, at 81,800 each, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 13, Iine 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives from $96,600 to $97,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 8, before the word 
„hundred,“ to strike out “two” and insert“ five;” in the same 
line, after the word “each,” to strike out “and two watch- 
men at $900 each” and insert “foreman, $1,200; watchman, 
$900,” and in line 11, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“thirty thousand four” and insert “ thirty-one thousand three ;” 
so as to read: 

dent of Ca 
W ba 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 15, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert flve;“ so as to 
read: 

Clerks and — E00 to committees: For clerk to the Committee on 


Ways and Means, $3,000; assistant clerk and stenographer, 52,000; 
messenger, $1,500; ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for clerks and messengers to committees 
from $99,000 to $99,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Library of 
Congress,” on page 31, line 9, to increase the number of elevator 
conductors at $720 each from two to three; and on page 31, line 
12, to increase the total appropriation for custody, care, and 
maintenance of Library building and grounds from $76,785 to 
$77,505. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 18, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out “two thousand eight hundred” 
and insert “ three thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra services of oep and additional 8 under th 
superintendent of library ding and grounds to provide for the 

of the Library * from 2 until 10 0 p. m. on Sun- 
days and legal holidays, $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 23, before the word 


1 pani rogal 8 


00; watchman, $900; in 


dollars,“ to strike out “thirty-two thousand five hundred“ and 


insert “ thirty-five thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 


aoe feed gg —.— anh miscellaneous supplies, electric and 
rence books, ä ot all incidental ex- 
penses inc and 


8 with o oa custody, care, and maintenance of said 
grounds, $35, 

The amendment was Seed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 1, after the word 
“thereto,” to insert “and necessary vehicles for mail-delivery 
service ;” so as to make the clause read: 

screens, n 
work pertaining 3 A coca F 
ce, * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Executive,” on 
page 32, line 19, to increase the appropriation for compensation 
of the Vice-President of the United States, from and including 
March 4, 1905, from $8,000 to $10,622.22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 10, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That employees of the Executive Departments and other 
establishments of the executive branch of the Government may be de- 
tailed from time to time to the office of the President of the. United 
States, for such temporary assistance as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Civil Service 
Commission,” on page 33, line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out“ three thousand five hundred ” and insert “ four thou- 
sand; on page 34, line 2, before the word dollars,” to strike 
out “two hundred and fifty” and insert “five hundred,” and 
in line 15, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ sixty-four 
thousand eight hundred and ten” and insert “sixty-six thou- 
sand five hundred and sixty;” so as to make the clause Seen 
4,000 each; chief examiner, 
examiner, $2,250; law clerk, 

8 2 „000 each; eight clerks of class 4; ee 
teen clerks of class 3; n clerks of 2; thirty-two clerks of 
eight er Oy SPETS engineer, 5 

two watchmen ; one elevator co uctor, AA three laborers; 
— three messenger boys, at 8360 — 6 355 all, $166,560. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I wish that the 
Senator having this bill in charge—perhaps I might as well 
have waited until the amendment had been read, but I make 
the inquiry now—would explain the necessity for this large 
increase—for it is a large increase—in the force of the Civil 
Service Commission, amounting to seventy or seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars. Why is it necessary to make this large increase 
in the number of employees of the Civil Service Commission? 
I suppose the present force has been transacting the business of 
the Commission during the past year without these additional 
employees or else by the transfer or detail of clerks from other 
Departments, I do not know which. If these are to take the 
place of the clerks who have been detailed from other Depart- 
ments, I should like to know what becomes of those clerks— 
whether they can not be dropped from the other Departments? 
If not, it would seem to indicate an increase of force in the 
other Departments. I am not very well informed about this 
subject, and I think the Senate would like to be informed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the apparently enlarged force 
which is provided for in this bill is simply continuing the force 
the Commission had before, but they were detailed from other 
Departments of the Government. There is not, I think, a 
single additional clerk added to the force of the Civil Service 
Commission by this provision. The committee has been trying 
to localize and bring about such a condition, so that when a 
Department asks for additional help we may know whether 
they desire the appointment of an additional clerk or the sery- 
ices of a clerk theretofore employed by them. 

The business of detailing clerks between the different Depart- 
ments and between the Departments and the Civil Service Com- 
mission has been going on to such an extent that it was difficult 
for the committee to ascertain just exactly the condition which 
prevails. We are now attempting to give the Commission the 
same force they had, and to provide that that force shall be 
paid out of their own appropriation, so that when the Commis- 
sion make a report and ask for more force we can tell whether 
they are getting two or ten or any other number. Heretofore 
these detailed clerks have been paid by the different Depart- 
ments. That is all there is in the amendment. There is no in- 
crease provided. It is merely an attempt to simplify these 
matters. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But what becomes of the cler- 
ical offices in the other Departments in cases where men have 
been detailed to the Civil Service Commission? Now, you pro- 
pose that men who have heretofore been detailed for service 
shall be appointed clerks in the Civil Service Commission, but 
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what becomes of the offices which those men have held under 
other Departments? I suppose the provision is all right, but 
I do not seem to understand it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that it appears from the report 
of the House committee that, for instance, in Boston one sec- 
retary was detailed from the post-office; that two clerks, at 
$1,000 each, were also detailed from the post-office, and one 
clerk was detailed from the custom-house. These clerks are 
gathered from all over the country; they have been detailed 
for work in connection with the Civil Service Commission, and 
yet they are paid by the different Departments from which they 
have been detailed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, take that last instance— 
one clerk detailed from the custom-house. Is that office abol- 
ished, or are we still appropriating for that clerk in the customs’ 
department—not to that individual, but to some other person 
who fills that office? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that there has been heretofore 
an appropriation for the different Departments which included 
the payment of the clerks who have been detailed and scattered 
about the country. They are now brought in, and the general 
fund, the sum total that is appropriated by the amendment, is 
reduced, so far as the Departments are concerned and so far 
as it could be done consistently with making the change which 
is now proposed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me try to make myself un- 
derstood. The Senator said that one clerk had been detailed 
from the customs service. You appoint.that clerk under the 
Civil Service Commission. Then, what becomes of the place 
which he has filled? Has that been stricken out of the appro- 
priation, so that we do not have to pay for both. That is what 
I want to find out, if I can. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have no control over those clerks. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, for instance, has charge of those 
detailed from the custom-houses, of whom there are many, and 
they are all brought in. The Secretary of the Treasury has been 
paying those clerks, I suppose, out of the general fund appro- 
priated for his Department, to be used as he thought proper and 
right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; but what I want to get at 
is whether there is a provision of law under which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can appoint another clerk in the customs 
division and pay him, whether the taking of these detailed 
clerks and putting them under the Civil Service Commission 
does or does not amount to the appointment of new clerks in 
their places in the other Department? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury provides new clerks in their places. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand there is a provision here for a 
rural carrier examining board. The rural carrier examining 
board is now detailed from the Post-Office Department, and its 
members are paid, of course, from the general postal fund. 
They are, I assume—I have no authority to speak positively, 
not being a member of the committee—but I assume that when 
these men are transferred under a specific, separate appropria- 
tion they cease to receive any salary from the places they had 
previously filled in the Post-Office Department. That is the way 
it should be; and that is what I suppose it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That depends on whether in the 
post-office apropriation bill there are so many less persons 
appropriated for. 

Mr. LODGE. We do not appropriate in the post-office ap- 
propriation bill for these clerks, I will say to the Senator, except 
in a general fund. They are paid out of a general fund. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But if you have just as large a 
fund this coming year out of which to pay clerks as you had be- 
fore, it gives an opportunity to appoint more clerks, and to 
duplicate them. I want to know whether this amendment pro- 

to increase the number, or whether it is just evening up? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will say to the Senator that the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for instance, who has charge of.the customs 
service, when a clerk is detailed from his Department, has a 
general fund, so that if he needs the services of such a clerk he 
will put somebody else in the place. I take that for granted, as 
he is the administrator of the Department, and it is impossible 
for Congress to determine whether in any particular case he 
should do this or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I appreciate the desire of the 
Senator from Connecticut to understand this question and to as- 
certain exactly what has been done and what is to be done. As 
I understand, the custom-house clerk, or whoever it may be that 
has been detailed from the Boston custom-house, if he had not 


been detailed would be paid from a lump sum of $5,700,000, 
which was appropriated for the customs service in 1872; but it 
is so inadequate that each year we appropriate nearly $5,000,000 
more. So this clerk has been detailed from the Boston custom- 
house on the presumption that his services are not needed there, 
and if they are not needed there they are needed here, and of 
course he is immediately transferred. Whether or not another 
appointee is to be provided for rests wholly with the Secretary 
of the Treasury. If there is an additional clerk needed at 
the Boston custom-house, on the recommendation of the col- 
lector of the port, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, such clerk will be provided for. That would be the 
case whether this provision stands in the bill or not, because it 
happens that as respects the clerks in the various custom-houses 
there are no specific appropriations, and that is measurably true 
with reference to those who are transferred from the postal 
service. They are paid out of a lump appropriation for the 
postal service, and provided for in a bill over which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has no control. 

I assume, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] as- 
sumes, that when the post-office appropriation bill comes before 
this body the Post-Office Committee will see to it that the neces- 
sity for the employment of these clerks will be inquired into, 
and if they are no longer needed they will be dropped; but if 
they are needed there I do not very well see how we can now 
interfere. Clerks are now detailed from those offices; and, being 
detailed, there is a presumption that they are not needed in 
the places to which they had previously been appointed, but at 
present there is no control over the number of persons to be 
employed under the Civil Service Commission. We have pro- 
vided here that the Commission shall have such force as they 
need. They satisfied the committee—they certainly satisfied 
me—that they did need these employees. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. We have provided also, if the Senator will 
allow me a moment, that hereafter there shall be no details 
from other Departments of the Government to the Civil Service 
Commission; that if the Commission want additional clerks 
they shall make an estimate for them and appeal to Congress for 
the necessary authorization. I understand that to be the situa- 
tion; and hence the Senator from Connecticut will see how 
difficult it is for us to say that the employees now borne upon a 
roll over which our committee have no control shall be dis- 
charged. These particular employees are to be placed under 
the Civil Service Commission because they are needed there. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is entirely right, and I 
think the committee in entirely right in doing away with the 
detailed clerks and making them clerks under the Civil Service 
Commission; but I confess that I apprehend that the offices of 
these detailed clerks will in some way be filled when they are 
placed by an appropriation act under the Ciyil Service Commis- 
sion. I fear it, at least. In other words, if there was on duty 
in Boston for the Civil Service Commission “a secretary de- 
tailed from the post-office at $2,200; in New York one sec 
tary detailed from the custom-house, at $2,500; on duty in Phil- 
adelphia a secretary detailed from the custom-house, at $2,200,” 
I apprehend when a person who has been acting as secretary 
for the Civil Service Commission in field work in these differ- 
ent places is placed by an appropriation act under the Civil 
Service Commission and is no longer detailed from the custom- 
house or the post-office, as the case may be, that the postmaster 
in New York or in Boston or in Philadelphia may. think that he 
wants just such a man in his office, and that another one will 
probably be appointed to take the place which has been ya- 
cated by the clerk who had hitherto been detailed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say that I believe the 
Senator in charge of this bill has suggested that there was great 
complaint in the Departments that the Civil Service Commis- 
sion under the law had power to grab, as it were, their em- 
ployees and place them in its service for the purpose of con- 
ducting eivil-service examinations. I have no doubt in Boston 
and in New York, where there is a very large increase annually 
in the work of the custom-house, other appointees would take 
the places of the clerks who had been detailed. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator is it not true 
that the Civil Service Commission has heretofore gone to the 
Post-Office Department, to the Treasury, and to other Depart- 
ments and obtained clerks for the purpose of doing the work 
of the Commission? Now, this amendment proposes to give the 
Commission permanent clerks to do their work, and that will 
carry, I believe, an appropriation of $66,000. If this amend- 
ment be adopted will it not be true that the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and the Treasury Department will retain the same num- 
ber of clerks they now have, and it is not true that this 


amendment simply provides for an additional force of clerks 
carrying an amount equal to $66,000? Does the Senator really 
think that when the post-office appropriation bill comes before 
this body there will be any reduction in the number of clerks 
on account of the fact that the Civil Service Commission gets 
these new clerks? 

* Mr. ALLISON. I assume that the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads will investigate that question. If they find 
that such clerks are not needed in the Post-Office Department 
and that other clerks are not used in the places of those de- 
tailed—and not being used there the presumption is that they 
are not needed—I am sure the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Cray], who is a very active, energetic, and able member of 
that committee, will take his share of the responsibility on this 
subject when it comes before the committee. 

— Mr. CLAY. My understanding is, Mr. President, that the 
Civil Service Commission wants permanent clerks, and also that 
the Post-Office Department and the Treasury Department have 
been unable to furnish the Commission all the clerks they 
needed to enable them to discharge the duties of the Commis- 
sion; and I predict that when the post-office appropriation bill 
passes this body there will be an increase rather than a reduc- 
tion in the number of clerks. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think there is considerable 

distinction between clerks detailed from the Departments here 
and those detailed in the different large cities of the country. 
Clerks detailed from the Departments here to the Civil Service 
Commission perform no other work but that of the Civil Service 
Commission, and if we give the Civil Service Commission a 
permanent force—which I think is wise legislation—those clerks 
ought not to be kept on the rolls of the Departments. There is 
no question at all in my mind about that. 
In the different large cities I know, as a matter of fact, that 
some of the most valuable clerks in the offices have been com- 
pelled under such details to do double work; that is, the post- 
office has also required the services of the men who were de- 
‘tailed to make these examinations. There may be cases there 
where there would be necessity for an additional clerk, but I 
do not think that will be the case here. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think the number of clerks in 
the Treasury Department and in the Post-Office Department 
will be reduced to an extent equal to the amount that is given 
to the Civil Service Commission by reason of this amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I think they ought to be. 

Mr. CLAY. I am sure they ought to be if this amendment is 
adopted, but I do not expect it. 
| Mr. LODGE. As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has 
said, that is a matter largely in the hands of the Senator from 
Georgia, to whose ability and energy on the Post-Office Com- 
mittee I would testify from my personal knowledge, as the 
Senator from Iowa has done, 

Mr. CLAY. I am judging the future largely by the past. 
Notwithstanding the fact that we have been anxious to reduce 
the number of Federal employees, we have never been able to 
do so. 

Mr. LODGE. We ought to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only want to say that the 
purpose of the committee in framing this amendment was to 
place the bill in such form as to make it show exactly the force 
‘which shall be given to the Civil Service Commission, and not 
allow the Commission longer to have clerks detailed from the 
Departments whenever they choose to call for them, so that we 
may know exactly what their force is to be. 

I want to say here that we do not give the Commission all 
the force which they say they need. The force here provided 
for is what they haye had for some time. Their business is 
growing, and they think they ought to have a larger force. We 
simply allow those who have been detailed for service under 
the Commission to be in the service of the Commission and to 
be placed on their rolls, so as to make it necessary that they 
shall be retained there unless discharged for cause. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GaLiincrRr] submitted his report this morning 
concerning the merchant marine, I rather complained that I had 
a right to expect that the measure which came as a result of the 
labors of that Commission would not be a subsidy measure, but 
would provide for a discriminating duty. The Senator from 
New Hampshire seemed to think that I was imputing bad faith 
to the Commission. I disclaimed that at the time. I had no 
| purpose of that kind then, nor have I any such purpose as that 
in my mind now. I interposed that statement more in my own 
defense than for any other reason. I remembered that I had ob- 
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jected to the bill creating that Commission, and stated that I 
objected to it because I believed that the result of its work—if 
its work resulted in any recommendation—would be the pro- 
posal of a ship-subsidy measure, but under the expression of a 
different opinion by a Senator of great influence, and particu- 
larly identified with this measure, I withdrew my objection. 
But, in view of the recommendation of the Commission on which 
the bill reported this morning is predicated, I feel that I owe it 
to myself, at least, to say that I would never have permitted 
the unanimous consideration of that measure if I could have 
foreseen the result of that Commission’s testimony and report. 

I desire, as an excuse for permitting it to be considered by 
unanimous consent, to incorporate at this point a colloquy taken 
from page 5678 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, second session: 

The Presiding Officer laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 7056) 
creating a commission to consider and recommend legislation for the 
development of the American merchant marine, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], with 
whom he had the colloquy a little while ago, is not now in the 
Chamber. I presume he will shortly return, and it will be in- 
teresting to have him present. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Texas will continue. 
The Senator from New Hampshire will no doubt come in very 
soon. There are other members of the Commission present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not a question of the Commission. It 
is a question of what occurred in the Senate as to a past agree- 
ment or understanding. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it is a question of the Commission. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I notified the Senator from 
New Hampshire that I would put this matter in the RECORD, 
and I do not consider that this is any reflection on that Senator 
or on the Commission. I put it in with no such thought as that 
in my mind, but put it in purely because I was in a measure 
responsible for this recommendation, for I could have pre- 
vented it by objecting at that time. 

The report in the Recorp, after the Senator from Maine had 
asked for the consideration of the bill, proceeds: 

Mr. Barty. I will say to the Senator from Maine that that bill will 


rovoke a controy . It is, in my judgment, intended to collect data 
upon which — redicate a ship-subsidy measure, and I feel that it 
should be res: ` 

Mr. Frye. If the bill is not passed now, of course it Is useless, be- 
cause it provides for a report at the next session of 3 

Mr. Barney. I hope it will never pass, because the only result of its 
passage, if it results in anything, l be a ship-subsidy bill. 

Mr. Fur. That is not my opinion. My opinion is that it will result 
in a recommendation for discriminating duties. 

Mr. Barney. Mr. President, I testify my great confidence in the Sen- 
ator from Maine by accepting that assurance, and so far as I am con- 
cerned I will not object to the bill. 

Mr. Frye. I simply say that it is my judgment that it will result In 
a recommendation for discriminating duties. 

Mr. Barkey. The Senator from Maine will control the appointment 
of at least a part of those who are to make the investigation. 

Mr. FRYE. e Senator from Maine will appoint as one of that com- 
mission the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopan], who has already 
introduced a bill for discriminating duties and has announced himself 
us in favor of such duties; and there will be two Democrats on the 
Commission. 

Mr. BAILEY. Reserving, of course, any expression about discriminat- 
ing duties, I will oy t they are incomparably better than a ship 
soona, and if this bill offers a way to escape a subsidy I am willing 

or it to pass. 

Mr. Frye. I beg the Senator to let the bill pass anyhow. 

Mr. Barney. Very well. 

The PRESIDING Orricer. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I did not recall particularly the 
colloquy which the Senator from Texas has just read, but I 
observed from his reading that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Frye] stated that it was his opinion that the result of the work 
of the Commission would be a bill for discriminating duties. 
That, of course, was a mere matter of opinion—it bound no 
one—and of that individual Senator. The Commission was ap- 
pointed under the act. That act gave to the Commission the 
largest possible powers to investigate and to report. They went 
into the subject with the utmost thoroughness. They held hear- 
ings in all parts of the country. The results are before the 
Senate. 


What the President of the Senate said in that colloquy with 
the Senator from Texas in regard to myself was perfectly true. 
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I had introduced a bill for discriminating duties. I was ex- 

tremely anxious to bring about some legislation of that char- 

ibe I much preferred it to any other. I thought it could be 
ne. 


I went on the Commission and served on it as strongly 
prejudiced, when I began, in favor of discriminating duties as 
anyone possibly could be. This is not the time nor the oc- 
casion, when an appropriation bill is up, for me to enter into 
the reasons which led me to change my opinion. But I can say 
frankly that I was convinced by the facts that came out in 
those hearings that discriminating duties were absolutely im- 
possible and out of the question. I think that was the impres- 
sion of the entire Commission. I think it was demonstrated 
that, whether we should do anything for shipping or not, to 
attempt to do it by discriminating duties was absolutely im- 
possible. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that mainly because of the treaties? 

Mr. LODGE. No. There were many other reasons which I 
can not enter into now. The treaties, of course, were one 
reason. The denunciation of more than thirty treaties was a 
very serious matter of course. That was only one reason, 
however. There were other reasons even more convincing than 
that, and which proved to the Commission’s mind that it was 
infinitely the most extravagant and burdensome method; that 
it opened us to retaliation where we should be in a much worse 
situation than our competitors, and that it would involve nec- 
essarily placing a duty on every article now on the free list 
of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not a tax on foreign tonnage subject 
us to liability to retaliation? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, retaliation. Of course they can raise their 
duties on foreign tonnage, beyond a doubt, but at this moment 
we put the lowest rate on foreign tonnage of any nation in the 
world. The rates proposed by the Commission, while higher 
than those of England and a little higher than those of Ger- 
many, are lower than those of France and Italy—much lower. 
We do not—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not intend to discuss the merits of this 
question at all. I merely wish to point out that I went onto 
the Commission as strongly in favor of the policy of discrimi- 
nating duties as anybody could be. I was convinced, upon what 
seemed to me excellent reasons, that it was utterly impractica- 
ble and impossible to adopt that system. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. One word, and I will yield to the Senator. I 
never would have gone onto the Commission if I had supposed 
for one moment that we were expected to report any particular 
system. I understood the Commission to be serving under that 
act, and if it was not intended to have a free inquiry and an 
honest report of what the Commission believed to be the best 
and most practicable method of encouraging the American 
merchant marine, I for one should have thought it worthless 
and would have declined to render service upon it. 

It is impossible to appoint a commission and have it under- 
stood beforehand that they will only report one way when their 
object is to investigate and report. It seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there could not have been any understanding on the part 
of any member of the Commission that we could only report 
along one particular line. 
| Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
| Mr. BACON. As I have considerable interest in the question 
of discriminating duties. Does not the Senator recognize the 
fact that a schedule could be so framed as to apply only to 
dutiable goods? 

Mr. LODGE. No more unjust system than that could possi- 
bly be devised, and the Senator will see it if he thinks about it 
for a moment. 

Mr. BACON. I am not discussing that question, but I under- 
stood the Senator to say, not as a matter of policy or justice, 
but as a matter of fact, that the imposition of discriminating 
duties would necessarily involve the placing of duties upon all 
articles now on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. It would, absolutely, and there is no escape 
from it. For example, a ship from Liverpool comes into the 
port of New York loaded with dutiable goods, luxuries, carry- 
ing a very high duty. That vessel would get an enormous sub- 
'sidy. Eighty per cent of our imports from South America are 
‘free of duty. A vessel comes from Brazil, as happens every 


day, bringing a great cargo, on which not one cent of duty is 
levied. That vessel would get nothing, while the man trading 
to Liverpool would get an enormous aid from the Treasury. A 


system like that, the Senator must see, is an impossible system. 

Mr. BACON.. The Senator is now arguing as to the propriety. 
He spoke just now of the necessity. The Senator said, if I 
understood him correctly, that the imposition of discriminating 
duties would necessitate duties upon articles now on the free 
list. 

Mr. LODGE. Absolutely it would. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator may argue as to why it would be 
very important that it should be done—— 

Mr. LODGE. I am not arguing that it is important. 

Mr. BACON. But there is no difficulty in the way of confin- 
ing it to dutiable goods. 

Mr. LODGE. I am arguing that it is impossible to give a 
great aid to a ship in one trade and refuse it to a ship in an- 
other trade. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts a question before he takes his seat, and that is whether or 
not he understands that by the policy of discriminating duties 
ships are to get subsidies? I do not understand that a ship gets 
any subsidy whatever. The rebate simply lessens the amount 
of duty that is to be collected into the Treasury of the United 
States. The ship gets nothing except only the business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In other words, the money is halted be- 
fore it reaches the Treasury, which amounts to about the same 
thing as if it went into the Treasury and was paid out. 

Mr. LODGE. The same thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It amounts to this, that the money is 
halted before it gets into the Treasury. It amounts to the same 
thing as if paid into the Treasury and paid out again. 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not go to the ship. If I understand 
the policy of discriminating duties, its object is to get business 
for the ship. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. It has to get that business in competition 
with other ships. Not a dollar of the rebate goes to any ship. 
Our contention has always been that if we could get business 
for our ships they could prosper; if we could get business for 
our ships then they could successfully compete. I may be in 
error about this. I have been reading the testimony which the 
Commission have taken; and I want to thank personally the 
Commission for the very splendid work they have done in that 
respect. I think we are having laid before us more information 
on this subject than we ever had before. It is all intensely in- 
teresting. I have always favored the policy of discriminating 
duties, not, however, upon the theory that anything went to the 
ship, but only on the theory that in that way the ship would com- 
mand business. If a man be in Liverpool and wants to ship a 
cargo of goods to the United States, he will prefer the American 
bottom under such a policy, upon the theory that he will have to 
pay less tariff duty to our Government, and therefore it is that 
the ship will get the business. It does not get any duty, it does 
not get any bounty, it does not get any subsidy, it does not get 
any financial help, except what is derived from the business. 

Now, I may be in error about all this. I only want to say 
that the remark of the Senator from Massachusetts arrested my 
attention when he said that under this policy the rebate was in 
the nature of a subsidy to the ship. 

Mr. LODGE. I used the word incautiously probably and in- 
accurately. What happens of course is this: The duty being 
taken off goods brought in an American bottom, the American 
ship gets the business, and getting the business, the rebate goes 
into the freight and goes to the benefit of the American ship. 
Otherwise it would not take it. 

The result of a system of discriminating duties in regard to 
articles now on the free list would be this: Vessels trading in 
articles on the free list would get no advantage. They would 
get no rebate. They would not be helped a particle in building 
up the trade where we most want the trade. That is, should 
be giving great advantages to vessels engaged in certain trade 
and no advantage to vessels engaged in other trades. Forty- 
three per cent of our imports are on the free list. It would be 
a great injustice to any man who wants to trade to South Amer- 
ica and bring back coffee to give him no preference, and to give 
it to the man who trades to Liverpool. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all there is in this thing. In 
the days of the old discriminating duties the balance of trade 
was very largely, very often, and very generally against us. 
It was rarely more than equal. Now to-day our export trade 
shows an immense balance in our favor. In other words, every 
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retaliating nation would have the opportunity to strike us 
twice where we could strike it once. 

The purpose of the old discriminating duties—I can not 
enter into it now, but I am prepared to show that that is the 
fact—was to bring about these very treaties that we afterwards 
made. We had when we began no commercial equality under 
treaties with the other nations of the earth. We made the 
discriminating duties principally to assure to our ships an equal 
treatment in foreign ports, and the thirty and more treaties 
that we have were the result of the discriminating duties 
policy. 

Now, to begin with, we have to denounce every one of those 
treaties as far as that clause goes. The moment we do that we 
open the door to retaliation. They can retaliate on us for two 
against one, because the balance of exports is so largely in 
our favor. 

Moreover, suppose you put the discriminating duty at only 10 
per cent. That, in round numbers, roughly speaking, on our 
revenue from dutiable imports alone, would mean to take out of 
the Treasury of the United States $40,000,000. It is a pretty 
expensive way of getting at it—to reduce the revenues to that 
amount—and you could not with any justice by any possibility 
avoid a duty on the articles on the free list. There would be 
no way of getting at it. 

Mr. BAILEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I only want to say a word 
in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts. I do not under- 
stand there is any difficulty in the way of adopting the policy of 
discriminating duties because of the fact that a large portion 
of the goods imported into this country come in free of duty. 
It has always been my understanding that as to such goods the 
discrimination would be by levying upon those goods a small 
tariff of 5 per cent or whatever the inducement might be. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will pardon me, that is exactly 
what I said. We would have to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On tea and coffee. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator may have said that in some 
previous remarks. 

Mr. LODGE. I said it repeatedly. 

Mr..GALLINGER. On tea and coffee, and everything of that 
kind. 

Mr. LODGE. We would have to put a duty on the whole free 
list. That is my whole contention. 

Mr. FORAKER. That may be. I was answering what I un- 
derstood the Senator to say in the remarks he made just before 
he last took his seat, namely, that it was impossible, because we 
were admitting goods free of duty, to resort to the policy of dis- 
criminating duties. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the correction. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will allow me. When I said im- 

possible, it was in connection with my previous remarks—that is, 
impossible without putting a small duty on the articles now free, 
when brought in foreign bottoms. 
Mr. FORAKER. I now understand the Senator thoroughly, 
and we are in accord about it. Later, when this matter comes 
up to be considered, I will take occasion to speak at more length 
upon that point, if I have opportunity. I can not now do any- 
thing more than merely refer to it. 

One other remark the Senator from Massachusetts made was 
about retaliation. That has never had any terror for me. I 
ean not understand, notwithstanding what the Senator has said, 
how we have anything to fear as to retaliation when we carry 
less than 10 per cent and the ships of foreign nations carry the 
other 90 per cent of our foreign commerce. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I 
should like to make another suggestion in this connection, and 
that is that a very large proportion, if not the entire amount of 
the balance in our favor, is made up of agricultural products, 
cotton and grain, upon which the European nations could not 
afford to make any discriminating imposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is probably true, and upon that I 
want 

Mr. BACON. In this morning's paper Mr. Chamberlain, the 
advocate of protection in England, announced in a speech that 
he would never favor the imposition of a duty on cotton. I 
simply use that as an illustration. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me on that point, that 
the foreign nations can not afford to put a duty on cereals. 
They have an enormous duty on cereals in France and in every 
other European country, and if we raise the duty on French 
goods, do you suppose they will not raise the duty on the things 
we export? Of course they will. 
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The Senator knows that our exports of cere- 
als 


Mr. LODGE. And England is the only country that does not 
put a duty on breadstuffs. 

Mr. BACON. As I was about to say, the Senator knows that 
our exports of breadstuffs are principally to England. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, and they are proposing to put a 
duty on now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not rise to discuss this matter now. 
Later we will all have an opportunity, I suppose, to discuss it 
to our satisfaction. - 

In the matter of retaliation, aside from the remark I have 
already made, I wish to add one other observation. I do not 
know why a nation should retaliate upon us for adopting dis- 
criminating duties in order to build up our merchant marine 
any more than it should if we commence to pay subsidies or 
tonnage dues, as I understand this bill provides. The one is 
just as objectionable as the other I imagine. 

Mr. LODGE. They are all doing it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the larger the export trade the greater 
the opportunity that foreign governments have for retaliating 
by a tonnage tax. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is entirely correct. 

Now, about the treaties. Every time this subject comes up 
we are told of these treaties, and we are told now that these 
treaties are the direct result of the policy of discriminating 
duties that was pursued prior to the making of those treaties. 
That is true, because under the discriminating duties policy we 
built up a merchant marine. We built it up because of the fact 
that we had a policy that was self-operating, a policy that did 
not take any money out of the Treasury directly for the benefit 
of anybody, and other nations seeing that inveigled us—I do 
not think that is too strong a term—into making a lot of 
reciprocal treaties. 

Mr. LODGE. We sought them all. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand the records so to show. 
It may be that we to some extent did seek some of them, but 
I know that there was anxiety on the part of other nations to 
tie us up in reciprocal treaties of the character referred to, and 
then as soon as we were tied up under these reciprocal treaties 
or nonreciprocal treaties, treaties providing that we should not 
resort to discriminating duties, every other nation with which 
we were in competition as to a merchant marine commenced in 
spirit and practically to evade the purpose of those treaties by 
paying subsidies. We are the only nation that has suffered. 
We are tied up so that we can not return to the policy under 
which we had prosperity, and they have taken advantage of the 
situation to pay these enormous subsidies which we can not pay 
in this country, because the American sentiment will not sustain 
it. The result is our merchant marine is languishing. For- 
tunately the treaties provide for their abrogation, and we should 
act upon that provision. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire abruptly to interrupt the very 
interesting debate that is going on, but I wish to remind my 
friends that an appropriation bill is before the Senate, and that 
I desire to get back to its consideration as quickly as possible. 
I hope the Senators who are discussing this question will re- 
serve some of their fire until the subject comes up in the regu- 
lar way. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say a single word on 
the point on which the Senator from Ohio made about retalia- 
tion on tonnage taxes. This Commission—I do not mean to 
attribute to it any undue glory—has been thinking about this 
thing and considering these difficulties for six months. The 
Senator says they will retaliate with tonnage taxes. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I said, will they not? 

Mr. LODGE. Wait a moment and I will explain it to you. 

Mr. FORAKER. They already have tonnage taxes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator said very truly that we only carry 
10 per cent. Therefore 90 per cent of our exports go in foreign 
bottoms. If they retaliate with tonnage taxes, on whom will 
the tonnage taxes fall? On their own ships. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will that hurt us? 

Mr. LODGE. They can not retaliate in tonnage taxes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the appropriation bill. Later 
we will have an opportunity to discuss this matter. 

I want to say, however, before we leave it, that I am reading 
with a great deal of interest the information that the Commis- 
sion have brought here, and I have no fixed or settled purposes 
about this matter. I am like the Commission. I am open 
minded to hear all that can be said, and to reach a just con- 
clusion afterwards, but I do think that one of the most im- 
portant subjects for Congress to deal with is the question of 
the merchant marine, and we should divest ourselves of all 
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‘political prejudice and agree upon some American policy that 
will result in its rebuilding. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not complain that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], who expressed a confident 
opinion that the Commission would recommend discriminating 
duties, was mistaken in that opinion. I do not even complain 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], by a change 
of opinion, disappointed the reasonable expectation of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. I am somewhat surprised, however, that 
the Senator from Massachusetts confesses before the Senate 
and the country that he introduced a bill upon a disputed 
question without sufficient information on that question. The 
learning, the ability, and the scholarship of the Senator from 
‘Massachusetts always exempt him from the suspicion that 
he does not thoroughly understand every subject to which he 
addresses himself, and I was justified in believing that when 
the Senator from Massachusetts was so far committed to the 
doctrine of discriminating duties he could not be persuaded 
to abandon his view by the testimony of interested parties 
called before the Commission. 

The Senator from Massachusetts is not a Senator to introduce 
bills merely to please his constituents, and he seldom drafts 
one that does not express his settled view. While I make no 
complaint against him because he has changed his opinion, I 
still must be permitted to say that I could not have been very 
greatly in error when I assumed that his recommendation as a 
member of the committee would coincide with the bill which 
he had introduced. If I were uncharitable or ungenerous I 
might say that one of the things which changed the views 
of the Senator from Massachusetts was the fact that this bill 
contains a provision for a bounty upon the deep-sea fishery 
along the Massachusetts and other New England coasts. But 
I do not make even that insinuation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a return to the Jeffersonian policy. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would be gratified to repeal every law that is 
now here and to reenact every law that existed in Jefferson's 
time, and start with them as a basis. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘There was then a bounty on the deep-sea 


` fisheries, 


Mr. BAILEY. True enough; every law of that time was not 
a wise one, nor is eyery law of this time an unwise one; but, 
upon the whole, I would rejoice at an opportunity to exchange 
these for those. 

Mr. President, while I am satisfied that the testimony has 
produced a change of view on the part of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and I disclaim here and now any right to criticise 
the effect of that testimony upon the mind of any man, because 
I have not yet had the opportunity of reading it, but this much 
I do say, that when the Senator from Massachusetts declares on 
the fioor of this body that a discriminating duty is impossible 
with a free list, he uses the word “impossible” certainly to 
signify “impracticable,” because that we could do it no man 
questions. Whether we could do it without falling into diffi- 
culties 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, of course, knows that I mean 
practically impossible, not theoretically impossible. 

Mr. BAILBY. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts usually is so 
accurate in the use of words that I seldom assume that he 
means anything except exactly what he says. 

Mr. President, I have no purpose of entering upon a discus- 
sion of the main question now, but I want to say that if the 
testimony of the witnesses who have convinced the Senator 
from Massachusetts is not more accurate than the Senator’s 
statement that even a 10 per cent rebate on our present duties 
would mean a loss of revenue equal to $40,000,000 annually, the 
testimony is not very reliable. 

A loss of $40,000,000 annually upon a 10 per cent rebate 
means a revenue duty of $400,000,000. Of course the Senator 
from Massachusetts knows that while we are collecting more 
than we ought to collect for the administration of a simple, 
efficient, and honest government, we are still not collecting 
through our custom-houses any such sum as $400,000,000. 

For the second or third and for the last time I disclaim any 
intention to reflect upon the Commission or to reflect upon the 
Senator from Maine or to reflect upon the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. These changes of opinion will occur, and I have no 
respect for a man who when he changes his opinion refuses to 
change his position. A distinguished man has said that con- 
sistency is the virtue of fools, and I am much inclined to adopt 
that opinion. I make no complaint of anybody. I only called 
this matter to the attention of the Senate because I felt that by 
an objection at the proper time I could have prevented the crea- 
tion of that Commission, and I regret now that I did not make 
the objection. It is possibly true that when the debate shall 
have been concluded and when I myself have examined all the 


testimony submitted to the Commission I may rejoice that I did 
not prevent its creation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, a change of opinion on the part 
of any individual is never a matter of sufficient importance for 
much debate. But after what the Senator from Texas has said 
I think I owe it to myself to say that I had always believed in 
a general way in discriminating duties. I introduced a bill 
which had been prepared by Mr. Bates, a former Navigation 
Commissioner of the United States, looking toward the adop- 
tion of that policy. I had never gone to the bottom of the ques- 
tion thoroughly. I did go to the bottom of it thoroughly during 
the work of this Commission, and I changed my mind. I 
agree with the quotation made by the Senator from Texas, 
although I have always heard it given that consistency was the 
bugbear of weak minds. I think there is no reason why a man 
should not change his mind on testimony. I changed mine on 
the investigations and the discussions of the Commission. 

The Senator has alluded to the bounty to the fishing vessels. 
I changed my mind long before the bill was presented to the 
Commission. I did not draft the bill. I never suggested to any 
human being-on the Commission that there should be a bounty 
on fishing vessels. It was embodied in the bill when the draft 
of the bill by the chairman was laid before the Commission. 
It was not objected to, so far as I am aware, by any member of 
the Commission. I said nothing about it. I have always fa- 
vored bounties to the fishing vessels, and I have always agreed 
with Mr. Jefferson in that respect. But it was done without 
any knowledge of mine. As to my conviction against the possi- 
bility of using discriminating duties, which I should greatly 
prefer as an abstract proposition, that change was effected be- 
fore any attempt was made to draft the bill; and I think that 
is the case with the whole Commission. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, apologizing to the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Curros] and assuring him that I will take 
but a moment, I want simply to add a word to this discussion, 
which I think is being conducted.at an inopportune time. 

While it is not necessary to do so, I wish to corroborate what 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] has said in refer- 
ence to the provision of the bill relating to deep-sea fisheries. 
He was not present when the bill was drafted. He had not the 
least earthly knowledge that that provision was in the bill until 
after it was completed and submitted to the full Commission. 

Now, Mr. President, I listened to a portion of the colloquy the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] read that occurred on the day 
the statute creating the Commission passed the Senate. I was 
present during a portion of the time and can recall the words 
that were said. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], not him- 
self believing in discriminating duties, wanted to assure the 
Senate that he was not going to appoint, so far as he was con- 
cerned, five Senators who were hostile to that policy, and so he 
said that he proposed to put the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loper] on the Commission, who had introduced a bill pro- 
viding for discriminating duties. The Senator from Maine did 
not consult me as to my views on that question and of course 
had no authority to speak for me. I presume he did not con- 
sult the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. I do not 
know whether he consulted the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Martin] and the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

But we could not, Mr. President, have in this body determined 
what action the Commission should take. There were five men 
to be added to the Commission from the other House. Of course 
no Senator could speak for those men. The Senator from Maine 
could not have spoken for them. Hence, as I said this morning, 
I believed then, as I believe now, that we were open to consider 
all the phases of this very perplexing question and reach con- 
clusions that were warranted by the testimony presented to the 
Commission. 

At the first meeting of the Commission, in New York—and it 
will take but a moment to allude to that—the Hon. Darwin R. 
James, formerly a distinguished Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, made a yery felicitous little address to the Com- 
mission, welcoming them to that city, and the chairman, in an 
offhand way, made a brief response. I wish to read what the 
chairman said: 

The Commission is here in the discharge of a responsible and trouble- 


some task. We all realize the fact that the problem set before us ts not 
one easy of accomplishment, but we are hopeful that through the kindly 
aid and cooperation of men like those assembled in this room this morn- 
Ing we may be able to reach some conclusion waich will lay the basis, at 
least, for subsequent action that may result in accomplishing the object 
we all so much desire. 


Then after alluding to the statute the chairman said: 


Now, gentlemen, I assume that little time need be wasted in a dis- 
cussion of existing conditions, so far as the merchant marine of our 
country is concerned. It is a matter of universal knowledge and al- 
most universal regret that our deep-sea shipping is practically driven 
from the ocean, more than 90 per cent of our foreign commerce being 
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carried in foreign ships flying foreign flags. It seems to me that what 
we want more particularly to inquire into is the remedy for the exist- 
ing deplorable state of affairs, and we will be fortunate indeed if the 
discussion, here and elsewhere, sheds such * on the re as will 
enable this Commission to recommend to Congress legislation of a 
remedial character. It is the desire of the Commission that those of 
you who icipate in the discussion will feel at liberty to present 
the subject each in his own way, it being understood in advance that 
the Commission is not here for the p of loiting any particu- 
lar theory or advancing the interests of an cular measure. We 
will be pleased to hear those who advocate t subsidies, and equally 
those who believe that the adoption of a system of discriminating 
ties or postal subventions will solve the problem, or 8 method 
that promises relief. We will also be glad to hear m the — — 
sentatives of labor, the representatives of seamen, or other organ 
tions, in the hope that they may be able to shed more or less light on 
this complex and troublesome question. 

Mr. President, substantially what the chairman of the Com- 
mission said in New York was repeated in the other cities. 
The assurance was given that the minds of the Commission 
were open; that we were charged with a very important and a 
very complex and perplexing question; and that he wanted all 
the light that we possibly could get on the subject, every man 
who presented himself being at liberty to advocate any view 
or theory to which he held. 

The Senator from Texas, very likely inadvertently, suggested 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that he changed his mind 
after interested parties had been heard. Mr. President, we 
opened this inquiry to the whole world. In every city where 
we went we advertised the fact that any man who wanted to 


be heard would be welcomed before the Commission, and we did |” 


hear advocates of every possible theory that has ever been ad- 
vanced on this subject and we have embalmed them in the 
printed record. 

Now, Mr. President, that is all I care to say. I think we 
ought to have a field day on this question, and I hope we will 
have it. I trust that we shall have a debate that will be en- 
lightening to ourselves as a legislative body and to the country 
and to the world, because there is a great deal to be said on 
the various phases of this most interesting and troublesome 

uestion. 

2 In reference to discriminating duties I will suggest that if 
Senators will refer, I think, to volume 2 of the printed testi- 
mony they will find a protest from the great agricultural States 
of the Northwest against discriminating duties, which had a 
good deal of effect upon the mind of some of us, in which it is 
pointed out that if we adopt a system of discriminating duties 
England will immediately proceed to give advantages to her 
colonies, especially to the great Dominion of Canada—— 

Mr. LODGE. Which she is trying to do now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Which she is trying to do now—that will 
prove very detrimental to the wheat and the flour interests 
of the great Northwest. 

But that is only one opinion—it is only one phase of this con- 
troversy—and I now content myself with the single additional 
remark that I think we have said enough on this subject to- 
day, and I hope there will be a general concurrence on the part 
of the Senate that at an early day we will take up the bill for 
debate, and that every Senator will have an opportunity to ex- 
press his views freely and frankly on the question. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other pur- 

Ses. 

P The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 34, after line 15, to insert: 


force: For three examiners, at $2,200 each; four examiners, 
at 2000 cach: two examiners, at $1,800 each; one clerk, $1,800; one 
clerk, $1,700; one clerk, $1,200; six clerks, at $1,000 each; seven 
clerks, at $900 each; three clerks, at 8840 each; two clerks, at $800 
each i clerks, at $600 each; one messenger boy, $480; in all, 
$41,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 2, to insert: 


Rural carrier examining board: For the following clerical force now 
employed in the Civil Service Commission and detailed thereto from 
the Post-Office Department and 1 service, namely: One chief 
of board of examiners of rural carriers, $2,250; one rural agent for 
rural carrier examining board, $2,000; one clerk, $1,600; two clerks, 
at $1,400 each; three clerks, at $1,200 each; three clerks, at $1,000 
each; ten clerks, at $900 each, and two assistant messengers, at $720 
each, in all $25,690; and all such employees are hereby transferred to 
the rolls of the Civil Service Commission, and their respective salaries 
shall be paid from the appropriations from which they are now 
for the balance of the fiscal year 1905: Provided, That no de of 
clerks or other employees from the Executive Departments or other 
Government establishments in Washington, D. C., to the Civil Service 
Commission, for the performance of duty in the District of Columbia, 
shall be made for or during the fiscal year 1906. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “Department of 
State,” on page 36, line 21, to increase the number of clerks of 
class 3 from eight to ten; in line 24, to increase the number of 
clerks at $900 each from twelve to fourteen; and on page 37, 
line 5, to increase the total appropriation for the office of the 
Secretary of State from $177,920 to $182,920. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the bill coming over from a previous day as unfinished busi- 
ness. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Indiana to allow the 
unfinished business to be temporarily laid aside for the present 
in order that the appropriation bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be glad to have the regular order 
temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
unfinished business will be temporarily laid aside, and the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bill will be continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of “Treasury Department,” on page 38, 
line 23, before the word “ dollars,” to insert “two hundred and 
fifty ;” and in line 24, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“six” and insert “eight;” so as to read: 

Office of chief clerk and superintendent: For chief clerk, including 
$300 as superintendent of Treasury building, $3,000; assistant super- 
intendent of Treasury b „ $2,500; inspector of electric-light 

lants, gan snd — for a 1 public oe under control of the 


reasury partmen 5 ; assistant inspector of electric-light 
plants and draftsman, $1,800, etc. 5 = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for the office of chief clerk and superin- 
tendent from $184,020 to $184,470. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 1, after the word 
“four,” to strike out one clerk ” and insert two clerks ;” and 
in line 5, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty-five 
thousand six” and insert “thirty-seven thousand two;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Division of eustoms: For chief of di 2,750; 
of division, $2,000; five law Geeks, 27 $2,000" 0 7 8 
class 1. four clerks, at $1,000 ekch o one clerk: $000, ad end tent 
messengers ; in all, $37,290. a 7 me 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 8, before the word 
“of,” to strike out “one clerk” and insert two clerks;” and 
in line 10, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ thirteen 
thousand four” and insert “ fourteen thousand eight;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Offices of disbu: clerks: For two disbursing clerks, at 
each; two clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 2; two clerks 
1; one clerk, $1,000; in all, $14,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 18, to increase 
the number of clerks of class 4 in the office of Auditor for 
Interior Department, from nine to ten, and in line 24, to in- 
crease the total appropriation for the office of Auditor for 
Interior Department from $165,860 to $167,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 5, to increase the 
number of clerks of class 4 in the office of Auditor for State 
and other Departments from fifteen to sixteen; in line 6, to in- 
crease the number of clerks of class 3 from fifteen to seven- 
teen; and in line 10, to increase the total appropriation for 
office of Auditor for State and other Departments from $112,040 
to $117,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 1, to increase the 
number of expert counters at 8800 each in the office of the 
Treasurer of the United States from nine to fourteen; in line 2, 
to increase the number of expert counters at $720 each from 
fifty to fifty-seven; and, in line 12, to increase the total appro- 
priation for office of the Treasurer of the United States from 
$399,270 to $408,310. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51. line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of the Deputy Comptroller of the 
Currency from $3,000 to $3,500, and, on page 52, line 3, to in- 


2.500 
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crease the total appropriation for the office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency from $121,420 to $121,920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 18, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “title and contract clerk, $2,000;” in line 
22, before the word “clerks,” to strike out “four” and insert 
“three ;” and, on page 54, line 2, before the word hundred.“ 
to strike out “forty-five thousand nine” and insert “ forty-six 
thousand one;” so as to make the clause read: 


engineer, $1, 
man, $1,500; three clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; four clerks 


$46,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of translator in the office of the 
Director of the Mint from $1,600 to $1,800, and, on page 55, line 
2, to increase the total appropriation for the office of the Direc- 
tor of the Mint, from $30,820 to $31,020. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 23, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out “two” and insert “three;” in line 24, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out “four” and insert 
“ three ;” on page 56, line 5, after the word “ messenger,“ to in- 
sert “three assistant messengers ;” in line 6, before the word 
“laborers,” to strike out “ five” and insert “ two,” and, in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and 
forty ” and insert “eight hundred and eighty ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


Office of Surgeon-General of Public Health and Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice: For Su n-General, $5,000; chief clerk, $2,000, and $500 addi- 
tional as disbursing agent for the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service; three clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; private sec- 
retary to the Surgeon-General, $1,800; clerk to the disburing agent, 
$1,400; five clerks of class 2, one of whom shall be translator; five 
clerks of class 1; clerk and translator, $1,200; three 5 8900 
each; one messenger; three assistant messengers; and two laborers, at 
$540 each; in all, $41,880, the same to be paid from the permanent ap- 
propriations for the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and 
said Service shall remain under the jurisdiction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment until otherwise hereafter specifically provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Collecting in- 
ternal revenue,“ on page 60, line 24, after the word dollars,” to 
insert the following proviso : 

Provided, That internal- revenue ts assigned to the duty of ex- 
amining the accounts of collectors of internal revenue shall receive for 
per diem in lieu of subsistence, when absent from their legal residences 
on duty, a sum, to be fixed 4 the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed $4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Independent 
Treasury,” on page 63, line 5, after the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“assistant cashier, $1,800;” in line 7, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “receiving teller, $1,500” and insert “two 
tellers, at $1,500 each; “ and, in line 15, before the word “ and,” 
to strike out “twenty-one thousand seven hundred” and insert 
“twenty-five thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Cincinnati: For assistant treasurer, 
$4,500; cashier, $2,000; assistant cashier, $1,800; bookkeeper, $1,800; 
two tellers at $1,500 each; interest clerk, and five clerks at $1,200 
each; two clerks, at $1,000 each; clerk and stenographer, $720; clerk 
and watchman, $840; night watchman, $600; day watchman, $600; 
in all, $25,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Mints and 
Assay Offices,” on page 68, line 19, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “one thousand eight hundred” and insert “ two 
thousand;” in line 20, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“two hundred and fifty ” and insert “five hundred ;” in line 21, 
before the word assistant,” to insert and; “ in the same line, 
after the word “coiner,” to strike out “and bookkeeper; ” in 
line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one thousand 
eight hundred” and insert “two thousand;” in line 23, after 
the word “each,” to insert“ bookkeeper, $1,800;” and on page 
69, line 4, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ thirty- 
seven thousand four hundred and fifty” and insert “ thirty- 
eight thousand five hundred ;” so as to make the clause read: 

7 lo.: Fi intendent, $4,500; assayer, melter 
. at $3.0 J Sacis chief clerk, 482.800; weigh 
clerk, $2,000; cashier, $2,500; assistant assayer, assistant melter and 
refiner, and assistant coiner, $2,000 each; bookkeeper, $1,800; ab- 
stract clerk, warrant clerk, assistant weigh clerk, and calculating 
clerk, at $1,600 each; . clerk, $1,400; and two clerks at 


$1,200 each; in all, 838,5 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, line 15, to increase the 


appropriation for the salary of chief clerk of the assay office 
at Seattle, Wash., from $1,800 to $2,000, and, in line 19, to in- 
crease the total appropriation for the assay office at Seattle, 
Wash., from $10,250 to $10,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation of wages of workmen, etc., at the assay office, 
Seattle, Wash., from $27,000 to $27,720. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 25, to reduce the 
appropriation for incidental and contingent expenses, including 
rent of building, at the assay office, Seattle, Wash., from $9,000 
to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,” on page 78, line 21, to reduce the appropriation for the 
salary of chief telegrapher in the office of the Secretary from 
$1,800 to $1,600, and, on page 80, line 2, to reduce the total ap- 
propriation for the office of the Secretary of War from $134,980 
to $134,780. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 2, before the word 
“one,” to strike out “one clerk, at $450 (transferred from tem- 
porary roll) ;” and in line 4, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “three hundred and fifty” and insert “eight hun- 
dred; ” so as to make the clause read: 

Signal Office: For chief clerk, $2,000; two clerks of class 4 (increase 
of one by transfer from temporary roll); two clerks of class (trans- 
ferred from temporary roll) ; four clerks of class 1 (increase of three 
by transfer from temporary roll); six clerks, at $1,000 each (trans- 
ferred from temporary roll); three clerks, at $900 each (transferred 
from temporary roll) ; two clerks, at $840 each (transferred from tem- 
porary roll; one messenger; one assistant messenger (transferred from 
temporary roll) ; and one laborer; in all, $25,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 1, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ twenty-six;” 
in line 2, after the word “ two,” to insert “(increase of one by 
transfer from temporary roll);” in line 4, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out eleven“ and insert ten;“ and in line 
5, after the word “of,” to strike out “eight” and insert 
“seven;” so as to read: 

Office of the Surgeon-General: For chief clerk, $2,000; fourteen 
clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3; twenty-six clerks of class 2 
(increase of one by transfer from temporary roll); thirty-two clerks 
of class 1 (increase of four by transfer from temporary roll); ten 
clerks, a $1,000 each (increase of seven by transfer from temporary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for office of the Surgeon-General from 
$165,526 to $165,926. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 1, to increase the 
number of clerks of class 4 in the office of the Bureau of Insular 
Affairs from five to seven; and in line 6, to increase the total 
appropriation for the office of the Bureau of Insular Affairs 
from $79,800 to $83,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Public build- 
ings and grounds,” on page 88, line 23, before the word “ over- 
seers,” to strike out “chief clerk, clerk and stenographer; “ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For overseers, draftsmen, copyists, foremen, 1 
and laborers — — in the public grounds, 239000 e eee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 8, to insert: 

For increasing height of stair rails, $1,100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Navy Depart: 
ment,” on page 91, line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“one hundred;” in line 25, after the word “each,” to insert 
“one messenger boy, $420;” and on page 92, line 3, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “three hundred and eighty ” and 
insert “nine hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secreta 
Navy, $8,000; Assistant Secretary of the Navy, $4,500; chief clerk, 
$3,000; clerk to Secretary, $2,500; one clerk, $2,250; disbursing clerk, 
$2,250; four clerks of class 4; stenographer, $1,800; three clerks of 
class 2; four clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,100; five clerks, at $1,000 
each; telegraph operator, $1,100; two copyists; carpenter, $900; four 
messengers ; four assistant — s four laborers; three messenger 
boys, at $600 each; one messenger , $420; one messenger boy, $400; 
in all, $61,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 15, before the word 
“of,” to strike out “one clerk” and insert “two clerks;” and 
in line 19, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ nineteen 


of the 
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thousand six” and insert “twenty thousand eight;“ so as to 
make the clause read: ; 

Judge-Advocate-General, United States Navy: For a solicitor, to be 
an assistant to the Judge-Advocate of the Navy, and to perform the 
duties of that officer in case of his death, resignation, absence, or sick- 
ness, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,000; two clerks of class 4; one clerk of 
class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk, 81,300; two clerks of class 1; 
three clerks at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900; one clerk, $840; one as- 
sistant messenger; one messenger boy, $600; in all, $20,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 21, to increase the 
number of clerks of cldss 3 in the Bureau of Navigation from 
three to four, and on page 94, line 8, to increase the total appro- 
priation for the Bureau of Navigation from $61,140 to $62,740. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee on page 93, line 21, before the word “ clerks,” by striking 
out “ four” and inserting “ five;” so as to read: 

Five clerks of class 3. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment just adopted makes it neces- 
sary to amend the amendment of the committee on page 94, line 
4, before the word “ hundred,” by striking out “ sixty-two thou- 
sand seven” and inserting “sixty-four thousand three;” so as 
to make the total read “ $64,340.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 98, line 17, 
before the word “ assistant,” to strike out “three” and insert 
“four ;” in line 18, before the word “ two,” to strike ont “ and ;” 
in line 19, after the word“ each,” to insert “and one at $1,600; 
one assistant in department of nautical instruments, $1,600 ;” 
and on page 99, line 8, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“thirty-nine thousand four” and insert “forty-two thousand 
six ;” so as to make the clause read: 


Naval Observatory: For pay of four assistant astronomers, R 


five computers, at 
. $1000; ass 1,000 ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous computations at the Naval Ob- 
servatory from $4,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, line 11, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: A 

Observation, solar ecli : For observations of the total eclipse of 
the sun on August 30, 1905: For preparation and outfit of instruments 
and their transportation, the purchase of additional apparatus and ma- 
terials, including photographic material, the erection of suitable build- 
ings at each station, and generally the expenses of preparation an 
observation, including the living expenses of parties at the severa 
stations, $5,000, to be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 15, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “clerk of class 2;” and in line 23, before 
the word “and,” to strike out “ fifty-one thousand” and insert 
“fifty-two thousand four hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Bureau of Construction and Repair: For chief clerk, $2,000; three 
clerks of class 3; assistant draftsman, $1,400; clerk of class 2; three 
clerks, at $1,300 each; two clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at $1,100 
each; fifteen clerks, at $1,000 each; five copyists ; one assistant mes- 
senger; one laborer; nine messenger boys, at $600 each; one messen- 
ger boy, $400; In all, $52,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 21, after the.word 
“ For,” to strike out “ chief clerk, $2,000,” and insert: 

A elvillan assistant, who shall perform the duties of chief clerk, and 
in case of the death, resignation, sickness, or absence of both the Pay- 
master-General of the Navy and his assistant, now provided for by law, 
unless otherwise directed by the President, as provided by section 179 
Revised. Statutes, such civilian assistant shall become the acting chief 
of the Bureau, $2,250. 

On page 103, line 5, before the word “clerks,” to strike out 
“two” and insert“ three; ” in line 8, before the word “ clerks,” 
‘to strike out “ fifteen” and insert“ sixteen;” in the same line, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out “seven” and insert 
“ eight; ” and in line 17, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out 
“eighty-five thousand nine hundred and sixty” and insert 
“ eighty-nine thousand nine hundred and ten;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: For a civilian assistant, who shall 
perform the duties of chief clerk, and in case of the death, resignation 
. sickness, or absence of both the Paymaster-General of the Navy and 


his assistant, now providen for by law, unless otherwise directed by the 


President, as provided by section 179, Revised Statutes, such civilian 
assistant shall become the acting chief of the Bureau, $2,250; three 
clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; three clerks of class b; two 
stenographers, at $1,400 each; one clerk, $1,300 ; sixteen clerks of class 
1; eight clerks, at $1,100 each; twenty-two clerks, at $1,000 each; three 
clerks at $900 each; eight copyists; two copyists, at $840 each; one as- 
sistant messenger; three messenger boys, at $400 each; one laborer; 
285 i boy, $600; and two laborers, at $600 each; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 22, to reduce the 
number of clerks at $1,000 each in the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery from three to two; and on page 104, line 1, to reduce 
the total appropriation for the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
from $17,340 to $16,340. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 5, to increase 
appropriation for stationery, furniture, newspapers, plans, 
drawings, etc., from $12,000 to $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
the Interior,” on page 105, line 22, to increase the appropriation 
for the salary of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior from 
$4,000 to $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 20, before the 
word “ special,” to strike out“ four“ and insert “ five;” and in 
the same, line, after the word “ special,” to strike out “ inspect- 
ors” and insert“ agents ;” so as to read: 


Five special agents, Department of the Interior, to be inted by 
the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to. his direction, . 
9! each, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 23, to increase 
the appropriation for the captain of the watch, Office of the Sec- 
retary, from $1,000 to $1,200; and on page 108, line 8, to in- 
crease the total appropriation for Office of the Secretary of the 
Interior from $321,930 to $325,180. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, line 17, to increase 
the number of special inspectors, Department of the Interior, 
from four to five; and on page 110, line 2, to increase the appro- 
priation for per diem in lieu of subsistence of special inspectors, 
etc., from $8,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 113, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for one clerk, office of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, from $1,200 to $1,400; and in line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for the office of Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs from $174,620 to $174,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 12, to increase the 
number of clerks of class 4 in the office of Commissioner of Pen- 
sions from 69 to 70; in line 13, to increase the number of clerks 
of class 2 from 319 to 329; in line 14, to increase the number of 
clerks of class 1 from 891 to 899; in line 15, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,000 each from 217 to 225; and in line 16, 
to increase the number of copyists from 140 to 145, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 17, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “one engineer, $1,200,” and insert “two 
engineers, at $1,200 each;” in line 20, before the word “ mes- 
sengers,” to strike out “twenty-seven” and insert “ thirty- 
three;” in line 22, before the word “laborers,” to strike out 
“ forty-four” and insert“ forty-five;” and on page 115, line 6, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “eight hundred and 
ninety-two thousand four“ and insert“ nine hundred and thirty- 
seven thousand two;” so as to read: 

Superintendent of building, $1,400; s : 
three firemen 7 eee woe — ae ; 


twenty messe bo: at $400 each; forty-five labo: 3 
r 7400 en ty aborers; ten female 


; fifteen charwomen; one painte 
trade, $900; one cabinetmaker, skilled in his trade S000 ood in biy 
the watch, $840; three sergeants of the watch, at $750 each; twenty 


watchmen} in all, $1,937,210. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, line 4, to increase the 
number of chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, in the office of the 
Commissioner of Patents, from three to five; in line 5, to in- 
crease the number of assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each, 
from three to five; and in line 23, to increase the total appro- 
priation for the Patent Office from $847,950 to $855,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, line 7, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “sixty-seven” and insert eighty ;” 
in line 11, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “ eighty- 
three” and insert “one hundred;” and in line 12, before the 
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word thousand,“ to strike out “fifty” and insert “eighty;” 
so as to make the clause read: 1 

For . hing or otherwise producing plates and illustra- 
tions for the cial Gazette, $80,000; for work to be done at the 
Government Printing Office, in e the Official Gazette, including 
the letter-press, the weekly, monthly, bimonthly, and annual indexes 
therefore, exclusive of expired patents, $100,000; in all, $180,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for producing copies of drawings of the weekly 
issues of patents, etc., Patent Office, from $120,000 to $130,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 119, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of translator in the Bureau of Edu- 
cation from $1,600 to $1,800; in line 18, to increase the number 
of clerks of class 4 from two to three, and on page 120, line 1, 
to increase the total appropriation for the Bureau of Education 
from $52,940 to $54,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 120, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one clerk in the office of the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds from $1,200 
to $1,400; and on page 121, line 8, to increase the total appro- 
priation for office of the Superintendent of Capitol Building 
and Grounds from $22,524 to $22,724. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 15, before the 
word “ five,” to insert“ not to exceed: ” and in line 21, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “ninety” and insert “ ninety- 
five; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent e ses of the office of the Secretary of the Interlor 
and the bureaus, offices, and buildings of the Interior Department, in- 
cluding not to exceed $5,000 for the Civil Service Commission: For 
furniture, carpets, ice, lumber, hardware, dry goods, Saver caine, tele- 

aphing, expressage, wagons and harness, food and shoeing of horses, 

ia 8, awnings, constructing model and other cases and furniture, 
$95 8 absolutely necessary expenses, including fuel and lights, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 121, line 23, before the 
word “ five,” to insert“ not to exceed; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For stationery for the Department of the Interlor and its several 
bureaus and offices, including not to exceed $5,000 for the Civil Service 
Commission, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, line 12, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out“ four thousand five hundred” and 
insert “ five thousand;” and in line 14, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out “four” and insert “nine;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For rent of buildings for the Department of the Interior, namely: 
For the Bureau of Education, $4,000; Geological Survey, $29,200; ad- 
ditional rooms for the engraving and printing divisions of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, $1,200; storage of documents, $1,000; Civil Service Com- 
mission, 55,000; Patent Office model exhibit, $19,500; in all, $59,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Post-Office De- 
partment,” on page 128, line 4, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “two thousand five hundred” and insert “ including 
$500 as superintendent of Post-Office Department building, three 
thousand; so as to read: 

Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster- 
General, $8,000; chief clerk Post-Office Department, including $500 as 
superintendent of Post-Office Department building, $3,000, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 129, line 11, to increase 
the total appropriation for the office of the Postmaster-General 
from $142,910 to $143,410. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 131 line 9, after the word 
„adjustments,“ to insert“ and law clerk ;” in line 10, before the 
word “ dollars,” to insert “two hundred and fifty,” and in line 
21, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “seven hundred and 
twenty“ and insert“ nine hundred and seventy ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


Office Second Assistant Postmaster-General: For Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; superintendent of 
railway adjustments, $2,500; assistant superintendent of railway ad- 
lustments and law clerk, $2,250; superintendent of foreign mails, 
187600 chief clerk, $2,000; chief of division of 8 52.000; 
chief of contract division, $2,000 of mail equipment division, 
$2,000; eleven clerks of class 4; forty clerks of class 3; thirty-one 
clerks of class 2; 18 $1,600 ; 8 clerks of class 1; 
seventeen clerks, at gh each; six clerks, at $900 each; messenger 
in charge of mails, $900; six assistant messengers; in all, $207,970. 


; chief 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 132, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of the superintendent postage- 
stamp supplies and postmasters’ accounts, office Third Assistant 
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Postmaster-General, from $2,500 to $2,750, and in line 17 to 
increase the total appropriation for office Third Assistant Post- 
master-General from $227,940 to $228,190. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 132, after line 19, to insert: 


For the following force now employed in the office of the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General on work in connection with stamped-paper 
agencies and paid from appropriations made in the t-office appro- 
priation act for pay of agents and assistants to distribute stam 
stamped 8 and newspaper wrappers, and tal cards, namely: 
One clerk, $1, ; five clerks (now laborers). at $840 each; one clerk 
(now laborer), $720; and three laborers, at $660 each (now pais $720 
each); in all, $7,900; and such clerks and laborers as may so em- 
8 on the 30th day of June, 1905, are hereby transferred to the 
rolls of the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General and placed 
in the classified service, without further examination, in the grades 
and at the rates of compensation herein provided. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to have some 
explanation of the amendment now pending. I should like to 
know from the Senator in charge of the bill how many clerks, 
laborers, and other employees are to be placed by this provision 
under the classified service without examination, and what rea- 
son there can be for it. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, Mr. President, the force 
designated in the amendment are now paid under the post- 
office appropriation act, but are detailed to work in connection 
with stamped-paper agencies. These clerks are in the service 
now, but we have been trying to get them classified and in the 
proper Department, so that we may avoid the constant confu- 
sion resulting from details from one Department to another and 
from different bureaus in the same Department. The object of 
the amendment is to provide that the force now employed in 
the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General on work in 
connection with stamped-paper agencies and paid from appropri- 
ations made in the post-office appropriation act may be placed 
under the control of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General and 
paid from the appropriation for his office. The purpose is to en- 
able Congress, when an appropriation bill comes before it, to 
know exactly what force each Department and each bureau in a 
Department has, so that we may tell, without hunting all over 
the Department, just what force they have on the rolls and at 
work in that Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. That I can perfectly understand. A great 
number of these employees, whether clerks or laborers, are 
paid out of the general appropriation for the pay of agents and 
assistants to distribute stamps, etc.; and not being estimated 
for, are paid at the discretionof the Department. To have those 
clerks transferred to the office of the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General and records and estimates made hereafter is a 
matter of good legislation, to which I agree; but I gk the 
Senator about how many employees now paid out of the general 
appropriation would be affected by the adoption of the amend- 
ment under consideration? : 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know how many there are, but we 
have a list of them by names. So we know exactly what force 
they have. I will send it to the Senator to look at. 

Mr. GORMAN. The number the Senator is unable to give 
me? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not remember the exact number. There 
are ten of these people, as I am now informed by the clerk of 
the Committee on Appropriations, who has counted them and 
knows exactly the number. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ten? The list the Senator has sent me eon- 
tains at least fifty names, if not more. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Department asked for more than that 
number, but we.did not give them all they asked for. 

Mr. GORMAN. This provision relates, in its first subdivision, 
to all employees who are now at work in connection with 
stamped-paper agencies and paid from appropriations made in 
the post-office appropriation act for the pay of agents and as- 
sistgnts to distribute stamps, etc. But when it comes to the 
second clause, it says that all such clerks and laborers, who 
have gone in, of course, outside of the civil service, are to be 
placed in the classified service. 

Mr. CULLOM. All these people have been in the service of 
the Post-Office Department for some time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whether all of them have been examined 
under the civil service I do not know, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator and I, of course, want to have 
the rule uniform. This is only one of many similar cases that 
come along, such as the temporary appointments in the War De- 
partment. I think as the law itself, the civil-service act, has 
given the President of the United States authority in the prem- 
ises, we had better leave that to his discretion, and that it is 
unwise to insert these words, and I shall move to amend the 
bill by striking them out. 


And such clerks and laborers as be so employed on the 30th 
of June, 1905— d $ dy 


1905. 
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That is providing for any employment that may occur be- 
tween now and next June 
are hereby transferred to the rolls of the office of the Third Assistant 


Postmaster-General and placed in the classified service, without 
further examination, in the grades and at the rates of compensation 
herein provided. 

While heretofore we have bodily transferred any number of 
clerks by provision of law and executive orders, I doubt very 
much whether we have ever made a provision for all other 
clerks who may be employed between now and next June, in 
addition to those in the service. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is confined to those now in the service, I 
understand. 

For the following force now employed 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us read it. 

And such clerks and laborers as may be employed on the 30th day 
of June, 1905. 

Mr. CULLOM. The word “such” relates back to the fol- 
lowing force now employed in the office.” 

Mr. GORMAN. It may be that it applies to them. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me it would be unfair, as these 
people have been in the service now for a long time, that they 
should be put out and somebody else put in. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no desire 

Mr. CULLOM. This legislation proposes to take care of 
these people who are now in the service or who may be in 
the service on the 30th day of June next. I think it is only 
fair play to the persons who are now engaged in the service, 
whether they went in under the civil service or not. They have 
been there so long that they ought not to be put out because 
they have not heretofore been examined. I hope the Senator 
from Maryland will not make any point on this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would agree ordinarily with the Senator, 
and indeed I do agree with the Senator, that a very fair and a 
proper test of the efficiency of clerks is employment in the 
office; and to that test, if it were applied generally and made 
uniform, I should not object. I think myself it is the proper 
civil service, if the heads of Departments are careful, as they 
usually have been, in the selection of subordinates. 

But the rule has been established, and the country has been 
given to understand that all of these new employees, since the 
passage of the civil service law, have gone in through that sys- 
tem, and therefore are rather permanent. I do not object to 
that, but I think it is an unwise action on the part of Congress 
to provide in a general appropriation bill for specific work and 
to authorize the employment of any number of clerks and mes- 
sengers and after six or eight months or two years put a pro- 
vision in another appropriation bill that those so employed tem- 
porarily shall all at once be classified. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think when this bill becomes a law, if it 
ever does 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, it will become a law. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will result in having no more of this con- 
fusion in reference to the classification and transfer of clerks 
from one bureau and Department to another. It will clean up 
the Departments with respect to a situation of that sort which 
has existed as a result of the Spanish war. I think the Sena- 
tor can hardly justify himself in making any trouble about this 
little squad of ten persons who are transferred from one bureau 
to another without requiring a civil service examination. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Illinois entirely misunder- 
stands me if he supposes that I am troubled about the employ- 
ment of ten or twenty men in any one of the Departments. 
That is not the point at all. What I desire to call attention to 
is the system that has been inaugurated, which is rather a bad 
one. The rule is not uniform. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Maryland will remember, 
although I do not know whether he was here at the time, that 
two or three years ago we transferred a whole force, under a 
similar provision, from one place to another in the War Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is only continuing what we have been 
trying to do in getting the detail business fixed up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am aware of that fact, and that is what 
called my attention to it. If the Senator in charge of the bill, 
who is familiar with what has been done, meant to convey the 
idea that this is the last and that this concludes all the Depart- 
ments and ends special legislation of this class, I should be con- 
tent. But I do not understand that that is the situation. I 
think there are in some of the Departments a number of tem- 
porary employees waiting to be put under the civil service by 
special act. We are doing it by piecemeal. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that most of these persons are under 
the civil service now. It is proposed to treat these clerks the 


same as we treated other clerks whom we had in the War De- 
partment as the result of an extraordinary situation which 
existed for a time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
does not regard that character of legislation as bad? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is d little irregular, it is true. I do not 
know but that we get just as good clerks, however, by this 
policy as by any other. 

Mr. GORMAN. We perhaps get better clerks. 

Mr. CULLOM. Perhaps a little better clerks. 
Senator will not make a point on these people. 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely wish to call attention to the fact 
that while loud proclamations in regard to the civil service are 
made, not by the Senator from Illinois, but by others for the 
purpose of impressing the country, and especially those of our 
countrymen who regard the civil service as the one desirable 
thing in this Government—and that it has accomplished some 
good I am free to admit—and that unless the civil-service rules 
are enforced and honestly enforced the country is probably go- 
ing to the bow-wows, yet with the passage of nearly every leg- 
islative bill, with this Administration and the one that preceded 
it insisting that the civil service is being properly and rigidly 
and honestly enforced, come provisions for the employment of 
ten, as the Senator says in this case, a hundred in another, and 
five hundred in another, and after a service of three months or 
six months they are legislated into the civil service without 
having passed an examination. 

That is a discrimination which I think is unfair to the thou- 
sands and thousands of men and women who havè taken the 
examination, until you have upon the list the names of 10,000 
persons hoping and waiting, and many of them believing, from 
the declarations of the executive branch, that they are to have 
a fair opportunity for appointment whenever their names are 
reached in the order of merit on the roll. They wait. They 
are waiting now. They are hoping without hope, because but 
few of them will ever be able to gain the small place upon which 
their own affairs are so dependent. 

I think we ought to adopt frankly one rule or the other. I 
am prepared to submit, as I have been for some years, to an 
honest enforcement of the civil-service rules and the President’s 
orders under them. I only want to call attention to the fact 
that those who are insisting that there is an honest and a faith- 
ful enforcement of that law are holding out false hopes to the 
thousands who have taken the examinations, if this system is 
to be followed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think I am as zealous as is 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] in the support and 
advocacy of the civil-service law and rules. I am not quite sure 
but that I am more so. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will surrender to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also think there is force in some things 
that the Senator from Maryland has uttered as respects this 
waiting. 

The highest salary paid to any of these ten people is $1,000. 
There is one clerk of a thousand dollars, and from that the sal- 
aries run all along down to six hundred and fifty. Now, the 
Committee on Appropriations found that those persons were not 
on the waiting list, but in the actual service of the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General. Several of them were mere labor- 
ers, people who pack boxes and handle and deal with the various 
things that are sent out by the Third Assistant. 

We wanted to rid ourselves of the responsibility of having 
them paid out of the general fund and to bring them into a spe- 
cific fund, whereby we could keep run of the number, the com- 
pensation, etc. Therefore, speaking now from memory, although 
I think the testimony will bear me out, we called the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General before us and asked him to state to 
us the character of these employees, the time they had been in 
the service, etc. He stated as to the five clerks we inserted 
here at a salary of $840 each that they were designated as la- 
borers, but were performing duty as clerks. Therefore we 
styled them “clerks,” where they are now named as laborers. 
So we retain this force in form and substance as it exists now. 

I submit to the Senator that it would be quite a hardship for 
these eight or ten people, who are now receiving these small 
salaries and who have been employed for some years and paid 
out of the general fund, to lose the places they are now occupy- 
ing and to allow the places to be filled from the outside or from 
the waiting list. Therefore we endeavored to make it certain 
that those people would not be turned out in the cold and other 
people put in their places. That was all there was to this par- 
ticular thing. I know of no general rule covering important 
matters that has not an exception, and this is an exception to 
the general rule respecting the civil service. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
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amendment, but I want again to go on record that human na- 
ture must be changed or an honest administration of this sys- 
tem will be impossible. It is impossible to administer any gov- 
ernmental machinery which in its nature is secret. We have 
had a great many experiments of Cabinet advisers and secret 
organizations under monarchies all over the world, organized 
for the sake of reform, the councilors operating secretly. They 
have always led to corruption and unfair dealing. The trouble 
about the civil service is that its machinery is secret. I believe 
the whole system might be reformed and that we might have 
real reform and have really the merit system. I do not think 
there would be any difficulty if attention was given in that 
direction. I do not believe that any man or woman ought to be 
2 in office until his or her name had been posted for thirty 
ys. 

The only objection to the old system—what is called “the 
spoils system —was that there was some secrecy about it 
There is great secrecy about this. Then Members of Congress 
would get persons appointed on verbal application. If you 
would let the Member of Congress or the governor of the State 
or anybody else nominate clerks when they are wanted for any 
Department or any Bureau, let the head of the Department or 
Bureau publish the name, let that information go back-to the 
district or the locality where the man hails from and let it 
stand for thirty days, and then, if there is no objection, let the 
examination be taken in the Department with respect to the 
qualifications of the individual for the work desired and let 
him be appointed for six months on trial, and, if he fails, either 
on examination or on trial for six months, have that fact known 
and another nomination made, and keep this information be- 
fore the public, there would not be the same chance for favorit- 
ism that there is in this. 

People come to me constantly, and they have done so for many 
years, stating cases of hardship. They have worked up to six- 
teen or elghteen hundred dollars, and then somebody who is in- 
competent, as they say, has come in and stepped over them. I 
have offered in each case to present a resolution in the Senate 
to inquire into it, but they say: “Oh, no; then I will lose my 
place altogether. Do not do that. I must make a living.” They 
are afraid to complain, and they ought not to have any reason 
to complain. Reorganize this machinery and make it public so 
that the world may know how it is done. I do not care how 
strict you are. I do not care how high grade you require in 
the service if you will let the world know what is required and 
let the people judge the character of the individual. Let the 
neighbors judge him, and then you will have a very different 
class and a much more effective class. 

I predict if this goes on, although the intention of it is un- 
doubtedly very good—to avoid corruption in office—and if you 
do not reform this reform, the time will come when the people 
will rise and sweep it all away. They are not going to have a 
favorite class here that are put in, as they think, through unfair 
means or unfairly. 

The only way to popularize civil-service reform is to have 
every step of it public and let the world know whether A B C is 
put in a high clerical position. He lives in a particular neigh- 
borhood, and everybody knows that he is incompetent to do any 
kind of business. But he has learned to answer the questions. 
The people would not indorse him. He would not be nominated 
by a Member of Congress for the place if the community knew 
that he was an applicant. Let us have the real merit system. 
The time will come when there will be public sentiment enough 
to force the adoption of the merit system. People call this the 
merit system. We do not know how it is operated. You say 
that we can know all about it; that it is fair. Perhaps it is; I 
do not make any charges against individuals, But how does 
the public know whether these marks are fair? How does the 
public know whether the record is made up correctly? How 
does the public know that such an examination has been made 
of the individual as to determine his qualifications and his fit- 
ness for the particular place? It is all done by a few men, and 
they can not know everything. 

Let the head of each Department and each bureau make the 
examination of the applicant, after his name has been properly 
advertised, so that the people in the community where he lives 
may know, and may make any objection to his character that 
they desire to submit. Then let the head of the bureau give 
him a trial. That is the way to get effective service. 

I would have no communication by word of mouth between 
any Member of Congress or any other person and the appoint- 
ing power. It should be in writing, so that everybody could 


know all about it. Make this thing public. The difficulty about 
the old system was that there was private application. There 
should be no more private applications, no private communica- 
tion between the person seeking employment and the head of the 
Department any more than there is between the litigants in a 
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court and the judge. The party who is at the head of a bureau 
or the Department has the responsibility, and he ought*to be an 
untrammeled judge of the qualifications of the applicant. 

You can get better selections if you allow Members of Con- 
gress from their districts to nominate men. You start with a 
better selection, because they know better. That system would 
be very much superior to this. They know the character of the 
applicants; whether they are business men or not, and they 
will be held by their constituents to the responsibility of making 
proper nominations. They will have the responsibility of mak- 

8 

Mr. SPOONER. They would have to devote themselves ex- 
clusively to that business. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think you would be troubled by 
that business. If you were, others would attend to it. You 
would find plenty of Members of Congress willing to attend to 
that business. The number of clerks you would be called upon 
to name would not make it a very onerous duty. It is a duty 
that a Member of Congress ought to perform, because he knows 
the people in his district. Let him name them in writing, then 
let the person who has the responsibility of having the work 
performed, after due notice, examine the applicant and try him. 
Then you will get effective service, and everybody will know 
how it is done. Then it will be practical. It will not be the 
spoils system. The only objection to the spoils system was the 
secret application of Members of Congress to the heads of De- 
partments for appointments. Cut that off. Do not have any 
verbal applications. Let the head of the Department be the 
judge. Treat him as a judge. Let the application be submit- 
ted to him. If the civil-service system can be reformed so that 
the people will know what it is, and it meets their approbation, 
then it will be permanent. But there never will be thorough 
acquiescence in it until the people know how it is that one per- 
son, whom they know to be inferior in qualifications, gets up 
above another. They know that that young man or this young 
lady is vastly superior in qualifications to discharge the duties 
to which they are assigned. Still he or she does not pass the 
examination or meet the requirements. They say, “How is 
this? This young man was qualified to be a clerk in a bank. 
He is an intelligent man. He is a good business man. He has 
been well reared. Why is it that he is rejected?” 

Then there is another thing to which the Senator from Mary- 
land alluded, which is a great hardship. You have thousands 
on the waiting list not disposed of. I do not know how many 
there are. I suppose there are hundreds of thousands who have 
been on the waiting list since this system went into vogue, and 
some of them are examined year after year and stay on the 
waiting list for life, waiting for something to turn up. That 
ought not to be. No more ought to be examined than bave 
chance of employment, and they should only be examined when 
the heads of Departments want clerks and make it known that 
they want clerks. Let the people know this. Let the others 
stay at home. Thousands of people on the waiting list are suf- 
fering, and while they wait the opportunity to engage in other 
business passes. This is wrong. A system that involves having 
a vast number on the waiting list is wrong. Still, when people 
want to take an examination and stand their chances under 
this system, the Departments can not very well refuse to ex- 
amine them and give them a show. They have to have their 
days for examinations. It is a hardship if they are not given 
an opportunity to be examined; and then, after they are ex- 
amined and pass, their prospects of life are destroyed while 
they are on the waiting list. 

I want to put myself on record. It is premature to attempt 
to reform this, because everything of this kind is very strong, 
and it will go on until the people rise up and put it aside. If it 
goes on as it is now and is not remedied by legislation and ad- 
ministration, the storm will come. There is an undercurrent 
of sentiment throughout the whole community that it ought to 
be wiped out. Almost every person I meet who wants good 
government complains of the civil service. There is nothing 
in this Government that is complained of as much by the people 
as the working of the civil service. No one of you can go home, 
if you communicate with the people, but that you hear com- 
plaints about this system, whereas if it was public and every- 
body knew what was done they would not be troubling you with 
complaints. So I say the civil service has to be reformed and 
made public or it can not survive for a generation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Arson] started with the general proposition that he 
thought he was a better civil-service reformer than myself. I 
agree with him in that matter, and that he is better than I am in 
every respect. His knowledge of legislation is greater than that 
of any other member of either House of Congress, in my judg- 
ment. 

The first proposition the Senator makes is that he is anxious 
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to have this provision enacted into a law so as to stop to some 
extent the employment of clerks and messengers in the Depart- 
ments unless there is some specific provision by law for their ap- 
pointment and a specific amount appropriated for their compen- 
sation. That is a proposition I know the Senator from Iowa is 
entirely sincere in. I know it from my association with him and 
the discussion of kindred questions galore, and I am delighted to 
know that even in this small matter of ten clerks the Senator is 
himself again, and that he has determined to stop the loose sys- 
tem of legislation which has grown up in the last eight years, 
and which would have amazed the fathers, transferring the 
power of appropriations and the employment of persons from 
the control of Congress to the executive branch. A little war 
of ninety days with Spain led to a condition of affairs that has 
compelled the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and his committee to submit to a system which has 
been as bad as it could be, and which I trust to see eliminated— 
the system of making a lump appropriation and saying to the 
President or to the head of a Department, “ Use it for any pur- 
pose you deem proper; employ one or a thousand clerks, or build 
ten ships, and out of the appropriation expend for clerical labor 
$100,000 per annum; but continue within the appropriation in a 
lump suni.” I agree with the Senator. There can not be any 
mistake about that. 

The first proposition in this amendment is that Congress shall 
fix the salaries and limit the number of persons to be employed 
rather than to have them paid out of a fund to print postage 
stamps. That proposition is right. There can not be any objec- 
tion to it on my part. That is not my objection. It is not a 
question of the civil-service law with me, except as to its honest 
enforcement. 

I was not in favor of the passage of that law, although I 
believe my vote was recorded in favor of it in the early stages. 
Now that it is upon the statute books I want to see it enforced 
honestly and fairly. Yes; let it be enforced, as its authors and 
advocates believe in it. 

I think the proposition now, by legislation, to place in office 
permanently without examination even ten clerks is violating 
the spirit of that law. I think those under the order of the 
President of the United States and alt of the class of employees, 
amounting to thousands in the Navy Department, who have 
shown their efficiency, as these clerks have by their work for a 
year or two, and the thousand and more in the War Depart- 
ment, who were employed temporarily during the trouble with 
Spain by an order or by legislation, as I remember, should be 
placed in the classified service. To do otherwise is a violation 
of the spirit of the law, and, what is more, it is a hardship upon 
the men and women who are thus employed. There are over 
ten thousand of them on the rolls now who have been assured 
by every Executive publication and by the act itself that when 
a vacancy shall occur a cultivated woman or an educated man 
who is first on the list for a clerkship and so rated, the highest 

being a hundred, shall be entitled to employment. But they are 
set aside and excluded, and it becomes imposstble for them to 
get a place that they have won, by merit, under the law. Such 
a system is wrong in itself, and it ought to be prohibited 
rather than encouraged by this amendment. 

The other proposition, coming back to it, is worth more to 
me in the way of honest legislation and in the proper conduct 
of this Government than all the number of people who are em- 
ployed or may be employed and put in the classified service un- 
der this provision. We now have the assurance from the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Iowa and from the Senator from IHi- 
nois, honored members of the Committee on Appropriations, that 
the day has passed for an Executive order or when the request 
of the head of a Department will be regarded here any longer 
for a lump appropriation to permit the Departments to employ 
as many persons as they see proper without examination. 

Mr. President, the expenditures of this Government have in- 
creased fearfully. It is the most expensive Government now 
on the face of the earth. What has it come from? From this 
very system of placing lump sums in the hands of disbursing 
officers or executive officers. Congress has permitted the purse 
strings to be placed in the hands of the Executive, and it has 
not been discharging the duty imposed upon it by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

This is a small matter, it may be said, involving but ten or 
twenty clerks. If you should stop there it would be insignifi- 
cant, although vicious in itself. But the appropriations for the 
Army, for the Quartermaster’s Department, for the Ordinance 
Bureau, and for every bureau in that great Department, run to 
hundreds of thousands and to millions of dollars. How is the 
Department administered? Even the Senator from Iowa could 
not make a guess within ten thousand of the number of em- 
ployees in that Department who have never passed a ciyil- 


service examination and for the necessity of whose employment 
Congress has never had an estimate. 

When we were prosperous, when the taxation both from inter- 
nal revenue and from customs duties was sufficient to leave a 
balance of thirty or forty million dollars in the Treasury, yes, 
$70,000,000 per annum, a voice against extravagance was not 
heard outside of this Chamber, and it was not listened to here. 
But now, Mr. President, the result of these indiscretions comes 
to us. It comes to us with a force that must be recognized and 
must be dealt with. Appropriations that are absolutely neces- 
sary, giving additional facilities to our people to increase the 
wealth of the country, are being stayed, and Congress must fail 
to make provision for them by reason of the fact that you have 
pursued a policy of wild extravagance, permitting the people’s 
money to be expended by men who are not directly responsible 
to them, as Members of the House and Senators are directly 
responsible to the people. 

I did not intend to say half as much as I have said, but I 
again express my great gratification that on a little matter of 
ten clerks, where the civil-service law is to be circumvented by 
the proposition of the Committee on Appropriations, we have 
laid the foundation of a statement from the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee, the Senator from Iowa, that hereafter 
we will cut off the Executive and that Congress will perform its 
duty by making specific appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, on page 134, line 18, to increase the total appropriation for 


‘the Office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General from 


$410,330 to $411,170. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Justice,” on page 138, line 14, to increase the number of clerks 
of class 4 in the Office of the Attorney-General from four to five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Office 
of the Attorney-General, on page 138, line 20, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert“ assistant engineer, $900; “ on page 139, line 
2, after the word “dollars,” to insert “assistant messenger; “ 
and in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ eight 
thousand nine hundred and forty ” and insert“ twelve thousand 
three hundred and sixty; so as to read: 

Engineer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $900; three firemen; two con- 
ductors of the elevator, at $720 each; eight charwomen ; superintendent 
of buildings, $250. Division of accounts: Chief of division of accounts 
$2,500; four clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; seven clerks of 
class 2; six clerks of class 1; two copyists; one packer, $840; assistant 
messenger ; in all, $212,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 139, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for stationery for the Department of Justice, in- 
cluding Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury, etc., from $3,500 
to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 139, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous ‘expenditures, including tele- 
graphing, fuel, lights, etc., in the Department of Justice from 
$12,000 to $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 140, line 20, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert “ chief clerk and law clerk, $2,000; “ and in 
line 22, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “eight” and 
insert “ ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 


Office of the Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labor: 
For Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labor, to be ap- 

inted by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 

nate, $4,500 ; chief clerk and law clerk, $2,000; clerk of class 3; clerk 
of class 1; and messenger; in all, $10,140. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” on page 141, line 8, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “chief of division, $2,000” and insert “ two 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ;” so as to read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secret: f — 
merce and Labor, $8,000; 8 Secretary, $5,000 A 8 Barer’ 
ae to the Secretary, $2,500; confidential clerk to the Secretary, 
81.800; private secretary to the Assistant Secretary, $1,800; chief clerk 
and superintendent, $3,000; disbursing clerk, $2,500; two chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each., etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the office 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, on page 142, line 2, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “two hundred;” and 
in line 4, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ fifty-seven 
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thousand six” and insert “ fifty-nine thousand seven ;” so as to 
read: 

One carpenter, 8900; captain of the watch, $1,000; five watchmen; 
fifteen charwomen ; in all, $159,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” on page 142, after line 5, to insert: 

For compensation an 
comiitions at hot: end aivad, with tie DA of a eee 
mestie and foreign commerce of the United States, $30,000; and the 
results of such investigations shall be reported to Congress. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to call attention to this amendment. I 
ask the Senator from Illinois if there is any law authorizing 
the appointmeat of these agents; and if not, why we should 
make the appropriation before there is any law authorizing 
their appointment? $ 

Mr. CULLOM. This provision is the result of a hearing be- 
fore the committee of Mr. Garfield, Commissioner of Corpora- 
tions, of the Commerce and Labor Department. He wanted a 
good deal more money than is provided in the amendment. 
The committee thought that in view of the importance which he 
showed was attached to the work we ought to give him some- 
thing to do in that regard, and we provided finally, as a com- 
promise, $30,000 instead of $60,000, or some other large sum 
that he named. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator if it is not true 
that there is a bill pending here, and has been pending for some 
time, providing for the appointment of such agents, and that bill 
has never passed? Ought we not to wait until it becomes a law 
before we provide an appropriation of that kind? 

Mr. CULLOM. The work is going on in a way now, but not 
to the extent that the Commissioner of Corporations believed it 
ought to be performed. This provision will enable the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor to commence the work in a small 
way and continue it if the Congress of the United States desires 
it hereafter. I do not know but that the amendment is subject 
to a point of order, but I hope the Senator from Georgia will not 
take advantage of it in that respect. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. It may not be. I do not know anything 
about the rule in reference to such a case. My friend the 
chairman of the committee says it is not subject to a point of 
order, and if it is not I hope the Senator from Georgia will not 
oppose the appropriation, because it is necessary. 

Mr. CLAY. I am frank to say that I do not see how the Com- 
missioner would be entitled to appoint these agents unless there 
was some law authorizing it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the law itself. We make the law by the 
appropriation. 

Mr. CLAY. This amendment simply provides for an appro- 
priation to pay special agents. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if we give the Department the money 
they will find a way to get them appointed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Are these special agents to be appointed 
through the civil service? Mr. President, here is a case in 
point, where both the Senator in charge of the bill and the 
chairman of the committee have departed from the rule which 
I have been congratulating myself they adopted, and that is to 
make a specific appropriation for officers. Here is a lump sum 
of $30,000, which is to be placed in the hands of a subordinate 
officer of the Government who will employ the agents. 

Mr. CULLOM. He is a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. GORMAN. He is a Cabinet officer. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. He is an officer of the Government in an Executive 
Department. We have just been talking about the vicious rule 
that has been followed, and in the matter of four or five clerks 
employed as messengers and doing clerical duties it was said 
we ought to fix the salary by law. That is right, and we all 
agree to it. Now, there immediately comes a provision making 
an appropriation of $30,000 for compensation and expenses of 
agents, not for one or two or three special agents, but a lump 
appropriation of $30,000. That is, of course, all outside of the 
civil service, and again we resort to temporary appointments. 
If there were a rule in the Senate that would throw out the 
amendment on a point of order, I certainly would make it. 

Besides, what has that particular Department to do in the 
way of inquiring into foreign commerce? Does it want to send 
some agents abroad? The State Department, with its Consular 
Bureau, and the Treasury Department look into all commercial 
matters abroad, yet we propose to place in the hands of-this 
Department $30,000 in a lump sum to look into such matters, 
not only at home, but abroad. 5 

It does seem to me that this very distinguished gentleman, 
and I have no doubt of his ability and his capability, has al- 
ready marked out for himself in domestic affairs about all the 


work he can do during the balance of this Administration. 
Does he require additional agents to ascertain how he can draw 
up licenses for all the corporations transacting business in the 
country, insurance companies and railroad companies? Is it 
necessary for him to send agents abroad to inquire into that 
subject? No, Mr. President; it is not, because there are no con- 
ditions on the other side that would apply here. 

Without the slightest desire to hamper this Department or any 
other in any way, if we give the whole amount they want, how 
many agents, I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois, did 
this executive officer say he desires? 

Fits CULLOM. I did not hear the first part of the Senator’s 
quiry. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the investigation that was had, when the 
statement was made by the executive officer in charge of this 
particular branch, how many agents did he desire? 

Mr. CULLOM. He did not state, I think, the number of 
agents desired by the Department, but he wanted a larger sum 
of money than was given to him in the amendment. I suppose 
he expected to employ five or six agents for this work, though 
I do not recollect whether he stated in his testimony any given 
number. But he advocated the general policy of appropriating 
a good sum of money so that the investigation could be made 
at home as well as in regard to foreign commerce in the interest 
of the development of our commerce with other nations. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator what is to 
be the general scope of this investigation at home? 

Mr. CULLOM. I refer the Senator to the document that he 
prepared and which has been already submitted to Congress, I 
believe, for his view on the general subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator if we have not made 
ample provision for all the officers estimated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for that Department? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; we have not, nor for any other De- 
partment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I find from the statement made here, which 
I have only had an opportunity to glance at, that the appropria- 
tions contained in this bill exceed by $590,000 the appropriation 
of a year ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. The Department of Commerce 
and Labor is in process of organization. A year ago the De- 
partment did not know exactiy what it wanted, and it had not 
gotten so far along as to classify the service that was given it. 
But we demanded then and have since demanded that as they 
went along with the work they should find out exactly how 
much money they needed for each particular bureau or branch 
of the service involved in their administration. So we are get- 
ting the Department organized, and we may tell a little better 
from year to year than we did before exactly the amount of 
money for one branch of service as against another which 
should be appropriated. In this case the gentleman referred to 
came before the committee. He advocated an appropriation of 
$50,000, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimate was $100,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. The estimate was $100,000, but I do not 
think he expected to get more than half of it. We heard him 
quite at length and finally concluded, as the judgment of the 
committee, that it was the best thing for the country that he 
should have a certain amount of money to begin with, and then 
we could ascertain from the result of the use of that amount of 
money what the value of the service would be. 

Mr. GORMAN. As to that estimate, Mr. President, I should 
like to know upon what it is based and how many agents are to 
be employed, or to receive some information of what is in- 
tended. My objection is not designed in any way to hamper 
the Department, but if they want an agent or agents they should 
demonstrate the necessity for such officials to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM, We do not want to be working along at this 
slow pace to ascertain whether there is any good in the thing, 
but certainly there is a feeling on the part of the Department 
that the investigation ought to be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I agree to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. And if it is to be made, we should give them 
a reasonable amount of money to begin it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. 

Mr. CULLOM. And we thought that $30,000 was as small an 
amount as we ought to appropriate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will agree to that, provided the Senator 


will insert in this bill one or two agents, at $3,500. The same 
principle is involved here that we have been discussing for an 
hour in regard to these small clerkships, and now the head of 
this Department comes to Congress and says, “I have a great 
scheme on hand for which I want a hundred thousand dollars,” 
and the committee finally says, We will compromise and give 
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you $30,000, and you may do as you please with it.“ That is 
bad legislation. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is almost absolutely impossible for the 
Committee on Appropriations to determine exactly what the 
amount of the appropriation should be, or whether it should be 
confined to one employee or to three or five, but the Department 
itself can ascertain, and if they find that they do not want to 
employ a sufficient. number to absorb that amount of money 
they need not do it and would not do it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that; but they will absorb all 
we give them and then have a deficiency. Therefore I want 
the Senator to get back to what has been provided for in the 
case of the poor clerks, charwomen, and laborers in the Post- 
Office Department, whose compensation is fixed in this bill, and 
to also fix the compensation of these agents. This Department 
is a great Department, a very extraordinary Department, and 
I am inclined to think one whose head has now a greater power 
than Congress ought to have delegated to any · executive officer 
on the face of the earth. He ought to know whether he wants 
ten or six or two agents, and the class of men he wishes to em- 
ploy. If he is to haye an expert and pay him $5,000 a year, 
let him say so to Congress and I will agree to vote for the ap- 
propriation, if the committee, after investigation, thinks it wise, 
but I object to saying that this particular officer, or any other 
officer of the Government, shall take a lump sum and do as he 
pleases with it, and I think the Senate ought to object to it 
unless we agree to put a limitation on the number of employees 
and their compensation. If, under the rule, I can make the point 
of order against it, I shall certainly do so. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. CLAY. I believe the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuxxou! 
stated that this amendment authorizes the appointment of these 
agents and appropriates the money to pay their salaries. With- 
out this amendment, undoubtedly, the head of that Department 
could not employ such agents. There is no existing law at this 
time providing for their employment, and unless this amend- 
ment authorizes their employment they can not be employed. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is the provision: 


For compensation and expenses of 1 ts to inves 
conditions at home and abroad, with the object of promoti 


tie and foreign commerce of the United States, $30,000; the — 
of such investigations shall be reported to Congress. 

Does not the Senator think that that provision authorizes the 
appointment? 

Mr. CLAY. I think the Senator is correct about that. Then, 
if this amendment authorizes the appointment of certain agents 
and appropriates the money to pay them, is it not in violation 
of clause 3 of Rule XVI, which especially provides that “no 
amendment which proposes eral legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if I understand the amend- 
ment, it is not subject to a point of order in any sense, because 
it is not in violation of law, but in exact pursuance of law. 

Mr. GORMAN. What law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators will remember that in 1903 in this 
Chamber we spent several weeks in the discussion of the ques- 
tion of the extension of our commerce, especially of our foreign 
commerce. Under the splendid leadership of the senior Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] we passed a law authorizing the 
establishment of the Department of Commerce and Labor. It 
was stated that the object of that Department was to revive, 
reinvigorate, and establish our trade relations with other coun- 
tries, especially with the South American countries. Therefore 
the Senator from Minnesota persuaded us to pass a bill, which 
came to us from the Committee on Commerce, one of the leading 
committees of this body, providing for this new Department of 
the Government. In section 3 of that law, approved February 
14, 1903, there is a general provision which says: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the province and du 
to foster, promote, and develop the fo an 
the mining, manufacturing, shipping, and ustri 
Interests, and the transportation facilities of the United States. 

I suggest to my friend that that is a very extensive and 
almost unlimited power. The Secretary of Commerce now 
says to us that if he is to exercise this power, he must have 
agents who will not only make such investigations as are 
necessary at home, but abroad, and particularly in the South 
American countries. He estimated for this work $100,000; 
and through the chief of the Bureau of Transportation—the 
Secretary being unable to be present on the day 
this appropriation was urged upon the 
mittee, instead of appropriating the amount provided for in 
the Book of Estimates, believing that it was largely discre- 
tionary with Congress to fix the policy, appropriated $30,000. 
This sum was to be used in gathering information, especially 


te trade 


in the countries south of us. It is the expectation of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, according to my under- 
standing, to employ five or six or seven agents from time to 
time to promote our foreign commerce in those countries. I 
understood him to say that he could secure very competent 
persons, well qualified for this service, at a compensation of 
$2,500 each or at a reasonable per diem compensation. That 
is all there is in the provision. 

If we do not wish to execute in any particular this law, 
which we adopted here two or three years ago—if we do not 
wish to extend and expand our foreign and domestic commerce, 
of course we will appropriate nothing; but, as I understand 
it, both Houses of Congress and both political parties are in 
favor of an extension of our foreign commerce. We have had 
reported here this morning a bill having substantially that 
same purpose in view. Now, we stand here and higgle about 
an expenditure of $30,000 to employ five or six agents to 
promote our foreign commerce to the south of us, and yet 
we will seriously consider in that measure the question of 
expending $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 for the same object. 

Mr. President, if we are to execute the provisions of this 
law there must be a reasonable sum appropriated for the pur- 
pose. I assume it will be used wisely, judiciously, and econom- 
ically in exploring the regions to which we hope to extend our 
trade. If the Senate does not want to do this, if we are 
going to ignore this statute, which we put upon our statute 
book with so much pains, after careful consideration and with 
practically absolute unanimity—for there were no objections 
to it on either side of the Chamber, so far as I remember— 
and make it a dead letter, then, of course, we will stop all 
this business and all the necessary expenditures required for 
its promotion. 

There is no difficulty about this provision. There is nothing 
in it that is not perfectly explicable and plain. It is a small 
sum with which to begin this great work if we expect to 
undertake it at all. That is all there is in this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], with his remarkable ability, makes an excuse for this 
lump appropriation in a more plausible and forcible way than 
any other Senator could possibly make it; but he can not be per- 
mitted, so far as I am concerned, to base that excuse upon the 
ground that there is the slightest intention here to impede any 
movement that looks to the development of the commerce of our 
country. 

I bring the Senator back again to his original proposition, 
stated not over an hour ago, that in the framing of these appro- 
priations it is not a proper thing to make them in a lump sum 
to be expended in the discretion of any executive officer. Right 
in the face of the estimates which have been submitted, on 
which the committee acted in this case, in face of the fact that 
the law requires and Congress requires—and the rule is a per- 
fect one—that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall tell 
us, for instance, that he wants an Assistant Secretary to help 
conduct the affairs of his Department; that he wants a confi- 
dential clerk; that he wants so many messengers, engineers, 
and skilled laborers—after getting through with those details, 
which are minor in their nature, he presents a proposition to do 
what? That Congress shall give him the lump sum of $100,000 
to investigate what? 

For the compensation and expenses of a, vestiga 
trade conditions at home and abroad, with the objeto ee. ane 
domestic and foreign commerce of the United States. 

I say, Mr. President, in view of the organization of the State 
Department, with a special service looking to the development 
of commerce with all these countries, with a consular bureau 
which looks carefully after our commercial interests in every 
port in the world, and whose reports are sought for now by the 
business people of the country, the work of these agents, when 
they go abroad, will be largely a duplication of the work now 
performed by our consuls. There ought not to be under this 
Government two heads of Departments through their agents 
making inquiries abroad, and, above all, the amount of money 
to be expended for salaries on such account ought to be spe- 
cifically stated. If the Secretary of Commerce and Labor does 
not know how many such agents he desires as well as he does 
how many messengers he desires, the appropriation ought not 
to be made. A 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a state- 
ment which will possibly relieve him from his anxiety in this 


case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose the amendment be amended by in- 
serting after the words “for compensation” the words “ at not 


750 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 12, 


more than $10 a day and actual necessary traveling expenses.” 
Would the Senator be satisfied with that? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we had better limit the actual trav- 
eling expenses. We have done that in some cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. “ Necessary traveling expenses” is the lan- 
guage. It seems to me that coyers the case. If such a pro- 
vision is in the bill no more than the amount of money that is 
appropriated can be spent, and only such number of agents 
can be appointed whose employment could be paid for out of the 
appropriation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that their duties be confined to this 
country. Mr. President, we ought not to have two sets of offi- 
cers, one under the State Department and the other under the 
Department of Commerce and Labor, engaged in the same work. 
I think that would be unfortunate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the State Department is sim- 
ply acting through its consuls. We are not sending out other 
agents on the same kind of business. Our consuls are not 
spending an extra amount of money in securing the informa- 
tion which they report to Congress. So I do not think there is 
anything in the Senator’s criticism that ought to constitute an 
objection to the appropriation of this money for the proposed 
investigation by the Department of Commerce and Labor. r 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be glad to have the Senator modify 
the amendment so as to fix the compensation of the special 
agents at not more than $10 a day. How many of them are 
there to be? 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the amount appropriated regulate that. 
The Secretary can not employ very many men with $30,000 if 
they go abroad and have a salary of $10 a day and actual nec- 
essary traveling expenses. It seems to me the amendment as 
proposed to be amended is sufficiently definite. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not think so; but it is better than noth- 
ing. 

Ar, CULLOM. I offer the amendment to the amendment and 
ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 142, line 6, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “and expenses” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “at not more than $10 a day and actual necessary travy- 
eling expenses;” so as to read: 

t more than $10 a day and actual necessary 
CVVT 
T! o 
Senate oF te Uniteda Staten, $90,000; and the results of such inves- 
tigations shall be reported to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
more in this connection. I think the criticism made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorxan] as respects our consular sery- 
ice has much merit, but the consular service was in existence 
before the Department of Commerce and Labor was created. In 
a conyersation with the Secretary of Commerce and Labor—and 
I am sure that I may be permitted to repeat it in the presence 
of the Senate—he stated to me that in this work he hoped to 
utilize consuls occasionally, but that the consuls, in fact, have 
stated places where their business is transacted, and that they 
do not now go about and make investigations at other places be- 
cause there is no provision for the payment of their expenses 
while so engaged. He said he could utilize this relatively small 
appropriation, in many instances, by employing consuls and pay- 
ing their expenses to make investigations in certain foreign 
countries. 

I know there seems to be a duplication here of power and of 
work, but I am of the opinion that it will be found that the work 
of this new Department will be useful, and will be in addition to 
the regular work of our consuls in various countries. So, I 
think, with the amendment which the Senator from Illinois has 
proposed to it, the amendment of the committee ought to be 
reasonably satisfactory to the Senator from Maryland. I am 
sure that no one on this side of the Chamber desires to appro- 
priate money extravagantly, or to appropriate it for any purpose 
that is not judicious and wise; but I think we had better try 
. the experiment of making this appropiration. It is a small sum, 
and a report must be made not only of the expenditure, but of 
the results of the expenditure; It may be that this appropria- 
tion ought not to be continued, but at least, Mr. President, I 
hope that the appropriation will be made this year, in order that 
this new Department may make the experiment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I dislike to detain the Senate, but I must say 
that I am as earnestly in favor of any provision that looks to 
the extension of our trade and commerce, particularly with the 
countries south of us, as any Senator on the other side of the 


Chamber can be. I am aware, as everybody who has giyen the 
subject any attention must be, that we, of all the great commer- 
cial nations of the earth, have probably paid less attention to 
the development of the trade and commerce of our country 
through official action than has any other. It is as well known 
as it is that I stand in your presence, sir, that the great German 
people—the most thrifty, active, and intelligent nation of the 
world—have a perfect system, under which young men are em- 
ployed for the purpose of ascertaining the character of trade 
that can be secured and the different varities of wares that can 
be sold in foreign countries. These young men are educated for 
the purpose and sent to every quarter of the globe. That system 
places them directly under the consular service of the German 
Empire. 

You can not have success in any enterprise, and particularly 
one so great as this, unless there is one directing mind. Here 
it is proposed that our consuls, who act through and under the 
direction of the State Department, shall perform service under 
another Department of the Government. I want to say for the 
consular service, that never, in my judgment, since the founda- 
tion of the Government has there occurred such a revolution in 
its efficiency, in the character of men who are engaged in it, and 
in the service it has rendered, as has occurred within the last 
ten or fifteen years. 

Now, you propose to send four or five agents from the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor to travel, as the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALttson] says, through South and Central 
America. They would be lost. The only thing they could pos- 
sibly do—and it would be the natural thing—would be to come 
in conflict with the agents of the State Department we already 
have there, and the number of the new agents would be so insig- 
nificant that they would scarcely count. If the service is to be 
of practical benefit it must grow, be enlarged, and placed under 
the head of one Department. I do not believe the Department 
of Commerce and Labor is the proper Department for such 
service. I should prefer to have the State Department, with 
its Consular Bureau, and with an intelligent man devoting him- 
self to the work, take charge of it. 

The Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
with all his great power—as I said a moment ago, a power, in 
my judgment, too great to be intrusted to any single executive 
officer, or to all the executive officers combined—has more than 
he can do intelligently and well in the next ten years devoting 
himself to internal affairs. Problems such as have never been 
presented to a civilized people are before us. He had better 
look to preventing the discriminations and correcting the abuses 
that exist at home. His work in this connection, even if his 
attention is given to it as it should be, is more than he can ac- 
complish during the next Administration, I fear. With all the 
aid he can get from other Departments of the Government, and 
with $500,000 in a lump sum placed in the hands of a distin- 
guished member of the Cabinet—the Attorney-General—to aid 
him at home, his work is still an enormous one. 

I do not question the intelligence or the capacity or the desire 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to accomplish this 
work, but he ought not to ask for more power or to interfere in 
another field for which, by training at least, he is unfitted. 

The Senator from Iowa says we are making provision for the 
extension of this trade by a bill that is pending here. Yes, 
Mr. President, we have been trying to make provision for that 
trade, too long neglected, by securing facilities to reach the peo- 
ple south of us both by rail and by water. If the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor will devote his whole time to seeing that 
we are not discriminated against and that we secure fair rates 
from the lines already existing running, through to the center 
of Mexico, his entire time will be occupied until 1908. 

If it requires an appropriation to ascertain how we can pos- 
sibly extend our trade and commerce with South America, the 
Secretary of State, through his officer, who has spent some years 
in the investigation and who has done it most intelligently and 
well, should present a detailed statement to this Congress; and, 
if I have an opportunity to yote on such a proposition, I should 
consider that a hundred thousand dollars would be as nothing. 
I would give him an agent in every consular district in every 
one of the South American states. Let him devise a system 
which he believes will bring results, and I will not haggle about 
money. I would only ask that he estimate for this service as 
he does for the other expenditures of his Department. 

Do you want in the conduct of such affairs a secret fund? 
The State Department is the one Department that is entitled 
to a large annual fund for such a purpose. No Senator on either 
side of the Chamber at any time in the history of the Govern- 
ment, no matter how high the heat of party excitement, ever 
inquired or ever thought of inquiring from the Secretary of 
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, State, What is your account of the secret fund?” We have 


trusted him, and we do now, as we trust the President of the 
United States, for in certain events under the law the Secretary 
of State would become President of the United States. No man 
has ever occupied the position of Secretary of State whose good 
faith to his country has ever been questioned. So the Senator 
from Iowa and I do not differ in regard to the importance of 
the fund that is proposed to be appropriated; but we do differ 
widely as to its disposition and as to the hands in which it 
should be placed. The Department of Commerce and Labor is 
not, in my judgment, the Department under which this work 
should be prosecuted. In order that there may be no question 
about the fact, I repeat that I have the highest regard for the 
distinguished gentleman who occupies the position of Secretary 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor. He served too 
long in Congress, and I know him too well, to cast the slightest 
reflection upon him. I would make this statement if my brother 
occupied the place. It does not belong to him. He has no right 
to deal with it. 

The Senator says the original act contemplated that he 
should look after foreign commerce as well as domestic. Mr. 
President, I venture nothing when I say that act, drawn at 
the time and in the manner in which it was, could not pass 
Congress now. Unfortunately, under our form of government, 
times come when seeming political necessity makes men lose or 
set aside for the moment their honest judgment. It was a De- 
partment created by a pressure extraordinary, but not without 
some reason. But in providing the powers and the scope of the 
authority of that officer the act went beyond sound reason and 
safe government. He is there. Probably his power will never 
be curtailed. 

The Senator from Iowa says if we give him this appropria- 
tion and it does not work well we can omit it hereafter. Mr. 
President, that is not the history of such affairs. You give any 
one of the Departments of the Government jurisdiction over 
any subject and no matter how foreign it is to the Department 
in the beginning it grows; estimates come, a hundred thousand 
this year, and one year from now there come glowing reports 
from these agents, who are to draw $10 a day and all their 
expeuses, that there are bonanzas in Brazil and the Argentine; 
that “ we have only had time to skim the surface; the informa- 
tion you have heretofore had through your consuls amount to 
nothing. Give us more time and more money and we will 
build up a trade and a commerce that will astonish the world.” 
And then boards of trade in every city in the country will be 
visited by these special agents or their allies and furnished with 
these glowing reports of the great possibilities. Representa- 
tions will come from every city and every corporation, and the 
pressure will be so strong that even the Senator from Iowa and 
the Senator from Ilinois will not be able to resist it. They are 
unable to resist a simple appeal to-day from the head of the 
Department, except to the extent that they have cut down what 
was wanted, both as to the amount and the scope of the inves- 
tigation desired. 

The Secretary, in his estimate, said he wanted part of this 
money not only for commerce, but to ascertain how he could 
best organize his own Department. That is stricken out and is 
not included in this amendment. Mr. President, I do not know 
why it was stricken out. I am rather inclined to think it was 
properly stricken out, because a man of very considerable ca- 
pacity, as is the present Secretary, with his force ought to be 
able in a very short time to ascertain how to organize the inter- 
nal affairs of his own Bureau. 

I trust the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Illinois 
will both permit this amendment to go out. Nothing will suffer 
between now and the coming session of Congress. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it is true, as rumor has it, and we get most of our infor- 
mation from the rumors flying from one end of the city to the 
other, it will not be long, in fact only a short time, before we 
will be here to deal with this question; and if after mature de- 
liberation, if after consultation with the Secretary of State and 
the intelligent head of the Consular Bureau, they can devise a 
scheme or make a proposition looking to the development of 
this trade, I say to the Senator from Illinois, in charge of this 
bill, I for one shall be more than delighted to join him. It 
would be a hopeful sign indeed for the country if, at the very 
beginning of this new Administration and under President 
Roosevelt, we could lay aside all the preparations for destruc- 
tion and do something to aid and develop the commerce of the 
country. Such a movement would have my very hearty sup- 
port. In matters that look to the development of the country, 
after we have fought our political fights before the people, I 
have never found very much division between the Senator froin 
Towa and myself upon either the amounts to be appropriated or 


the officers to be employed fairly and honestly to conduct this 
Government. I beg of that distinguished Senator not to mar 
the pending bill by making this lump appropriation or making 
it at all to this particular Department. Let us stand upon the 
declaration made this day, and go back to the old rule and re- 
strict and carefully guard the powers of executive officers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I wish to make a remark or 
two. I was very much gratified to hear the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Maryland eulogize our Secretary of State. He can 
say nothing in praise of that distinguished gentleman which I 
would not indorse. I think he is one of the ablest men of the 
country, and has made one of the best Secretaries of State the 
Government has ever had. But, Mr. President, why this busi- 
ness, if we are going to inaugurate it, shall go into the hands 
of the Secretary of State as against the man in charge of the 
commerce of the country is what I can not understand. Here 
we have a Secretary of Commerce and Labor whose duty it is, 
naturally as well as lawfully, to investigate commerce, both at 
home and abroad, and yet the Senator from Maryland seems to 
want to refuse to let it go into the hands and control of the 
Secretary of Commerce, who has to deal with commerce, and 
to put it in the hands of the Secretary of State, who deals with 
foreign relations generally in a diplomatic way. And really the 
Secretary of State has nothing to do with the actual commerce 
of the country. His consuls haye been charged with the duty 
of making reports to the Government of the United States or to 
the Secretary of State as to what they see in their neighborhoods 
or about the development of commerce, and whether there is 
not something they can do that will help the commerce of the 
United States. But to put the State Department at the head of 
the management of the commerce of the country is something 
that has never been heard of before, in my judgment. 

I like to hear the Senator from Maryland talk. He talks 
splendidly, and he is always good-natured. And he makes his 
suggestions in such a mild and loving way that oné can hardly 
get around them. Let us see what is the matter with this thing. 
He is against this lump sum. We have already amended the 
provision in such a way that there is no lump sum about it, .ex- 
cept so many agents at $10 a day and actual expenses, who may 
be appointed within the appropriation provided for. Now, there 
is no lump sum about it in the proper sense. And so while we 
on this side are always glad to hear the Senator from Mary- 
land—I do not know how it is on the other side [laughter]—we 
think he ought to withdraw any further objection to this item 
in the bill and let us proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 143, line 10, 
to increase the total appropriation for compensation and per 
diem of special attorneys, special examiners, and special agents, 
for the purpose of carrying on the work of the Bureau of Cor- 
porations, etc., from $100,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 143, line 13, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 

Clerk of class 4; clerk of class 2; clerk of class 1; clerk, at $1,000; 
clerk, at $900; and assistant messenger; in all, $11,020. á 

So as to make the clause read : 

Bureau of Manufactures: Chie? of Bureau of Manufactures, $4,000; 
clerk of class 4; clerk of class 2; clerk of class 1; clerk, at $1,000; 
clerk, at $900; and assistant messenger; in all, $11,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 146, line 5, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “five hundred” and insert seren 
hundred and fifty;” and in line 20, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ forty-five” and insert “forty-six;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

: tor, ~ 
42780 5 Office 8 all. or, 6e. four chief statisticians, at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 147, line 12, to increase 
the appropriation for rental of quarters for the Census Office 
from $20,000 to $22,080. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 150, after the word 
“made,” in line 15, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided further, That annual leave of absence, as authorized by 
existing law, accruing to officers and employees of the immigration sery- 
ice stationed in the Territory of Hawaii and in Porto Rico shall, in 
the discretion of the Secr: of Commerce and Labor, be cumulative, 


except that the maximum leave granted to any such employee at one 
time in consequence of such accumulation shall not exceed, ninety days. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 152, line 2, after the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ skilled laborer, $720,” and insert “ two 
skilled laborers, at $720 each;” in line 9, before the word “ la- 
borers,” to strike out “two” and insert “three;” and in line 
12, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ ninety-eight thou- 
sand two hundred and eighty” and insert “ninety-nine thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty ;” so as to read: 


Bureau of Standards: * * Two watchmen; skilled wood- 
worker, $840; two skilled laborers, at $720 each; draftsman, $1,200; 
two assistant messengers; engineer, $1,800; two assistant engineers, 
at $1,000 each; assistant engineer, $900; three firemen; electrician 
8 ; three laborers; janitor, $600; and two female laborers, at 8300 
each; in all, $99,660. £ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 152, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for apparatus, machinery, tools, and appliances 
used in connection with the buildings or with the work of the 
Bureau of Standards from $40,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judicial,” on 
page 158, line 24, after the word “ mints,” to insert “and assay 
offices ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the pay of assistant 3 firemen, watchmen, 
laborers, and charwomen provided for in this act, except those em- 
ployed in mints and assay offices, unless otherwise specially stated, 
Shall be as follows: For assistant messengers, firemen, and watchmen, 
at the rate of $720 per annum each; for laborers, at the rate of $660 
pAr Sann each, and for charwomen, at the rate of $240 per annum 
each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 159, line 8, after the word 
“incapacitated,” to insert “ otherwise than temporarily ;” so as 
to make the section read: 

Src. 3. That the . herein made for the officers, clerks, 
and persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the 
compensation of any persons incapacitated, otherwise than temporarily, 
for performing such service. ji 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 159, line 10, after the word 
“this,” to insert “or any other;” in line 12, after the word 
“those,” to strike out— 
specifically authorized and named for personal purposes in section 3 
of De 20 slative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 


And insert: 


for the use of the President of the Uuited States, the heads of the 
Executive Departments, and the Secretary to the President; 

And in line 19, after the words “ for the,” to insert “ personal 
or;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 4. No part of any money appropriated by this or any other act 
shall be used tor urchasing, Tnatntainin „ driving, or operating any 


caning or vehicle (other than those for the use of the President of the 


United States, the heads of the Executiye Departments, and the Secre- 


tary to the President, and other than those used for transportation of 
property belonging to or in the custody of the United States), for the 
rsonal or official use of any officer or 1 of any of the Executive 
artments or other Government establishments at Washington, D. C., 
unless the same shall be specifically authorized by law or provided for 
in terms by appropriation of money, and all such carriages and vehicles 


so procu and used for official purposes shall have conspicuously 


painted thereon at all times the full name of the Executive Department 
or other branch of the public service to which the same belong and in 
the service of which the same are used. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to strike out, on page 159, commenc- 
ing in line 24, after the word “ money,” all the rest of the sec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 159, line 24, after the word 
“money,” it is proposed to strike out the following: 


and all such carriages and vehicles so procured and used for official 
purposes shall have conspicuously painted thereon at all times the full 
name of the Executive tment or other branch of the public serv- 
ice to which the same belong and in the service of which the same are 
used. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope the words will not be stricken out. I 
do not care to debate the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word 
about it. If the Solicitor-General of the United States wants 
to ride from his office in the Department of Justice to the Capi- 
tol building, he can not do it, if this remains in the bill, except 
in a vehicle that is branded in the way prescribed by the stat- 
ute, I think it is getting down to pretty small business to put 
such a provision in a bill of this kind, and I am opposed to it. 
That is all I want to say about it, and I desire the Recorp to 
show that I have not any sympathy with that kind of a provi- 
sion. Nobody can have a carriage except the heads of Depart- 
ments. It does not cost the Government a cent more to haye 


this out than it does now, and it does not enlarge the rightful 
use of carriages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Is a 
separate vote desired on any particular amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
amendment on page 33, line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
desires to reserve for a separate vote in the Senate the amend- 
ment on page 33, beginning in line 23. If there is no objection, 
the other amendments made as in Committee of the Whole will 
be concurred in. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that the amendment on which I have 
asked for a separate vote may be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 33, line 23, under the heading “ Civil 
Service Commission,” it is proposed to strike out “three thou- 
sand five hundred” and insert “four thousand;” so that if 
amended it will read: 

For three Commissioners, at $4,000 each. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if I am correctly informed the 
Civil Service Commissioners, from the time of the creation of 
the offices, have been allowed $3,500 each. The amount is fixed 
by law. They have never received any more than that. There 
has never been any complaint, so far as I know. The President 
has been able to get efficient men at that salary. 

Now, it is proposed in this bill, an appropriation bill, to raise 
the salaries, which have long since been fixed by law. 

I should like the Senator from Illinois to show what necessity 
there is for raising these salaries. There are a number of sal- 
aries raised in this bill—salaries of clerks and others—but 
here is a salary that has proven sufficient, I take it, to get effi- 
cient service. It is fixed by the statutes of the country. And 
what necessity there is now that the Civil Service Commission- 
ers should be paid more I am unable to understand. 

If I am correctly informed, the duties now are far less than 
when the Commission was first created. The positions do not 
require so much labor, and I would be glad if the Senator from 
Illinois would show some reason why this increase should be 
made. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not take up the time 
of the Senate for more than a moment. 

In the first place, the salaries of the Civil Service Commission- 
ers are lower than those of any other officials of their class. I can 
furnish a list, if necessary, of hundreds perhaps who are en- 
gaged in the service of the Government here as assistants and 
in different positions where the salaries are four thousand or 
forty-five hundred or five thousand dollars, and none of them are 
occupying any higher rank in office than these men do. And so 
far as the labor is concerned, there is no set of men, in my judg- 
ment, in the service of the Government who work harder than 
the gentlemen who occupy these positions. I know only one of 
them, General Black. 

These men are working day and night, almost, and doing good 
service. Whatever may be said about the question of civil 
service, they are doing good work. They are able men, and yet 
because they are Civil Service Commissioners they have always 
seemed to be kept down and nobody has ventured to undertake 
to raise their salaries for fear the effort might be beaten. 

So far as I am concerned—and this is true of the Committee 
on Appropriations—we raised those salaries because it seemed 
to us that it was but right to do it when we ascertained the situa- 
tion as between these and other officials of the same rank. I 
do not think that because the civil service is a little unpopular 
in the Senate we ought to discriminate against the men who 
happen to hold offices under the law. 

I desire to say another thing. While we criticise the Civil 
Service Commission for this and that and the other thing, 
whenever we get to national-platform making there is not a 
party in the country that does not recognize it as useful and 
necessary. I think we ought to give this little increase of 
salary, although the original act only provided for $3,500, as I 
admit. 

I do not care to take up the time of the Senate longer on the 
subject. 

Mr. BERRY. I said nothing whatever in opposition to the 
civil service. 


Mr. CULLOM. I know the Senator did not. 


Mr. BERRY. And I did not criticise the Civil Service Com- 
mission. The truth is that I do not share the objection which 
the Senator from Illinois says universally prevails in the Sen- 
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, ate. I think in a great many particulars, as the Senator from 

Maryland said to-day, it has been a great service to the country. 
It is not that. But what I object to is that on an appropriation 

bill the committee should raise the salary of any officer where 

‘the law fixes a smaller salary. If he is not getting sufficient 

` salary, I submit that the honest way and the proper way and 

- the open way is to amend the law and give him a larger salary, 
but I do say it is not a proper thing to do, when the law creat- 
ing the office fixes the salary, to step in and simply on an appro- 
priation bill for a particular year give him more than the law 
says he shall have. That is what I object to. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, he knows very 
well that, time out of mind, whenever a case came before the 
Committee on Appropriations having charge of the subject and 
it appeared from the testimony that any man or officer deserved 
a promotion or an increase in salary it has always been the 
habit of the committee and of the Senate to increase it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not think that has always 
been the habit. If it was the desire to increase a particular 
man’s salary, to do him a special favor, it has been done in this 
way frequently I know, but it is not the proper way to do it, 
and the Senator from Illinois knows it is not the proper way. 
It has occurred that for one year they would raise the salary 
in this way by appropriating more than the law provides, and 
the next year the House of Representatives would refuse to 
include it at that amount and it would drop back to the salary 
provided by law. That has occurred, too, I will say to the 
Senator from Illinois. 


Mr. CULLOM. I know it has occurred. At the same time 
the House does the same thing very often. It increases a 
salary. 


Mr. FORAKER. I wish to inquire of the Senator having the 
bill in charge as to the amendment on page 133. I do not know 
that I fully understand it. 8 

Mr. BERRY. Is that connected with this amendment? 

. Mr. FORAKER. That amendment provides as follows: 

And such clerks and laborers as may be so employed on the 30th day 
of June, 1905, are hereby transfer: to the rolls of the office of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General and placed in the classified service, 
without further examination, in the grades and at the rates of com- 
pensation herein provided. 


Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
that is connected with this amendment? I should like to dis- 
pose of this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that the 
Senator from Arkansas has asked for a yote on the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I will make the point of order that this appro- 
priation is not estimated for and that it is not provided for by 
law. I think that will settle it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment has been adopted as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and reserved in the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. A point of order lies in the Senate, I submit, 
the same as it would lie as in Committee of the Whole, as the 
Senator well knows. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make inquiry about an entirely different 
matter, as I understand it, and I simply wanted to recur—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us get through with one proposition at a 
time. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought we were through. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hoped we were, but we are not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that this 
amendment was adopted as in Committee of the Whole, and it 
is now in the Senate, having been reserved by the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was reserved, it is true, but a vote would 
have to be taken to reconsider the vote adopting it. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no, Mr. President; the Senator is mis- 
taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas make a point of order that the amendment is not ger- 
mane or that it is new legislation? 

Mr. BERRY. I make the point of order that there is no law 
which authorizes it, and it has not been estimated for. 

Mr. LODGE. The point of order does not lie now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I insist it does not. 

Mr. BERRY. Why does not the point of order lie, I submit 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. Because the amendment has already been 
adopted in the Senate 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. BATE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BERRY. It has not been adopted. The rule provides 
that any amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole 
may be reserved for a separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. This amendment has been so reserved. 


XXXIX——48 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I am not objecting to a separate 
vote. Of course the Senator has that right. 

Mr. BERRY. It has been so reserved, and it stands in the 
Senate precisely as though no action had been taken upon it as 
in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. It is subject to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the po- 
sition of the Senator from Arkansas is correct, and that at this 
stage in the consideration of the bill he has a right to make the - 
point of order. The present occupant of the chair, however, oc- 
cupying the chair by courtesy, will submit the question to the 
Senate whether the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
re i CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be retained in the 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the question, I submit, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The question is, Shall the point of order be sustained? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BERRY. The question is not whether the amendment 
should be retained in the bill, but whether the point of order 
is well taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of sustaining 
the point of order made by the Senator from Arkansas will 
please signify the same by saying “yea” when their names are 
called; those opposed “ nay.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Fos- 
TER]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MaTTonx]J, and withhold my 
vote. If he were here, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP]. If 
he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 


Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 


pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. He is ab- 
sent, and I withhold my vote. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 


general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scorr]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. I sug- 
gest to the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] that we 
transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general - 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. In 
his absence, I do not feel justified in voting upon this question. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I have a general pair with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper]. He is absent, 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES], and withhold my vote. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Crane]. I notice that he is not present, and I withdraw my 
yote. 

Mr. LODGE. My colleague has left the city. 

Mr. WARREN. A moment ago I announced my pair with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. It is suggested 
that I transfer that pair, so that the senior Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Money] may stand paired with the senior Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Foster], and thus relieve the junior Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] and myself. I vote 
* nay.“ 

Mr. McLAURIN. I vote yea.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). 2 
voted, forgetting for the moment that I have a general pair with 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. I transfer that 
pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and let my vote stand “ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is absent by reason of sickness. He is paired with the 
senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. Carmack] is not here. If he 
were here, I am satisfied he would vote “yea.” I see his pair 
has voted “yea,” too. 
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The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bacon Foraker Kittredge Newlands 
Bailey Fulton Knox Overman 
Ball Gallinger Latimer Platt, Conn. 
Bate Gamble Long Spooner 
Ber Gorman McLaurin 8 
Blackburn Hansbrough J Teller 
Clay Kean Morgan 
NAYS—17. 
2 Hopkins Proctor 
Allee Cullom Warren 
Allison Dick McComas 
Beveridge Dryden Nelson 
Burnham Heyburn Perkins 
NOT VOTING—46. 
Aldrich Daniel Hale Pet 
Ank Depew Hawley Platt, N. X. 
Bard Dietrich earns uarles 
Burrows Dillingham McCreary tt 
n olliver McCum! Simmons 
Carmack bois McEn Smoot 
ap ins Mallory Stone 
Clark, Mont. Fairbanks Taliaferro 
Clark, Wyo. Foster, La. Mitchell Tillman 
arke, Foster, Wash, Money Wetmore 
Crane 22 — Patterson 
Culberson Gibson Penrose 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is disclosed that there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the circumstances, it being pretty well 
along in the afternoon, I think it will probably be impracticable 
to undertake to get a quorum to-night. So I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 
13, 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Trrunspar, January 12, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 15981. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi;” and 

H. R. 6351. An act to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as hos- 
pital steward, and so forth. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6270. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; 

S. 6261. An act permitting the building of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, State of 
Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, all in sec- 
tion 3, township 29 north, range 24 west, of the fourth principal 


meridian; and 
8. 5798. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 


bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak. 
IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the matter of the im- 
peachment of Charles Swayne, and ask that the articles pre- 
sented by the select committee appointed to formulate the arti- 
cles be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Representatives of the United States 
3 C and of all the people of the 

United States of America, against Charles Swa a judge of the 

United States, in and for the northern district o Florida, in mainte- 

nance and support of their impeachment against him for high crimes 

and misdemeanors in office. 
Waco, in the State of 


Texas, on the 20th day of April, 1897, being then and there a United 


sald false claim, 
did then and there as said judge, make and use a certain false certif- 


‘guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of a high misd 


cate, then and there knowing said certificate to be false, said certificate 
being in the words and figures following: 


“ UNITED STATES or AMERICA, Northern District of Teras, ss: 
"I, Charles Swayne, district judge of the United States for the north- - 


ern ict of Florida, do hereby certify that I was directed to and 
held court at the city of Waco, in the northern district of Texas, 
twenty-three days; commencing on the 20th day of April, 1897; also, 
that the time engaged in hol said court, and in going to and re- 
turning from the same, was twenty-three days, and that my reasonable 
expenses for travel and attendance amounted to the sum of two hun- 
dred and thirty dollars and — cents, which sum is justly due me for 
such attendance and travel. 
“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 


“ Waco, May 15, 1897. 
United States marshal for the northern 
230 dollars and no cents, in full payment 


“ CHAS., SWAYNE.” 
When in truth and in fact, as the said Charles Swayne then and 
there well knew, there was then and there justly due the said Swayne 
—— = a of the = — 7 — ~~ ity y Uaita atate 
ma a far less sum, whereby he been of a high cr 
— 2. That the said Chart Swayne, h. been d inted 
ET. 2. That the arles e, hay 
confirmed, and commissioned as of the United States tae And for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office as = gang aforesaid, the said 
Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be reasonable expenses 
for travel and attendance when lawful] rected to hold court outside 
et of Florida, not to exceed $10 per 


of the northern distri di to be 
pea upon his certificatė the United States marshal for the district 
which the court was held, and was forbidden by law to receive com- 


msation for such services. Yet the sald Charles Swayne, well know- 


“Received of R. M. Lo 
district of Texas, the sum 
of the above account, 
$230. 


these provisions, falsely that bis reasonable for 
travel and attendance were $10 per diem while holding —— at Tyler, 
Tex. twenty-four days, commene December 3, 1900, and seven days 


r 
going to and return ng from sal ler, Tex., and received therefor. 
rom the Treasury of the United States, 3 the hand of John Gran 
the United States marshal for the eastern district of Te: the sum o 
8310, when the reasonable expenses incurred and paid b 
922105 sigh ne for trayel and attendance did not amount the sum 
0 per diem. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself and was and is ay of a high crime, to wit, the crime of ob- 
taining money from the United States by false pretense and of a high 
misdemeanor in office, 

Art. 3. That the said Charles Swayne ha 
confirmed, and commissioned as ju of the United States in and for 
the’ northern district of Florida entered the duties of his o 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge as aforesaid was entitl 
by law to be paid his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance 
when lawfully directed to hold court outside of the northern district of 
Florida, not to exceed sio per diem, to be paid apon his certificate b 
the United States marshal of the district in which the court was held, 
and was forbidden by law to receive any compensation for such sery- 
ices. Let the said Charles Swayne, well knowing these provisions, 
falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for travel in going to and 
coming from and attendance were $10 per diem while hol g court at 
Tyler, Tex., thirty-five as from January 12, 1903, and six 
to and returning from said Tyler, Tex., and received therefor 
‘Trea: of the United States, by the hand of A. J. Houston, the 
United States marshal for the eastern district of Texas, the sum of 
$410, when the reasonable expenses of the said Charles Swayne incurred 
and id by him y period were much less than said sum. 

erefore the said arles Sw: e, Judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself and was and is gig of a crime, to wit, obtaining money 
ro the United States a false pre , and of a high misdemeanor 
n 


ce. 

ART. 4. That the said Charles Swayne having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and oned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge as aforesaid, heretofore, 
to wit, A. D. 1893, did unlawfully appropriate to his own use, without 
making compensation to the owner, a certain railroad car belonging to 
the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad Company for the pur- 

ose of transporting himself, his . and friends from Gnyencourt, 
n the State of Delaware, to Jacksony le, Fla., the said railroad com- 
pany being at the time in the possession of a receiver appointed by said 
harles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, on the petition of creditors. 

The said car was supplied with provisions by the said receiyer, which 
were consumed by said Swayne and his friends, and was provated with a 
conductor or porter at the cost and expense of sald railroad company, 
and with transportation over connecting lines. The expenses of the trip 
were paid by the said receiver out of the funds of the said Jacksonville, 
Tampa and Key West Rallroad Com y, and the said Charles Swayn 
acting as judge, allowed the credit claimed by the said receiver for an 
on account of the said expenditure as a part of the necessary expenses 
of o erating said ina i a Charles adond dere judge as aforesai 
u e said prope out m compensation to the owner, an 
under a claim of right, for the Sap g Me ge same was in the hands of 
a receiver appoin by him. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesald, was and Is 
emeanor in office. 

Arr. 5. That the said Charles Swayne was duly appointed, commis- 
sioned, and confirmed as judge of the United States in and for the north- 
ern district. of Florida, and entered upon the duties of said office, and 
while in the exercise of his office of judge, as aforesaid, heretofore, to 
wit, A. D. 1893, did unlawfully appropriate to his own use, without 

ng co nsation to the owner, a certain railroad car belonging to 
the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Railroad ny ay for the 
of transporting himself, his family, and friends from Jacksonville, 

a., to California, said railroad 5 ing. at the time in the pos- 
session of a receiver appointed by the said arles Swayne, judge as 
aforesaid, on the petition of creditors. 

The car was supplied with some provisions by the said receiver, which 
were consumed by the said Swayne and his friends, and it was provided 
with a porter at the cost and expense of the railroad company, and also 
with transportation over connecting lines. The wages of said porter 
and the cost of said provisions were yala by the said receiver out of the 
funds of the Jacksonville, Tampa and Ke. est Railroad Company, and 
the said Charles Swayne, acting as judge as aforesaid, allowed the 
credits claimed by the said receiver for and on account of the said ex- 


been duly appointed, 


ur- 
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penditures as a part of the necessary expenses of operating the said rall- 
road. The said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, used the said 
erty without making compensation to the owner under a claim of 
alleging that the same was in the hands of a recelver appointed by him 
and he, therefore, had a right to use the same. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, P yeas as aforesaid, was and is 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of high misdemeanor in office, 

ART. 6. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly — 1 —.— 
and confirmed, was commissioned district judge of the Uni States 
in and for the northern district of Florida on the Ist day of April, 
A. D. 1890, to serve during 8 behavior, and thereafter, to wit, on 
the 22d day of April, A. D. 1890, took the oath of office and assumed 
the duties of his appointment, and established his residence at the city 
of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida, which was at that time 
within the said northern district. That subsequently, by an act of 
Congress approved the 23d of July, A. D. 1894, the boundaries of the 
said northern district of Florida were changed, and the city of St. 
rp device and contiguous territory were transferred to the southern 
district of Florida; whereupon it became and was the duty of the said 
Charles Swayne to change his residence and reside in the northern dis- 
trict of Florida and to comply with the five hundred and fifty-first sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which provides 


a — 

“A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in 
cases hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for 
which he is appointed, and for offending against this provision shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor.” 

Nevertheless the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, did not 
acquire a residence, and did not, within the intent and meaning of 3, 
act, reside in his said district, to wit, the northern district of Florida, 
from the 23d day of July, A. D. 1904; to the ist day of October, A. D, 
1900, a period of about six years. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swa; 
and knowingly violated the aforesai 
high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 7. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed 
and confirmed, was commissioned district judge of the Uni States 
in and for the northern district of Florida on the Ist day of April, A. D. 
1890, to serve 0 ggs behavior, and thereafter, to wit, on the 22d 
day of April, A. D. 1890, took the oath of office and assumed the duties 
of his appointment, and established his residence at the city of St. 
Augustine, in the State of Florida, which was at that time within the 
said northern district. That su ently, =i an act of Con ot 
the United States approved the d day of July, A. D. 1894, the 
boundaries of the said northern district of Florida were changed, and 
the city of St. Augustine, with the contiguous territory, was trans- 
ferred to the southern district of Florida, whereupon it became and 
was the duty of the said Charles Swayne to change his residence and 
reside in the northern district of Florida, as defined by said act of 
Con; „ and to comply with section 551 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, which provides that— 

“A district judge shall appointed for each district, except in cases 
hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district for which 
he is ak Fe ed, and for offending against this provision shall be deemed 
a high misdemeanor." 


e, judge as aforesaid, willfully 
law, and was and is guilty of a 


within the intent and ne of said act did not reside in his said 
istrict of Florida, from the 23d day of 


e, judge as aforesaid, willfully 
law, and was and is guilty of a 


firmed, and duly commissioned as Jujage of the district. court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of sald office, and while in the exercise of his office as judge, 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a judge of a circuit 
court of the United States, heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escam- 
bia, in the State of Florida, did nearing’ and unlawfully adjudge 
guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and com- 
mit to prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attorney and 
counselor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the 
United States. 

Wherefore the sald Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial 1 and of a Digha misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 9, That the said Charles Swayne, haying been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as jud; 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a ch 2 of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States heretofore, to wr on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia, in the State of Florida, did knowingly and unlawfully adjudge 
guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and com- 
mit prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attorney and 
counselos at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the 

n 8. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 10. That the said Charles Swayne, having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as j 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a ju of a cir- 
cuit court of the United States, heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia, in the State of Florida, did maliciously and unlawfully adjudge 
guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and com- 
mit to prison for a period of ten days Simeon Belden, an attorney and 
5 Hes law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the 

n es. . 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial 2 and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 11. That the said Charles Swayne having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida entered upon 


the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as j 


to wit, while performing the duties of a circuit judge of 


as aforesaid, 

the United States heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of November, 
A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of ambia, in the 
State of Florida, did knowingly and unlawfuliy adjudge guilty of con- 
tempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to prison 
for a period of ten days Simeon Belden, an attorney and counselor at 
law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the United States. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office as joase and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in office, 

ART. 12. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge, heretofore, to wit, on 
the 9th gay of December,. A. D. 1902, at Pensacola, in the county of 
Escambia, in the State of Florida, did unlawfully and knowingly àd- 
judge guilty of contempt, and did commit to prison for the period of 
sixty days, one W. C. O'Neal, for an alleged contempt of the district 
court of the United States for the northern district of Florida. 

Wherefore the sald Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge, as afo d, and was and is guilty of an 
abuse of judicial power, and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

And the House of 1 by protestation, saying to them- 
selves the liberty of exh biting at any time hereafter any further arti- 
cles of accusation or impeachment against the said Charles Swayne, 
judge of the United States court for the northern district of Florida, 
and also of replying to his answers which he shall make unto the articles 
herein prefer: against him, and of offering proofs to the same and 
every part thereof, and to all and every other article or accusation or 
impeachment which shall be exhibited by them as the case shall require, 
do demand that the said Charles Swayne may be put to answer the high 
crimes and misdemeanors in office herein charged against him, and that 
such proceedings, examinations, trials, and judgments may be there- 
upon had and given as may be agreeable to law and justice. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY. 


- The House must establish the truth of these articles, by competent 
testimony, beyond reasonable doubt. 

The a ee which, in our judgment, the record as it now stands 
would sustain are based upon the certificates of expenses. As to these 
it was claimed in the hearings that other judges have construed the 
law as it was construed by 1 — 7 Swayne, and evidence was offered to 
establish that claim and excluded. 

We dissent from all the other articles, and especially as to those 
based upon the contempt proceedings in the Davis, Belden, and O'Neal 
eases. These cases clearly involyed willful and marked contempt of 
court, and demanded exemplary and summary punishment from any 
self-respecting court. 

The charge as to nonresidence is not supported by such evidence as 
warrants the adoption of articles in that regard. 

The use of the private car, which is the proper subject of adverse 
criticism, taking into account the fact that there is no intimation or 
claim that any judicial act was influenced, or attempted to be influ- 
enced thereby, is not of such gravity as to justify impeachment pro- 
ceedings therefor. : 

The car incident occurred more than ten years a 
question has existed for more than four years. o statute of limita- 
tions can apply, but the great proceeding of impeachment Is not to be 
used as to stale charges not affecting the moral character or the present 
fitness of the officer to perform his duty. 


„and no residence 


C. E. LITTLEFIELD. 
RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 

I concur in all that is said in the foregoing “ Views of the minority” 
except as to the certificates for expenses. At the hearing before the 
committee 1 tates offered to prove the custom an ractice of 
the Federal ju in making certificates for their reasonable expenses 
for travel and attendance when holding court out of their district, the 
purpose being to show a judicial construction of the statute under 
which these expenses were allowed. ‘his offer was denied by the com- 
mittee and all inguiry upon this subject shut off. 

Therefore, for this reason, the record is silent upon matters which. 
in my judgment, should haye been submitted to the consideration of 
this House. The record is silent as to the custom and practice of other 
judges in this particular, as to the construction which they placed 
upon the statute, and as to the construction which the disbursing and 
W of the Government gave it. 

The intent with which Ju Swayne made these certificates is of 
controlling importance, and all of the facts and circumstances sur- 
rounding the matter, the practice and customs of other hee and the 
construction placed upon the statute by them and by the Government, 
if any, are and were set yd subjects of inquiry. hile the record is 
silent on all these questions, for the reason above stated, still it 
appears from official records, some of which have been furnished to 


me by the Department, that a majority of the district and 
circuit ju in five circuits, selected at random, make out certificates 
tor Ake 8 ay, and in two of these districts every judge made out such 
certificates. 


I am inclined to believe that where a practice has been so general, 
these judges acted in good faith with an honest belief that a fair con- 
struction of the statute gave them $10 a day for an allowance for 
travel and atendance while attending court out of their district, and I 
also feel that this House would with t reluctance pass a resolu- 
tion a err them all; and if not all, wliy one? 

On this article my mind is not satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt 
that Judge Swayne, in following a practice so well established by so 
many honorable men, committed a criminal offense for which he should 
either be prosecuted or impeached, and giving him the benefit of this 
doubt I can't consent to any impeachment on that ground 0 

. N. GILLETT. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I notice an error in the sixth 
article—a clerical error. The figures 1904 should be 1894. I 
ask unanimous consent that that error be corrected in the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the correction of the clerical error. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, in a matter of this consequence, 
it seems to me that an opportunity ought to be given for every 
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gentleman who has views on this question to submit them to the 
House. I therefore ask unanimous consent that debate shall 
proceed, the time to be controlled one half by the gentleman 
who represents the minority views, the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Grrterr], and the other side by the chairman of the 
committee who formulated the articles of impeachment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time for debate be divided equally, 
one half to be controlled by himself and one half by the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. GILLETT]. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to the command 
of the House, your committee appeared at the bar of the Senate, 
and in the name of the House of Representatives -and all the 
people of the United States impeached Charles Swayne, judge 
of the United States district court in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida, of high crimes and misdemeanors, and gave 
notice that in due time the House would exhibit articles of im- 
peachment against him and make them good, and demanded on 
the part of the House that the Senate should take order in the 
premises, Answer was made that order would be taken. Sub- 
sequently a committee was appointed by the House to formulate 
the articles of impeachment. That committee has made report, 
and the report has just been read by the Clerk at the desk. 
The time has now come that the House should perform the 
duty of preferring the articles of impeachment against Charles 
Swayne, as they gave notice to the Senate of the United States 
that they intended to do. 

The first question for consideration is, For what reason and 
for what crimes and misdemeanors can a judge be impeached? 
The Constitution provides that all civil officers may be im- 
peached for high crimes and misdemeanors. 

In all the cases that have come before the Senate up to this 
time the point has been made that a judge can not be impeached 
except for an indictable offense; that the language of the Con- 
stitution is that a man may be impeached for high crimes and 
misdemeanors, and that anything short of an indictable offense 
is not and ought not to be impeachable. That defense never 
has prevailed, but the uniform ruling has been that a judge 
could be impeached for any misbehavior in office which evinced 
such turpitude, such a condition of mind or body, as ren- 
dered him unfit to perform the duties of his office; for any 
misbehavior in office; for the reason that he holds his office so 
long as he shall behave himself well; and in all the cases 
where impeachment has been moved by the House and tried in 
the Senate the articles have exhibited offenses which have not 
been indictable. 

In the case of Judge Pickering, of New Hampshire, the artt- 
cles set forth that he had released the bark Eliza to her owner, 
she having been seized under the laws against smuggling, 
without having taken the bond that the law required, and 
for having refused the United States the right of appeal; for 
haying appeared on the bench in a drunken condition and for 
haying used obscene language. For these offenses he was 
tried, convicted by the Senate, and removed from office. Of 
course, I need not state to any lawyer in this body that these 
offenses were not indictable. 

Judge Chase was arraigned, impeached, and tried by the 
Senate upon the charge that he refused to allow counsel in a 
case to argue a question of law to the court which the court 
had already decided in a previous case. That offense was not 
indictable, but for it he was impeached and tried, but not 
convicted. 

In the case of Judge Peck, he was impeached for having im- 
prisoned an attorney at law for twenty-four hours and having 
disbarred him for eighteen months for publishing a criticism in 
a newspaper upon a written opinion of the judge. He was not 
convicted, but the offense for which he was impeached was not 
indictable. 

So that the precedents all show that a judge may be im- 
peached for matters which are not the subject of indictment. 

In this case the articles that have been formulated are 
grouped under four heads. I shall not consider them in the 
order in which they are placed in the articles, but in the order 
which seems to me to be most useful. 

First, Judge Swayne is accused of having violated an act of 
Congress by not having taken up his residence in his district, as 
the law requires; secondly, having imprisoned and fined certain 
lawyers in his district and certain citizens of his district with- 
out authority of law upon an alleged contempt proceeding; 
third, that he used the property of a bankrupt corporation, 
which was in the possession of the court, for his own conyen- 
ience and the convenience of his friends and family without 
making compensation to the owner, and under a claim that he 
had the right to do it because the property was in the hands of 


the court; and, lastly, that he obtained money from the United 
States by a false pretense, under the claim that he had ex- 
pended $10 a day for his necessary expenses of travel and 
attendance while holding court outside of his district, when in 
point of fact his expenses had been far less. 

These are the subjects of the charges. The committee formu- 
lating the charges were not agreed. Six of the members of the 
committee agreed to the charge upon the subject of the fees 
and one member disagreed. Four of the members of the com- 
mittee agreed to all the charges, and three of the members of 
the committee disagreed to all the charges except that pertain- 
ing to the fees. I may say that there is no particular disagree- 
ment about the facts of this case, but the disagreement arises 
out of the inferences to be drawn from the facts—as, for exam- 
ple, in the matter of Judge Swayne’s residence in the northern 
district of Florida. There is no dispute about the facts, but the 
disagreement arises out of the inferences to be drawn from the 
facts. The law is that he shall reside in his district. The fact 
is that when he was appointed judge he took up his residence 
in his district as it was then constituted, in the year 1890. He 
lived in St. Augustine, Fla., he had a house there, his furniture 
was there, his family was there, and he had a legal residence 
there beyond any doubt. 

In the year 1894 the Congress of the United States took away 
a portion of his district and added it to the southern district of 
Florida, and within that portion the city of St. Augustine was 
included. Judge Swayne did not remove his family and his 
furniture and his residence to the northern district of Florida, 
as the law commanded him to do. He never did remove there, 
and in point of fact he never removed there up to the year 1900. 
But he says that he had a legal residence in Florida, though 
not an actual residence. He states that he was informed by 
some of his friends that this act of Congress was a political 
measure and that it would be changed in the next session and 
that he might continue to maintain his residence at St. Augus- 
tine, and that therefore he did not move his family into the 
northern district. He says that he went to the hotel at Pensa- 
cola and there registered himself as “Charles Swayne, City,” 
and announced his determination to take up his residence in 
Pensacola; that he asked some clerk in a bank, who is now 
dead, to put his name on the registration list; that afterwards, 
from that time on—1894 until the year 1900—he visited the 
northern district of Florida whenever his court was in session 
and whenever he had any legal business to transact; that he 
lived sometimes at the Escambia Hotel and sometimes at the 
house of one Captain Northrup; that in Tallahassee he lived at 
some hotel there. 

The extent of his bodily presence in the northern district of 
Florida during these years, from 1894 to 1900, was about sixty- 
one days in the year. He held court outside of his district 
about ninety-three days in the year. For two hundred and 
twelve days in the year he lived with his family at Guyancourt, 
Del. Whenever he left the district he left word that if any- 
body wanted him, if anybody wished to transact any business 
with him, they would direct their correspondence to Guyancourt, 
Del. He stated to at least one person that his home was in 
Guyancourt, Del. 

Now, I say there is no dispute about these facts. He claimed 
that he had a legal residence in Florida, and therefore he com- 
plied with the law. The committee is of the opinion that the 
act of Congress, which required him to maintain a residence in 
Florida, meant an actual residence; that the purpose of the 
act was to secure the bodily presence of the judge in his dis- 
trict, where the people of his district had business to do in his 
court could get at it. That it did not comply with the law for 
Judge Swayne to live a thousand miles away; that on his the- 
ory he might as well have said, “I mean to live in the northern 
distriet, but have gone to England or France,” or any other for- 
eign country, and then gone back and forth as the business in 
his district might require. 

We are of the opinion that for six years, at any rate from 
1894 to 1900, this judge did not reside in his district; that he 
had no legal residence there, and he certainly had no actual 
residence there. He had a number of excuses for not residing 
there. He says from time to time he endeavored to purchase a 
house. Well, endeavoring to purchase a house did not give 
him a residence. He says from time to time he endeavored to 
buy land upon which to build a house, but that he could not 
satisfy himself as to the lot or the price. That certainly did 
not give him a residence. He says that he asked a man not 
connected with registration—some officer of the bank—to put 
him on the registry. That did not give him a residence. If 
Judge Swayne had been sued in Florida and the officer of the 
law had had a summons to serve on him he could not have 
found his last place of residence to serve the summons. He 
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never voted there, he never paid the tax there, he never owned 
an inch of property there, and he does not to this day. 
Judge Swayne appeared before the committee at divers times. 
He was present at every hearing. His counsel cross-examined 
the witnesses. He himself testified; he made two arguments 
before the committee under the pretense of giving testimony, 
and in his first argument he never claimed that he was a resi- 
dent of the northern district of Florida, and in the majority 
report the testimony on that subject is quoted, and the conclu- 
sion of the committee was reached on the testimony of Judge 
Swayne himself that he never lived in the northern district 
of Florida after 1900. I want no better witness on that sub- 
ject than Charles Swayne, and I ask any lawyer in this body to 
read that testimony and tell me, as a matter of law, whether 
he had even a legal residence in the northern district of Florida. 

In the year 1900 he says he rented the Simmons cottage, and 
that he moved into it with his furniture and family, and that he 
lived there from October until after the holidays. That then 
he went north on account of the sickness of his son. He never 
actually lived in the Simmons cottage after that time a day nor 
a minute. In his last argument before the committee he stated 
that he lived there from 1900 to 1903, when his wife purchased 
a house. On examination he could not give the day, nor the 
year, nor a time when he ever stepped into that house after the 
holidays of the year 1900. Of course, what he meant to say 
was that he had a legal residence there because he had moved 
his furniture into the house and had occupied it for the space of 
three months. 5 

There are two articles, one charging him with having failed 
to reside in the northern district of Florida from 1900 to 1903, 
a period of three years, and the other from 1894 to 1900, a 
period of six years. We think both articles can be sustained, 
but whether both can be sustained or not the question is whether 
either one of them ought to be made a subject of impeachment. 

It is stated that Judge Swayne ought not to be impeached for 
this offense, because it happened so long ago, because so many 
years have gone by from 1894 to 1900 and no impeachment pro- 
ceedings have been commenced against him. I beg Members of 
this House to remember that judges are not impeached for non- 
residence or for any other cause until the patience of the people 
is worn out. It is not for one offense nor for two offenses that 
the peple engage upon the task of impeaching a judge. It is long, 
it is tedious, it is uncertain, and if it fails those who undertake 
it are in the jaws of the lion; and therefore it is not for the first 
nor the second nor for many subsequent offenses that the judge 
is impeached, but it is when the patience of the people is worn 
threadbare, and after they can stand the misbehaviors of the 
judge no longer that this extreme remedy is resorted to. 

He was not impeached for nonresidence in his district from 
1894 to 1900 or 1903, but when the time came, when the patience 
of the people of Florida was worn out, then they had a right to 
take up all the offenses that he had committed. There is no stat- 
ute of limitations that runs against the United States; there is 
no statute of limitations that runs against the people of Florida. 
They had the right to go back and complain of the fact that 
this judge had not resided in their midst up to 1903, that after 
this impeachment proceeding commenced, then, for the first 
time, his wife purchased a house there, and there is no testimony 
in this case that up to this hour he or she have ever resided 
in it. 

What are called the“ contempt cases present serious charges 
against this judge. They involve the question whether a Fed- 
eral judge has the right, without authority of law, to commit to 
prison and disgracefully punish a citizen of the United States. 
They involve the question whether the citizens of the United 
States have a right to the protection of that part of their Con- 
stitution which provides that all criminal trials, except in cases 
of impeachment, shall be by jury, and they involve the ques- 
tion as to the right of the people of the United States to the pro- 
tection of that clause of their Constitution which provides that 
they shall be exempt from unusual and severe punishments. 
This judge put into prison and subjected to a fine two mem- 
bers of the bar of this court, having, as I believe, no more 
power, no more right, and no more authority to do it than he 
would have to imprison a Member of this House to-day. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man permit a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 


Mr. COCKRAN of New York. My seat in the Chamber Is so 


far distant that I have not been able to follow the gentleman’s 
speech as well as I desire, and so have not heard everything. 
In discussing the question of the nonresidence of this judge, I 
am not aware whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Palin] mentioned any particular instances in which litigants 


were oppressed or deprived of prompt service by reason of this 
nonresidence. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I did not mention any incident, 
but the testimony is quite full on that subject. I have extracted 
the testimony and will print it as part of the record. A number 
of witnesses testified that they had been inconvenienced, that 
they had been subjected to unnecessary expense, and, in point 
of fact, of course it would make no difference really whether 
litigants had been inconvenienced or not. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Oh, I understand that. 

Mr. PALMER. That is, on the question of whether the judge 
was bound to obey the law. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understand that. Was there 
testimony to that effect? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, yes; plenty of testimony, and I can refer 
the gentleman to it if he wishes. 

Mr. Speaker, the present purpose of this argument is to 
show, first, that the Federal courts of the United States are 
limited as to the cases in which they can punish and in their 
power to punish contempts by the act of 1831. Now, let me 
state that proposition again; the Federal courts are limited by 
the act of 1831 as to the cases in which they can con- 
tempts and as to the character of the punishment. The act of 
1831 is a limitation on the power of the Federal courts, and 
was passed for that purpose. 

Second, that Davis, Belden, and O’Neal were committed to 
prison for alleged contempt of court on nothing that gave Judge 
Swayne lawful authority to punish either of them for contempt 
under the act of 1831 or under any other act. 

Third, that if Judge Swayne had the authority under the 
act aforesaid to punish either of them for contempt, and if they 
were properly adjudged guilty of contempt, then he abused 
his power by imposing upon them an unlawful sentence. 

Fourth, that Judge Swayne imposed the unlawful sentence 
either knowingly or ignorantly. If he did it knowingly, then 
he is guilty; if he did it ignorantly, then he is guilty if he did 
it maliciously or willfully, or for any other motive except to 
vindicate the dignity of his court. 

Those are the propositions, Mr. Speaker, that I shall en- 
deavor to establish. First, that the power of the Federal 
eourts over contempts is limited by the act of 1831. I have 
J)) Clerk to 
read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CHAP. XCIX.—An act ne. ot, the law concerning contempts of 


Be it enacted, etc., That the power of the several courts of the 
United States to issue attachments and inflict summary punishments for 
contempts of court shall not be construed to extend to any cases 
persons in the presence of the seid 
courts, or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice. 
the misbehavior of any of the officers of the said courts in their official 
transactions, and the diso or resistance by any officer of the 
said courts, party, juror, witness, or any other person or persons, to 
any lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of the said 
5 Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any person or persons 
shall, corruptly or by threats of rots Pha emg no to influence, intimi- 
date, or impede any juror, witness, or o in any court of the United 
States in the discharge of his duty, or shall, corruptly or by threats of 
force, obstruet or im or endeavor to obstruct or impede, the due 
administration of jus therein, every person or persons so offending 
e eee 
ment not exceeding three months, or 8 to the nature and 
aggravation of the offense. 

pproved, March 2, 1831. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I invite the attention of the 
House to the history of this act. It is instructive and interest- 
ing. It is entitled “An act declaratory of the law concerning 
contempts of court.” It was passed in 1831. That was immedi- 
ately after the Peck case, which was tried in 1830, had been 
concluded. Judge Peck was impeached for striking a lawyer 
off the rolls and for putting him in jail for twenty-four hours 
because he criticised an opinion of the judge in a certain case 
which had been published in a newspaper. In that case the con- 
tention on the one side and on the other turned upon the ques- 
tion as to the power of the Federal courts in cases of contempt. 

On the one side it was contended, with all the zeal and vigor 
that the learned counsel for the judge possessed—and among 
them was William Wirt—that the Federal courts had all the 
power to punish contempts that any courts possessed anywhere; 
that inherent in a court, as a part of its constitution, necessarily 
the power to punish contempt wherever committed must be 
lodged; that the Federal courts had all the powers of the court 
at Westminster Hall before the Revolution; that they have all 
the powers of the common-law courts. On the other hand, the 
contention was that the Federal courts were courts of limited 
jurisdiction; that they had no power except that conferred by 
acts of Congress; that they could do nothing except by vouch- 


the misbehavior of any person or 
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ing some act of Congress supporting the authority; that the acts 
of Congress provided only for the punishment of contempt com- 
mitted in “any cause of hearing before the same” court. That 
is the act of 1789. The Peck case concluded nothing, because 
twenty Senators voted in favor of convicting Peck and twenty- 
two voted against convicting him. 

As it required a two-thirds vote he was not convicted and the 
case concluded nothing, but at the very next session of Congress 
Mr. Draper, 2 member of this body, introduced a resolution 
authorizing the Judiciary Committee to inquire whether or not 
it would be feasible to pass an act of Congress which should 
define the power of the Federal courts over contempt, and limit- 
ing the punishment which a Federal judge could impose on a 
citizen of the United States, and as a result of that investiga- 
tion this act of 1831 was passed. Mr. Draper said in his remarks, 
which were made on that occasion and which were published, 
that he wanted to know and he wanted to be able to read in the 
statute when he was violating the law that would subject him to 
be imprisoned at the whim of a judge, and in answer to that 
inquiry and for the purpose of defining the rights and duties 
of the judges of the Federal courts and the rights and privileges 
of the citizens of the United States, this act. was passed, and it 
is so plain that the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not err 
therein. 

It provides that the Federal courts may punish contempts 
that are committed in their presence or so near thereto as to 
disturb the administration of justice. That is plain enough. It 
provides that they may punish contempts committed by the 
officers of the court in their official transactions. That is plain 
enough. It provides that any person who violates the order, 
the command, the decree, or a rule of the court may be punished 
as for a contempt. That is plain enough. And the second sec- 
tion provides for the offense which Lawless committed and for 
the offense which Davis and Belden and O'Neal committed, if 
they committed any. It provides that offenses of that kind 
which are endeavors to obstruct the administration of justice, 
or impede or hinder it, shall be tried, not as for a contempt 
where the judge is the judge, the jury, and executioner, but they 
shall be tried by an indictment where a citizen of the United 
States has the right to come before a jury of his peers. That is 
where this man sinned. Well, he need not have sinned, be- 
cause the Supreme Courf of the United States have passed upon 
this act. They have construed it, and the court has said as 
plain as language can say that this act is a limitation upon 
the power of Federal judges, and that the three cases I have 
mentioned are the only ones in which they can impose a penalty 
for contempt of court. (Ex parte Robinson, 19 Wall., 511.) 
Now, then, I am contending that Davis and Belden did nothing 
to bring them within the limits of this act. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Was an appeal taken in that 
case? 

Mr. PALMER. It went to the circuit court, and the judgment 
was reversed in part. Of course the circuit court could not go 
into the merits. There was no appeal on the merits. What 
were the facts in the Belden and Davis case? Why, Judge 
Swayne arraigned them before the bar of his court for contempt 
because they brought a suit against him in the courts of Es- 
cambia County, Fla., in which they charged that their client was 
the owner of a certain piece of land, and that Judge Swayne 
was sufficiently interested to be made defendant in the case and 
they published or caused to be published in a newspaper the 
next day the fact that such a suit had been brought. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman inform me about one 
question of evidence? I have been unable to find in the testi- 
mony evidence to show that the statement filed in the paper Sun- 
day morning was prepared by these lawyers. Is there any eyi- 
dence to that effect in this record? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I do not know whether there is or not, 
but in point of fact it was prepared by Paquet, that New Or- 
leans man who was there, and who went away to New Orleans 
because his family was sick. I think it is in the record some- 
where; but there is no dispute that Paquet prepared that state- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any evidence to show that either 
Davis or Belden did? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think there is. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Is the statement in the record? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. 

Judge Swayne's position was this: That these men brought 
this suit against him, and they had published in a newspaper 
an account that they had brought the suit, and that the pur- 
pose they had in bringing the suit was to force him to recuse 
himself in a case which was on trial before him, or which was 
at issue in his court. That was the case of Florida McGuire 
against the Pensacola Land Company and a number of other de- 


fendants. That was one purpose, he said, to force him to get 
some other judge to try that case. That is what it means to 
“recuse himself.” Secondly, he alleged that they meant to in- 
sult him and to degrade him in the eyes of the people by prac- 
tically doubting the word he had given that he had no interest 
in the land. 

The facts out of which the controversy grew were these: 

Judge Swayne had contracted for a certain piece of ground 
called“ Block 91,” in the city of Pensacola. He had agreed 
with the agent who had the land to sell upon a price and upon 
the terms and the conditions of sale. 

There was nothing left to be done in that case but to pay the 
money and to take the deed. There is no doubt about that. 
Then he went up home to Guyencourt, Del., and the agents, 
Watson & Co., wrote him a letter in which they said to him, 
“The owner of this land, a Mr. Edgar, who lives in New York, 
will not give a general warranty deed for it; he will only give 
a quitelaim, because he is afraid of the claim of the Caro 
heirs.” That is what their letter said. 

And they went on to say further, We are satisfied that the 
quitclaim is just as good as the warranty, because the title is 
all right; but if you are not satisfied with the quitclaim, then 
you can leave it until you come here and we will send you the 
papers for the other lands. There were some other lands in- 
volved in that trade. Judge Swayne wrote back to them, 
“ Omit block 91, and send on the papers for the rest.” 

That was the state of the case, and Belden & Paquet, who 
were lawyers for the plaintiff in the Florida McGuire case, 
which involved the title to this very land, found it out. They 
found it out from the general rumor in Pensacola or from con- 
versation with the agent or in some other way that Judge 
Swayne had purchased this piece of land. 

Mr. NORRIS. You mean this block 91? 

Mr. PALMER. Block 91. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman. Is it not a fact that the record shows that Watson 
& Co., the real estate agents, brought a suit against Edgar for 
commissions for selling this land to Judge Swayne, and secured 
a judgment against him for the commission? 

Mr. PALMER, They brought a suit, but did not get a judg- 
ment. That was one of the circumstances that attracted the 
attention of these lawyers. There is no doubt about the fact 
that Judge Swayne had negotiated for this land and agreed 
on terms of purchase. Now, the transaction was all completed, 
except getting the deed and paying the purchase money. 
Then, when this firm of real-estate agents in Pensacola wrote 
to Judge Swayne, they said to him: The owner of this land 
will not give a warranty, but will only give a quitclaim, and 
you can leave it until you come down, or you can drop the 
block out, and we will send you a deed for the other.” He 
wrote back: “ Omit block 91 and send on the papers for the 
rest.” ‘ 

They sent on the papers for the rest, and they sent on a mort- 
gage and a note. They left the amount to be paid by Judge 
Swayne blank, and they invited him to fill in whatever amount 
he was willing to pay. That was strange. That being the 
state of the case, the lawyers for the plaintiff in the Florida 
McGuire case wrote a letter to Judge Swayne and politely, de- 
cently, and properly asked him to recuse himself—that is, to 
get out of that case and to secure some other judge to try it. 
To that letter Judge Swayne paid no attention. He never an- 
swered the letter at all. But on the Sth of November he ap- 
peared in Pensacola, and his court was opened. Then he 
remarked from the bench that he had been asked to recuse him- 
self in the Florida McGuire case, but that the request was not 
in proper form, in the first place, and, in the second place, that 
while he had bargained for this land he had found out through 
a letter written to him by the agents that it was in litigation 
before him, and therefore he had abandoned the contract. 

Well, that statement was not true. The letter written to him 
by the agent did not inform him any such thing. The letter 
written to him by the agent never informed him that the prop- 
erty was in litigation before him. But in the letter the statement 
was that the Caro heirs claimed title to this property. There 
is nothing in the record of Judge Swayne’s court to give him in- 
formation that there was litigation before him concerning the 
tract claimed by the Caro heirs when he sent them word to drop 
out lot 91. He said, in his statement, he had bought this land 
for a relative. That was the first statement made on the Mon- 
day; later on in the week he said that that relative was his wie 
and that she was purchasing this land out of funds that she had 
received from her father’s estate. 

The practice of that court was to try the criminal cases first, 
and after the criminal list was finished to take up the civil list, 
call the list and fix the cases for convenient days thereafter. 
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Now, the criminal list was not concluded until 5 o'clock on 
Saturday evening, and Judge Swayne took up the civil list and 
ealled this case of Florida McGuire against the Pensacola Land 
Company, Mr. A. C. Blount, and certain other defendants, and 
told the counsel of the plaintiffs before him that the case should 


be tried on Monday. This was Saturday evening at 5 o'clock. 
The counsel stated that it was impossible to get ready for this 
case by Monday. Relying on the practice of the court, they ex- 
pected to get a day or two, or some reasonable time, to get the 
witnesses. They said, “ We can not get ready for this case\on 
Monday.” Judge Swayne said, “ You will try this case on Mon- 
day unless you lay legal ground for a continuance.” They told 
him that there were thirty or forty witnesses to subpœna and 
they could not get ready on Monday, and they asked him, “ Give 
us till Thursday?” and he said “No;” and then they asked 
him, “ Give us till Tuesday?” and he said, “No; on Monday you 
go on.” 

What under the circumstances had these lawyers the right to 
think; what under the circumstances of the case had they the 
right to think? Did they have the right to think that they were 
going to get a fair trial before Judge Swayne? They had the 
right to think that inasmuch as he had bargained for the land, 
that he had agreed upon the price for it, they had the right to 
believe that he had made up his mind on the question of the 
validity of the title, whether from his own investigation or the 
investigation of some other person, or because some man in 
whom he had confidence had told him the title was good. Un- 
der these circumstances could Judge Swayne bring to the con- 
sideration of that case the fair, impartial mind that a judge is 
bound to have in every case? He bought this land; I do not 
care whether he threw up the trade or not. 

He said, Omit block 91.“ What did that mean? Did that 
mean that he had abandoned it absolutely, or did it mean that 
after he had settled this title in his court in favor of these de- 
fendants he could go back and take up the negotiation and say, 
“Now I will take lot 917’ What had these lawyers to do? 
Why, exactly what they did do. They said, “ We will discon- 
tinue this case In Judge Swayne's court; we will go into court on 
Monday morning and discontinue that case and bring suit 
against him in the courts of Florida, and if he has bought this 
land, as we believe, and he stands in the place of Mr. Edgar, 
the owner, we will see whether he has got title to it or whether 
Edgar has got title to it or whether we have the title.“ When 
the question was put to Judge Swayne whether or not these law- 
yers did not have the right to bring that suit, he says, Yes, of 
course they had the right to bring it,” and of course they had 
the right to put the piece in the paper next day stating that it 
had been brought; and the only thing that he complains of was 
that it was an attempt on their part to force him to do what he 
declined to do, viz, recuse himself in the case of Florida Ma- 
guire. 

Well, I say that if that was their intention—of which there is 
no proof; they denied it and there was no proof on the subject, 
except what Judge Swayne gathers from the circumstances, 
there is no testimony on that subject—I say that if that had 
been their intention, a man can not be disbarred and put in jail 
for a bad intention. I may intend to kill you, but if I do not 
kill you there is no law to punish me for it. I may intend to 
do many things, but there is no law to punish men for bad in- 
tentions if they are not executed. In point of fact the testi- 
mony was full and complete that these men agreed together to 
discontinue the case of Florida Maguire in Judge Swayne's 
court as the first thing that they would do in connection with 
bringing this suit, and in point of fact they did go into Judge 
Swayne's court and they did discontinue the case of Florida 
Maguire with his consent. And then what did Swayne do? 
Why. he agreed with a lawyer named Blount, who was one of 
the defendants in the Florida Maguire case, and who was also 
lawyer for the defendants—Judge Swayne agreed with Blount 
over Sunday, when he saw this publication in the newspaper, 
to put these men up for contempt, and as quick as the case of 
Florida Maguire was discontinued Mr. Blount arose and stated 
that these men had been guilty of a contempt of court, and 
moved that they be punished. Well, there was a wonderful 
unanimity of opinion between Blount and Swayne. They 
agreed beautifully on that subject. Of course, Blount was the 
last man on earth that Swayne ought to have gone to to have 
moved the contempt proceeding, because Blount was one of the 
defendants in the Florida Maguire case, and he was lawyer for 
the other defendants. He was the man whose grist Swayne 
had been grinding out by refusing to recuse himself. And yet 
he was the man who was selected by Judge Swayne to move this 
contempt proceeding. The next day Davis and Belding were 
arraigned. before the court, and they put in their answer, in 
which they explained the reasons why they brought the suit, in 
which they purged themselves of the contempt. 


` 


Then Judge Swayne went through a sort of a perfunctory 
trial, if you could call it a trial, and in about a half an hour he 
sentenced these men to pay a fine of a hundred dollars and to 
be imprisoned for ten days and to be disbarred and stricken 
from the roll of attorneys for two years. For what? He said 
they had a right to bring the suit, and we know they had the 
right to publish it in the newspaper; but he said they did it be- 
cause they intended to degrade him and blacken his character— 
because they intended to force him out of the Florida Maguire 
case. Well, if he had read the law, which he is presumed to 
know, he would have known that that offense, if it was an 
offense, was punishable under the second section of this act and 
not under the first; that the second section was passed for that 
very case, passed to meet the case of a lawyer who, outside of 
the court, criticised an opinion of the judge; and in that case 
the lawyer had been a lawyer in the case, and the case was 
still pending in the supreme court, and there were many other 
cases depending on that opinion. 

Those were the facts under which this man imposed this sen- 
tence. He either did it knowingly—that is, he knew the law 
and imposed the sentence—and if he did it knowingly he is 
guilty, because he imposed an unlawful sentence (there is no 
dispute about that; the statute provided that he might fine or 
imprison, but he fined and imprisoned), and when the case was 
taken to the circuit court of appeals that court said that he had 
exceeded his jurisdiction, that he could not do both; but inas- 
much as these men were lawyers, and as on the face of the pa- 
pers he seemed to have jurisdiction, the circuit court could not 
look into the merits of the case to see whether he had done 
right or not, but they could say that he had exceeded his juris- 
diction, and they gave the lawyers an opportunity to pay the 
fine or go to jail. One of them went to jail and the other paid 
the fine. So that there is no doubt about the unlawfulness of 
the sentence. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Can the gentleman tell the House of any de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States upon the ques- 
tion as to the power of a court, on a proceeding in the nature 
of habeas corpus, to review the merits of a contempt proceed- 
ing? I want to know whether there is such a decision. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘There is no such decision. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that a case of that kind came from Indiana 
within the last year. 

Mr. PALMER. And the Supreme Court took jurisdiction and 
did review the merits and release the defendant. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. On habeas corpus. 

Mr. PALMER. On habeas corpus; and whenever that court 
take a fancy to look into the proceeding they do it, and when- 
ever they do not take a fancy they say they have no power. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is the point I wanted to get at. 

Mr. PALMER. When they want to do it, they have the 
power, and when they do not want it they have not got it; and 
I propose to introduce into this Congress a bill giving every 
man who is punished for contempt by any judge a right to ap- 
peal to some court on the merits. [Applause.] : 

As I was saying, Judge Swayne had the right to impose the 
sentence or he did not have the right. If he had the right 
and he imposed an unlawful sentence, he ought to be impeached. 
If he did not have the right and imposed it in ignorance of 
the law, or did it maliciously and for bad motives, he ought 
to be impeached. That catches him going and coming. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, did he know the law? I need not state to this body 
of lawyers that every man is presumed to know the law, and, 
within certain limits, that is a conclusive presumption. If I 
steal my neighbor's property and carry it away and convert it 
to my own use, it is no excuse for me to say that I did not 
know that was larceny. If I aim a deadly weapon at my 
neighbor and put a bullet into a vital part, I can not excuse 
myself by saying I did not know that he would die. Ignorantia 
juris non excusat. 

Mr. OLMSTED. You might excuse yourself by saying you 
didn't know it was loaded. 

Mr. PALMER. We inherit this maxim from the civil law 
and it has been the law since Rome sat on her seven hills and 
from her throne of beauty ruled the world.” It is a part of 
the jurisprudence of every civilized nation, and it will be the 
law until “the heavens are rolled together like a scroll’ and 
the angel shall stand with one foot on sea and one on solid land 
and proclaimed that time shall be no more.” 

Ignorantia legis non excusat is particularly applicable to 
Judge Swayne. He could not be a lawyer until he knew the 
law. He ought not to be a judge until he knows the law. He 


ought not to try to excuse himself on the ground that he did 
I have got this to say of Judge Swayne: 


not know the law. 
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He had the manliness and the courage to stand up and not 
plead the baby act, as those who apologize for him will do. He 
did not come here and say, “I was ignorant,” but he came and 
said, “I did know the law and I am within my rights, and I 
punished these men as I had a right to do.” That is what he 
said. 

Now, if he was ignorant of the law, if the excuses of his apolo- 
gists are to be entertained, and if he made a mistake in imposing 
this unlawful sentence, then, if he did it maliciously or for any 
bad motive—if he sought to punish these men not because they 
had infringed the dignity of his court, but because they had put 
upon him a personal insult—I say, if his motive was malicious, 
then he is guilty and ought to be impeached. His authority as 
judge—his judicial authority—was put in his hands not for the 
purpose of punishing his enemies, but for the purpose of facili- 
tating the administration of justice. 

Was he ignorant? If he was—for the sake of argument let 
us admit that he was. If he made an innocent mistake when he 
imposed this unlawful sentence, then was he malicious? Well, 
that is a condition of the mind. His intentions were a condition 
of his mind. A judge who imposes an unlawful sentence is not 
apt to declare his intention in advance, and he is not very apt, 
after he does it, to confess that he has done it maliciously. 

You have got to get at the facts as to his intention just as 
you do any other fact, and as a judge is a man like any other 
human being you have a right to judge of his intentions the 
same as you judge of other people’s intentions. What did 
Judge Swayne do? He imposed this unlawful sentence, and he 
did it in a case where his personal dignity had been affronted. 
He found as a matter of fact that these men did this thing for 
the purpose of forcing him to recuse himself without testimony. 
He got the last man, I think, that he should have gotten to move 
the contempt proceedings. He put these men up without submit- 
ting them to interrogatories that ever since the days of William 
Blackstone have been submitted, and thus did not give them an 
opportunity to purge themselves from contempt, as he should 
have done. Was he malicious? Well, from his action, from 
what he said when he imposed the sentence, we can judge what 
his motives were. When these lawyers appeared before the 
bar—the trial was about a half an hour long; they were law- 
yers, mind you, one of them was a young man just entering 
on his career, with about three and a half years of practice; 
the other was an old man past three score years and ten, who 
had been attorney-general for the State of Louisiana; he had 
been sick about a week and confined to his bed, a poor old man 
shivering on the brink of the grave—when these men were 
brought before Judge Swayne he denounced them as ignorant. 

He said, “ You are a stench in the nostrils of the community.” 
When his attention was called to that language he stated before 
the committee that he addressed them in the same way that he 
always addressed prisoners and criminals. Was he malicious? 
Did he do this act maliciously? Was he imposing this awful 
sentence maliciously—disbarment for two years, which spells 
ruin to a lawyer; imprisonment for ten days in the county jail 
among the common criminals, disgraceful to the last degree; a 
fine of $100—did he impose this awful sentence on these men 
because he wanted to vindicate the dignity of his court, or did 
he do it because he meant to wreak his vengeance on them and 
to use the power that the law permitted to him to punish his 
enemies? Now, that is a question for the jury. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. I understand that the evidence shows that a 
statement was given out by one of the attorneys for the plain- 
tiffs on Saturday night, which was published on Sunday morn- 
ing, to the effect that a suit in the State court had been brought 
and that the suit in the United States court would be dismissed 
the next day. Is that true or not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did the notice so state? Not by any 
means. 

Mr. BOWIE. I just wanted to know. 

Mr. PALMER. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker, but if the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is making this speech and is 
answering these questions, I shall sit down. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon most 
humbly. 

Mr. PALMER. I grant it, but I shall ask the gentleman not 
to do it again. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, could the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] tell me at what page 1 
can find the language of the judge in this contempt proceeding— 
the language in which he addressed these defendants? 


Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will find it in the testimony of 
Messrs, Davis and Belden. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did he admit that he used that 
language? 

ee He did not deny it. Yes; I think he did 
a 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like the exact page on 
which the language appears. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I could not find that he ad- 
mitted that he did use that language; but I understand the 
language as reported came from the witnesses from memory. 

Mr. PALMER. Did the gentleman read his statement that 
he made, thirteen pages long, a typewritten statement, printed 
in the record here? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No; I did not. 

Mr. PALMER. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
read that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What excuse does Judge Swayne 
give for both fining and imprisoning these lawyers? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, nothing. He says he made a mistake. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did he say that because the 
court reversed him on that proposition? 

Mr. PALMER. He said it after the court reversed him. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I understood the gentleman to state that 
Judge Swayne knows the law. 

Mr. PALMER. Why, he did say he knows the law. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Is there any doubt, dispute, 
or question anywhere that this language which the gentleman 
has quoted was used by Judge Swayne on this impeachment 
proceeding? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I do not think there is any doubt about 
it-or dispute about it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can give-the gentleman the page. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that 
he did use that language. It is absolutely disputed. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well, now who disputes it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. Was the gentleman there? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, I will say this to the gen- 
tleman; he will hear me when I get around to the discussion. 

Mr. PALMER. I am asking the gentleman a plain question. 
ue gentleman says that he disputed it, and I ask him if he was 

ere. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Did the judge in his state- 
ment admit it? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The record shows that he disputed it. 

Mr. CLAYTON.. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], I will answer the 
question propounded by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CocKraNn], and read the following from the testimony of Mr. 
E. T. Davis, found on page 126 of the testimony: 
inc Gy Samad: poeta. ĩ 8 
in the nostrils of the people, and a good many other things I can not 


repeat. 
Q. His manner was very harsh and abusive?—A, Extremely so. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman recite that 
page of the record where the judge admits that he used that 
language? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will look that up in a moment. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I was on the subject of 
what Judge Swayne’s motives were in sentencing these men and 
endeavoring to establish the proposition that if he was ignorant 
of the law, as his apologists say, then he maliciously and will- 
fully, and to wreak his vengeance, imposed this sentence. 

Another evidence of that fact is found in the fact that he 
struck these men off the roll of attorneys for two years. It 
is very true that when his attention was called to the law 
that he could not in a proceeding fer contempt also disbar 
these men, he relieved them from that portion of the sentence 
immediately. After Mr. Blount, his next friend, his amicus 
curiæ, called his attention to the fact, then he says he re- 
flected for a moment and concluded he could not do that, and 
he remitted that part of the sentence. K 

But, Mr. Speaker, that does not in any way change the 
condition of Judge Swayne’s mind when he put it on. What 
we are driving at now is to find out what he had in his heart 
when he imposed upon these men this awful sentence of two 
years’ disbarment. Why, what does that mean for a lawyer, 
to be struck off the rolls and deprived of his means of liveli- 
hood for two years? Mr. Speaker, the Supreme Court of the 
United States has passed upon that subject in a case which 1 
quote. They say that a lawyer’s profession is his property; 
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that he can not be deprived of it, except for very extreme 
reasons; that he ought not to be deprived of it when any 
punishment less severe would accomplish the end desired. 


Admission as an attorney is not obtained without years of labor and 


study. The office which the thus secures is one of value and 
often becomes the source of great power and emolument to its pos- 
sessor. To most persons who enter the profession it is the means of 
a to themselves and their families. To deprive one of an office 
of this character would often be to decree pov to himself and desti- 
tution to his family. A removal from the bar should, therefore, never 
be decreed where any punishment less severe, such as a reprimand, 
temporary suspension, or fine, would accomplish the end desired. 
(Brady and Fisk, 13 Wall., p. 355.) 

It spells ruin to the lawyer so disbarred, as his capital is the 
confidence of his clients, and if that confidence is disturbed or 
shaken, if he is stricken for two years from the rolls and for- 
bidden to practice, why does not that ruin him? It does ruin 
him. And is not that an evidence that this judge had something 
in his heart besides the desire to vindicate the integrity of his 
own court? Then the severity of this sentence is another indi- 
cation. In the case of Judge Peck the sentence was the lawyer 
should be imprisoned for twenty-four hours and be disbarred 
for eighteen months in addition; and yet Mr. Buchanan, who 
was of counsel of the board of managers in this case, waxed 
eloquent on the subject that this was a cruel and unusual pun- 
ishment. In this case, in addition to the imprisonment, there 
is also a fine of $100, and there was also a disbarment for two 
years, which was a cruel and unusual punishment even if the 
judge had been right that the purpose of these lawyers had 
been to do what he said it was. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will yield I would like to call his attention to what Judge 
Swayne said on page 593 of the record, near the top of the 
page: 

5 no harsh language in imprisoning them?—A. I 
5 8 . —. harsh 8 1 think I — to them as 
they deserved to be ken to by a judge ne to lawyers under 
those circumstances. can not recall my words. 

Q. You say it was not “ unnecessarily harsh ?’—A. I think it was not 
ma VC 

8 1 — him as I think he deserves. It . be at all 
es very unpleasant for the prisoner; there is no question about it; 
but that Is not the fault of the court. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would just like 
to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that I consider this the gravamen of the 
entire accusation, and when the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
stated that the judge charged these men with being a stench it 
was a character of language that it seems to me of itself almost 
to be a characterization of the entire proceedings. Now, the 
language just quoted is not precisely that. The language just 
quoted, as I understand it, is that the conduct was a stench, 
which, while we may have different opinions as to the propriety 
of the language, possesses a different significance, and what I 
would like to find out is what language was actually used, and 
especially if that judge made use of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, that is what the witnesses testified to. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Well, but here it says con- 
duct.” 

Mr. PALMER. What is the difference between saying that 
“their conduct was a stench in the nostrils of the community,” 
if he did say so, and saying that “they wére a stench in the 
nostrils of the community.” It seems to me it is a distinction 
without a difference. The point is they were a stench in the 
nostrils of the community. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Because of their conduct. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania how anything but their conduct could make them a stench? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. A man’s general conduct 
might be a stench and some specific conduct might be a stench. 
I do not say either language is proper. I merely wanted to call 
attention to the distinction and to get some accurate information 
before the House. 

Mr. PALMER. When Judge Swayne’s attention was called 
to the fact that he had stricken these men off the roll of attor- 
neys he said in reference to that: 

a a moment's reflection, the matter having been called to my at- 
tention by Mr. Blount, I saw that the contempt proceedings could not be 
joined with a proceeding to disbar them; that such sentence could 
only be pronounced on a separate proceeding for that purpose, and I 
immediately eliminated this phase of the sentence. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. What page is that? 

Mr. PALMER. Five hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. SCOTT. Read the next sentence. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Kansas asks me to read 
the sentence on the next page. 


That I imposed both fine and imprisonment was a mistake of law, 
which I was not cognizant of at the time. 


And for his benefit I will read the next sentence: 

That this fact is evidence of malice on my pet toward these attor- 
neys in imposing such sentence seems to be a 1 
nation. I had no malice or personal feeling in the matter. I 
have a keen interest in pro ng the dignity of the court over which 
I presided; if I had been possessed of this feeling in the degree I have 
been charged with, would not the natural result have been a sentence 
of these attorneys to jail for ten months instead of ten days? The 
moderation of the entire sentence is my best answer to this charge, 

Well, if that was a moderate sentence under the circum- 
stances I hope the bon Dieu will be good to the men that Judge 
Swayne imposes a severe sentence upon. If he intended to do 
these men justice and not wreak vengeance upon them, would 
he not have given this matter a moment’s reflection” before 
proceeding to disbar them? 

He says himself that reflection convinced him he was wrong. 
He had reflected, then, before. If he had reflected a moment 
before he would not have struck them off the roll of attorneys. 
Of course it makes no difference that he relieved them of the 
sentence when it was pointed out to him it was wrong. What 
we desire to know is the condition of mind when he passed the 
sentence; and if the circumstances do not prove he was wreak- 
ing vengeance on these men, then you can never prove that fact 
on a judge unless he reduces his intention to writing and 
eas it before a justice of the peace and has it re- 
en : 

A MEMBER. Does it not also prove that he pronounces judg- 
ment without a moment’s reflection? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; without any reflection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Judge Swayne says that these 
lawyers had a right to go and file this suit against him. It 
is undisputed here that he did have, or his wife had, an inter- 
est in this property. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not undisputed. They bargained for it, 
and he says they threw it up. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They had a right to believe that 
he did have such an interest, and therefore they had a right to 
file the suit. Did he give any reason why he did not leave the 
bench and have some other judge try the suit? 

Mr. PALMER. None whatever. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to remind my distin- 
guished friend of what Judge Holmes recently said in the 
beef-trust hearing before the Supreme Court. In substance he 
said to the lawyers trying the case before the court: “I have 
an interest in some beef concerns out there (naming them). 
Have they anything to do with this lawsuit?” And the counsel 
for the United States and the counsel for the beef trust said, 
“No, nothing in the world;” and then went on with the case. 
I make that statement to show the difference between a man 
who wants to do the clean thing from start to finish and one 
who does not wish do it. 

Mr. PALMER. Any judge who had any appreciation of his 
position, the least desire to do right, would not have hesitated a 
moment to recuse himself. He would not have waited until the 
lawyers had requested him todo it. He would have said at once: 
“I bargained for this land and thought this title good; I can 
not try the case.” Is there a judge on the face of the civilized 
earth who would have done as Judge Swayne did in this case? 
Did you ever hear of such a case? Judges are not generally 
looking to find work; they are generally trying to get rid of it, 
and if they can get out of trying a case they generally do it. If 
their relations, their sisters, their cousins, or their aunts, or 
wife’s relations have any interest, remote or contingent, in a 
lawsuit, they always get out. I know a judge that will not try, 
a case against a corporation if any of the family happen to hold 
a share of stock in that corporation. There is nothing on the 
record in this case that shows that Judge Swayne abandoned the 
contract, and even if he had given it up in all decency he 
should have gotten out and procured some other judge to try. 
the case. 7 

Then there is the O'Neal case. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is there anything to indicate 
whether or not the purpose of Judge Swayne was to intimidate 
other lawyers from attending to that case? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I do not think so. The O'Neal case was 
another contempt case. He seemed to have a passion for them. 
I have had the honor to practice law over forty years and I have 
never heard of but one contempt case in our court, and that 
amounted to putting a man in jail for twenty-four hours. Judge 
Swayne’s record is full of contempt cases. The O'Neal case is 
that of a man who got into a fight with a man named Greenhut. 

The facts were that Greenhut was a director in O'Neal's 
bank—the First National Bank of Pensacola—that the bank had 
loaned Scarratt Merino $14,000 on a mortgage, and that Green- 
hut was present when the transaction was made. He knew that 
it was an honest transaction. He knew that Merino had the 
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money, and that the bank had sold the mortgage to somebody 
else. Merino went into bankruptey. Greenhut was appointed 
the recelver, and he brought suit against the bank and the party 
who had bought the mortgage and alleged that it was a fraudu- 
lent mortgage. Mr. O’Neal met Greenhut one day and re- 
proached him with having brought this suit when he knew the 
transaction was honest. One word led to another, and finally 
these men got into a fight. · 

O'Neal said he was much the smaller and weaker man; that 
Greenhut attacked him, and in his defense he took his knife 
and cut Greenhut, cut him so that he was laid up for some time; 
whereupon O’Neal was hauled up before Judge Swayne, in the 
Federal court, because he had obstructed Greenhut as a re- 
ceiver in doing his duty as receiver. Now, was anything like 
that ever heard of before? The court was not in session. The 
Judge was up at Guyencourt, Del., a thousand miles away, or 
somewhere else. There was nothing done in the presence of 
the court or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration 
of justice; it was not done by an officer of the court; there was 
no resistance to any rule or decree or order. It was wholly an 
assumption of arbitrary power on the part of this judge, who 
snatched this bank president into his court and put him in jail 
for sixty days without authority of law. å 

When O'Neal tried to get his case before the circuit court 
they said they had no jurisdiction and they could not help him. 
When he tried to get his case before the Supreme Court of the 
United States they said they had no jurisdiction and could not 
help him; and then he died. He never went to jail, but he 
went up to that other tribunal beyond the grave. He escaped 
the vengeance of Judge Swayne and appeared before his Maker. 
[Applause.] 

Poor Hoskins’s case is not here now. Charley Hoskins, who 
was also brought up by Judge Swayne for contempt of court, 
said that he would die before he would go to jail; and die he 
did. He committed suicide. The track of this man since the 
time he was appointed a judge in Florida down to this date is 
spread all over with bankruptcies, scandals, and suicides. I be- 
lieve he has not a friend on earth in the northern district of 
Florida. Political—oh, no; the strongest witnesses against him 
were of his own political party. 

The next charge against this man Is that he used the property 
of a bankrupt corporation, which was in the hands of a re- 
ceiyer appointed by him, without making any compensation to 
the company, and on the claim that he had the right to do it. 
If Judge Swayne had come before the committee and had said 
that as a matter of courtesy the receiver of this railroad fur- 
nished him with this car, and “I did not stop to think about 
the impropriety of it, but I used it because other judges did 
likewise, and I made no compensation; I do not think it was 
a proper transaction, but it was done,” he might have had some 
standing before the committee and before this House. But he 
makes no excuse; he makes no such claim; but he is abso- 
lutely defiant, and says, “I used the car at the expense of the 
treasury of that company because the property was in my 
hands, in my court, and because I had the right to do it.” Now, 
if he wanted to stand upon that proposition, he has got the 
chance to do it. He was asked this question: 

You said this car was one of the cars in the possession of the court 
because the road was in the hands of a receiver? 

This is in the testimony of Charles Swayne, and will be found 
on page 595. He answered “Yes.” He was then asked: 

You say that it was the privilege of the court to use that car be- 
cause the road was in the hands of a receiver? 

He answered: 

Yes; that was the reason why it was used. 

He was then asked: 

You meos that, the railroad bein 
had the right to use the property of 
railroad any compensation for it? 

Judge Swayne evaded the question. He said: 

The receiver in talking that over with me stated that it was gener- 
ally understood that a car was in better condition running than if it 
were standing idle on a siding. { 

Then this occurred: 

Mr. PALMER. Will the ste pher read that question, please? 

The STENOGRAPHER (reading): O. You thought that, the railroad 
delng in the hands of the court, you had the right to use the prop- 
. Ay 3 the railroad without rendering the railroad any compensation 


Mr. PALMER. That is the 

The Witness. Yes, sir. 
In six years. 

[Laughter.] 

Then he was asked the question: 
2 And you fancied you had the right to use the property of any 
0 e 


railroads that were in the hands of the court whenever you 
pleased without rendering any compensation to the railroad for it? 


in the hands of the court, you 
e railroad without rendering the 


estion. 
Thad ten railroads in my hands as judge 
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He answered: “I would not say that.” 

If he had the right to use one, why not the right to use ten? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just consider that proposition for a minute. 
Consider the moral turpitude; just consider the moral insensi- 
bility of a man, a judge of a court, who could take that position. 
If he had a right to use the property of this railroad company 
without compensation, suppose the railroad company had a 
coal mine somewhere. Would he have had the right to have 
filled the bunkers in his cellar with coal? Suppose the bank- 
rupt, instead of being a railroad company, had been a merchant. 
Would he have had the right to have gone into his stock and 
clothed himself and his family out of it? Why, it is ridiculous; 
it is preposterous, 

What did he do? This receiver provisioned this car, and he 
put on a conductor and a porter at the expense of the railroad 
company, and he sent this car and this conductor and this por- 
ter from Jacksonville, Fla., to Guyengourt, Del., where Judge 
Swayne lived, and it lay there over night awaiting the con- 
venience of the judge. 

Then he and his wife and his wife's sister and her husband 
boarded this car that belonged to the Jacksonville, Tampa and 
Key West Railroad Company, and they regaled themselves upon 
the provisions provided by the receiver, and they traveled over 
the intervening lines on transportation furnished by the re- 
ceiver to Jacksonville, Fla., and they did it at the expense of 
this company; and when this receiver’s accounts came in, 
when this charge, which to a private individual would have 
amounted to four or five hundred dollars, came to be passed 
upon, Judge Swayne allowed it to the receiver as a necessary. 
expense; and he stands here now and has the audacity to claim 
that he had the right to do it. I say if the Members of this 
House want to stand behind that proposition they will have an 
opportunity to do it, and they will do it on a yea-and-nay vote. 

The last remaining count, on which the committee are unani- 
mous with one exception, is that Judge Swayne ought to be im- 
peached for filching money out of the Treasury of the United 
States by filing a false certificate, which is contrary to the act 
of Congress in such case made and provided. It is a crime for 
which he might be indicted. The facts are that in eight years 
he held court out of his district about ninety-three days in 
every year, and during that time he received about $7,400 from 
the Government. He charged $10 for every day that he held 
court outside of his district. The testimony shows, and there 
ne no dispute about it, that he spent a far less sum than $10 a 

y. 

A Mrunzn. Are any. of these certificates in the record? 

Mr. PALMER. There is one of them copied in the first arti- 
cle. In one case he held court forty-one days at a place in 
Texas—I think it was Tyler. He boarded with a lady who was 
good enough to give him his board for $40 a month, so he ex- 
pended $52.50. His traveling expenses from Pensacola to that 
point, going and returning, at a very liberal estimate for sleep- 
ing cars and board and everything else, would amount to $50. 
For that he took $410 out of the Treasury of the United States. 
That is a sample case. 

Now, the law is that no judge of the United States who holds 
court out of his district shall receive any compensation therefor. 
That is positive and prohibitory. There is no way to get around 
that. And the law. formerly was that he should have nothing 
for his expenses. But that law, as to expenses, was repealed, 
and then the judges were paid their actual expenses. Some- 
times they charged as much as $36 a day, and the Treasury 
would not stand it. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
From what source does the gentleman get his information about 
the cost of going from Jacksonville to Waco? 

Mr. PALMER. From the testimony of a witness who made 
the journey. 

Mr. LACEY. I made an inquiry of the passenger agent to get 
the rate, and the round trip rate is about $50, without any sleep- 
ing-car fare, without hotel bills, or any other expenses. 

Mr. PALMER. We have the testimony of a witness who went 
over the route. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How much was it? 

Mr. PALMER. I believe about $50, from Pensacola to Waco. 

Mr. LACEY. Twenty-three dollars and fifty-five cents, it is 
reported, is the regular fare one way. 

Mr. PALMER. Let it be $75 a day or let it be a hundred. Do 
not let us minimize this thing. Do not let us quarrel about 
tuppenny bits. He got more than he spent; that is what he did, 
and he filed a certificate that was not true to get it. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, we ought to get the facts here, ought we 
not? We condemn him for not giving them, and at least the 
gentleman ought to give them to us. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The facts are that this witness 
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who has testified to this has been over this route and he has 
been sworn in this case. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He is not connected with any 
railroad, I hope. ‘ 

Mr. PALMER. The law is that the judge shall have no com- 
pensation and the law was that the judge might have his actual 
expenses. Then this law was passed to give him his reason- 
able expenses for travel and attendance; but if the Treasury 
Department caught a judge spending $36.a day, as they had 
done before, they cut him down to $10 a day. Ten dollars is 
the limit, but he can only have his expenses if they are less than 
$10 a day. 

I am told that some gentlemen here are of the opinion that 
because there is a rumor around the street somewhere, because 
some newspaper has published the statement and some men 
imagine that somebody else has taken $10 a day when he did 
not spend $10 a day, that therefore this man ought to be ex- 
cused. Well, if a man is accused of stealing a chicken, do you 
think he could defend on the ground that some other man stole 
a chicken? [Laughter.] If any man is accused of an offense, 
can he defend on the ground that somebody else has done the 
same thing? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who are the judges that have 
done this thing? 

Mr. PALMER. I say none. I say it is false. I say it is a 
slander on the judiciary of the United States. I say there is 
not a syllable of testimony in this record and not a syllable of 
testimony anywhere on earth that any judge ever did this 
thing but Judge Swayne. That is what I say. I say it on my 
responsibility as a Member of this House. 

We are not trying this case on newspaper reports, thank God. 
Why, there has been published in the newspapers within a day 
or two a statement alleged to have come from the Treasury De- 
partment, in which five circuits have been enumerated. They 
do not give us the name of the circuit or where they are located, 
but they are lettered A, B, C, ete. They say that the record 
shows that 41 per cent of the judges of these circuits took less 
than $10 a day—that is, for their actual expenses. Some took 
$10 a day sometimes and less at other times. The remainder 
took $10 a day. What does that prove? Now, I put it up to 
you, what does that prove? Does that prove that any of these 
honorable gentlemen took $10 a day when they were not entitled 
to it? Do you want to assume that because a man takes $10 a 
day he is not entitled to it? Why, if a judge holds court in 
Chicago or Philadelphia or New York or Boston or San 
Francisco, or any of the large cities, he could easily spend $10 a 
day, and if he does spend $10 a day he would be entitled to it. 
Do you propose to stop impeaching this man because you guess, 
without proof, that some other judge has done wrong besides 
this man? I would not care if every judge in the United States 
had done it. That would be no excuse for this man. 

When Sir Francis Bacon, who has come down through history 
as the wisest and the meanest of men, was called to account for 
his crimes and misdemeanors in office, he was impeached for 
taking a bribe as a judge. Giving bribes to judges in those 
days was just as common as for judges to eat their dinners, 
and the reason why Bacon was impeached was because he took 
a bribe from a man and then decided his case against him. 
[Laughter.] He didn’t stay bought. But it was no excuse for 
him, and the English Parliament did not for one second enter- 
tain the proposition because it was a common custom it was 
not an impeachable offense. 

They said to Francis Bacon, “ You are guilty,” and that wis- 
est of men was stripped of his judicial robes and sent in dis- 
grace into retirement, as this man ought to be, even if all of the 
judges of the United States have been guilty of a like offense. 

The question before this House, Mr. Speaker, is not, Shall 
Judge Swayne be tried? That has been settled by the solemn 
yote of this House, practically unanimous. You notified the 
Senate that in the name of the House of Representatives and of 
all of the people of the United States you impeached Judge 
Swayne, and you notified that high tribunal, the constitutional 
triers, that you would exhibit articles of impeachment and make 
them good. It is within the power of the House to vote down 
these articles of impeachment and stultify itself, to make itself 
the laughing stock of the people of the United States and to 
drop the proceedings altogether. But you can not obliterate 


the fact that Judge Swayne has been charged with serious 
crimes and high misdemeanors. You can not obliterate the 
fact that the testimony in the case has satisfied a majority of 
the Judiciary Committee that he ought to be impeached. Yqucan 
not obliterate the fact that these charges have gone broadcast 
through this country, and that the people of this country in 


their simplicity believe that the same law that applies to private 
citizens ought to apply to a judge. They believe that a man 
who steals is a thief, whether he be a private citizen or whether 
he is a judge. They believe that a trustee who loots the prop- 
erty in his hands has done a grave wrong. They believe that a 
judge who has abused his judicial power for the purpose of 
punishing a personal affront ought not to go unwhipt of justice. 

They believe that a man who has deprived citizens of the 
United States of their liberty and subjected them to infamous 
punishment to gratify his malice, when he had no authority to 
do it, has abused his discretion, and that belief will never be 
eradicated by voting not to try him. The only place where the 
character of Judge Swayne can be relieved of this stain is before 
the body of constitutional triers. If I were a friend of Judge 
Swayne, I should be crying in season and out of season for a 
speedy trial. If these charges are frivolous, if they can not be 
supported, it will be all the more easy for him to vindicate him- 
self. He can be vindicated only in the Senate of the United 
States. If I were Judge Swayne, I should cry without ceasing, 
not for a trial on the least of these offenses, but for a trial upon 
all. His good name is in issue. Nothing but a verdict of the 
Senate of the United States can make it clear. 


Good name in man or woman, dear my lord, 
Is the immediate jewel of their souls; . 

Who steals Hy Durma steals trash ; "tis something, nothing; 
"Twas mine, tis his, and has been slave to thousands; 

But he that filches from me my ga name 

Robs me of that which not enri him, 

And makes me poor indeed. 


[Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] was allowed to proceed 
without limit, I do not know that I need to request unlimited 
time. I do not, however, wish to be interrupted in the course 
of the statement that I am about to make, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent to proceed without limit. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gen- 
Henan has charge of the time and he can. go ec e long as be 
pleases. > 
87 5 LITTLEFIELD. Very well. I shall then proceed without 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time is under the control 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well. I did not know but that 
my time might be limited. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield to the gentleman such 
time as he wishes. 


[Mr. LITTLEFIELD addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] this morning stated that 
Judge Swayne said that these lawyers had the right to file this 
suit, that they did file the suit in the State court, and when they 
did that it seems the trouble came up in court Monday morn- 
ing. Now, then, if that is true, Judge Swayne is guilty of pun- 
ishing these men by fine and imprisonment for doing something 
they had the legal right to do, and as lawyers they should have 
done, and which he admits they should have done; and yet he 
not only fines them, but transgresses the law, which he ought to 
know, and did know, by putting them in jail. This is the way 
I understand the matter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me say for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gatnes] he does say they had a 
technical right to bring the suit in a State court. He says they 
had no right to bring it for this purpose. He couples with that 
statement the statement that they had not the right to bring it 
for this purpose. Everybody concedes they had the right to bring 
this suit. That is a naked proposition. But that did not indi- 
cate a right to bring a groundless suit, or for this purpose. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Maine if it would not suit his convenience to go on with his 
address in the morning? It is getting late and Members are 
scattering. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I prefer to do so. 

Mr. PALMER. About how much time will the gentleman 
occupy? 

= LITTLEFIELD. About three-quarters of an hour in the 
morning. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can not we begin earlier fn the 
morning than 12 o'clock? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know how that is, but I-will 
begin when the House gets here. 

Mr. BOWIE. Would the gentleman from Maine allow me to 
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ask him one question before the House adjourns? I want to 
ask the gentleman one question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will first be in order. 

Mr. BOWIE. Just one question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ask your question in the morning. 

Mr. BOWIE. It will take just a minute. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the Speaker please, I suspend with 
the understanding that I have the right of way in the morning 
to conclude my remarks upon the articles of impeachment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Gri- 
LETT] absolutely controls the time. Does the gentleman from 
California yield to the gentleman from Ohio, for the purpose of 
making a request? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

i CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for a change of reference of two bills, which the Clerk has in 
his possession, to be made from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. I do this on the wish of the chairman of that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the titles of the bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 15613. A bill for the better protection against fire on steam 

the protection of life thereon. 
ref RSs P bill ‘or 8 of fire from electrical appara- 
tus on steam vesssels carrying passengers. : 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire if these bills were in- 
troduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BASSETT]? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They were. ¢ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If so, I ask that they go over until the 
morning, when he may be here. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make this request at his instance. 
The gentleman has put a written request upon my desk to make 
that motion. ` 

“Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not hear the gentleman’s state- 
ment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I made the motion on that request. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Ohio need not get 
excited. He did not make that statement at first, and if I had 
heard that I would not have made the suggestion I did. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman had followed me around 
three or four weeks asking me to make this motion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I would like to know the ques- 
tion before the House. 

The SPHAKER. The question before the House is a change 
of reference of two bills from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, the gentleman from Ohio haying said, as the Chair 
gathered, that he did this at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. MANN. What is the title of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the titles of 
the bills. 

The titles of the bills were again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Guert] yield further? A number of gentlemen desire to ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 6261, which is on the 
Speaker’s table. j 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. 6261 itting the building of a railroad bri across 
32. pr gee 
north, — $4 went, of the fourth principal meridian.” z 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Linn, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill will 
be laid on the table. ; 

There was no objection. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I have a communication here 
from the Secretary of the Treasury that I would like to have 
printed as a public document, and referred to the committee on 
Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent that a communication addressed to him instead of 
the Speaker of the House shall be printed as a public document 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

FAYETTE COUNTY, TEX. 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16284) to transfer 
ee County from western to southern judicial district of 

exas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Fayette Co 
pam 3 of ‘Texas and placed in the — Fin jadicia a 
shall hereafter be returnable to Houston. W 

Sec. 2. That all causes of action, civil and criminal, that have accrued 

ai eee e iaid county of which the courts of said 


er cause in said western district out of said 
Fayette County at the time this act becomes a but 
cases shall proceed as if under epg hte n 


repenledl. 4 laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Burgess, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Sre PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania withhold that motion until I make a request for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

PANAMA RAILWAY COMPANY, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House 
Resolution 384, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the United States is now the owner of m than 
eent of the shares of the capital stock of me RA 3 


„and it is for that reason expedient t shoul 
Fall 1 the affairs of said company: Trefors be It ate 
Resolved, t the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
be, and is rier directed to investigate the operation. t, 
and condition o franchises and prop- 


belonging thereto, inclu 
by it, or under ay 
character with it; that said committee make such investigations and 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. : 

On motion of Mr. SHACKLEFORD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. ; 

À LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tare, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Coosa and Alabama rivers, Georgia and Alabama—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for fuel for the schools of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for improvement and care of pub- 
lie grounds, District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16284) to 
transfer Fayette County from the western to the southern judi- 
cial district of Texas, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3527) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8135) for the 
protection of wild animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves 
of the United States, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 8528) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 


‘Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14623), with Senate amendments thereto, to amend an act ap- 
proyed July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act 
approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other and 
to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled An act to 
establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage system 
in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the more efficient 
administration of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes, reported the same back to the House, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3529); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17109) to 
define the limits of square 1131 in the city of Washington, D. C., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3530); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. : 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5359) 
to amend “An act to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia,” 
approved June 3, 1896, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3531); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4260) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Sweeney, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3525); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14695) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis D. Lewis, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3526); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16132) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary A. Seele, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3532); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2269) for the re- 
lief of Capt. Archibald W. Butt, quartermaster, United States 
Army, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3533) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12595) for the 
relief of A. T. Mitchell and others, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3534); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16584) for the relief of 
the Monongahela Iron and Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3535) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12881) for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3536); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of the-heirs at law of Capt. 
John Lewis—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. ' 

A bill (H. R. 6309) to reimburse A. J. Caufman, Girard, Erie 
County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together with interest thereon 
from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished United States, be- 
ing the amount paid by him to one Charles Morton as a substi- 
tute—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: ; 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 17644) for the appoint- 
ment of a United States district judge for the eastern district 
of Tennnessee; to detach certain counties from the eastern dis- 
trict of Tennessee and to attach the same to the middle district 
of Tennessee; to provide for divisions in said middle district of 
Tennessee, and the time for holding the courts; to detach cer- 
tain counties from the middle district of Tennessee and to attach 
the same to the eastern district of Tennessee, and to provide 
for the time of holding the courts, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17645) to 
incorporate the trustees of the Grand Encampment of Knights 
Templar of the United States of America—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 17646) to extend certain 
provisions of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the 
Philippine Islands—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17647) provid- 
ing for expenses of participation by the Government in the ex- 
position at Liege, Belgium—to the Select Commitfee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17648) to increase the limit 
of appropriation for a post-office building in McKeesport, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. A 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17649) to au- 
thorize the appointment of a United States commissioner for 
the southern judicial district of Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17650) to 
empower the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix transporta- 
tion rates in certain contingencies—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. e 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 17651) to amend section 1, 
chapter 209, United States Statutes at Large—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 17652) to authorize the con- 
struction of a wagon and foot bridge across the South or main 
Canadian River near the town of Norman, Cleveland County, 
in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 17702) to erect a monument 
over the grave of Gen. Andrew Pickens, in Anderson County, 
S. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) 
providing for a survey of Acheson Creek, South Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 419) authorizing 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to appoint a special messenger—to the 
Committee on Accounts. - 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17653) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hezekiah H. Sherman—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 17654) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Miles B. Davis—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17655) granting a pension to John G. Mc- 
Clain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17656) granting a pension to James M. 
Herndon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 17657) for the relief of 
the heirs of John McDonald, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 17658) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph S. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17659) granting a 
pension to James Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. i 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17660) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Wasson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 17661) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Darius H. Whitcomb—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17662) granting a pension to 
John Gatchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aso, a bill (H. R. 17663) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Whitehead—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17664) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham K. Van Tine—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17665) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram J. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 17666) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin G. Mattern—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17667) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter H. Pierson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 17668) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosina Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17669) granting an increase 


of pension to William Hubbs—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 17670) 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh Donnelly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 17671) to correct the mill- 
tary record of Nathan Loeb—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 17672) granting an increase 


of pension to Oliver C. Cleveland—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 17673) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis S. Horsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 17674) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Thompson—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17675) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Whittaker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 17676) granting an increase of 


ee to Thomas S. Butts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 17677) granting an increase 
at pension to James Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17678) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Robinson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17679) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 17680) granting an increase 
oF pension to George Hayes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 17681) granting a pension to 
Ella Whittington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 17682) granting an increase 
of pension to William Ross Hartshorne—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 17683) granting an increase 
of pension to Darius M. Smeltzer—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17684) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 17685) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 17686) granting an increase 
of pension to Cate F. Galbraith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17687) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17688) granting a pension to William M. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17689) granting a pension to Priscilla 
Schroeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 17690) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan C. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 17691) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Brann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17692) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace H. Richardson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17693) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17694) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Neece—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17695) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 17696) granting an increase 
of pension to Turner J. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17697) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 17698) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles N. Kuhn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17699) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Bucks—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 17700) grant- 
ing a pension-to Jennie Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 17701) for the relief of W. F. 
Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Pennsyl- 


"vania State Grange, indorsing bill H. R. 8678—to the Commit- 


tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of Pen Dixon Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, favor- 
ing a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Baptist, Presbyterian, and Methodist 
churches of Lodi, Wis., favoring passage of the Dolliver-Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Atlanta Chamber of 
Commerce, indorsing the bill to enlarge powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURGESS: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of John McDonald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHBAD: Petition of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
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motive Engineers, Border City Division, Arkansas City, Kans., 
favoring the Bates-Penrose employers’ liability bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Textile World Record, relative to the 
use of the metric system in the Philippine Islands—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of Colorado beet-sugar manufacturers, against 
a reduction of duties on beet sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Carriage Builders’ Association, favoring 
national regulation of commerce—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Interstate 
Commerce Law conventions of St. Louis and Milwaukee—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of James Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
James H. Wasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Abraham K. Van Tine, of Oakmont, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of citizens of Porterbrook and 
Westfield, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 183778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the board of directors of the 
Receivers and Shippers’ Association of Cincinnati, favoring the 
passage of the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Franklin G. Mattern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, St. Louis, Mo., concerning an amendment to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Sandwich Manufacturing Company, of 
Sandwich, III., favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of William White & Co., of Moline, III., favor- 
ing enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., of Chicago, 
III., favoring legislation protecting the shippers of the country 
by fixing freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of cigar makers’ local union, Ottawa, IIL, 
against lowering duties on Philippine tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Elmere Coal Company, of Rockford, III., 
favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Rockford Fuel and Lumber Company, of 
Rockford, III., favoring bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Richmond Pearson Hobson, favoring the 
Wiley bill (H. R. 6490)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition to accompany bill for relief of 
Nathan Loeb—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HEARST: Petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Rockford, III., favoring the Hearst bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. H. Cohron & Son, of Stuarts Draft, Va., 
fayoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of merchants and shippers of Marysville, Mich., 
favoring bill H. R. 183778—to the Committee in Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. H. Hirsch & Son, favoring bill H. R. 
18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John S. Cissel, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of James F. Umpleby, of St. Louis, Mo., favor- 
ing bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. A. Foster, favoring bill H. R. 13778—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Woodlawn Farm Company, 
favoring enlarged powers for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Robinson Division, No. 78, Order of Railway 
Conductors, fayoring bills S. 4092 and H. R. 7041—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of 
South Amboy, N. J., favoring bill H. R. 18T78—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of residents of Longbranch, N. J., favoring 
pensions for life service—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of Receivers and Shippers’ Ansocia- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, for Government regulation of freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of James W. Myers, of Rising Sun, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Darius M. Smeltzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Portsmouth, Ohio, fa- 
voring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Sarah W. Smith, 
of Manchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Sarah A. Shaw, 
of Gallipolis, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany Dill H. R. 
4172—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Shenandoah, Pa., favoring exclusion 
of intoxicating liquors from Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of A. H. Glassmire— 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
favoring bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania department of forestry, for 
legislation to preserve the big trees in Calaveras grove, Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REID: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 17545, to re- 
move charge of desertion against Oliver J. Owen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Receivers and Shippers’ Associa- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, for enlarging the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Andrew Brooks 
et al., against the passage of bill H. R. 4859—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of New Haven Division, No. 77; 
Hartford Division, No. 205, and New London Division, No. 348, 
of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring bill H. R. 
13354—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 299, of Middletown, 
Conn., protesting against any reduction in the tariff duties on 
Philippine tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Mari- 
etta, Ind. T., requesting passage of bill H. R. 17487—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of Central Christian 
Church, of Warren, Ohio, favoring the Senate bill known as the 
„Hamilton bill,” against intoxicating liquors in Territories—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Grace United Evangelical Church, of Warren, 
Ohio, favoring the Hamilton bill, against intoxicating liquors in 
Territories—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Isaac C. Gibbons et al., favoring bill H. R. 
15797—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief 
of Charles N. Kuhn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. Sarah Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Fray, January 13, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hare. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
TARIFF ON PHILIPPINE TOBACCO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxtys) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting copies of two letters from the executive secretary of the 
Philippine Islands quoting a petition from the governor of 
the province of Cagayan on behalf of the inhabitants of that 
province, and one from the governor of the province of Isabela 
on behalf of the municipal presidentes and prominent tobacco 
growers in that province, praying for a tariff reduction on 
Philippine tobacco imported into the United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAC TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company for 
the year 1904; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for 
the State of Michigan; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was ordered to be filed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICHR laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of the Trustees of the Washington Street Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Alexandria, Va., v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cause of the Trustees 
of the First Baptist Church of Alexandria, Va., v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cause of the Trustees 
of the Christian Church of Nicholasville, Ky., v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 6261) permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, 
State of Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, 
all in section 3, township 29 north, range 24 west of the fourth 
principal meridian. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16284) to transfer Fayette County from western to 
southern judicial district of Texas; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On behalf of the junior Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Feye], the Chair presents sundry petitions, 
which will be noted in the Recorp and appropriately referred or 
laid on the table. i 

The petitions were referred or ordered to lie on the table as 
follows : 

A petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Madison, Me., and a petition of the Pierian Club, of Presque 
Isle, Me., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to 
the suffrage clause in the statehood bill—ordered to lie on the 

ble. 
say petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York City, 
praying for a reduction of the tariff on Philippine products im- 
ported into the United States—referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

A memorial of the Arizona Baptist Convention, of Phoenix, 
Ariz., remonstrating against the annexation of that Territory to 
the Territory of New Mexico—ordered to lie on the table. 

A memorial of the Ladies of the National Protective Labor 
Association of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called whipping-post bill”—referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A petition of Local Lodge No. 484, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the prevention of child labor in the 
District of Columbia—referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A petition of the Baptist, Free Baptist, and Methodist Episco- 
pal societies of Corinth, Me., and a petition of the Nezinscot 
History Club, of Buckfield, Me., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy—referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A petition of the Master Mariners’ Association of the United 
States, praying that an appropriation be made for the comple- 
tion of the easterly shore arm breakwater at Point Judith, 
R. L.—referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A petition of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress of 
Portland, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made for the 


improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouths of 
the Missouri and the Ohio rivers—referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Petitions of the Carriage Builders’ National Association of 
Wilmington, Del.; of the executive committee of the Travelers 
and Merchants’ Association of Baltimore, Md.; of the New 
England Shoe and Leather Association, of Boston, Mass.; of the 
Commercial Association of Danville, Va., and of W. A. Cutler 
and sundry other citizens of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the power of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

A petition. of the Congregational Association of the Territory 
of Hawaii, praying that an investigation be made into the exist- 
ing conditions in the Kongo Free State—referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A petition of the Union League Club of New York City, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the question of the condi- 
tions of manufacture as affected by the tariff—referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Petitions of sundry citizens of St. Louis, Mo., of the Bar Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, III., of the Bar Association of Los Angeles, 
Cal., of the People’s Institute of New York City, and of the 
United States Export Association of New York City, praying 
for the ratification of international arbitration treaties—re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Pennsylvania 
Dairy Union, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Alex- 
ander, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the protection of Indians against the liquor traffic in new 
States to be formed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Richland, 
Aristes, and New Berlin, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing more strin- 
gent laws and regulations governing immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Echo Lodge, No. 
157, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Peru, Ind., and a 
petition of Local Division No. 246, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the passage of the 
so-called employers’ liability bill;“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Hanging Rock 
Division Lodge, No. 363, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Somerset, Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called “ em- 
ployers’ liability bill;“ which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Holston Division, No. 239, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Knoxville, Tenn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to 
locomotive engineers during the war of the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Baptist Society and 
the Free Baptist Society; of the Methodist Society; the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; the Orient Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry; the Corinthia Ladies’ Literary Club; the 
Noble Grand of Corinthian Lodge, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows; Noble Grand of Diamond Lodge, Order of Rebekahs, 
and of the leader of John Morison Band, all of Corinth, in 
the State of Maine, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Lucretia A. Owen 
and sundry other citizens of East Hardwick, Vt., praying for 
the passage of the so-called “pure-food bill;” which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Mrs. E. H. Pear- 
son, of Epping, N. H., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Epping, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the District 
of Columbia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
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providing for the closing on Sunday of certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of River- 
ton, N. J., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Burlington County board 
of agriculture, of New Jersey, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the so-called“ Grout oleomargarine bill; ” which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Pemberton, Haddonfield, and Lumberton, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Pemberton, of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Montclair, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pensauken, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Sacecasunna, of the Young Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Roseville, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Bloomfield, of the Young Wo- 
man’s Branch of the National State Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, and of the congregation of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of Saccasunna, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the present anticanteen law ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Scranton, Pa., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Congregational Ministers’ 
Union of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the Lutheran Min- 
isters’ Union of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an investigation 
be made into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of C. R. Woodruff and sundry 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification 
of international arbitration treaties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Patriotic Order Sons of Amer- 
ica, of Tremont, Pittston, Palmyra, Glasgow, Aristes, and Rich- 
land, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
nient of legislation to restrict the immigration of aliens into 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Grain and Flour Exchange, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., and a petition of the Receivers and Shippers’ 
Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for an increase in the income of the agricultural ex- 
periment stations; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Federal Woman’s Equality 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 83 members of the Prai e 
Church of Freeland; of the Northeast Branch of the Philadel- 
phia Christian Endeavor Union, of Philadelphia; of J. F. Suth- 
erland and sundry other citizens of West Alexander; of Rev. 
James W. Boal, of Center Hall; the Trinity Lutheran Christian 
Endeavor Society, of Philadelphia; of A. S. Wing, of Philadel- 
phia; the Christian Endeavor Society of the Patterson Method- 
ist Episcopal Chureh, of Philadelphia; of John Way, of Lans- 
downe; Francis W. Hicks, of Avondale; Eliza R. Miner, of 
Wilkesbarre; Whitson Gause, of Strasburg; S. R. Yarnall, of 
Germantown; M. S. Fischer, of Phialdelphia; D. T. Alsop, of 
Haverford; all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of the Indian 
Territory Church Federation, of Muscogee, Ind. T., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when ad- 
mitted to statehood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented ‘petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Delaware County; of Josephine Boutellier, of 
Philadelphia; O. T. Pancoast, of Chester; C. C. Wilson, of Phil- 
adelphia ; Mary M. Cohen, of Philadelphia ; Mary W. L. Middle- 
ton, of Philadelphia; Alexander Henry, of Philadelphia; C. C. 
Davis, of Philadelphia; A. E. Hunsburger, of Philadelphia; A. 
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B. Stubbs, of Merion; Emerson Club, of Philadelphia; John C. 
Young, of Philadelphia; M. L. Shoenberger, of Philadelphia; J. 
B. Huey, of Philadelphia; the Young Ladies’ Auxiliary, Presby- 
terian Home for Aged Couples, of Bala; L. C. Roberts, of Phil- 
adelphia, and Daniel P. Martin, of Philadelphia, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
Jeges and Elections. 

Mr. BAILEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Texas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of supervisors of 
Gila County, Ariz., remonstrating against the union of Arizona 
and New Mexico as one State; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4458) for the relief of William Browne Millican, of East 
Feliciana Parish, La.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 

4972) for the relief of Blaize Motte, of St. Landry Parish, La. ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Ile also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4973) for the relief of the estates of Alexis Hebert and Henry 
Vedrimes, of Iberia Parish, La.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry papers to accompany Dill 
S. 6269; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2343) for the relief of James 
McElroy, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bil (H. R. 16160) granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license 
to make excavations and place footings in the soil of certain 
land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6159) granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license 
to make excavations and place footings in the soil of certain 
land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn., reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11584) for the protection of wild animals and birds in the 
Wichita Forest Reserve, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6337) for the establishment of sub- 
ports of entry at Rouses Point and Malone, N. Y., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 16992) to authorize the county of Sun- 
flower to construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Missis- 
sippi, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer of forest reserves from 
the Department of the Interior to the Department of Agricul- 
ture, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 656) providing for the retirement of 
petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16582) to au- 
thorize the Union Trust and Storage Company to change its 
corporate name, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6139) to authorize the Union Trust and Storage Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia to change its corporate name, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 69) to provide 
for the loan of obsolete rifles, together with belts and bayonets, 
to posts of the Grand Army of the Republic and organizations 
of Sons of Veterans, reported it with amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 
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Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5944) repealing an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for presenting claims for additional 


bounties,” and its amendments and extensions, so far as they 
limit the time for presenting claims for additional bounties 
granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth sections of the 
act of July 28, 1866, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3343) to authorize the 
Anacostia, Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Com- 
pany to extend its street railway in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
- whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Diana on the 10th instant, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved * the aig (the House of 5 con ), 
That there be printed in paper covers, the Government Prin 
Office, 5,500 add —— copies of the vera rt of the Commissioner- 
General of Immi or the 5 — ending = 30, 1904, with illus- 
trations, of which 1, 1.000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2.000 
for the use the House of Re * and the remaining 2.500 
copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of Immigration for tion. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing 
I report baek the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing 
for printing 10,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of 
Corporations covering the period from the organization of the 
Bureau to June 30, 1904, together with the amendment of the 
House of Representatives striking out the latter clause of the 
resolution, in the following words: 


Including * the statement of the case and the opinion of the 
inst Virginia (8 


court in Ta 8 Wall., p. 168). and the statement of 
the case, the r of the court, and the dissenting opinion in United 
States against E. C. Knight Company (158 U. S., p. 1). 


I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment and request 
a conference with the House of Representatives on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. BAILEY. My attention was diverted at the moment. 
I should like to inquire what is the amendment? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is simply to strike out the pro- 
yision for printing the opinion of the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
moves that the Senate nonconcur in the amendment made by the 
House of Representatives and that a committee of conference 
be requested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agree | to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Pratr of New York, Mr. Eris, and Mr. Gorman were ap- 
pointed. 

PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (H. R. 15225) to amend the act relating to the print- 
ing and distribution of public documents, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. . 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Printing with amendments. The first amendment 
of the committee will be read. 

The Secretary read the first amendment of the committee, 
which was, on page 1, after line 8, to strike out all of the bill 
down to and including line 4, on page 2, and to insert, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill ealled up for action at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. It was called up by the 
senior Senator from New York. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It was unanimoulsy reported from 
the Committee on Printing, and there is no objection to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have it go over for the time 
being. I wish to examine it. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a reduction in printing from 
one end of the schedule to the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, of the reports on private claims? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the 
present consideration of the bill, it will go over under the rule. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to have it go over under the 
rule. I ask that it may be temporarily laid aside without losing 
its place, so that I may look at it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will retain its place. 


REGULATION OF PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report back favorably without amend- 
ment, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, the bill 
(H. R. 15320) to amend “An act to regulate the practice of 
medicine and surgery, to license physicians and ns, and to 
punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District 
of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896. I will say that a few 
days ago the Senate, upon an explanation made by me, passed 
a bill in identical terms, and for that reason I venture to ask 
ee consent for the present consideration of the House 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it might be well to have the Sen- 
ate bill recalled from the House. I do not know exactly the 
p: ure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
the number of the Senate bill is 5359. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the House be requested to 
return Senate bill 5359 to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, at the meeting of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia this morning a very 
large amount of business was found on the table, and a large 
number of reports were ordered made. At the suggestion of 
members of that committee, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that in the other House they have one day each 
two weeks for the consideration of District of Columbia busi- 
ness. At the last session the Senate kindly granted, upon my 
request, I think, two or three hours of a day for the considera- 
tion of bills coming from the District of Columbia Committee, 
and I rise to ask if there is any objection to two or three hours 
being given this committee, say, on Monday next, after the rou- 
tine morning business. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that the Senator make it Saturday, 
so that those of us who do not care to serve in the capacity of 
city councilmen may go their way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will change the request to Saturday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of next week? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of the present week. 

Mr. GORMAN. To-morrow. j 

Mr. GALLINGER. To-morrow. I ask that the committee be 
given three hours after the conclusion of the routine morning 
business to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why not take the whole day? There are a 
great number of bills that should be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to the fact that there is a 
special order for to-morrow after the morning business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I withdraw the suggestion against Mon- 
day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will make the request that on 
Monday next, at such time after the routine morning busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. LONG. The special order is for a week from to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the special order for to-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The special order is not for to-morrow, 
but for one week from to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The error has been discovered; 
therefore the order will stand for to-morrow, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the order? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Maryland suggests why 
not give the afternoon. If it is necessary for the committee to 
have that much time, it would be very agreeable to the chairman 
of the committee to have the Senate grant the afternoon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the chairman will modify his request 
to that extent; and then, if the business of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is disposed of, we can go on and consume 
the balance of the day with Senate bills on the Calendar. If we 
do not consider those bills at an early day they may not have 
consideration at all, for there will not be time elsewhere. I trust 
the Senator will ask for the day to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask for the day, after the routine 
morning business. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask if that would exclude any other busi- 
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ness to-morrow, in case the bills relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia were disposed of in a short time? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Such portion of the day, I will then say, 
as may be necessary to consider bills on the Calendar from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the agreement be made to consider 
them to-morrow, and then, after they are through—if they are 
through in time—to consider other bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; we can proceed to the Calen- 
dar afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia whether it is his 
intention to bring up to-morrow the bill relating to the extension 
of the Great Falls and Old Dominion Railroad? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know of no reason why that bill should 
not be considered, if it is reached. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. To-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. To-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. As a friend of the court, I suggest if they get 
to that bill very early they are not apt to get to any other Dill 
during the day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, I do not 

Mr. BAILEY.. I do not make that as a threat, merely as a 
prediction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am very glad it is not made as a threat, 
because, of course, I expect that bill will be considered on its 
merits. I did not report it, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
modify his request to this extent, that it shall not displace the 
statehood bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, cerainly; certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask to have that modification made, that the 
order shall not interfere in any manner with the statehood bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The statehood bill will be laid aside tem- 
porarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With that modification, is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator’s request extend further 
than the consideration of District of Columbia matters? 

Mr. GALLINGER. To other bills, if there is time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator means bills on the Calendar? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. The statehood bill would come up 
at 2 o’clock and be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I would be very glad to consent to its 
being temporarily laid aside to-morrow afternoon for the pur- 
pose of considering District of Columbia matters, but no fur- 
ther; so that after that we may proceed with the unfinished 
business. That will cover all the Senator from New Hampshire 
wants to accomplish. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire whether the effect of this 
order, if made, would be to do away with an objection to the 
consideration of a bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Would one objection carry a bill over? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish it to be understood that I ask con- 
sent that we shall proceed to the consideration of these bills, 
not under Rule VIII, but that we shall consider them with a view 
of debating and acting upon them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, on behalf of the District of Columbia Committee, asks 
unanimous consent that on Saturday afternoon, after the morn- 
ing business, the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of 
District of Columbia bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule IX. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is for to-morrow afternoon? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And for that purpose the unfinished busi- 
ness will be temporarily laid aside. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand from the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, in conjunction with the state- 
ment from the Chair, that a single objection will not carry a 
bill over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule IX a bill is subject 
to debate the same as the statehood and other bills regularly 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that one objection would not 
prevail? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not prevail. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I shall object to the request unless 
the Senator will except Senate bill 2833, Order of Business 1797. 

Mr. LODGE. What bill is that? 

Mr. BURROWS. The bill to extend the Great Falls and Old 
Dominion Railroad Company into and within the District of 
Columbia. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire, in 
view of the statement made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Battey], that not much business will be done after reaching that 
bill, and it would be better to except it from the order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this is a most extraordi- 
nary attitude for Senators to place themselves in. I shall make 
no exception of any bill reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. If we have this privilege granted us we will 
take up the bills in order and they will be considered in order, 
and no suggestion or threat from the Senator from Michigan 
or any other Senator will deter me from that ordinary proce- 
dure. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say in reply to the Senator that the 
Senator from Michigan made no threat and said nothing that 
may be construed as a threat. I merely suggested that I would 
like to have the order modified so as not to include that bill, 
which will evidently take a good deal of time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My response to that suggestion is that, 
while I did not serve as a member of the subcommittee which 
reported that bill to the full committee, and it is in charge of 
another Senator, nor did I introduce the bill, if factious oppo- 
sition is to be presented to that bill and we are to be served 
with notice that we will not be permitted to consider it, in due 
time and at a proper time the sense of the Senate will be tested 
1 motion as to whether or not it will give consideration to 

e bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from New Hampshire is not as 
polite as he usually is, and he evinces a feeling over this matter 
that does not become either him or the Senate. Nobody has 
threatened the Senator from New Hampshire with any factious 
opposition to that bill. In the interest of progressing with the 
business of the Committee on the District of Columbia, I made 
the friendly and pleasant suggestion that inasmuch as that bill 
would be apt to provoke a controversy, if the Senate was asked 
to enter upon its consideration, the day which I was perfectly 
willing to see given to the District of Columbia would be 
wasted. 

I know myself nothing about the merits of that bill. I 
frankly say that I have not examined it. But no longer than 
this morning the mail brought me a very earnest remonstrance 
against it, forwarded to me from a former pupil of an institu- 
tion of learning in this city, in which it is set forth at some 
length that the proposed road would be a very great injury to 
the property. 

Now, assuming that other Senators have been receiving simi- 
lar protests, and assuming that there is merit in the protest, I 
concluded that the consideration of that bill would probably 
prevent the consideration of other bills; and I am not, because 
of a friendly suggestion, to be put in the attitude of making 
factious opposition to a bill the merits of which I have not 
examined and do not pretend to understand. 

I think the Senator from New Hampshire, on reflection, will 
not be willing to put me in that position. He will recall that I 
said in a jocular way that it was not a threat, but a prediction, 
and it was made without any idea of deterring the Senator or 
his committee from bringing up for consideration in the Senate 
a measure that their judgment might direct. But inasmuch 
as I was taking part in the colloquy, looking to fixing a day, I 
repeat that I believe the bill will provoke opposition that would 
seriously interfere with the Senator’s programme, and I wish to 
say that that belief is based upon the fact that, as for myself, 
I should want to examine it, having been appealed to in a way 
that entitles respectful consideration, and I suppose other Sena- 
tors would feel the same way. 

Now, I wish to say that the business of the District of 
Columbia Committee is the one business which engages the at- 
tention of the Senate in which I never take any part. Some of 
us must, perhaps all of us ought; but I have very little taste for 
acting in the capacity of a city councilman or a member of a 
board of aldermen. I have not, either in the other House or 
in this, given any particular attention to the business of the 
District of Columbia, and for having interposed a friendly sug- 
gestion I am not willing to be put in the attitude of making a 
factious opposition to a bill that I know nothing about. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire had no intention of being other than courteous. He 
appreciates the position the Senator from Texas took. And 
yet notice was served upon the Senate that if one particular 
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bill was reached no other business would be done. I do not 
think that was courteous. 
And, Mr. President, that is done in advance of know! 


ledge on 
the part of Senators. Amendments are to be offered to the bill. 
An amendment will be offered that I think will obviate the 
objection the Senator’s correspondent makes to the Dill. I 
understand that the good lady who runs that school, and who is 
entitled to great consideration, is having the graduates from the 
school write Senators. I have such letters myself from the States 
of Indiana and Wisconsin, I believe. We all understand how 
that sort of thing is done. It is the intention to offer an amend- 
ment that in my judgment will obviate any reasonable objection 
that that good lady could make to the bill. 

For that and other reasons it has seemed to me that we ought 
not in advance to say that any particular bill should be ex- 
cluded from consideration. If this leave is granted and of 
course if strong opposition should develop, it is very likely the 
chairman would have sense enough to withdraw it and ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of some other bill. But 
in advance the chairman of the committee of course could not 
agree to that proposition, 

Now, Mr. President, I have had no intention of being dis- 
courteous to either the Senator from ‘Texas or the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. This is all I care to say. 
leave is granted I will be gratified. If not, of course I 
mit, as I must submit. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that this is a matter in which we are all interested. There 
is very serious opposition to the proposed cross-town road upon 
M street. It is a sincere opposition and it will make itself, 


chairman of a committee, when making a request to consider 
the docket of that committee, to leave out a single bill to 
which there are very grave objections. I know I have done 
that more than once in trying to get the business of committees 
made propositions 


d 


the Senator that 


g 
sg 


witnessed conditions where there were a number of bills abso- 
lutely free from objection blocked by a bill that provoked 
controversy, and in order to reach some action with reference 
to bills free from every objection, Senators have agreed to 
take either for all time, or for the time, the controverted meas- 
ure out of the way. That is all I meant to say. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GArLıNnceR] will 
understand that if we were to reach on the Calendar a bill 

be no threat, and certainly intended 
as no discourtesy, to say to the Senator in charge of the matter, 
“This bill will provoke debate, and in 
dispose of those bills which will not be debated, I ask that 
this be laid aside.“ That was the whole purpose 
mind. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. A single word, if the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will permit me. à 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this bill was reported on 
the 2d day of April, 1904, by the Senator from North Dakota 
IMr. HanssrovcH], and has been on the Calendar ever since. 
That is a long time; and the bill ought at some time to receive 
consideration. It is pretty hard to resist an appeal from the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate], as we all know, and I regret 
that I have got to resist the appeal he made just now. 

If I am correctly informed, the first street railroad in Wash- 
ington was “held up” for two years because the people on 
Pennsylvania avenue insisted that it would destroy their prop- 


erty, and since I have been a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, now thirteen years, I know of no street 
railroad that has been laid down in the city of Washington 
that has not been protested against by the owners and occu- 
pants of property along the route; but I do not know now, Mr. 
President, of a single street railroad in the city of Washington 
that could be torn up without a riot. : 

The citizens of M street are following the usual precedent. 
They are protesting; they are protesting in good faith, I have 
no doubt; and their protests are entitled to be heeded; but the 
committee, in its judgment, unanimously, as I remember, 
thought that this bill ought to be reported and at least con- 
sidered, and therefore I, as chairman of that committee, cer- 
tainly without consulting with other members of the committee, 
do not feel at liberty to except that bill from the regular con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I realize that there are times 
when contested matters should give place and permit the great 
bulk of uncontested matters to have consideration; but it does 
seem to me that this disposition in the Senate to consider noth- 
ing but uncontested measures is being observed to too great an 
extent. Everybody knows that this bill will provoke discus- 
sion; everybody knows that there is opposition to it; but that 
is no reason why the Senate should not consider it. It seems 
to me that the matters which are controverted are entitled to 
an opportunity to have the attention and consideration of the 
Senate, and under the request which was made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] nothing would be done 
which would debar full discussion and fair consideration of 
this measure. Its consideration can not be suppressed by objec- 
tions of this character. 

If we can not by unanimous consent have a day set for the 
consideration of District of Columbia measures, contested as 
well as uncontested, this bill will be brought to the attention of 
the Senate at a very early day by a motion to procéed with its 
consideration. So very little will be gained, it seems to me, by 
the objection which comes from the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows]. If this bill is not meritorious the Senator 
ought to be and will be able to demonstrate that fact to the 
Senate. Of course there will be a few individual interests 
injured, as is always the case by a great public improvement. 
This is a matter of great public interest, of great importance, 
in my judgment, for the welfare of this city. The few private 
interests which will be injured by its establishment must give 
way, as private interests are always required to be subordinated 
to the public welfare. 

I simply desire to say that I feel that contested matters 
which have been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia are entitled to the consideration and action of this 
body as well as uncontested matters, and if we can not have 
consideration by fixing a day by unanimous consent, very early 
a motion will be made to proceed to the consideration of this 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Saturday, ee 1905, immediately after 
the completion of the routine morni iness, the Senate proceed to 
the deratlon, under Rule IX, of bills u the Calendar reported 


from the Committee on the District of Columbia, such special order 
not to displace the unfinished business, House bill 14749. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That, I understand, applies to Saturday 
only. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, having ascertained that a 
single objection would not take this bill over under the pro- 
posed order, it seems to me that the request I have made is 
entirely reasonable. There is a very large number of bills 
reported from that very able committee which, of course, will 
oceasion but very little discussion—important measures which 
ean be readily passed. 

It is perfectly evident that this particular bill will provoke 
discussion, and, as a result, will practically nullify the order 
so far as the dispatch of business is concerned. I do not say 
this as a matter of threat—no one has done that—but I agree 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] that to eliminate this 
bill, which will evidently occasion debate, will facilitate the 
business of that committee. If it be true, as it is, as suggested 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martrn], that this bill can be 
taken up as a separate measure upon motion, and that such a 
motion will be made at a very early day unless it is included 
in this order, I do not see how anything will be lost by except- 
ing this bill from the order. Unless that is done I shall feel 


constrained for the time being to object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the re- 
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quest goes over. The introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
is now in order. 


STATUE OF FRANCES E. WILLARD. 


Mr. WETMORE. I am directed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary, to whom was referred yesterday the letter of the gover- 
nor of Illinois in regard to the acceptance by Congress, on a 
date to be fixed, of the statue of Frances E. Willard, to report 
it back, and I ask that it may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on the Li- 
brary will be discharged from the further consideration of the 
communication of the governor of Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the letter be laid on the table for 
the time being. I shall call it up at some future day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the senior Sen- 
ator from Illinois will be agreed to, and the communication will 
lie on the table subject to his call. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6571) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Van Lear; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 6572) to establish a 
fish-cultural station in the State of Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6573) granting a pension 
to Annie Farley Keith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 6574) autherizing the 
sale, with the consent of the Indians and for their benefit, of 
allotted lands not required for homesteads; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6575) for the disposition and 
control of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6576) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carrie M. Cleveland; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 6577) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Philo J. Green; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6578) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Pearson ; 

A bill (S. 6579) granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Foley; and 

A bill (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Melissa 
E. Nelson. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6581) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mollie Tarvin; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6582) granting an increase of 
pension to Ezekiel Vincent; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6583) making the grant- 
ing of a land warrant prima facie evidence of service in the ad- 
judication of claims for pension under the acts of July 27, 1892, 
and June 27, 1902; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 6584) to incorporate the 
trustees of the Grand Encampment of Knights Templar of the 
United States of America; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6585) granting an increase of 
pension to Lyman Marsh; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6586) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Laura E. Campbell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their fitles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6587) for the relief of the estate of Phillip Poete, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6588) for the relief of the estate of H. Pierce, de- 
ceased : 

A bill (S. 6589) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus Ratliff, 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 6590) for the relief of the estate of Jean Baptiste 
Rabot, deceased ; and f 

A bill (S. 6591) for the relief of the estate of John A. Rigues, 
deceased. 


Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee-on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6592) for the relief of the estate of George Neck, sr., 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 6593) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez Tanner, 
deceased, and estates of Z. York and Elias J. Hoover, deceased ; 
and 


A bill (S. 6594) for the relief of the estate of Jean Marie 
Tatin, deceased. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6595) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Everitt, 


A bill (S. 6596) for the relief of John Wise; and 

A bill (S. 6597) for the relief of T. L. Love, surviving part- 
ner, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6598) to amend the act of 
February 17, 1898, relating to navigation; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS (for Mr. Frye) introduced a bill (S. 6599) 
granting a pension to Pearl M. Welch; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6600) granting prize 
money to George W. Cromis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6601) granting an increase of 
pension to W. L. Johnston; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 6602) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David M. Lemon; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committe on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6603) for the relief of 
Laura J. Dills; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6604) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, 
Johnson County, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 6605) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Simeon V. Sherwood; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 6606) for the 
relief of the heirs of Anna Holmes Bernard, deceased; which 
ai read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

8. 

Mr. BATE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to transfer to the militia cavalry or- 
ganization at Chattanooga, Tenn., a certain unused portion of 
the national cemetery reservation at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL, APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment providing for the 
payment of the claim of Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the King- 
dom of Hawaii, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 4 


GREAT FALLS AND OLD DOMINION RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9166) to authorize the exten- 
sion, construction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old 
Dominion Railroad Company into and within the District of 
Columbia; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO STATEHOOD BILL, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


774 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 


AMENDMENT TO DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KNOX submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $1,500 for salary of consul at Port Deitrick, Nicaragua, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I now ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15225) to amend the act 
relating to the printing and distribution of public documents, 
and for other purposes. It is the bill which was up for con- 
sideration this morning, and was laid aside for a few moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in 
section 1, on page 1, after line 8, to strike out down to and in- 
cluding line 4, on page 2, in the following words: 

That hereafter the “usual” number of reports on private bills 
concurrent or simple resolutions, shall not be printed. In lleu thereo 
there shall be printed of each Senate and House report on a private 
bill, simple or concurrent resolution, 260 copies, which shall dis- 
tributed as follows: To the Senate document room, 135 coples; to the 


Secretary of the Senate, 15 copies; to the House document room, 100 
copies; to the superintendent of documents, 10 copies. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That hereafter the usual number of reports on private bills, con- 
current or simple resolutions, shall not be printed. In lieu thereof 
there shall be printed of each Senate report on a private bill, simple 
or concurrent resolution, 345 copies, which shall be distributed as 
follows: To the Senate document room, 220 copies; to the Secretary 
of the Senate, 15 copies; to the House document room, 100 copies; to 
the superintendent of documents, 10 copies; and of each House report 
on a private bill, simple or concurrent resolution, 260 copies, which 
shall distributed as follows: To the Senate document room, 135 
copies; to the Secretary of the Senate, 15 copies; to the House docu- 
ment room, 100 copies; to the superintendent of documents, 10 copies: 
Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
prevent the binding of all Senate and House reports in the reserve 
volumes bound for and delivered to the Senate and House libraries. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment in section 
1, page 2, line 23, after the word “ libraries,” by inserting the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That not less than twelve copies of each report on bills for 
the payment or adjudication of claims against the Government shall be 
kept on file in the Senate document room. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in 
section 2, page 3, line 6, to strike out: 

There shall be deg ad of each Senate and House private bill 250 cop- 
les, which shall distributed as follows: To the Senate document 
room, 135 copies; to the Secretary of the Senate, 15 copies; House doc- 
ument room, 100 copies. 

And to insert: 


There shall be printed of each Senate 3 bill, when introduced 
when reported, and when passed, 300 copies, which shall be distributed 
as follows: To the Senate document room, 170 copies; to the Secretary 
of the Senate, 15 copies; to the House document room, 100 copies; to 
the superintendent of documents, 10 copies. ‘There shall be printed of 
each House private bill, when introduced, when reported, and when 
passed, 260 copies, which shall be distributed as follows: To the Sen- 
ate document room, 135 copies; to the Secretary of the Senate, 15 cop- 
jes; to the House document room, 100 copies; to the superintendent of 
documents, 10 copies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, line 6, before 
the word “ concurrent,” to strike out “ private bills;” so as to 
read: 


Of concurrent and simple resolutions, when reported, and after their 
passage by either House, only 260 copies shall be N. except by 
8 fal order, and the same shall be distributed as follows: To the Sen- 
ate document room, 135 copies; to the Secretary of the Senate, 15 cop- 
les; to the House document room, 100 copies; to the superintendent of 
documents, 10 copies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS TO FAMILIES OF INDIAN POLICEMEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Resolutions are in order. If 
there be no concurrent or other resolutions, the routine morn- 
pon Bs business is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 


Mr. McCUMBER,. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3783) for the relief of the families 
of certain Indian policemen who were killed during the engage- 
ment at Sitting Bull’s camp, on Grand River, December 15, 
1890, and for the relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded 
in said engagement. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Sos, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. : 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, is there a report accompany- 
ing that bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The report is somewhat lengthy, and pos- 
sibly it would be better that I should make a statement of the 
conditions surrounding this bill. The bill is for the purpose of 
granting 

Mr. PETTUS. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It has been reported from the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection, Mr. President, to the 
reading of the report. I simply suggested that it is a some- 
what lengthy report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MeCuunxn, from the Committee on Pensions, on March 7, 1904. 

Mr. CULLOM. The report, as was said by the chairman of 
the committee who made it, seems to be quite long, and if he 
could make a brief statement comprehending the facts, I think 
it would be just as satisfactory to the Senate and probably 
me time. I make that suggestion, if there is no opposition 
0 

Mr. BATE. There is no objection to reading the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. The only objection is that it is a lengthy one, 
and I thought the chairman of the committee could probably 
state the facts much more briefly. 

Mr. BATE. I do not want to be tenacious about it, but I 
sey this is one of the cases in which the report ought to be 
rea 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks for the reading of the report. It is in order. The reading 
of the report will be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. BATH. I will not insist on my request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the remainder of the letter 
from which the Secretary is now reading be read. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the let- 
ter of T. J. Morgan, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
April 12, 1892. 

The report in full is as follows: 

[To accompany S. 8783.] 


Your committee to whom was referred the bill (S. 3783) for the re- 
lief of the families of certain Indian policemen who were killed durin 
the engagement at 1 g Bull's camp on Grand River, December 1 
1890, and for the relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded in said 
engagement, submits the following: 

The Secretary of the Interior, in a letter dated April 21, 1892, trans- 
mitted, with a request for favorable action by Congress, a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian airs relative to 
the granting of pensions to certain Indians of the Standing Rock 
Agency and a draft of a bill to carry the same into effect. he bill 
herein reported Is in the form submit by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. The following is the letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
and all correspondence phe tog Sec this matter, the same having been 

nuena as Senate Executive ment No. 84, Fifty-second Congress, 
rst session: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, April 21, 1892. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith, with request for favor- 
able action by Congress, copy of a communication of 12th instant from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the patting of pen- 
sions and medals to certain Indians of the Standing Rock Agency, to- 

ether with copies of correspondence relating thereto and dra of 
hills to carry the same into effect. 

Inasmuch as the Indian policemen for whose benefit legislation is 
asked were at the time a part of the military force under immediate 
command of General Ruger and Colonel Drum, and their service was 
demanded and directed solely in accordance with orders of the military 
authority, which, by special order of the President, had control of this 
and other military movements, due deference should be paid to the 
commendation of these officers. 

The killing of Sitting Bull was neither demanded nor directed by the 
Department of the Interior or under its direction. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


Joun W. Nose, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


A bill for the relief of the families of certain Indian policemen who 
were killed during the engagement at Sitting Bull's camp, on Grand 
River, December 15, 1890, and for the relief of Alexander Middle, 
who was wounded in said engagement. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of bs ey ih! of the 

United States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of 


the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on 
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of pens 
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sion laws, the names of the following Indians, and pay each of them a 
penoa at the rate of $15 per month from the date of the passage of 


act, namely: 
Mary Bullhead, widow of Hen: 1 oh lieutenant, United 


1 
States Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, = 
A Bead. widow of Charles Shavehead, late sergeant, United 
States Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak. 

Shell Pipe (Mrs. James Littleeagle), widow of James Littleeagle, 
iste sergeant, United States Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, 


. Dak. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the paaien roll, subject. to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the names of the followin, 


Indians, and pay each of them a pension at the rate of $10 per mon 
from the date of the passage of this act, namely: 
Catherine 1 w of Paul Akicitah, tate private, United 
States Indian polici ding Rock Agency, N. 
United States Indian police, Standing Mock Agency, Lek Tna 
n es ice, n gency, N. Š 
Edward Armstro: son of John Armstro late private, 


w: ng, 
United States Indian ‘police, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak. 
Nea ae aenstment St An 
olice a ng ney dur e a ng 
Bull's camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1890, and who subse- 
tly had his left leg amputated by reason of a wound received 
fog 1 d engagement, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
' Washington, April 12, 1892. 
Stn: Under date of March 3, 1891, James McLaughl „ United 
aatas Indian agent at the Standing Bock Agency, NET . 22 


40 
on the morning of December 15, 1890, and sug- 


Rock Agency, 
pers t a pension of at least iyen the families of 
feut. He: Bullhead, Sergts. Charles Shayehead and James Little- 
eagle, and $10 per month to the families of Privates Paul Akicitah, 
Hawkman No. 1, and John Armstrong, who were killed in the eng: 
ment, and to Alexander Middle, who was severely wounded and who 
has since had his left leg ar eye at the kneejoint as a result of said 
wound ; that each of the thirty-three policemen and four volun- 
the ent, receive a medal commemorative of 
agent also transmitted extracts from his report on 
e information of this Office. 
15, 1891, this Office received, by ent 
trom the honorable Secretary of War con- 
Thomas H. Ruger, commanding = 


ent for 
te of Janua 


this en 
Under 


seem fit as to those directly and for the encourag- 
ing effect it would have upon all the Indians of the reservation who de- 
sire to conform to ney aoe of their 


A 


en and who has since had his co sopuun 
of said wound), should receive pensions, and also 6 


: 
g 
B 
g 
4 
88 
ab 


iy 

sideration of the Department 
referred together with two drafts 
o R vy gen to the families of the above-named Indians and to 
5 — er Middle; the other providing for the granting ot medals to 
the survivors of the engagement, with the recommendation that same 
be transmitted to Congress with a view to securing proper legislation 
R bedient t, 

ery respec y, your obedient servan 

T 7 T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 


8 
A 
i 
b 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


A bill granting medals to certain Indian policemen of the Standing Rock 
Agency, N. Dak. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, be, and hereby is, 8 out of any ae d in the 
Treasury not otherwise 3 to enable the Secretary of the In- 
terior to provide suitable medals of honor for the follo -named 
United States Indian policemen of the Suan Rock Agency, . Dak., 
survivors of the engagement which took place at Sitting s camp on 
Grand River on December 15, 1890, viz: 

Marcellus Chankpidutah (Red Tomahawk), second sergeant, 

John Wambdi Eagle Man), fifth sergeant. 

Thomas Tu: (Stone Man), private. 


Lonis Wahpahah (Hat), private. 
Hugh Chetahohonke (Sekt Hawk), private. 
— . — 
Eugene Akichitahchigala (Little Soldier), private. 
J h Brown 
Paul Hautaymaza (Iron Cedar), private. 


Booster. gles $ : 3 
Eag a ceman. 
Good Vo te special policeman, 
Red Bear, speci Ae iceman. 

Bad Horse, special policeman. 


Cross Bear, special policeman. 
Black Pheasant, al policeman. 
One Feather, iceman. 
Walking Shooter, special policeman. 
Good Voiced Elk, ial policeman. 
Cetanwicaste (Hawkman No. 2), special policeman. 
Brown Man, . 88 
Gabriel Waublihota (Gray Eagle), volunteer. 
Otter Robe, volunteer. 
Spotted Thunder, volunteer. + 
Young Eagle, volunteer. 
LTelegram. ] 
WASHINGTON, December $0, 1890. 
To James MCLAUGHLI 8 i 


N, 
U. 8. Indian Agent, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.: 


Jxo. W. Nonrn, Secretary. 
[Telegram.] 
‘ Forr Yates, N. DAK., December 30, 1890. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. O.: 
The division commander's order, received on the 12th instant by 


legram the post commander at Fort Yates, the latter to 
“ make it his especial duty to secure the person of Si Bull and call 
on the Indian agent to cooperate and renter such — —— as would 


the receipt of this telegram a consultation was held between 
commander and be 
the Indians of 


mysel issued the order to the action was governed by 
8 telegraphic instructions of December 1 and 5 from the Indian 
cé me to cooperate with the military. p 

Full details with copies of orders and instructions have heretofore 
been forwarded to Office, but I will send copies, if req as 
soon as they can be prepared. e body of Sitting Bull was to 
this agency by the troops and is led in the Fort Yates tary 


JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
LP. B. Night. Collect.] 
The above was delivered to the operator, but had not been 
sent when the of which a copy is given below was received. 
Copy by mail was sent and the original returned to the agency. 


[Telegram.] 
WASHINGTON, December 30, 1890. 
To JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 


United States Indian Agent, Fort Yates, N. Dak.: 


Your report has been recei which renders it unnecessary for 
C Foun Was = 
. NOBLE, 


Secretary. 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
STANDING ROCK AGENCY, 
Fort Yates, N. Dak., January 23, 1891. 
Hon. T. J. MORGAN 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communica- 
tion of January 12, 1891, L. 1891, in which, ‘referring to m 
report of December 2 1890, it stated that the authori under 


which I coo; ted and the Indian police acted in the matter of the 
capture and of pian | Bull on the 15th of December last is not 
stated an set out, and calling for further report 


directly 
in this particular. 
I invite a of the concluding paragraph of my Feport of 
telegrams showing the 
Sitting 
(1) Office 


2) Office tel of r 5, 1 states: to 
aleam of this iaie Gitects that you make ae ree eee 
ever, except under orders of the military or upon an order of the Sec- 
retay Te 9 der 12, 1800, from General R com- 

, from Genera! ý 
manding the Mili ent of Dakota, to Col. W. F. Drum, com. 


Departm á 
Yates, which is in the following words: The 
has directed that w make it your especial duty 
to secure the person of Sitting Bull. l on Indian agent to cooper- 
—— such assistance as will best promote the purpose in 
W.“ 


* * + * + s 0 


ri 5g EE of the Grand River day school, dated 
1890, a. m., a copy of which was furnished with my report of 
December 16, 1890, tates „com- 
m Fort Ya under previous 


the following m 


and bring him in toward the agency until they 
met the 


to which command they were to deliver the prisoner 


or, 
Fort 


troops 
escorted by the military, bring him through to the post of 
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Yates, as might be determined b; 
ment of troops. The orders to 
following words: 


the officer commanding the detach- 
e police referred to above is in the 


[Translation from the Sioux.] 
Sranpinc Rock Adnxer, N. DAK., 
e 


December 14, 1890. 
AFRAID OF BEAR AND SHAVE HEAD: 

I am in receipt of the letter you sent by Courier Hawkman, and I 
have come to the conclusion that the time has come to arrest Sittin 
Bull. I am afraid that if we should put it off any longer that he wil 
get awar from us, so to-night you will proceed to his house and 
arrest him before daybreak. Louie will lead the troops down on the 
road you suggested to Oak Creek crossing and stop there—I mean the 
Sitting Bull and Spotted Horn Bull crossing of Oak Creek, where I told 
you to build the station—and they will await you there. If anything 
should happen you will bring the news to the troops immediately. 

I am your agent who says this. 

JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 


(“Afraid of Bear” is the same person referred to in the affair as 
“Bull Head,“ and the letter referred to as sent by courier is the one 
a for Bull Head and signed by John M. Carrignan, hereinbefore re- 

er 0. 

All preliminary orders given by me to the police were verbal, as well 
as the orders from Colonel Drum to me. e plan of the arrest, to- 

ther with the d ition of the police and troops, was decided upon 
p ponnu tation, both of us concurring after a joint careful study of the 
situation. 

I do not see that I can further improve my reports of December 16 
and 24 so as to make more clear the nature of the orders under which I 
and the police acted in this matter. It was in cooperation with the 
military, who had determined upon the arrest of Sitting Bull, and in 
pursuance of Colonel Drum's direct verbal orders, that I gave all final 
orders to the police, who were, in this case, what may be termed “ con- 
comitants of the military.” 

I invite attention to that part of my report of December 24, com- 
mencing at page 6, which details all the preparations made for the final 
arrest; that these pee were made, as far as I was concerned, 
with the full knowledge and by previous 
commander and under his instructions. 

I submit inclosed copies of correspondence with the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the information of the honorable Commissioner. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 


arrangement with the post 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
St. Paul, Minn., January 1, 1891. 

Sm: I have the honor to forward herewith a letter received from 
United States Indian Agent James McLaughlin, of Standing Rock 
Agency, in reply to a letter from me, in which I stated that I should 
be glad to do what I might to present for consideration the question of 
reward for the Indian police taking part in the arrest of Sitting Bull 
and resisting the attack made on them by his followers in an attempt 
for his rescue, and also that of provision for the families of the police- 
men who were killed. 

The conduct of these 8 is remarkable for fidelity as well as 
courage, and some act of the Government in recognition thereof would 
seem fit as to those directly concerned, and e ent for the encour- 
aging effect it would have upon all the Indians of the reservation who 
desire to conform to the new condition of their lives. 

I make no suggestion as to what action would be advisable in a mat- 
ter which pertains especially to the Interior Department, my object 
being principally to add official expression of opinion, in concurrence 
with that of the commanding officer of Fort Yates, relative to the 
matter presented. 

The list of the policemen who were killed or died of wounds has, as 
I understand, been reported by the Indian agent, with all the facts, to 
the Interior 88 6 

Jery res ully, your o 
z a ae 7 H. RUGER, 


THOS. 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, U. S. ARMY, 
ae * “Washington, D. C. 
(Through Headquarters Division of the Missouri.) 
Wak DEPARTMENT, January 13, 1891. 


Respectfully referred to the Secretary of the Interior for his infor- 
mation, and concurring in the views of General Ruger. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 
Referred to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for his consideration 
and an expression of his views. i 
J. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
Jaxuary 15, 1891. 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, STANDING ROCK AGENCY, 
Fort Yates, N. Dak., Agency, December 22, 1890. 


Gexerat: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter 
of the 17th instant, by which you kindly offer to unite in promoting 
any recommendation for suitable reward to the survivors of the police 
foree in the Grand River fight on the 15th instant, and for provision 
for the families of the killed. I am wee glad to receive this offer, as 
it shows that the service rendered by the police is hi, aan by the 
department commander and that he considers a reward merited. I 
shall feel grateful for any suggestions which may assist in promoting 
the object in question. 

I have already represented the matter to the Indian Office, with a re- 
quest that the cooperation of the War Department be secured. I have 
also furnished to Senator G. A. Pierce, of North Dakota, a full account 
of the affair (with a copy of the department commander's letter of the 
17th instant) with a view to obtaining his action in presenting and 
supporting a bill in Congress. In the meantime I shall be glad to 
receive your support in what has ponte been done by any special repre- 
sentation to the War Department or otherwise, as may be deemed best, 
and to act upon any suggestion which you think advisable to make, and 
also to furnish any information that may be needed and in my power to 
furnish which is not already in the hands of the military authorities. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES McLAUGHLIN, 

; United States Indian Agent. 
Gen. T. H. RUGER, 


Commanding the Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn, 


[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, January 5, 1891. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
. L. HUGGINS 
Captain, Second Cavalry, A. D. O., 
Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 
(In the absence of the division commander.) 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Standing Rock Agency, March 8, 1891. 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose herewith papers which, as the in- 
dorsements indicate, were intended to be handed to United States Sen- 
ator Pierce, of North Dakota, for the 8 stated in the indorsements, 
but owing to the adverse criticisms of the press of the country, which 
was ignorant of the facts, the ayers were withheld and not given to 
Senator Pierce at the time, and since his defeat for reelection as Sen- 
ator, and it being so near the end of the session of which he is a mem- 
ber, it was considered useless to do so; I therefore send them to the 
Department, where they may be of some assistance in obtaining relief 
for the Indian police. 

I would respectfully su t that a pension of at least $15 per month 
be given the families of Lieut. Henry Bullhead and Sergts. Charles 
Shavehead and James Little Eagle; and $10 per month of privates Paul 
Akicitah, Hawkman No. 1, and John Armstrong, who were killed in the 
engagement, and to Alexander Middle, who was severely wounded, and 
who will probably yet lose his foot, as he is still confined in the hos- 
pital and recovery very doubtful; also that each of the 33 policemen 
and 4 volunteers, survivors of the engagement, receive a medal com- 
memorative of their fidelity, and payment at the rate of $50 per head 
for ponies they had killed and those that stampeded during the fight, 
which latter were subsequently picked up and taken off by the In 
opposed to them, who fled from the reservation at that time. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. T. J. MORGAN, 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


Names of the United States Indian police of Standing Rock Agency, 
N. Dak., constituting the force which arrested “Sitting Bull” at 
camp on Grand River, 40 miles southwest of eget, Soe Agenoy, 


in 25 morning of December 15, 1890. (AU are full-blood Sioug In- 
ns. 

ROLL OF HONOR. 
Henry Tataukapah * (Bull Head), first lieutenant. 


Charles Kashlah * (Shave ey) first ser. t. 
Marcelus Chaukpidutah ¢ ee ‘omahawk), second sergeant, 
James Wambdichigalah * (Little Eagle), fourth sergean 

John Wambdi (Eagle Man), fifth sergeant. -4 
Thomas Tunkah (Stone Man), private. 

Louis Wahpabah (Hat), poe : 
Hugh Chetahohonko (Swift Hawk), private. 

Paul Akicitah * (Afraid of Soldier), private. 

Luke Ptasah (White Buffalo), private. 

Alexander Hochokah ® (Middle), private. 

Eugene Akichitahchigala (Little Soldier), private. 

Joseph Brown Wolf 1 Wolf), private. 

Paul Hantamaza (Iron Cedar), private. 

John Ishnawichah 8 Man), pravata: 

Oliver Hehakawaketo (Looking Elk), private. 

Dennis Wahpahaichu (Take the Hat), private. 

George Ironstar eee Star), private. 

Richard Runninghawk (Ru g Hawk), private. 

Afraid of Hawk, 8 police. 

White Bird, Spora police. 

Hawk Man, No. 1,° special police. 

Magpie Eagle, special police. 

Iron Thunder, special police. > 

Paints Brown, special police. 

Weasel Bear, ial police. 

Rooster, speci olice. 


Red Bear, special pe ice. 
Bad Horse, special police. 
Cross Bear, special police. 


Black Pheasant, special police. 
John Armstrong.“ cs fee police. 
One Feather, special police. 


Walking Shooter, special police. 

Good Voiced Elk, special police. 

Cetanwicaste (Hawk Man No. 2), special police. 

Brown Man, special police. 

Gabriel Wanblihota Gray Eagle), volunteer. 

Otter Robe, volunteer. 

Spotted Thunder, volunteer. 

Young Eagle, volunteer. > 

A total of 43 imperfectly armed police, opposed to about 160 Indians 
of Sitting Bull's followers, whom they routed, driving them from the 
field and into the adjoining woods, holding the battle ground with all 
the killed and surviving women and children, also Sitting Bull‘s corral, 
which was filled with horses prepared for his flight, and which the 
phost dancers made extraordinary efforts to secure, but it was held 
y the police with great gorse and coolness. After having been 
fighting for about two hours, and secnring possession of all the build- 
ings near by, and the attacking Indians bene driven from the field 
at all points, they (the police) carried their dead and wounded into 
Sitting Bull’s house and maintained their organization splendidly. 

When the detachment of the Highth United States Cavalry came In 
sight on the hill overlooking Sitting Bull's camp, about 1,500 yards 
distant, the police raised a white flag from the corral to show where 
they were, but notwithstanding this a shell was thrown from a Hotch- 
kiss gun which struck and exploded a few rods from them, upon which 
Red Tomahawk raded his men to show who they were, but their 
identity could not be established by the officers from that distance, and 
the latter, believing them to be hostiles, caused another shell to be 
thrown, which exploded about 4 rods from the police, whereupon Red 


Dead. > Wounded. 
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Tomahawk mounted a horse and taking a White flag rode out to the 
command to save further mistake; and when Lieut. S. A. Slocum, 
commanding F Troop, Eighth Cavalry, arrived on the ground, Sergt. 


John Engleman, then in charge, paraded 
directly in front of the dead, advanced to the front of his column, and 
saluted on the approach of the command. 

There were one lieutenant and four ser; 


the policemen, aligning them 


ants of the police force in 


the en ment, and at the first fire Lieut. Bull Head and First 
Sergt. Shave Head were severely wounded and Fourth Sergt. Little 
Eagle killed. Red Tomahawk, second sergeant, then assumed com- 


mand, which he conducted with great skill and courage throughout 


the remainder of the fight. He was ably assisted by Fifth rgt. 
Eagle Man, who remained near him, and by Gray mre a volunteer, 
ed with horses 


who took charge of the pang holding the corral fil 
belonging to the Sitting Bull Indians. In a word, every man did his 
duty unflinchingly, entitling them to some especial recognition for 
their great services, as this battle, upholding the authority of the Gov- 
ernment, should go down to history as one of the most remarkable on 
record, showin; e fidelity and loyalty of the Indian police in obeying 
orders and maintaining the integrity of the Government against their 
own ple, some of them having fathers and brothers in the ranks 
2 ng them. 
he police had no men to spare to hold their horses, and being all 
obliged to dismount to be of the most service, and their horses bein 
left untied, ten of them, with saddles, were taken by the Sitting Bu 
Indians, and four horses were killed during the fight. The police also 
took off their overcoats so as to be better prepared for what might 
arrive, and left them with their blankets tied to the saddles taken by 
the hostiles. All these articles and horses being taken are lost to the 
police. 
JAMES McLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
SranDING Rock Acency, N. DAK., 
December 20, 1890. 

Notr.—Horses, saddles, bridles, blankets, and overcoats were private 

property of police. 


Extracts from the report of James 8 United States Indian 
agent, on the a SE of the morning of the 15th December, 
1890, between the Indian police of the Standing Rock a eng and 
hostile Indians at Grand River, N. Dak., upon the occasion of the 
arrest of Sitting Bull by the agency police. 


[Telegram.] 
Fort Yares, N. DAK., December 15, 1890. 


COMMISSIONER INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Indian police arrested Sitting Bull at his camp 40 miles southwest 


of agency this morning at daylight. His followers attempted his res- 
cue and fighting commenced. Four policemen killed and three 
wounded. ight Indians killed, including Sitting Bull and his son, 


Crow Foot, and several others wounded. Police were surrounded for 
some time, but maintained their ground until relieved by United States 
troops, who now have possession of A Bull's camp, and all women, 
children, and property. Sitting Bull's 3 probaniy 100 men, 
deserted their families and fled west up Grand River. Police behaved 
nobly and great credit is due them. Particulars by mail. 
MCLAUGHLIN, Agent. 


STANDING Rock Acency, N. DAK., December 16, 1890. 


Sin: The troops left Fort Yates at 12 pa on the night of Sun- 
day the 14th instant, for Grand River, with Louis Prineau as guide, 
and my Indian police, who were then at Grand River or en route, were 
instructed to arrest Sitting Bull when the troops were sufficiently near 
to afford them protection in case of resistance to the arrest. 

At daybreak on Monday morning, the 15th, the police* went to Sit- 
ting Bull's camp, direct to his house, and surrounded it. A detail was 
sent into the house, where Sitting Bull was 2 on the floor, the 
remainder staying outside. They aroused him and announced their 
par pone, at the same time raising him to a sitting position. He at 

seemed inclined to offer no resistance, and they allowed him to 
dress, during which time he chan his mind, and they took him 
forcibly from the house.“ By this time the police were surrounded by 
Sitting Bull’s followers, members of the “ ghost dance,” and the first 
shot was fired by Catch the Bear, one of the hostiles, and the lien- 
tenant of police, Henry Tataukapah (Bull Head), who was in command 
of the detachment of forty-two* men, was struck. The fighting then 
became general; in fact, it was a hand-to-hand fight. Sny Bull was 
killed, shot Sr the body and head in the early part of the fight b 
Bull Head and Marcelus Chankipidutah (Red Tomahawk), who eac 
shot at him. Four policemen were killed outright and three wounded, 
one of the latter dy ng at the agency 2 this 1 his 
removal there. Bull Head, the lieutenant of police, is gerously 
wounded, but may recover. 

The hostile Indians lost eight killed and several wounded and were 
driven from the field by the police; they fled up Grand River, leaving 
their wives and families and all their property and dead behind them. 
Two troops of the Eighth United States pray (100 men) arrived 
on the ground immediately after the fight,4 which had occupied less 
than half an hour, and took on of the aye its inhabitants, 
property, and dead. The mili did not pursue fleeing hostiles, 
and the latter will no doubt fall into the hands of some one of the 
commands moving at the different points west or south of the agency, 

* * * * * * s 


The details of the battle show that the Indian police behaved nobly 
and exhibited the best of judgment and bravery, and a recognition b 
the Government for their services on this occasion is richly desery: 
and should be promptly given, with a substantial allowance for the 
families of those who are dead and also for the survivors, to show 
that the Government recognizes the pa service that has been done 
for the country in the result of yesterday's fight, 


Number of regular Indian police, 19; special police (Indians), 20; 
volunteer Indians, 4; total engaged in arte 48: 

d See Captain Fechet's report, extract attached. 

Three of the number had been sent to some other point on special 
duty, reducing this number to 39. 

The troops, it has been ascertained, did not arrive until two hours 
arer the commencement of the fight, showing that the police held their 
position. 


I respectfully urge that the Interior Department cooperate with the 
War Department in obtaining Congressional action which will insure 
to these brave survivors and the families of the dead a full and gen- 
erous reward. Besides the Indian police there were four volunteers, 
“ Gra tted Thunder,“ “Otter Robe,“ and Young 
in the fight, rendering good service and de- 
“Gray Eagle“ (Gabriel Wanblihotah) is one 
ndian offenses, and his two sisters are 

Bull’s wives. Until about seventeen months ago he was Sit- 
ull’s main support. 


CASUALTIES IN THE POLICE FORCE. 
Henry Tataukapah (Bull Head), first lieutenant in command, dan- 
gerously wounded, four wounds. (Since dead.) 
Charles Kashlah (Shave Head), first sergeant, mortally wounded. 


(Since dead.) 
James Wambdichigalah 5955055 Ea 2 fourth sergeant, killed. 
private, painfully wounded. 


0 e ju 
Sittin, 
ting 


Alexander Hochokah (M gaan 
Paul Akichitah (Afraid of Soldier), private, killed. 
John Armstrong, special police, killed. 

Hawk Man No. 1, special police, killed. A 

* 

A large majority of the Indians of this agency are loyal to the Gov- 
ernment, and universal satisfaction is expressed by ‘hem, as it ends 
the ghost craze here. ` 
ile this conflict, causing the loss of some of our best (noble and 
brave) policemen, is to be Mg?! much r tted, yet the great good ac- 
complished by the ending of Sitting Bull’s career, whose influence has 
been of such a retarding nature, and the determination of the police 
manifested in maintaining the will of the Government is most grati- 


fying. * 
I am, etc., v oe 83 
n . 
Hon T. J. MORGAN, z jr eam nee 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. O. 


Extracts from the report of Capt. E. G. Fechet, Bighth Caval A 
3 the detachment of cavalry sent to rand Piper on. yrhs orm. 
ing of December 15, 1890, to aid Indian police in case of resistance in 


the arrest of Sitting Bull. 
M e e m zorr TATH, N. Dax., December I, 1899. 

IR: e command mo out at midnight the 14th. and 
by rapid marching was, by daylight, within 3 miles of Sitting Bull's 
camp, which is fully from 41 to 42 miles from Fort Yates. After day- 
break I expected every minute to meet the Indian police with Sitting Bull 
their prisoner, it having been arranged by Major McLaughlin, Indian 
agent, that they would make a descent upon Bull's camp about daybreak. 
arresting Bull and delivering him to me for conduct to the post. It 
will be seen by reference to the first paragraph of the order i sathi to 
that the command was to proceed only to the crossing of Oak Creek. 
which was 18 miles from Sitting Bull's camp. After receiving this 
order, on consultation with Colonel Drum, commanding the post, it was 
decided to move as close to Bull's camp as possible without dis- 
covery, and there await the police. A short time after dawn a mounted 
man was discovered approaching rapidly. This aproven to be one of the 
police, who reported that all the other police bad been killed. The sub- 
stance of his report, with additional statement that I would move in 
rapidly and endđeayor to relieve any of the police who might be alive, I 
forwarded to the commanding officer. 

* * = * 


* * . 

The command was moved with all possible speed to a point on t 
highlands overlooking the valley of Grand River and immediately Cope 
site STOE EE house and the camp of the ghost dancers, distant some 
1,500 ya 

= = * * * . Ld 

Upon arriving at this place* I found evidences of a most desperate 
encounter between the amy police and Sitting Bull's followers. In 
the vicinity of the house, within a radius of 50 yards, there were found 
the dead les of eight hostiles, including Sitting Bull; two horses 
were also killed. Within the house there were found four dead and 
three wounded policemen.” It was learned through the interpreter that 
the hostiles had carried away with them one of their dead and five or 
six of their wounded, making an approximate total of fifteen casualties, 

From the best evidence obtainable I am led to believe that the Indian 
police, under the command of Bull Head and Shave Head, about fifty ° 
strong, entered Sitting Bull's ane about 5.30 a. m. on the 15th for the 
1 of making the arrest of Sitting Bull. Sitting Bull was taken 

om his house, and while the police were PATEE with him, endeavor- 
ing to induce him to submit peacefully, Bull Head was shot by Catch 
the Bear in the leg. 

Bull Head immediately shot and killed Sitting Bull, when the mélée 
became general, with the results giyen. The fight lasted but a few 
moments, when the police secured the house and stable adjoining, driv- 
ing Sitting Bull’s men from the village to cover in the adjoining wood 
and hills. From these positions the fight was kept up until about 7.30 
a. m., when the troops came up. I learn that soon after the occupa- 
tion of the house and stable by the police, volunteers were called for to 
carry a report of the situation back to the approaching troops. Hawk 
Man offered to perform this perilous service, and at the imminent risk 
of his life, assisted by Red Tomahawk, he effected his escape, being 
shot through his coat and gloves while engaged in the attempt. This 
was the first scout met by the command. 

s * * $ * + s 

I can not too strongly commend the splendid courage and ability 
which characterized the conduct of the Indian police commanded by 
Bull Head and Shave Head throughout the encounter. The attempt 
to arrest Sitting Bull was so managed as to place the responsibility 
for the 5 ar that ensued upon Sitting Bull's band, which began the fir- 
ing. Red Tomahawk assumed the command of the police after both 
Bull Head and Shave Head had been wounded, and it was he who, 
under circumstances requiring personal courage to the highest degree, 
assisted Hawk Man to escape with a message to the troops. 

After the fight no demoralization seemed to exist among them, and 
aer were ready and willing to cooperate with the troops to any extent 
desired. 

* 


s s s * = > 
Captain, Eighth C Pi o bor sopra N 
aptain gi ‘avairy, Comman x 
The Post ADJUTANT. N 


2 Sittin 
> These 


Bull's house. 
ad been taken Inside by their brother policemen. 


€ Thirty-nine police; four volunteers. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT or DAKOTA, 
St. Paul, Minn., December 17, 1890. 
Sm: Referring to telegram of this date from the commanding officer 
Fort Yates, recommending that some recognition and reward should be 


bestowed Eg Indian police for their fidelity and bearing in the 
arrest of Sitting Bull and the consequent encounter with his followers, 
it will give me pleasure to unite with you in promoting any recom- 
mendation you may make for suitable reward to those who are entitled, 
and provision for the familles of those who were killed, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
2 —— r RUGER, 
: rigadier-General, Commanding. 
Maj. James MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
(Through commanding officer Fort Yates, N. Dak.) 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Standing Rock Agency, March 5, 1892. 
Sm: I have the honor to ogre. eT of office letter of Febru- 
ary 26, 1892 (Land 1931, 3383, 3391, 9189, 91 1), calling for the names 
a sar ire . —— oer —— of the 
an ce who were n engagement at Sitting s camp 
on Grand River, December 15, 1890, etc. 
In reply I respectfully invite attention to the following list: 


„ 
mothers, or Spn 
era the de- 


Name and rank of 
killed. 


Henry Bullhead, lieutenant.. 


Chas. Sha vehead, sergeant.. 


James Littleeagle, sergeant - 
Paul Akicitah, private 


Hawkman No. 1, private. Red 


John Armstrong, private Edward Armstrong. 


Alexander Middle, who was wounded by a shot in the left foot in 
FEC has lately had his left leg amputated at the 
kneejoint, resulting from the wound. He certainly should be - 
sioned, as he has a wife and two adopted children, aged 15 T; 


res vely, dependent upon him, 
VVV 1901, will 
have an excellent effect, and I strongly urge that they be furnished for 
the full number of 48 participants in the engagement, those for the 
dead to be given to their children. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. T. J. MORGAN, 
Commis. 


sioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. O. 

The passage of this bill is recommended when amended as follows: 
In line 7, 1, of the bill strike out the word “ fifteen” and in- 
thereof “twelve.” 

In line 8, page 2, of the bill strike out the word “ten” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ twelve.” 

In line 16, page 2, of the bill strike out the semicolon before the 

ord Alexander and in : “Provided, however, That.” 

in Hine 33, sage © of te Me Se A Fora “ en: ent,” add the 
following: “shall be paid a pension of $20 per month from the date 
of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think it proper to make 
a very brief statement with respect to this bill. 

It is to pension the families of those Indian policemen who 
were killed in the capture of Sitting Bull and also those who 
were wounded in that conflict. The Department of the Interior 
directed the agent at Standing Rock, at the time of these trou- 
ples, to cooperate and be under the direction of General Ruger, 
then in command of the division of the Territory of Dakota. A 
command was given by the commanding officer to arrest Sitting 
Bull at his camp. To carry this command into effect, the agent 
was directed to select a number of Indian police, together with 
special police, who were gathered together for that purpose. 
They numbered about 41. The band of Sitting Bull at 
that time numbered, I believe, about 160. The arrest was made, 
but while an attempt was being made to induce Sitting Bull to 
yield without making any resistance, the policeman in charge 
was killed or was shot or wounded. 

A battle immediately ensued between the 41 Indian police- 
men and the 160 Indians under Sitting Bull. It lasted for 
about two hours. The result of the conflict was that seven of 
the policemen, I think, were killed outright and others were 
wounded. Sitting Bull’s followers were defeated, and his stores, 
horses, etc., captured. 

I desire to state particularly that these Indian policemen, 
under the direction of the Department of the Interior and under 


the command of the officer in charge, General Ruger, were 


practically mustered into the service of the United States for 
the purpose of securing Sitting Bull and his provisions, etc. 
This has been recommended not only by General Ruger, but also 
by the Department of the Interior. We have amended the bill 
so that it simply places all upon the same footing, namely, $12 
a month, except in the case of the policeman who lost his leg 
and is still surviving. He is placed at the rate of $20 a month, 
ner less than what is usually accorded in such cases, I 
eve. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of ask- 
ing the chairman of the Committee on Pensions in what respect 
these Indian police differ from the Filipino constabulary. I 
heard him say in his explanation that these men were practi- 
cally in the military service, but they were not in the military 
service. While I am not objecting to this matter at all, I had 
occasion to intreduce a bill to pension the dependent mother of 
a gallant soldier from South Carolina who had been in the 
Army three years, who made an admirable record, so much so 
that he was given a position as 5 in the constabulary 
in the Philippines, and who was ed in the line of duty, prac- 
tically in the military service of the United States. A pension 
was refused his dependent mother. g 

I really think the two are on all fours, and I do not see why 
one should get a pension and the other not, especially when one 
is a white man and the other an Indian. 

Mr. McCUMBER. These Indians were not simply practically 
in the military service, but they were actually in the military 
serviee 

Mr. TILLMAN. So was this Filipino constable. 

Mr. McCUMBHR. And not only under the command and 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, but under the com- 
mand of the War Department. They were in fact mustered 
into the service and performed service in that engagement: 
The claim is certainly a very just one. 


Answering briefly the statement of the Senator in reference . 


to the person who was in the constabulary in the Philippines, I 
believe, as I now remember, that the committee found that he 
was not in military service at the time, and that the constabu- 
lary were not under the military wing at that time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to say—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. And that being the case, under the rules 
it was absolutely necessdry to reject the application in that 
particular case. 

It had full and fair consideration. It was found to be 
entirely outside of the rules, and if we opened up our rules 
to allow cases of that kind, there is no telling the number 
of applicants who would come in for pensions who were not 
really in the Army or serving in the Army. 

Under the rules of the Committee on Pensions, though one 
is not a regularly enlisted soldier, if he actually served at 
the time in the Army and received wounds or disabilities 
while he was serving he is entitled to a pension. In the case 
of the constabulary in the Philippines, they were not under 
‘the arm of the military at that time, as I remember. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have not the papers, be- 
cause they are on file in the Committee on Pensions, but I 
will state my recollection of the facts. I want to ask the 
Senator from North Dakota whether it is not true that the 
Filipino constabulary are under the military orders of the Army 
over there? Are they not under the orders of the commanding 
general and of those who have charge of our forces? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand they are not. But though 
they might have been at that time, in the particular instance 
that is referred to by the Senator the party who was killed 
was not under the orders of the Army. 

Mr. TILLMAN. All I know, as I recall the facts, is that 
this officer met his death gallantly. He had a military burial. 
I have letters which are with the Pension Committee which 
show that the Pension Office itself plainly expressed an earnest 
desire that the pension should be granted, but that techni 
the law prohibited it, because he was not in the military 
service. Now, these men were not in the military service. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I beg to differ with the Senator. They 
were in the military service—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, well. f 

ee Meee: As the Senator will see by reading the 
repo 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator would not let the report be 
read, and his explanation does not explain. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That portion of the report was read. I 
did not object in any way to the report being read, and I 
am willing that its reading shall be finished if the Senator 
desires that it shall be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senator’s statement does not 
parallel the fact, we must object to his deduction. 

Mr, McCUMBER. On the very first page, which has been read, 


1905. 
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and which the Senator undoubtedly understood, are these words 
from John W. Noble: 

Inasmuch as the Indian policemen, for whose benefit legislation is 
asked, were at the time a part of the military force under immediate com- 
mand of General Ruger and Colonel Drum, and their service was de- 
manded and directed solely in accordance with orders of the military 
authority, which, by special order of the President, had control of this 
and other military movements, due deference should be paid to the 
commendation of these officers. 

I do not know how anything could be made more clear. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not objecting to this bill at all. I am 
only complaining of the discrimination. I do not charge it, but 
it looks that way. These Indian scouts or policemen were 
there alone. General Ruger was, I do not know how many, 
miles away. They went in and undertook to capture Sitting 
1 and succeeded in defeating him, as the Senator has just 
sai 

Now, this Filipino scout I speak of, or this member of the 
constabulary, was killed under expressly similar conditions, 
Practically he was in the service of the military of the United 
States. He had been for four years. He had just been mus- 
tered out and given a position as lieutenant; and yet he is 
turned down. I do not want to see these people kept from getting 
a pension, but it is strange that it takes ten or twelve years to 
get it. This letter from Secretary Noble was written in 1892. 
Why should it be delayed so long if there is not a hitch some- 
where? Why does it take a special bill to do it? And when I 
bring in a special bill here to give the dependent mother of a 
man from the South the same privileges it is kicked overboard. 

Mr. McCUMBER. A great many bills have been delayed 
more than ten years. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I call the attention of the 
Senator from South Carolina to what Mr. McLaughlin, the In- 
dian agent, says about these police? He says the police “ were, 
in this case, what may be termed concomitants of the military.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah! The constabulary in the Philippines 
are certainly concomitants or allies or something else of the 
military. I am not attacking the Pension Committee, and there 
is no need for the Senator from Connecticut to aid the Senator 
from North Dakota. I simply say here is a direct proof to my 
mind that there is discrimination in these two cases. 

I was obtuse. I am now told by a Senator that the Senator 
from Connecticut was endeavoring to take my side of the case. 
But I am not a hair-splitting lawyer, and the very fact that he 
went into the debate gave me a kind of an idea that possibly he 
was agreeing with his friend in his rear. 

Let these people have their pensions, but all I contend for is 
that when conditions arise in the Philippines in which a gal- 
lant soldier, who has merely been transferred from the regular 
service to the irregular service—a constable—is killed under 
military orders in the line of duty, let his relatives get a pen- 
sion. I hope the Senator will take up our bill and find some 
merit in it after he has passed this one. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator can establish to the satis- 
faction of the committee that the individual for whom he pleads 


. was killed while in the service of the United States 


Mr. TILLMAN. He was killed as a concomitant in aid of the 
service of the United States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And under military orders, in any possi- 
ble way, there is no question but that a bill will be favorably 
reported. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will put on the same spec- 
tacles which enable him to see the merits of this case, I will 
not have a word to say. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think I can see the merits of the case, 
and I think the unanimous report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions will justify me in saying that we have attempted in 
every possible way to do exact justice to the party referred to. 
The evidence shows, and there is no dispute about it, that the 
constabulary were not under the control of the Army at that 
time, and that this individual did not lose his life under mili- 
tary orders or in the military service. Had he done so, his 
case would have come clearly within the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will yield again, if the Senator wishes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want him to get through. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I wish the Senator to understand that 
there has been no discrimination made as against the interest 
of any soldier or anyone acting under the Government simply 
because he came from one section of the United States and not 
from another, as implied by the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator is sensitive about my hint 
that there might be some reason 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not sensitive about it at all. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Found in the fact that this man whom I am 
trying to represent came from South Carolina, while these In- 
dian widows come from North Dakota, I beg to apologize and to 
withdraw the intimation even that he and his committee are 
not trying to deal fairly. I am merely speaking about the broad 
fact. The Senator knows that the constabulary of the Philip- 
pines are a part of the military service, because the entire 
Philippines are under the military service. There is no civil 
government there. It is nothing more than a humbug and a 
pretense at the present time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I supposed the Philippine Islands were 
under civil rule and not military rule at the present time. If 
the Senator can convince me otherwise—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator’s supposition is contrary to the 
fact, and I can not help the Senator’s supposition. The Sen- 
ator ought to know, if he knows anything, that the Philippines 
are under the War Department. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I supposed there was a Commission which, 
under the law of Congress, was practically governing the 
Philippine Islands at the present time—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are making a pretense of giving a civil 
government. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And that they are not under military law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are giving a pretense of civil govern- 
ment, but the actual fact is that the War Department controls. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is a civil government de facto at least. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a military government de facto, with 
a sham of civil government. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will ask the Senator if he has any ob- 
jection to this bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no objection to this bill, but I want 
the Senator to get the same spectacles or microscope or other 
instrument with which he discovered the merits of this case 
and look at the one I presented. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think we have done that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are on all fours. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We have done so. ' 

Mr. LODGE. I want to ask a question for information from 
the Senator from North Dakota, the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions. I understand that the bill to which the Senator 
from South Carolina refers asked for a pension for a dependent 
mother. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if it is the practice of that committee to grant pensions 
to dependent mothers, because I have had some such cases and 
was told they were all against the rule. 

Mr. McCUMBER. They do not come within our rule ordi- 
narily, unless the rule 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is not an ordinary case, or these people 
would have been pensioned twelve years ago. This is an ex- 
traordinary case, in which the people are not pensionable under 
the statute, and you bring in a special bill to give them a pen- 
sion, and you put on your spectacles and see merit in it. Now, 
put on the same spectacles and you will see merit in the other 
case, for they were concomitants, or aids, or assistants, or par- 
ticipants, or part of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can only say that the evidence does not 
establish the assertion of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. If it did, it would present an entirely dif- 
ferent case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator says the horse is 16 hands 
high. I will subside, hoping later on I will get justice for this 
woman whose son was killed in the line of duty and who has 
young children dependent upon her. This boy was the main- 
stay of the family, and he is dead in the Philippines, and I can 
not get justice from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The trouble is he was not killed in the 
line of duty and under the Army. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He was killed as much in the line of duty 
as these Indians were. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh no; not at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator sees it that way, and he does 
not want to see it any other way, and he will not see it any 
other way. 5 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can not see it any other way than as the 
facts establish it. 

; Mr: TILLMAN. I dispute the Senator’s interpretation of the 
a 

Mr. McCUMBER. How is that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I dispute your interpretation of the facts. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The facts were so established before the 
Committee on Pensions. 

But I understand the Senator has no objection to the pending 
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bill. We will take up his bill any time he wants a rehearing 
before the Committee on Pensions, and if he can establish that 
his assertions are correct the Senate committee will be very 
glad to listen to him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On that understanding I will be very glad 
to let this bill go through, because I think the Senator from 
North Dakota will see this matter in a different light now that 
he has discovered concomitant aids to the Army who are pen- 
sionable. 

Mr. SPOONER obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has been recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
shall take just a moment, that the record may be correct. 

I think the Senator from North Dakota inadvertently made a 
response to the Senator from Massachusetts that ought at least 
to be qualified. I understood the Senator from North Dakota 
to say, in response to the Senator from Massachusetts, that de- 
pendent mothers were not pensioned. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I did not intend, at least, to say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are pensioned under the general 
law, and if a dependent mother were denied a pension at the 
Bureau under circumstances that appealed to the Committee on 
Pensions, of course a bill for her relief would be taken up 
precisely as any other bill would be. 

I simply want the record to stand correct in that regard. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am inquiring only for information. I 
should like to ask the Senator from North Dakota what the real 
relation of the Indians was to the military service. Does he 
claim _— they were mustered into the service of the United 
States 

Mr. McCUMBER. Under orders of the War Department, 
and also under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
that they should act under the orders of the Army, they did so. 
The report is here, but it is quite lengthy. Many telegrams are 
printed in the report, and there is other correspondence. The 
portion which I read from the letter of Secretary Noble I 
thought was sufficient 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not in the Chamber when that was 
read. They were, then, Indian police? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Indian police and commanded to respond 
to the orders of General Ruger, who was then in command; and 
they did so, and he ordered them to arrest Sitting Bull. The 
battle, in which some seven of them, I think, were killed, was a 
result of the attempt, and the successful attempt, to capture 
Sitting Bull and his band. 

Mr. SPOONER. That would not put them in the military 
service of the United States. But I make no point on that at all. 

I wish to ask the Senator a question. This bill gives a pen- 
sion to Mary Bullhead, Annie Shavehead, Mrs. Littleeagle, and 
one or two other widows. A long time has elapsed since this 
engagement, and I should like to inquire whether these ladies 
are still in a state of widowhood, or whether they have since 
been beguiled into matrimony? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand they have not been so be- 
guiled. 

Mr. SPOONER. They are still widows? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Have they been coerced? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Is there any evidence in the report to that 
effect? 

Mr. SPOONER. They are still widows? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the latest information we had on 
the subject. When this report was made they were widows. 
If they have been married since, it is without my knowledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. The presumption of law is, I suppose, that 
they are still widows? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That they still remain widows. It would 
be among white people, anyway. 

Mr. SPOONER. So much for that. I should like to ask the 
Senator whether these sons who are named here—I suppose 
they are still sons—are minors or adults? They were perhaps 
minors in 1890. Are they minors now? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Senator where he finds the word 
* Sons; what page? 

Mr. SPOONER (reading). “ Edward Armstrong, son of John 
Armstrong, deceased, late private, United States Indian police, 
„ Agency, N. Dak.” John Armstrong is in line 

page 2. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. I understand he himself was one of 
the Indian police, and, of course, was not a minor at the time. 
There were two Armstrongs, and it designates him particularly. 
There being another Armstrong, he is mentioned as the son of 
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John Armstrong. As I remember, he was among the police. It 
is simply descriptive of the individual, and nothing else. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is it? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it is not proposed to give a pension 
to childreh? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Not at all; only to the police. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator if it would 
not do just as well, in order to avoid a question which may be- 
come a troublesome one, and especially in its relation to the 
Indian Service, to appropriate a sum of money, to be expended 
from time to time under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Interior for the benefit of these people, as to put them 
regularly on the pension list? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The effect would be exactly the same—— 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. McCCUMBER. So far as the Indians are concerned. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In this report, on the last page 
and next to the last page, under date of March 5, 1892, Mr 
McLaughlin, the Indian agent, reports—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. What page? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The names will be found on the 
last page of the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I see that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That Jerome Shavehead, who 
is to be pensioned by this bill, was a son, at that time 16 years 
old. He would now be 28. And Henry Littleeagle was also 
another son, the son of James Littleeagle, and he was 16 years 
old at that time. He would be 28 now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Edward Armstrong? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Edward Armstrong was 10 
years old at that time. This was in 1892. This is 1905. He 
would be 23 now. 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend the Senator from North Dakota 
must be mistaken in his statement that they were all policemen, 
They would not have an Indian policeman 10 years old. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; John Armstrong was the 
policeman. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I know. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He was killed. Edward Arm- 
e eh who, in 1892, was 10 years old and now is 23 
years o 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Senator was under the impression 
that Edward Armstrong was the policeman and that he was 
characterized as the son of John Armstrong. It was simply 
the purpose to identify him. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand now that the bill 
covers anything but those who were policemen. The similarity 
of the names occurs on page 12, but as I now recollect it, it was 
simply to show the number and the names of the families of 
those who were killed. I do not understand that any names in 
the bill are the names of the dependent children. That is not 
my understanding. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a pension to John Armstrong, be- 
cause the bill shows that John Armstrong has departed this life. 

Mr. CULLOM. I appeal to my friend from North Dakota to 
let the bill go over until we can look at it further and bring it up 
again at some future time, There seems to be a great deal of 
confusion about the facts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before that is done I wish to say 
a word about it. I have a great deal of sympathy for the fami- 
lies of these Indian policemen who were killed, and I would be 
very glad if the Government would in some way make some 
substantial recognition or reward. But I do think it is very 
questionable whether we ought to pass a bill pensioning people 
who suffered under such circumstances, and their widows and 
children. If the bill is going over, I would ask that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions take into consideration the question whether 
we can not render suitable recognition and reward to these per- 
sons without making this precedent as to whom we will pension. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We already have the precedent. 

Mr. CULLOM. In view of what the Senator from Connecticut 
says, I think the bill had better go over for the present. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. If there is any objection, of course it will 
go over. It is before the Senate by unanimous consent, and ir 
any objection is made it will naturally go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to say simply one word in 
reference to the precedent. We are establishing precedents of 
that character every day in our special pension legislation. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know; pensioning nurses, 
scouts, teamsters, and wagon masters. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I am simply taking those who acted 
under the Army and under the orders of the Army and who 
lost life or became injured while acting in the service of the 
United States. There is a rule covering specifically those cases. 
ecg they could go direct to the Department and receive 
pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But this is passing a bill for 
a class. We had up here the other day a bill for the relief of 
telegraph operators who served in the civil war, proposing to 
declare them to be a portion of the Army. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; it did not declare them to be a por- 
tien of the Army. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator’s pardon; if 
he will look at the bill I think he will find that it does declare 
them to be a portion of the Army. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The bill could not make them a portion 
of the Army. It could not be retroactive and make them a por- 
— of the Army if they were not a portion of the Army at the 

e. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It declares them to have been a 
portion of the Army at the time. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the interest of ascertaining the exact facts 
in reference to these persons and that Senators may be sure 
about the facts I suggest that the bill go over. 

Mr. MoCUMBER. If there is objection, of course the bill 
will have to go over. 5 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not object to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not object to the bill either, but I object 
to its consideration now without a certain state of the case 
being known. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under objection, the bill goes 
over. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 16284. An act to transfer Fayette County from western 
to southern judicial district of Texas was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
— of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

III. 

There being no objectlon, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. We adjourned yesterday evening for want 
of a quorum during the consideration of a point of order as to 
the admissibility of the amendment of the committee, on page 
33, line 23, increasing the salary of the Civil Service Com- 
missioners from $3,500 to $4,000 each. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Berry] made the point of order. I think so far as 
I am concerned at least, and I have consulted with some other 
friends, that probably the Chair ruled correctly. I think in 
addition to that the Senate was of the same opinion by a consid- 
erable majority. I am not disposed to pursue the matter 
any further. If we can withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays the amendment may be disposed of according to the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. BERRY. That is entirely satisfactory. The Chair can 
just rule upon the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the call for the yeas and nays on the 
point of order upon the amendment be withdrawn. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The question is submitted 
to the Chair by the Senate whether the point of order made by 
the Senator from Arkansas, that the proposed amendment 
changes existing law and makes an appropriation for which no 
estimate had been made, shall be sustained. The Chair holds 
that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not contest the matter any further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therefore the amendment goes 
eut. If there be no further amendment, the question is on or- 
dering the amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent that one little 
amendment may be made where there was an error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent for the correction of a clerical error. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 109, line 18, the first word in the 
line, “inspectors” was not stricken out, nor was the word 
“ agents” put in, which was intended to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
word “ inspectors” will be stricken out and the word agents” 
inserted at the point indicated. 


Mr. CULLOM. It is simply to make the bill harmonious with 
another paragraph where that amendment was made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is agreed to. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


OMAHA NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of the bill (S. 1422) for the relief of the Omaha 
National Bank. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the bill may go over. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without prejudice. 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over without preju- 

ce. 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of March 2, 1895, entitled 
“An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national 
and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States,” was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The bill has been reprinted with certain amend- 
ments, and none of them are material. They are only to cor- 
rect the very incorrect wording of the bill as originally drawn. 
In the absence of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray], I ask 
that those amendments be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads will be read. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 5, after 
the word “or,” to insert the word “of;” in the same line, be- 
fore the word “in,” to strike out “deposited” and insert “de- 
positing ;” in the same line, after the word “or” where it 
occurs the second time, to insert “of seeking to have;“ in Tine 
7, after the words United States,” to strike out “or carried ;” 
on page 2, line 2, after the word “ to,” to strike out “(another) ;” 
in line 9, after the words “ United States,” to strike out “(in 
the United States) ;” in line 16, after the word “or” where it 
occurs the second time, to insert “shall;” in line 17, before the 
word “in,” to strike out “deposited” and insert deposit“ 
in the same line, after the word “ or,” to insert “ seek to have ;” 
on page 8, line 2, after the words “ United States,” to strike out 
“(to another in the same) ;” and in line 3, before the word 
“the,” to strike out “in” and insert “on conyiction for;“ so as 
to make the section read: 

d, sy That a o shall cause to 
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the sami cme Sy r of deposi —— hy the 
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for not more than two 
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‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 14, after 
the word “forty-four,” to strike out and;“ in line 17, after 
the word or,“ to Insert “ of the,” and in line 19, after the word 
“or” where it occurs the second time, to insert “of the;” so as 
to make the section read: 

Suc. 2. That — ee of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United 
States Revised Statutes, as amended, respectively, and the provisions 

2491 and 2492 of the United States Revised Statu and of 
sections 11, 12, and 13 of the act of Congress of October 1, 1890, en- 
titled “ Chapter 1244, an act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
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on imports, and for other 8 and all other provisions of law for 
the suppression of traffic or of the circulation of any such tickets, 
chances, shares, or interests in or other matter relating to lotteries, or 
for the suppression of traffic in or of the circulation of obscene books 
or articles of any kind, shall apply in support, aid, and furtherance of 
the enforcement of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 4, line 10, after 
the word “ lotteries,” to strike out “or;” in the same line, after 
the word “other,” to insert like;“ in the same line, after the 
word “schemes,” to strike out “or” and insert “ offering;” in 
line 11, after the word “ or” where it occurs the second time, to 
insert “ against,” and in line 12, after the word “ instruments,” 
to insert “in relation to said lotteries or games ;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 3. That oe eae contained shall be deemed to pa by 
implication sections 3894, 3929, or 4041 of tbe United States Revised 
Statutes, or ay part thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress 
of April 29, 1878, entitled “An act to prevent the sale of policy or lot- 
tery tickets in the District of Columbia,” nor any provisions of the act 
of Congress of September 19, 1890, entitled “An act to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other pur- 

es, nor any provisions whatsoever of the laws against the estab- 
fishment of lotteries, games, or other like schemes, offering prizes, or 
chances, or against the traffic in or circulation of tickets and other 
such panses or instruments in relation to said lotteries or games, or the 
publication of advertisements or notices in any wise relating thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the bill coming over as unfinished business, which is 
House bill 14749. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a consti- 
tution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; and to enable 
the people of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a consti- 
tution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment under 
consideration is the amendment on page 5, which was passed 
over. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “prohibit,” in line 8, page 
5, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the sale, barter, or giving away, except for mechan- 
ical, medicinal, or scientific purposes, of intoxicating liquors within that 

rt of said State heretofore known as the Indian Territory or other 

ndian reservations within said State, be prohibited for a period of ten 
years from the date of admission of said State, and thereafter until 
after the legislature of said State shall otherwise provide. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment, the Chair is 
informed, was passed over at the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gon- 
MAN] was the original objector to the amendment. Has the 
Senator something to say upon it? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not now. I called attention to this particu- 
lar amendment, but I understood some other Senator wanted to 
be heard upon it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then let it go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the amendment be passed over. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], I think, gave notice 
that he desired to make a speech embracing this very provision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Colorado wants to 
make a general speech, as I understand it. 

Mr. GORMAN. He does, and I also understood—I may be 
mistaken about it—that he wishes to be heard on this particular 
provision, which prohibits the sale of intoxicating liquors in one 
part of the State for ten years. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment may go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senate will pass it over for the 
present. 

Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that, in 
view of the illness of the Senator from Colorado and the ab- 
sence of one or two other Senators who, I understand, desire to 
discuss the bill, we go on and perfect the uncontested amend- 
ments and then postpone the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is, perhaps, some other Senator 
who desires to speak on some other phases or on the general 
policy of the bill to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand not. Owing to illness and ab- 
sence, two or three Senators who hoped or desired to talk on 
the bill are not prepared to speak to-day. Will it inconvenience 


o Konate to have the bill go over by unanimous consent until 
onday 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course that might be arranged. I un- 
derstand that the Senator from Colorado is happily conva- 
lescing. We have had the bill under consideration for ten days, 
with pretty continuous debate, except when we have been con- 
sidering amendments, rather to oblige the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Bate] than otherwise. We might at this juncture fix 
some time in the future for taking a vote. No immediate time 
is requested. The Senator will observe that I have up to this 
time not been at all insistent, but on the contrary have readily 
acceded to every request which has been made to me by the Sen- 
ator and by other Senators upon that side. It has been upon 
the understanding, of course, that we wish to have a reason- 
able discussion of the measure, and if a date some time in the 
future, no matter when, which suits the wisdom and conyeni- 
ence of the Senator, could be fixed, there is no reason why we 
should not go on with the other business of the Senate; but I 
would not want all the intervening time, as this is the unfin- 
ished business, simply wasted. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Indiana is, of course, 
very nice about the matter, as Senators always are in the con- 
sideration of measures of such importance from time to time, 
because of the absence of Senators. 1 myself did not desire to 
debate the bill, but I think there are three or four Senators who 
are yery anxious to make extended speeches on it. During 
their absence and the physical condition in which they are, I 
think it would be utterly impossible to fix a day for a final yote 
on the bill. I do not think the Senator would gain anything by 
it. As far as I know personally, there is only a desire to con- 
sider the bill fairly and to dispose of it in proper order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I so understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. When the Senator from Colorado and one or 
two others who are absent, shall have spoken, and those who 
favor the bill have been heard, I have no doubt there will be 
some termination of the question, and there ought to be, but I 
think it would be impracticable to try to reach an agreement 
to-day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have gone upon the assumption with- 
out any question of what the Senator has just stated, that there 
is a desire merely to have a full and reasonable discussion, 
after which a vote might be had. The Senator will bear me out, 
as I said a moment ago, that I have acted upon that assump- 
tion, and that no request has been made by the Senator, or by 
any Senator, which has not been instantly and gladly ac- 
ceded to. ` 

I was merely suggesting at this juncture, in view of the fact 
that the bill is before the Senate and the Senator who desires 
to address the Senate is ill, that no doubt there might be other 
Senators who want to speak. When I heard that that was not 
the case, it seemed after ten days of discussion as though it 
would not be unreasonable to suggest to the Senator that some 
future date for taking the vote might be fixed. But, of course, 
upon the Senator’s assurance that after a reasonable discus- 
sion there will be no difficulty in that, I do not know why we 
should unreasonably proceed. I have said to the Senator I 
would not want to agree that the bill be laid aside until Mon- 
day, but I am willing to agree that something else may now 
be taken up temporarily, such as pension bills, with which we 
can perhaps occupy to-day, and then to-morrow we can see 
where we are. I would not want the bill to go over until Mon- 
day, but I do not see why it should not go over to-day. 

Mr. BATE. I understand there has been an arrangement 
made for to-morrow. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; there was none. 
in error about that. To-morrow is open. 

Mr. BATH. I understood this morning.that there was an 
agreement to take up to-morrow bills from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that was not agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was objected to. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is quite right about that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it can be arranged so that the 
rest of the day may be occupied with other business of the Sen- 
ate, but I would not want to agree that the unfinished business 
sni be laid aside until Monday. Let us meet each day as it 
arises. 

Mr. GORMAN. The suggestion was made by the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia that to-morrow 
be given to the consideration of other matters, and that this bill 
be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was my understanding, but there 
was objection later and it was not made the order. 

Mr. CLAY. Let me say to the Senator from Indiana that I 
made inquiry last evening and this morning in regard to the 
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condition of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. He is 
stopping at the same hotel with me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no dispute about the Senator 
from Colorado, 

Mr. CLAY. One moment. The Senator from Colorado is at 
the same hotel where I am stopping, and I can say that there is 
no pessible chance for him to get here before Monday. He is 
improving. I say to the Senator that I believe we will gain time 
by letting this matter go over until Monday, and wait until the 
Senator from Colorado gets here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am always delighted 

Mr. CLAY. One moment. The Senator from Colorado is 
exceedingly anxious to be present. He has made inquiry in 
regard to the progress of the bill, and I believe we will gain 
time by letting the bill go over. I do not think wants 
to consume unnecessary time in debating the bill, but it would 
be improper, I think, to go ahead in his absence when he is so 
anxious to be here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 
that I myself, in charge of the bill, would protect the Senator 
from Colorado just as carefully as the Senator from Georgia 
would protect him. Indeed, the other day, when I observed the 
growing indisposition of the Senator from Colorado, I voluntar- 
ily suggested to him that he at once go home. We can take the 
bill up each day as we come to it. By not being willing to lay 
the unfinished business aside until Monday it does not mean, of 
course, that I am going to insist on the Senator from Colorado 
Speaking to-morrow. I certainly would be the last one to re- 
quire him under any circumstances, even if I had the power, to 
come down here when he is indisposed. Neither the Senator 
from Georgia nor any Senator has a higher regard nor 2 more 
affectionate feeling for that Senator than I. But I am now 
saying, in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land, that I think under the statement he has made the 
unfinished business might be temporarily laid aside until to- 
morrow, and then to-morrow, when 2 o’clock arrives, we can 
see what is wise to be done. As to what is the disposition of 
this side of the Chamber, I will assure the Senator that in the 
future as in the past there will be no unreasonable disposition 
upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is entirely satisfactory. 
glad to hear the Senator make that statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to say merely this—that I 
shall be very glad to let the unfinished business be laid aside 
from time to time so that whatever order of business does come 
up we may consider it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; laid aside temporarily, to be called 
up at any time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator will do that, and let us go 
on to-day with Senate bills on the Calendar. The time has ar- 
rived when, if the Senate bills are to be considered elsewhere, 
they must be acted upon here speedily. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is precisely the reason why I made 
the suggestion, understanding, as I did, the position of the Sena- 
tor on this subject, that it would not be unreasonable at this 
stage to fix some future day for voting on the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill 
will be laid aside temporarily, and that we proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bills on the Calendar, under Rule — 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator that the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. McCummer}]—— 

Mr. GORMAN. And pension bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from North Dakota desired 
that at 4 o’clock to-day the unobjected pension bills on the Cal- 
endar should be considered. Unless some other Senator has ob- 
jection to that course, I have none. The Senator from North 
Dakota is not now here. I understand that to be his desire. If 
I incorrectly state it, he can correct me when he gets back; and 
in the meantime—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
make that as an additional request to that proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I accept the suggestion, and ask that the Sen- 
ate temporarily lay aside the pending bill to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bills on the Calendar, up to 4 o’cloek, under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At which time we shall 


I am very 


to the 


proceed 
consideration of unobjected pension bills, in accordance with the 
desire of the Senator from North Dakota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
makes a request that the pending bill be laid aside temporarily 
until to-morrow, and that the Senate bills on the Calendar be 
taken up and considered until 4 o’clock. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule IX; after which 
time the pension. bills on the Calendar will be taken up and all 
the unobjected pension bills thereon be considered. Is there ob- 
jection to the proposition? The Chair hears none, and the Cal- 
endar is before the Senate. 


OLD POINT COMFORT IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1718) to compensate the Old Point Comfort Im- 
provement Company for the demolition and removal of the 
Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reservation at Old 
Point, Va., was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inguire if the report on that 
bill is an elaborate one? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It consists of sixteen pages. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any recommendation from either 
of the Departments in regard to the matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
indorsement of the Secretary of War on page 8 of the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Third indorsement.] 


War DEPARTMENT, July 3, 1902. 
Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Claims, United 
States Senate, invi attention to the preceding indorsement of the 
Judge-Advocate-Gene of io Army and to the S ADATE copies 


in a court either of est ag are nity fe 19 clear the Hyg 1 5 Such Comment 
a er w or ear 0 
has none. In the sense of having a claim fo bag agp ideration of 


Etrav Root, Secretary of War. 


Mr. SPOONER. By whom was the bill reported? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the Senator from New Jer- 
8 Kean] without amendment from the Committee on 

a 

Mr. SPOONER. I have been informed that the Hygeia 
Hotel was erected on that reservation with an agreement that 
it should be removed at the expense of the owners whenever 
the Government required it As the Senator who reported the 
bill is not present, I think the bill had better go over without 
losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice, if there be no objection. 


BERNARD W. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. Murray was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that bill ought to go over, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 


TALLEYRAND DESAIX MYERS. 


The bill (S. 1284) to restore to the active list of the Navy the 
name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers was announced as next in 
order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 
erases — — Pehe Ben miy 8 Eagna authorized, by and —.— —— 


t surgeon on the retired list list, to the active 
That the said Myers 2 lat of 


rily establish his mental, moral, ya 
siea cat LESS fitness to perform active 233 the pace to 
be restored to be determined by the Secret. 
5 recommendation with regard thereto b. 
provided further, That the said Myers shall be as additional to 
the number of the grade to which he may be restored, or at any time 
promo: 


Mr. SPOONER. I understand that bill was reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was; and its passage is recommended 
by the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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PURE-FOOD BILL. 

The bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulteration or mis- 
branding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. Ñ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If we are proceeding under Rule 
VIII, I do not think we can consider that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senate is proceeding under Rule IX. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As I have stated, if we are going 
to proceed under Rule VIII I do not think we can consider this 
bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition was to act 
under Rule IX upon Senate bills only; and this being a House 
bill, it will be passed over. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 


The bill (S. 4403) to amend “An act to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and March 2, 1903, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I move that that bill be passed over, leay- 
ing it in its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to inquire, as a matter of 
information—and I will address my inquiry to the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorsran]—as to whether we are now proceeding 
under Rule VIII or Rule IX? 

Mr.GORMAN. Under Rule IX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, if we are acting under Rule IX, 
a single objection would not carry a bill over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that he 
put the proposition to the Senate for the consideration of Senate 
bills on the Calendar under Rule IX, and that proposition was 
adopted. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. If the motion of the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. NewLanps] be carried, it will leave the bill in its 
place on the Calendar without prejudice. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Yes; if he makes the motion. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have made a motion to that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newxanps], that the bill he 
passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS BEFORE COMMISSIONERS. 


The bill (S. 159) to extend the provisions of section 5392 of 
the Revised Statutes to the preliminary examinations held be- 
fore a commissioner lawfully appointed by any court of the 
United States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes that the provisions’ of section 5399 of the Revised 
Statutes shall extend to every person who corruptly, or by 
threats or force, endeavors to influence, intimidate, or impede 
any witness or other person lawfully summoned before any com- 
missioner lawfully appointed by any court of the United States 
in the discharge of his duty, or corruptly, or by threats or force, 
obstructs or impedes, or endeavors to obstruct or impede, the 
due administration of justice before such commissioner. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment to add the following: 


That the provisions of section 5406 of the Revised Statutes shall ex- 
tend to all persons in any State or Territory who conspire to deter, by 
force, intimidation, or threat, any paty or witness or other person 
lawfully summoned before any commissioner lawfully appointed by an. 
court of the United States from obeying such summons, or from testi- 
fying to any matter pending before such commissioner, freely, fuily, 
and truthfully, or to injure such paw, or witness or other person, 
his person or property, on account of having so obeyed or testified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the 
provisions of sections 5399 and 5406 of the Revised Statutes to 
the preliminary examinations held before a commissioner law- 
fully appointed by any court of the United States.” 


GEORGE T. HAMILTON. 


The bill (S. 1353) for the relief of George T. Hamilton, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Claims with a sub- 
stitute, was announced as next in order. 

‘Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if we are going to 
consider this bill at this time, I suggest that there are very few 


Senators who have concluded to stay in the Chamber to listen 
to the reading of the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. And after the report has been read I think 
it will take some time to discuss the bill. The principle involved 
in the bill has always been repudiated here, and must of neces- 
sity be repudiated. It is, beyond any question, a case that 
calls for sympathy. I remember a case from New Hampshire, 
which was one of the most heartrending ever brought to my 
attention, and had I been able to do so, I should have paid the 
claim myself, but I could not vote for the Government to do so 
one of the precedent that would have been thereby estab- 

shed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the New Hampshire case 
was here a long time before I came into the Senate. I remem- 
ber the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] very carefully 
considered it. That was a case where soldiers fired directly 
upon citizens of New Hampshire, resulting in the most distress- 
ful suffering. That claim was never paid. 

Mr. President, this morning we had reached a case in iden- 
tical language with this, which went over, I suppose, under Rule 
VIII, under my objection. If it is necessary to make a motion 
that this bill shall go over, retaining its place, I will now make 
the motion that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the bill be passed 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONS TO FAMILIES OF INDIAN POLICEMEN. 


The bill (S. 3783) for the relief of the families of certain 
Indian policemen who were killed during the engagement at 
Sitting Bull’s camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1890, and for 
the relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded in said en- 
gagement, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a bill we had under consideration 
this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been already con- 
sidered, and went over on objection during the morning hour. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it require a motion to pass a bill over, 
Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to think 


So. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then I move that the bill be passed over 
for the present without losing its place on the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


B. JACKMAN. 


The bill (S. 3790) for the relief of B. Jackman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section.1, line 4, 
after the word “ pay,” to strike out “out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to B. Jackman, agent of the Maine Central Rail- 
road Company, Vanceboro, Me., the sum of $1,678.88, for refund of 
duties paid on 1,499 cases of condensed milk erroneously entered for 
consumption and shipped in transit through the United States to Daw- 
son, Yukon territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $1,678.88, for the purposes speci- 
fied in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that there is any objection 
to that bill, but I think it ought to be considered when the Sen- 
ator who reported it is present. If a refund of duties illegally 
exacted is claimed, I should like to be informed whether the 
duties were paid under protest. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BURNHAM], who reported the bill, is not present, 
and glancing rapidly through the report, I do not find the infor- 
mation I should like to have. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that in the re- 
port, alluding to a certain act, this language is found: 


In this act it Is provided that a written protest shall be filed with 
the collector within ten days after the erroneous payment of duty. 

In a letter dated July 25, 1899, from said attorney, Mr. Raymond, to 
Assistant Secretary Spaulding, it is stated that the Canadian Pacific 

nt at Vanceboro did call the attention of the deputy collector at 

anceboro to the error before the ten days’ limit expired and suggested 
that the Department at Washington be at once notified; that the 
de ae collector assured him that no such action was required, but 
told him to wait until an “export certificate” from San Francisco 
could be obtained and esent to the Department, when the du 
erroneously paid would refunded, and that the ten days’ limit 
not apply to cases of this kind. 


That answers the inquiry in part. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But there is more on that sub- 
ject in the report. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is very likely. I haye not had time 
to examine the entire report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The report shows that in fact 
no protest was made. The party tried to excuse the want of a 
protest on the ground that he told the deputy collector of the 
error, and that he understood from the deputy collector that a 
protest was not necessary, but the deputy collector says that he 
did not adyise him that a protest was not necessary. There 
was no protest made, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. If we go into the business of refunding 
duties illegally collected in the absence of protest, it will in- 
volve countless millions of dollars. It has always been the 
policy not to do it. I suggest that the bill go over, Mr. Presi- 
dent, until the Senator who reported it is present. It may be a 
proper bill to pass; I do not know. 

Mr. BURNHAM entered the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is now present. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire 
would make a concise statement of the facts relating to the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. BURNHAM. The report is a very brief one, and makes 
a very concise statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. What are the facts? Why was the duty an 
illegal duty? 

Mr. BURNHAM. The facts in brief are these: The goods 
were shipped from Canada by way of San Francisco to Dawson, 
in the Yukon territory, and by mistake at the port of Vance- 
boro, Me., the duty was collected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why were the goods not sent in bond? 

Mr. BURNHAM. I do not know. The mistake was made 
by the railroad agent and by the collector of the port, both of 
them supposing that the goods were going to San Francisco, 
when, as a matter of fact, they were going from one part of 
Canada, to Dawson, Yukon territory, in another part of Canada. 
The duty was collected through a mutual mistake on the part of 
the railroad agent and the collector of the port. 

Mr. SPOONER. They were improperly entered, then, at the 
port in Maine? 

Mr. BURNHAM. Yes. The goods were properly marked to 
Dawson, Yukon territory, but being sent by way of San Fran- 
cisco, a mistake was made in supposing that that was to be the 
final place of shipment. It was a mutual error, and it seemed 
to the committee that it should be rectified. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Department say about it? 

Mr. BURNHAM. I have not the report of the Department, 
and I do not have the correspondence before me; but the query 
should be, Whether in fact the goods were for San Francisco or 
for Dawson? It was ascertained by papers that were on file, 
and not disputed, that the goods were actually sent to Dawson 
and should not, of course, have paid duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will not such mistakes happen all the time 
if we enter upon this business? 

Mr. BURNHAM. It seems that this was a very unusyal 
ease. The railroad agent as well as the collector made the mis- 
take. The matter would have been disposed of probably at the 
time, except for the statement of the collector to the railroad 
agent, as soon as the mistake was discovered, that if they could 
get a certificate of export and send to the Department the 

_ duties would be refunded, and that the time limit within which 
the matter could be presented to the Government—I think there 
is a ten-day limit—would not apply. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did they get a certificate of export? 

Mr. BURNHAM. ‘They sent for it, but the certificate was not 
sufficient. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will be 
willing that the bill shall go over, in order that the matter may 
be examined. It is important. 

Mr. CLAPP. May I have a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. CLAPP. While I do not now remember the details ex- 
actly, we examined the bill very carefully at the time it was 
being considered by the committee, and we were thoroughly 
satisfied of its merit. 

Mr. BURNHAM. As I have said, the duty was paid under a 
mutual mistake. It was a mistake of the collector as well as 
of the railroad agent. The goods were marked for Dawson, 
and, as a matter of fact, they went to Dawson. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not challenge the accuracy of the state- 
ment that it was a mistake; but I served a good many years 
upon the Committee on Claims when I was formerly a member 
of the Senate, and we had to guard such bills all the time, espe- 
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cially in such cases as this, because of the effect of the prece- 


dent. I remember one case where it was admitted that there 
was no earthly question that the Government had illegally ex- 
acted, as a condition of the withdrawal from the custom-house 
of certain goods, the payment of duties, but no protest had 
been made, as in this case none has been made. That seemed 
to be a proper case, and I was very clear that we should report 
favorably upon it; but upon a reference of the matter to the 
Department and a conversation with Mr. Sherman, who at that 
time was a member of the Senate, it became obvious that the 
passage of that bill would constitute a committal by Congress 
to a principle which would involve a hundred million dollars to 
the Government in the way of other refunds of illegally exacted 
duties that had been paid without protest. Where there is a 
protest the law provides a remedy without the intervention of 
Congress. The facts are ascertained and judgment rendered 
accordingly. 

I submit to the Senator that it would be, I think, necessary 
to refer this case to the Department for the ascertainment from 
the files of the Government of the facts which should be con- 
sidered by the Senate. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I do not know what particular facts the 
Department could furnish to the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any statement by the collector? 

Mr. BURNHAM. There is a statement by the collector that 
bears upon the question whether or not the collector misled the 
railroad agent by what he said with reference to the export cer- 
tificate. The collector gave the railroad agent, the party repre- 
senting the claimant, to understand that if he would get an ex- 
port certificate from San Francisco showing that the goods were 
shipped from there on the way to Dawson that would be suffi- 
cient and the Government would refund the duty; but during 
the delay occasioned by his efforts to get the certificate the time 
limit for protest had passed. Then, as I understand, the Goy- 
gre said the time limit had expired and a refund could not 

e made. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a conflict between the statements 
of the railroad agent and of the collector. 

Mr. BURNHAM. There is a conflict to some extent, but the 
committee were satisfied that the shipper understood that the 
exper certificate would be sufficient to allow the refund of the 
duties. 

Mr. SPOONER. One trouble is that the procedure under the 
law is perfectly plain. The goods might have been shipped in 
bond and the difficulty would have been avoided; but if the 
shipper considered that the duties had been illegally collected, 
he was bound to know that it would be necessary for him to 
enter his protest. The law on the subject is clear. If the lia- 
bility of the Government to refund is to be dependent upon an 
understanding or misunderstanding between a citizen and the 
officer, there would be no limit to these cases. If we should 
release a man from the common obligation to know what the 
law is governing the transaction of such business, and remit it 
to a mere matter of conversation between him and an official, 
where would we land? 

Mr. BURNHAM. It seemed to the committee simply a mis- 
take in which the collector, the representative of the Govern- 
ment, was at fault as well as the shipper, and that the collect- 
or’s statements were misleading, as the committee understood. 

Mr. SPOONER. The representative of the Government says 
he was not at fault. 

Mr. BURNHAM. Well, he made statements—I can not now 
quote them—to the effect, as I say, that if the shipper did a cer- 
tain nes if he procured a certificate, he would then be pro- 
tect 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I certainly do not wish to 
make any opposition to this bill unless the public interest clearly 
requires it, but I hope that it will not be regarded as offensive 
at all if I move that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
I should like to look further into it. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I am very sure when the Senator has ex- 
amined it fully he will concur with the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be, but I should like to have the 
bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FUR-SEAL FISHERIES CLAIMS, 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, there is a bill on the Calendar 
which has been before the Senate several times and laid aside 
without prejudice, which I ask unanimous consent to have taken 
up and considered at this time. It is Senate bill 3410. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks 
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unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3410) to extend to citizens of the 
United States who were owners, charterers, masters, officers, 
and crews of certain vessels registered under the laws of the 
United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claims 
were rejected because of the American citizenship of the claim- 
ants, or of one or more of the owners, by the international com- 
mission appointed pursuant to the convention of February 8, 
1896, between the United States and Great Britain, the relief 
heretofore granted to and received by British subjects in respect 
of damages for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, or both, 
or for damnifying interference with the vessels or the voyages 
of vessels engaged in sealing beyond the 3-mile limit, and be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance with 
the judgment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris, in its award 
of August 15, 1893, and so that justice shall not be denied to 
even citizens which has been so freely meted out to British 
su 
Mr. FULTON. The bill has been read, Mr. President, all the 
amendments which have been reported by the committee have 
been disposed of, and there are no pending amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Oregon that the bill named by him be 
taken up for consideration? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I think the junior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Dottiver] desires to be heard on this bill, and 
I should dislike to have it considered in his absence. I myself 
383 no objection to the consideration of the bill at this time, 

ut 

Mr. FULTON. I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sroonrer] desires to make some observations on the bill. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorttver] has gone into the Marble 
‘Room. He told me, however, that he would be in the Chamber 
in a few minutes. I will send out for him. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The junior Senator from Iowa is the one I 
had in mind. 

Mr. FULTON. As I say, I think he stepped into the Marble 
Room. I will send for him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We had this bill under discus- 
sion somewhat the other morning, Mr. President. It will take 
considerably more discussion before it is disposed of, and there 
will be a full Senate required when it is disposed of. There- 
fore I think it had better go over. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. Does the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut move that the bill be passed over without 
prejudice? i 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do, if that is necessary. It 
seems to be a new practice in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is necessary to make such a 
motion, the Chair believes. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. If there is no objection, I should like to have 
it appear that the bill goes over without prejudice. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, yes, Mr. President. When- 
ever it can be taken up I am ready to discuss the matter fur- 
ther. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will so appear. 
CHARLES B. HOOPER. 


The bill (S. 535) for the relief of Charles R. Hooper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any soner in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $50 per month for sixty months to Charles R. 

ooper, or his heirs. And there is hereby See out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sufficient sum to 
make said payments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, we might just as 
well have it out on one of these cases and have a vote of the 
Senate by yeas and nays as to whether the Government is 
going to acknowledge itself to be liable for these claims. Here 
was a man, a workman in a forge shop in the District of 
Columbia, who was struck in the left eye with a piece of steel. 
Whether it was his own fault or anybody’s fault does not 
appear here, so far as I can see. Where the piece of steel 
came from that hit him in the eye and destroyed his sight does 
not appear. But simply because he was a workman in a forge 
shop of the Government and a piece of steel flew into his eye 
and put it out it is proposed to make this payment to him. 


I do not want to discuss the bill, but I do propose to have a 
vote on it, and I desire to record my vote against it. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, so far as concerns the question 
of the manner in which this accident occurred and this man’s 
responsibility for it, it seems to me it is covered by the recom- 
mendation of the committee that the bill be passed. 

On the general question whether we shall pay any claims of 
this kind, I may say that I would just as lief have it settled 
now as at any other time. Personally I should vote for the 
bill, having been authorized by the committee to report it, but 
I am rather adverse to the idea of the Government being held 
for claims of this character. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 
I was in error. I had not read the report. I see the report 
says: 

While so engaged, a fellow-workman was striking a piece of steel, 
from which a small piece flew and struck the left eye of said Charles 
R. Hooper. 

I see I was mistaken as to that. 

Mr. CLAPP, Does the Senator from Connecticut want to 
bring up the question whether the Government should pay in 
such cases? 

Mr, McCOMAS. Mr. President, I happen to know of this 
case and to know this man. I have great sympathy with the 
desire to watch carefully any attempt to make the Government 
liable for all sorts of mishaps. This case passed the House, 
and I happened to read the debate, because I knew the man. 
There was, I think, convincing evidence that the injury to 
this man’s eye, causing the loss of one eye and endangering 
the sight of the other, was the result of the negligence of a 
fellow-workman who, without intent, but rather carelessly, 
when this man was taking some part in the work, dropped 
the hot metal at such a time and in such a way as Hooper 
had no right to expect or believe. Each had been there for 
years; Hooper, I believe, for very many years, probably ten 
or twelve. He was entirely without fault, but he certainly 
has lost one eye, and he may lose the other. 

The case, I remember, was quite fully debated in the last House. 
The House passed the bill after debate. It came here, The 
bill failed in the last Congress. If the Government is to say 
that in no case will it compensate a man who, while doing his 
duty and without negligence, suffers an injury which is a 
life hurt, a serious hurt to him, I think perhaps this is hardly, 
a good case in which to make the test. 

I understand the Senator from Connecticut has since looked 
into the case and, if I am right about it, does not wish 
press a vote on the pending bill. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, yes; we might as well 
have the question settled as to whether the Government is 
to be liable for damages if a man meets with an accident in 
its employ or when something that a fellow-workman does, 
which is not shown to be negligent or careless in any way, 
causes the injury. We might just as well take a vote on it 
and make a precedent, and then we shall know what to do 
in the future. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of course what has been done has been 
done, and I have not the slightest idea that the vote on any 
one claim will make a precedent which will control in any 
other case. It will be just the passing action with respect to 
a particular bill. 

This man has just the case I have stated. He was a worthy 
workman, employed by the Government for years, and without 
any want of care on his part, while performing his duty, he 
received the injury. A piece of steel went into his eye and 
caused the loss of the eye and may make him blind. The 
bill appropriates $50 a month for sixty months to Charles R. 
Hooper, and it does not make a lump sum appropriation. I 
think that is the effect of the Senate amendment. I hope 
that the bill for the relief of this poor fellow may not be made 
a test case, although, of course, I recognize that any man’s 
case may be made so. 

Mr. PERKINS (Mr. MALLORY in the chair). Mr. President, 
I know nothing about the merits of this particular case, I 
doubt not that the statement made by the Senator from Mary- 
land is correct in every respect. The amendment reported by 
the Senate committee proposes that the beneficiary shall receive 
$50 a month for sixty months in compensation for the injury 
he has received, which is the loss of an eye. 

It seems to me, notwithstanding the objection of my friend 
the Senator from Connecticut—and there is no one for whose 
good judgment I have greater respect—that the Government 
should deal as liberally, as justly, as fairly with its employees 
as does a private company or a private corporation. 

I have been engaged for many years in the transportation 
business—in the steamship business, We have no law that com- 
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pels us to care for those who are injured in our employ. In- 
deed, the Government provides a marine hospital where seamen 
are supported and cared for, receiving surgical aid and medicine 
when they are sick or suffering from injuries. But there never 
has been a case that came to my knowledge during the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of that company where one was perma- 
nently injured and had a family or others dependent upon him 
for support that the company did not make an allowance to him 
of so much a month for a certain period of time. 

I think the same rule prevails on many of the railroads and 
among many of the factories of our country. It is a just, a 
humane, and, I believe, a wise provision, and I have already in- 
troduced at this session of Congress a bill providing that under 
certain conditions those who are injured while working for the 
Government in the nayy-yards of the country, in the machine 
shops—injured not by their own carelessness, but by those acci- 
dents that occur among mechanics and workmen in every voca- 
tion of life—shall receive for a certain period of time a fixed 
sum. Call it a pension if you please. It is simply compensating 
them that they may not be dependent upon charity for their ex- 
istence during the time when they are suffering from an injury 
which they have received in the performance of their duty. 

I am ready to follow my friend the Senator from Connecticut 
on almost every proposition, but in this case I ean not. We 
have come to the parting of the roads, and I believe if he con- 
siders this matter carefully he will vote for a measure whereby 
those who are injured in the employ of the Government, in the 
navy-yards and in the machine shops and elsewhere, may be 
properly provided for. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Do I understand the Senator 
from California to claim that whenever any accident occurs, 
where there is no negligence shown on the part of the Govern- 
ment, or even on the part of a fellow-workman, the Government 
is bound to compensate the person who receives the injury? 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe, Mr. President, the Government, 
which can not be sued in any court, should be as just and 
should be made as liable, after a commission has found certain 
facts, as a private corporation or company would be in a court 
of justice. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But does the Senator claim 
that a private corporation would be liable to a workman who 
was accidentally injured, without negligence on the part of the 
corporation or negligence shown on the part of a fellow- 
workman? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am aware, of course, that in most of the 
States of the Union a company is not liable for injuries which 
may be received by an employee through the carelessness of a 
fellow-workman. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not putting it there. If 
we are to part company, we want to know on what we part. I 
understand the Senator’s proposition to be that every person 
who is injured accidentally when in the employ of another per- 
son ought to be compensated by that person, though there is no 
negligence shown on the part of anybody, and it is purely acci- 
dental. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is what I understood. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is too broad a statement. I do say that 
the Government should be as liable for damages and should 
deal as justly with those who are in its employ as a company 
or a private corporation. 

With respect to this bill, we are to pass it upon its merits. I 
see, by a cursory reading of it, that this man was employed 
in the machine shop in Washington, D. C., and he receiyer a 
permanent injury, such as not one of us would take a hundred 
thousand dollars or a million dollars and suffer. By this bill 
it is merely proposed to compensate him to the extent of $3,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This bill says it was an acci- 
dent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Almost everything that occurs to us is the 
result of an accident. My friend may walk out and slip on the 
siGewalk and break an arm or a leg, and it is an accident. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What I want to know is 
whether the Senator proposes to yote for this bill on the 
ground that a workman employed by the Government, sustain- 
ing an accident while in such employment, ought to be compen- 
sated by the Government? 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee have investigated this case. 
They have heard the testimony. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, well. 

Mr. PERKINS. They reported favorably an it; and I am 
prepared in this instance to follow the report of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator who reported it 
says he is not satisfied as to the propriety or wisdom of adopt- 
ing such a bill and making such a precedent. 

Mr. CLAPP obtained the floor. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I introduced this bill. I remember dis- 
tinctly that I read the debate in the House before I introduced 
the bill, and the statement was made by those there, who 
seemed to have a full report of the facts, which is not accessi- 
ble in the present report—it was reported in the House a few 
years ago—and the statement was several times repeated, that 
the injury happened in an unexpected manner; that it happened 
in a way which ordinarily the fellow-servant would not have a 
right to expect it would happen, and that there was some care- 
lessness on the part of the person who -hit the hot metal, 
whereby this man, who-had been in no wise negligent or lacking 
in care, suffered injury. 

It seems to me it is not well or wise that in the case of an 
humble and industrious blacksmith, working for the Government 
at a forge, the extreme rigidity of the rule with respect to 
injury by the act of a fellow-servant should be applied by the 
Government of the United States. There are commonwealths 
that have modified the rule. Railroads have been required in 
some respects to submit to a milder rule, where a servant is in- 
jured, and injured by the act of a fellow-servant. Certainly 
it can not happen that every day one man helping another man, 
striking metal, loses an eye by it. In this case the eye of the 
beneficiary of this bill was put out. I do not want to mislead 
the Senate, but I confess frankly that I have not a distinct and 
clear recollection of all the statements I heard in this case, nor 
have I a distinct and clear recollection of all that was said in 
this case by men who vouched for what they said. 

But I want to say that the impression made on my mind be- 
fore I introduced this bill, after it had passed the House, was 
that there was evidence tending to show the negligence of the 
fellow-employee. I have forgotten his name, if I ever knew it. 
Probably I did. I think that must have influenced the Senate 
committee, I think it must have influenced the House, which 
passed the bill. It failed in the Senate the last time. 

I submit that in the case of this honest and industrious black- 
smith, where the compensation is simply the payment of a sum 
of money for a limited time, it is not wise or necessary, nor is 
it the time to press the rigid application of the rule that a man 
injured in working for the Goyernment is to be set adrift with- 
out any compensation upon the doctrine of fellow-servant. I 
think this case might pass. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] is a very careful legislator; he is a learned 
lawyer; he was a very able judge, and he has made a splendid 
Senator. He has impressed me with the feeling that if it were 
not simply a matter of sympathy with him he would not be 
found either introducing or supporting this proposition. He 
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Sympathizes with this man, whom he knew. I do not know him, 


but I sympathize with him as warmly as it is possible for me 
to do. But we are not here simply to be guided by our sym- 
pathies. As I had occasion to say the other day, we are not 
here voting our own money. We are here as trustees, holding 
the purse in which is the money of the people, gathered in for 
governmental purposes under many laws. 

The Senator talks about fellow-servant. There is no law re- 
lating to the liability of an employer growing out of the fellow- 
servant doctrine that is applicable at all to this bill, as the re- 
port states the case. It may that the Senate and the House 
will yet come to adopt the principle that the Government, em- 
ploying millions of men in one service and another, shall be 
liable as under the common-law rule which governs liability 
because of the negligence of a fellow-servant. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is right. Let us 
meet that as a general proposition, for, when it comes, it will be 
a revolution of the system which has prevailed from the founda- 
tion of the Government. 

But this case is no such case. There is no pretense in this 
case that the Government was negligent. There is no pre- 
tense that it was negligent in respect of adequate and proper 
equipment. There is no pretense that it was negligent in the 
employment of an incompetent or unfit servant—none at all. 
Under no law that I know of would any private corporation, 
steamship or other, be liable in a court of justice, because. there 
is neither negligence on the part of the employer, nor upon the 
part of the man who was injured, nor upon the part of the man 
who injured him. 

So far as this case is made to appear by the report of the 
committee, it is a case of pure accident—nothing else, nobody 
being at fault. If we shall do this in the case of the black- 
smith, why not in the case of the carpenter; why not in the 
case of all the men who work in the navy-yard; why not as to 
the men who work on our ships at sea; why limit it to any 
class of employees of the Government? Why single out one 
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person and pay money to him as a matter of kmdness, of gen- 
erosity, or from the standpoint of sympathy or sentiment, for, 
after all, it is sympathy? Shall we do that in all cases where 
an employee of the Government, without fault on the part of 
the Government, without any fault upon his own part, without 
fault upon the part of those with whom he is working, is by an 
There are some—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit 
me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If we enter upon that policy, so far as 
the Government is concerned, why should not the employer of 
labor likewise be held responsible? 

Mr: SPOONER. The employer of labor would not be liable 
in any court in any such case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Neither would the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Neither would the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what I say. 

Mr.SPOONER. Why single out this case? 

I say to the Senator from Maryland, Shall it be done in all 
such cases? He will not say yes. But in the vast number of 
employees of the Government injuries akin to this, originating 
not in this precise way always, but in others quite as natural 
and quite as inevitable, are liable to occur. I expect some- 
where in the United States, among our army of employees, 
something akin to it happens every day. 

Now, let us have a rule about it. If this is a good case for 
an appropriation—and it never has been so considered hith- 
erto—all of them are good cases for similar appropriations. 
The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] while engaged in 
this business might extend the bill which he has drawn, which, 
I understand, extends the rule of the common-law liability of 
the employer for injuries received through the negligence of a 
fellow-servant to the Government. Am I right about that? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Secretary of the Navy during the past 
six years has recommended a measure similar to that which I 
have indicated. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. That where people have been engaged in 
the employ of the Government in the navy-yards and are in- 
jured a commission shall be appointed to determine whether 
it was the result of their own negligence or that of a fellow- 
workman or by some imperfection in the machinery furnished 
by the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator's bill limited to navy-yards? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because I am on the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and I thought I had all I could undertake at this session 
of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. I commend the Senator to be as just and 
generous to the employees of the Government not in the navy- 
yards as to those who happen to be engaged in the navy-yards. 
Why not enlarge the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the principle is correct. I think the 
Government—I reiterate that which I have stated before 
should be as just to its employees, whether in the Navy, the 
Army, or any department of the Government, as a private cor- 
poration or a private company, as my friend the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be if this man had been injured in his employ. 
I venture the assertion that if he had been, he would have com- 
pensated him more than is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the argumentum ad hominem. 

Mr. PERKINS. Nevertheless it is an appeal to one’s human 
Sympathy. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I might do as between my employee 
and myself I would do with my own money, not with the Sena- 
tor’s, and we are here voting the money of other people. We 
stand between the people and an improvident or improper ex- 
penditure. It is not this case that I am talking about, but all 
similar cases involving the expenditure of public money. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
in justice to myself that I have never voted for a measure ap- 
propriating the Government’s money that I would not have 
voted the same way were it my own individual money. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not intimate the contrary. 

Mr. PERKINS. Therefore if it is an error at all it is an 
error of judgment and not of the heart. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not intimate to the contrary. Whether 
the rules shall be changed and the Gevernment shall be made to 
stand as to its employees upon the doctrine of common-law lia- 
bility growing out of the relation of servants and employers is 
a very large proposition, not to be disposed of simply upon sym- 
pathy or the popularity of the proposition, but it is to be met by 
the Senate and the House and disposed of with reference to the 
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interests of the Government and the people. Up to this date the 
Government has never been made an insurer of the care and the 
skill of its vast army of employees. i 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me just one word? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator states what is the rule as a mat- 
ter of course. Few people injured in the Government service 
have ever been provided for, but that has not been universally 
the case. In cases of loss of sight or being maimed for life the 
Government has provided for not only those in the employment 
of the navy- yards, but those in employment in this Capitol. 

There are two or three cases I have now in mind where men 
were performing some service and they were maimed and Con- 
gress made an exception in their favor. A man broke an arm or 
lost an arm at the other end of the Capito], and an employee of 
the Senate, while in the performance of duty, lost his life by the 
negligence of workmen. Another case I recall is that of an em- 
pleyee of the Senate who, through an accident, caused not by 
his fault, was maimed for life. He was provided for. We pro- 
vided for both men and women in the navy-yard in that great 
disaster where they had an explosion; we have provided for 
them in the civil branch; we provided for them in the case of 
the Ford’s Theater disaster. But these were exceptional cases, 
where they have been maimed for life and where they had no 
legal right to claim it. Congress has in all those cases provided 
for them. Here is a poor man, probably maimed for life, and it 
is rendered impossible for him to get a livelihood. It is on all 
fours with the cases which have heretofore been provided for, 
and it is given not as a right but as a donation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I see that the two Senators from Maryland 
are unanimous on this particular bill. I suppose that is natural. 
All the cases mentioned by the Senator from Maryland were 
eases of negligence. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not all; but the result of accidents that were 
unavoidable. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Ford’s Theater disaster was 
certainly a case of negligence. It was put on that ground. 

Mr. GORMAN. Les, that case; but take the case I refer to in 
this Capitol, when an explosion of gas occurred, and we made 
provision for the sufferers. Where the disaster was extraordi- 
nary and they were maimed for life or it was made impossible 
for them to earn a livelihood, it was given in the shape of a 
donation. 

While I do not know this applicant and never heard of him 
until I read the bill in the Senate to-day, I have no doubt from 
the statement made that it is one of the cases which come under 
that rule. It is a small matter, and it is not establishing a 
precedent. Therefore I do trust the Senator will permit the bill 


to pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mattory in the chair). 
The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
me fer a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. When I called the attention of the Senate 
to this particular case it escaped my mind for the moment that 
one who is in deep touch with the people of the country, as 
was evidenced in the recent Presidential election, has given ex- 
pression on this very same subject-matter. Therefore, with the 
Senator’s permission, I desire to read the following short ex- 
tract from the message of the President of the United States, 
on page 3: 

The wage-workers are peculiarly entitled to the protectiom and the 
encouragement of the law. From the very nature of their occupation 
railroad men, for instance, are Hable to be maimed in doing the Tegiti- 
mate work of their profession, unless the railroad companies are 
required by law to make ample provision for their safety. The Ad- 
ministration has been zealous in enforcing the existing law for this 
purpose. That law should be amended and strengthened. Wherever 
the National Government has power there should a stringent em- 
ployer’s liability law, which should apply to the Government itself 
where the Government is an employer of labor. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the language of the 
President in this official message to Congress echoes the senti- 
ment I gave expression to, and which is very near to my heart, 
because I believe it to be just and right. I think the President 
is right. I think he is in touch properly with the people on 
this question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the recommendation of the 
President did not escape my memory if it did the memory of 
the Senator from California. I look upon that, of course, as 
just what it is, the opinion of the President, properly commu- 
nicated to Congress, as to a change which he conceives ought 
to be made in the laws of the United States. Of course that is 
persuasive and entitled to earnest and respectful consideration, 
But when the time comes to act upon it I hope to be able to 
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remember that the question for me to consider is what, after a 
thorough and faithful study, my judgment is about it as a Sen- 
‘ator acting under oath and a member of a coordinate and in- 
dependent branch of the Government. 

When the time comes, I may vote for that proposition, after 
carefully considering it, and I suppose the Senator may do so 
before carefully considering it. I may not see my way clear to 
vote for it. It does not arise upon this bill in any view of it. 
The next bill to this is just like this bill. These are not isolated 
cases. I know of a number in this city who are similarly sit- 
uated. I know some one who has been helped privately from 
sympathy who is similarly situated. The question is not this 
particular bill, but whether we should go into this business as a 
rule. If we do it in one case, we ought to do it in all. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Just a moment and I will be through. I 
realize that in the face of such appeals—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Pardon me for just a moment. It is an un- 
gracious office to oppose such a measure, and I want to be 
relieved by the Senator from South Carolina (I would not 
under the circumstances choose the Senator from California), 
but I should like to be relieved from further exercising the 
function of a “watchdog of the Treasury“ this afternoon. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, without reference to this par- 
ticular bill the Committee on Claims, which reported this and a 
very, very few other similar bills, does not undertake to establish 
any precedent or to overturn any precedent already established. 
There are innumerable bills of personal injury that come before 
that committee, and nearly all of them are passed upon un- 
favorably. But there are some that appeal, not only to our 
sympathies, but to our love of justice, and they appear in a 
way that the committee believe them entitled to favorable con- 
sideration, and that relief should be afforded by the Government 
to in some measure compensate for their great loss. 

I dare say that out of the number of claims that we refuse 
to pass favorably upon in that committee there are many which 
any member of the committee would cheerfully acknowledge 
were claims upon his pocket, as well as sympathy, if he were in 
business and the injured person in his employ. 

Similar bills have passed this Congress and in prior Con- 
gresses. Possibly some have passed that ought not to pass. It 
is my belief that a great many have not passed which ought to 
pass. I recall two or three passed in the first session of this 
Congress. It is not a matter of precedent. It is a matter of 
gratuity, if you wish to put it that way, though it be only a 
matter of partial compensation for great personal harm suf- 
fered by the claimant. The Government does not assume by 
payment that it is legally responsible. When it pays one it 
does not agree that it will pay another. ` 

It is simply that where a case is strong enough to appeal to 
the judgment and conscience of ‘Congress a gratuity is allowed. 
Our laws have recognized gratuities and our courts also, and 
that the Government may appropriate and pay sums that, 
strictly speaking, are a gratuity. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am unfortunate inasmuch 
‘as I am here in the attitude of making comparisons. I recall 
a case in my own personal knowledge. When the Government 
began work on the Charleston jetties they leased a quarry 3 
miles from where I live. Many of the employees of the Gov- 
ernment were people whom I knew. Among them was one 
who was employed to run the engine for hoisting. By some 
explosion either of dynamite or through some accident (I have 
forgotten the details) that man had one eye put out and his 
hand so lacerated that he can not use it, and his arm was 
broken. I have tried three or four times to get through a bill 
for his relief, but I could not find any of that milk of human 
kindness which seems to have settled down here. I do not 
want to get up an Irish bull of a simile, but anyhow the present 
Committee on Claims is immersed in the milk of human kind- 
ness, and we are gratuitously distributing money contrary to 
the usage heretofore and the technical construction of the rights 
of individuals under such circumstances. 

I notice another thing. This claim is ten years old. This 
man happened with this misfortune in 1894, and, while the bill 
as originally introduced provides for $5,000, the committee is 
so gracious and kindly and so humanitarian in its aspirations 
and feelings that it proposes to give ‘him 830,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS and Mr. PERKINS. Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Fifty dollars a month for sixty months. I 
beg your pardon. All right; it is $3,000. Why do you not say 

_ $8,000 in the bill? I made just a little miscalculation in arith- 
metic. I thought possibly I might get some recognition of the 


Gaim of my old friend down there, who is not limping through 
life, but he is blind In one eye. That is not an obstruction to 


working; I do a little work with one eye; but still when the 
claim came to this committee it never would look at any bill I 
introduced for his relief. Why these discriminations? Why not 
have a general law providing for the compensation of Govern- 
ment employees under certain circumstances and lay down a 
general rule? Why leave it to the whims and generosity, so to 
speak, of this or that committee? 

17 3 Will the Senator from South Carolina per- 
mit me 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. I am asking the question of 
some one. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In this case this man has had a bill in the 
Senate and House ever since the time of the injury. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have had my bill here three or four times 
and I never could get the committee to even squint at it, much 
less look at it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This man has now been waiting for eleven 
years, and if he would have to wait until a general bill were 
passed he would be much older. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not want a general bill; I want the spe- 
cific bill which I introduced and for which I could not get any 
consideration. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator can not get his own bill passed 
he ought to help to get this measure through. 

Mr, TILLMAN. I do not believe in making flesh of one and 
fowl of another; and if I can not get compensation for a South 
Carolinian whose eye was put out while he was working for the 
Government I do not want a man from Maryland or Virginia, or 
from anywhere else, to get compensation for injury under the 
same circumstances. I object to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 
se TILLMAN. I object to its consideration, if I am still in 

e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will have to move 
that the bill be laid aside. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg pardon; I thought we were taking 
unobjected bills. 25 X ne 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. All right; then I will introduce a bill imme- 
diately and will hope to have its favorable consideration, and I 
will expect to have the two Senators from Maryland to be my 
right and left bowers when I seek to get something from the 
Government as 4 gratuity for my old friend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina make any motion? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I do not make any motion. Let the bill 
go through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amend- 
ment proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
it was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 
As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. Tartarerro’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO] is unavoidably absent from the 
Senate to-day. He is paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money]. I am informed that he would vote the same way as I 
propose to vote, and I therefore feel at liberty to vote. I vote 
“ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to ask If the junior Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Sronre] has voted on this proposition. 
I haye just come into the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS). The Chair is 
informed that he has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am paired with that Senator, 
and I refrain from voting. : 

Mr. CLAPP (after having voted in the affirmative). Obsery- 
ing the absence of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Star- 
MONS], with whom I am paired, I wish to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mo- 
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ENERY]. 


I transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. PLATT] and 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask if the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLANDs] has yoted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 


from Nevada. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dusots] is absent on official business and that he is 
paired with the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. BATE. I announce that my colleague [Mr. Carmack] is 
absent and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner]. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] and I vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 22, as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Algor Depew Gorman Morgan 
Allee Dillingham Hansbrough Perkins 
Bacon Dolliver Heyburn Stewart 
Blackburn Foraker McComas Warren 
Burnham Foster, La. McCreary Wetmore 
Clay Fulton Martin 

NAYS—22, 
Ankeny Dryden Knox Pettus 
Bard Gallinger Latimer Platt, Conn. 
Bate Gamble cee Proctor 
Cullom Hopkins McCumber Tillman 
Daniel . Cean Mallory 
Dietrich Kittredge Nelson 

NOT VOTING—45, 

Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Hawley Platt, N. Y. 
Allison Cockrell Kearns uarles 
Bailey Crane Lon, cott 
Ball Culberson MekEne Simmons 
Berry Dick McLaurin moot 
Beveridge Dubois Millard Spooner 
Burrows Elkins Mitchell Stone 
Burton Fairbanks Money Taliaferro 
Carmack Foster, Wash. Newlands eller 
Clap 85 — Overman 
Clarke, Ark. Gibson Patterson 
Clark, Mont. Hale Penrose 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote develops the fact that 
there is not a quorum voting. 
Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the 


roll be called. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators re- 


sponded to their names: 


Alger Daniel Gorman Millard 
Ales Depew Heyburn Morgan 
Allison Dick Hopkins Nelson 
Ankeny Dietrich Kean Perkins 
Bacon Dillingham Kittredge Pettus 
Bard Dolliver Knox Platt, Conn. 
Bate Dryden Latimer Proctor 
Blackburn Elkins tonge Stewart 
Burnham Foraker McComas Tillman 
Clap Foster, La. McCreary Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton McCumber Wetmore 
Cla Gallinger Mallory 

Cullom Gamble artin 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered 
to their names. There is a quorum present. The question re- 
curs upon the passage of the bill, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] 
to the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ey], and vote. 

vote “ yea.” 

; Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone], but 
as he is not present I withhold my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnery] to my 
colleague [Mr. PLArr of New York], and vote“ yea.” 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. New- 
Lanns], but I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Foster]. I therefore withhold my vote. 


Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. Tartarerro’s name was called). 
I again announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. 
TALIAFERRO], who is paired with the junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Sroxz] to the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Batt], and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23, as follows: ` 

YEAS—-25. „ 


Alger Depew Gorman Perkins 
Allee Dick Hansbrough Stewart 
Bacon Dillingham Heyburn Warren 
Blackburn Elkins McComas Wetmore 
Burnham , Foraker McCreary 
Sab Foster, La. Martin 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton Morgan 
NAYS—23. 

Allison Dietrich Kittredge Nelson 
Ankeny Dryden nox Pettus 
Bard * Gallinger Latimer Platt, Conn, 
Bate Gamble Tonge Proctor 
Cullom , Hopkins McCumber Tillman 
Daniel Kean Mallory 

NOT VOTING—42, 
Aldrich Cockrell Kearns Platt, N. X. 
Bailey Crane Lon: uarles 
Ball Culberson McEn cott 
Berry Dolliver MeLaur Simmons 
Beveridge Dubois Millard Smoot 
Burrows Fairbanks Mitchell Spooner 
Burton Foster, Wash. Money Stone 
Carmack Frye Newlands Taliaferro 
Clark, Mont. Gibson Overman Teller 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Patterson 
Clay Hawley Penrose 


So the bill was passed. 

The Committee on Claims reported an amendment to the sec- 
ond clause of the preamble, in the eighth line, by striking out 
the date “1891” and inserting “ 1894.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the preamble as a 
whole. It ought not to be in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, striking 
out the entire preaiuble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill stands passed without 
the preamble. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I understand the Senate 
have agreed to consider the Pension Calendar after 4 o'clock. 
Owing’ to the pressure of very important nominations, which 
ought to be immediately considered, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish the Senator would announce how 
long the executive session will probably continue. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should say not more than four or five 
minutes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. With that understanding, I have no ob- 
jection to the Senator’s motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorn] that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelye minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. NELSON. I do not know that I am certain about it, 
and so I beg leave to inquire of the Chair whether the so-called 
“statehood bill” was laid aside for the entire day, until to- 
morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the understanding 
of the Chair, no objection being made at the time. 

Mr. NELSON. It goes over as the unfinished business until 
to-morrow at 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It goes over as the unfinished 
business, and will come up to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. NELSON. As the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the unfinished business. 

ELIZABETH WYNNE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special order of the Senate 
now is the consideration of unobjected pension bills, and the first 
case will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 4112) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wynne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Wynne, widow of William B. Wynne, late surgeon Fourteenth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


791 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SOPHIA c. HILLEARY. 


The bill (H. R. 2353) granting an increase of pension to So- 
phia C. Hilleary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sophia C. 
Hilleary, widow of Henry C. Hilleary, late of Company C, First 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 a month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. CARBERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 14150) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Carberry was considered as in Committee of the Whole: 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John J. Car- 
berry, late captain Company I, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsyl- 
yania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. DICKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 12058) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dickey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Dickey, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


MARY E. WEAVER. 


The bill (H. R. 9771) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Weaver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It-proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Weaver, widow of John F. Weaver, late of Company E, Fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month im lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

— MICHAEL KURTZ. 

The bill (H. R. 10686) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kurtz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael 
Kurtz, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Maryland Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. BARRON. . 


The bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to John 

M. Barron was considered as in Committee on the Whole. It 

to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Bar- 

ron, late third assistant engineer, with relative rank of mid- 

shipman, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYRUS E. SALADA. 

The bill (H. R. 3359) granting am increase of pension to Cy- 
rus E. Salada was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrus E. 
Salada, late of Company H, Two hundred and tenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. HELT. 

The bill (H. R. 5245) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
nam A. Helt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Helt, late of Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time; and passed. 

JEANIE d. LYLES, 

The bill (S. 5455) granting an increase of pension to Jeanie 

G. Lyles -was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations. of the pension laws, the name of Jeanie G. Lyles, dependent 
mother of Thomas C. Lyles, late of Company H, Fifth N Mary- 
land Volunteer Infantry, war with 8 and De Witt C. Lyles, late 

lieutenant, Twentieth. ent United States Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $. per month in lieu of that she is now 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 

The bill (H. R. 13501) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Townsend was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James. L. Townsend, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to.a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK W. TAPPMEYER. 

The bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to Frederick W. 
Tappmeyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick W. 
Tappmeyer, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment En- 
rolled Missouri Militia, and to pay him a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER p. MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 12052) granting a pension to Walter P. 
Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Walter P. Mitch- 
ell, late of Captain Thatcher’s independent company, Pettis 
County Missouri Home Guards, and to pay him a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read.the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD C. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase of pension to Hd- 
ward C. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward C. 
Jones, late acting second assistant engineer, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. SHAY. 

The bill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Shay was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. 
Shay, late of Company E, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension: of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP H. STRUNK. 


The bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Strunk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Philip H. 
Strunk, late of Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WYMAN J. CROW. 

The bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to 
Wyman J. Crow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wyman J. 
Crow, late of Company H, First Regiment California Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD L. RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension ta 
Edward L. Russell was considered as in Committee of the Whola 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward L. 
Russell, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. WATTS. 


The bill (H. R. 14951) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Watts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Watts, late of Company K, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGNES B. HESLER. 


The bill (II. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes B. Hesler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Agnes B. 
Hesler, widow of Frederick Alexander Hesler, late surgeon, 
United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $35 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of said Frederick Alexander Hes- 
ler until she reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT LIGGATT. 


The bill (II. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert Liggatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Lig- 
gatt, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Pennsylyania Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED CHILL. 


The bill (H. R. 12397) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Chill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred Chill, 
late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIJAH ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elijah Rob- 
erts, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. M’KENNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5089) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. McKenney was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Charles W. McKenney, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SHANLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. It 
proposeg to place on the pension roll the name of John Shanley, 
late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA C. OWEN, 


The bill (H. R. 15269) granting a pension to Anna C. Owen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Anna C. Owen, widow of 
Alfred D. Owen, late lieutenant-colonel Eightieth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 
per month. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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EVELYN M. DUNN. 

The bill (H. R. 14576) granting an increase of pension to 
Evelyn M. Dunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Evelyn M. 
Dunn, widow of William D. Dunn, late assistant surgeon, 
Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
oer a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 

g. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSHUA PARSONS. 

The bill (H. R. 6948) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Parsons was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joshua Par- 
sons, late of Company D, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE DELAND. 

The bill (H. R. 808) granting an increase of pension to 
George Deland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George De- 
land, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; ALEXANDER MORRISON. 

The bill (H. R. 11451) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Morrison was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Alexander Morrison, late of Company, A, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DESIRE LEGLISE. 

The bill (H. R. 15743) granting an increase of pension to 
Desire Leglise was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Desire 
Leglise, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA A. JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 8166) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tha A. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha A. 
Johnson, widow of William A. Johnson, late captain Company 
M, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
ra v pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOLA QUALLS. 

The bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension to Lola Qualls was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Lola Qualls, helpless and de- 
pendent daughter of James M. Qualls, late of Company I, First 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MERRITT MEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 9115) granting an increase of pension to 
Merritt Mead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Merritt 
Mead, late of Company K, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment, and Company D, One hundred and ninety-eighth Regi- 
ment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. STANFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 11148) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Stanfield was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


George W. Stanfield, late of Company H, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay, 
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. pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS E. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Rice was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas E. 
Rice, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’GREGOR, 


The bill (H. R. 10554) granting an increase of pension to 
John McGregor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John 
McGregor, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment, and Com- 
pany I, Twentieth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. COURTNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Courtney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Court- 
ney, late first lieutenant Company F, Sixty-sixth Regiment Ill- 
inois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam W. Smith, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM BAIRD, 


The bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to Hiram Baird was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Hiram Baird, late of Company 
B, First Regiment East Tennessee National Guards Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESTON D. ROADY. 


The bill (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston D. Roady was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Preston 
D. Roady, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. KITTS, 


The bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William M. 
Kitts, late of Company G, Second Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARISSA E. M’CORMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 11235) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Me- 
Cormick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Clarissa E. 
McCormick, widow of John C. R. McCormick, late second lieu- 


tenant Company C, Eightieth Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES GRAVES. } 

The bill (H. R. 12577) granting an increase of pension to 
James Graves was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Graves, 
late of Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. LEWIS 0. MARSHALL, 

The bill (H. R. 1099) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lewis O. Mar- 
shall, late captain Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY JEFFERS. N 

The bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Jeffers, late 
of Company M, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES GINNANE. 


The bill (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ginnane was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Gin- 
nane, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $14 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD M. RHOADES. - 

The bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Rhoades was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Edward M. Rhoades, late of the U. S. S. Oyane; Saranac, and 
Savannah, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS H. HAINES. 

The bill (H. R. 15688) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus H. Haines was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Augustus H. Haines, late of Company K, Highth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; EDWIN M. RAYMOND. 


The bill (H. R. 6129) grating an increase of pension to Ed- 
win M. Raymond was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Edwin M. Raymond, late of Company I, Forty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

JOHN CUMMINGS. 

The bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cummings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Cum- 
mings, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. M’CLURG. À 

The bill (H. R. 11661) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. McClurg was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
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William H. McClurg, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD H, STILLWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5037) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Stillwell was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Richard H. Stillwell, late of Battery E, Second Regiment 
United States Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY I. KYLER. 

The bill (H. R. 11788) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Kyler, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry L. 
Kyler, late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILSON H. DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Wilson H. Davis, late of 
Company F, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL H. HUNT. 

The bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel H. Hunt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. 
Hunt, late colonel One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A ISAAC W. SHERMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9798) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac W. 
Sherman, late of Company E, One hundred and third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SCHEALL. 

The bill (H. R. 14601) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Scheall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Scheall, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES DONNELLY. 

The bill (H. R. 12859) granting an increase of pension to 
James Donnelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Donnelly, late of Company A, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company D, Ninth Regiment Veteran Re- 
serve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. HAYWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hayward was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John A. Hayward, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HYATT. 

The bill (S. 4392) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Hyatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Battalion,” to strike 
out the name Seymour“ and insert Seymour’s;” and in line 
8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-five” and 
insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the Lek pe and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel att, late of 8 A, Seymour’s Battalion Georgia Vol- 
unteer 5 war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recei J 


The amendments were agreed to. 3 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NELLIE B. NEWTON. 


The bill (S. 4660) granting -an increase of pension to Nellie 
B. Newton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie B. Newton, widow 
of John Newton, late captain, Sixteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiv 5 and $2 per month additional on account of 
the minor child of said John Newton until she reaches the age of 16 
years, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LORENZO STREETER. 


The bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo Streeter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo 
Streeter, late of Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY C. THAYER. 

The bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry ©. Thayer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. 
Thayer, late of Company D, First Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. REYNOLDS. ay) 

The bill (H. R. 15144) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William J. Reynolds, late captain Company H, Fourth Regi- 
ment, and Company B, Seventh Regiment, Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. DORSEY. 

The bill (H. R. 912) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Dorsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Dor- 
sey, late of Company I, Third Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHANIEL CAYES. 


The bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Cayes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nathaniel 
Cayes, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 15785) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles E. Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


1905. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E. 
Young, late of First Independent Battery New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORIN PLAISTED. 


The bill (H. R. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Orin Plaisted, 
late of Second Battery, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC HANSON. 


The bill (H. R. 15680) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Hanson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Han- 
son, late of Company I, Sixtieth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA L. CURKENDALL. 


The bill (H. R. 15071) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda L. Curkendall was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Matilda L. Curkendall, widow of George Curkendall, late first 
lieutenant Company D, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and lieutenant-colonel One hundred and thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA M. REEVES. 


The bill (H. R. 15779) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Reeves was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lucinda M. Reeves, widow of Edward Reeves, late of Company 
D, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY SUPPES. 


The bill (H. R. 15791) granting a pension to Mary Suppes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary Suppes, widow of 
George Suppes, late of Company D, Second Regiment District 
of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO D. JAMESON. 


The bill (H. R. 6857) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Jameson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lorenzo D. Jameson, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieutenant Company K, 
First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN ALLRED. 


The bill (S. 4897) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Allred was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pires on the pension roll, subject tə the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben Allred, late of 
Company A, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES D. BEASLEY. 


The bill (S. 4121) granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Beasley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. ley, late of Company G, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FLORA B. BONHAM. 


The bill (S. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Flora B. 
Bonham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word Regiment,“ to insert 
“and Company A, Fiftieth Regiment,” and in line 9, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out “twenty-four” and insert 
“twelve; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ga on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flora 

$ nham, widow of Walter J. Bonham, late of sarge G, Ninety- 
ninth Regiment, and Company A, Fiftieth Regiment, Ohio Voiunteer 


Infantry, and pay her a on at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 8 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. HALL. 


The bill (S. 5939) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Hall, 
late first lieutenant Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY C. BUCK. 


The bill (S. 5868) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary C. Buck, widow 
of William H. H. Buck, late of Company G, First Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OWEN A. WILLEY. 

The bill (S. 5938) granting an increase of pension to Owen A. 
Willey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Owen A. Willey, 
late of Company E, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JASON R. c. HOYT. 

The bill (S. 5940) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
R. C. Hoyt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jason R. C. 
Hoyt, late of Company E, Third Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


WILLIAM A. LUTHER. 


The bill (S. 5757) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Luther was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Luther, late of Company G, Second Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


* 
SALLY DICKINSON. 

The bill (S. 5712) granting an increase of pension to Sally 
Dickinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sally Dickin- 
son, widow of Joseph Dickinson, late lieutenant-colonel and 
assistant adjutant-general and brevet brigadier-general, United 
States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HATTIE F. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 6321) granting a pension to Hattie F. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Hattie F. Davis, widow of 
George E. Davis, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ELIJAH W. GORDON, 


The bill (S. 6092) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
W. Gordon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the pension roll the name of Elijah W. 
Gordon, late of Company M, Second Regiment California Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM WELCH. 

The bill (S. 6091) granting an increase of pension to William 
Welch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Welch, 
late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JOHN BARTLETT. 


The bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to John Bart- 
lett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Bartlett, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SARAH JANE SIMONDS. 

The bill (S. 855) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Simonds 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

Secreta 9 n + 
exe Er to place, — ihe ee om sutjent 15 . 
limitations of the pension laws, name of Sarah Jane Simonds, 
widow of William B. Simonds, late second lieutenant Company I, 
Twenty-fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. M’CANN, 

The bill (S. 4239) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. McCann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty-six” and insert “thirty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
jen wre and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


McCann, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
ante, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES L. HARMON. 


The bill (S. 6130) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
L. Harmon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
. gap bbe E persion we ue ARLE of $24 per cant: 
in lieu of that Ke is now receiving. te j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY O. KENT. 


The bill (S. 5426) granting a pension to Henry O. Kent was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Henry 
O. Kent, late colonel Seventeenth R ent New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WARREN r. TENNEY. 


The bill (S. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
P. Tenney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” to insert “ and 
Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the . and limitations of the pension laws, the name of War- 
ren P. Tenney, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. BARTLETT. 


The bill (S. 5958) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Bartlett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert “seventeen;” so as to make the 
bill ad: r 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 
Bartlett, widow of Charles E. Bartlett, late first lieutenant Company 


A, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a a at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS G. PARISH. 


The bill (S. 5842) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
G. Parish was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert “thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub. to 
the ee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of mas 
G. Parish, late of Company E, Twelfth Battalion Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES HULME. 


The bill (S. 6004) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hulme was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 85 before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., 5 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and ‘imitetions of the pension laws, the name of James 
Hulme, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NELSON P. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 5841) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
P. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of —.— 
P. Smith, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in Heu of that is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EPHRAIM W. HARRINGTON. 


The bill (S. 6094) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
W. Harrington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “late of,” to strike out 
“Companies B and” and insert Company ;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
„thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ef the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized And directed to place on the pension roll, 2 — 5 to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ephraim 

arrington, late of Company G, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Sete: and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LUCY LYTTON. 


The bill (S. 5975) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Lytton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lucy Lytton, 
widow of John N. Lytton, late of Company A, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FLORENCE 0. WHITMAN. 

The bill (S. 5947) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

Interior and he is 
Bie directed to piace o 5 Be subject to te provisions and 
limitations of the Boe laws, the name of Florence O. Whitman. 
widow of Frank H. Whitman, late N Second ment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month 
in lieu of that she is Ow receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GUSTAVUS S. YOUNG. 


The bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
S. Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
5 and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the 

read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to P ce on * pension roll, sub. — 
to the fmm and limitations of the pos sa aws, the name of 
tour: TORRET. wed Day hin E PONA ex the ais of $56 ver tn Yolun: 

rog a e ra per mon 
lieu of P that Ke is 1 


The eee ee was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PIERPONT H. B. MOULTON, 


The bill (S. 4888) granting an increase of pension to Pierpont 
H. B. Moulton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Infantry“ and insert Cavalry ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In d he is 
kar authorized and and directed to place on the 8 
to the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Pier- 
Malle Volanteer Cavalry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES M. CLEMENS. 


The bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Clemens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
Se twenty-four ” and insert “twenty ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 4 on the pension roll, subject to 
na 8 and limitations of aon laws, the name of James 
Cavalry late of Company E, Twe ment Indiana Volunteer 


pay him a on at the mate 20 month in lieu of 
that he is now recetving. rope 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES M. SHEPHERD. 

The bill (S. 4075) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Shepherd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
5 amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
nsert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
— — — of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Shepherd, —.— 
„ and second lieutenant. 


— United erk Na 
—— ted States Infan pay him a pension at the rate of 230 
per month in lieu Se that Se now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET M’KEE PENTLAND. 


The bill (S. 5678) granting a pension to Margaret McKee 
Pentland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on on roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret McKee Pent- 
land, formerly Margaret McKee, late nurse, medical department United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret McKee Pentland, formerly Margaret McKee.” 
FRANCIS M. SAMS. 

The bill (S. 6116) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Sams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to insert “ first 
lieutenant and,” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to 
1 ee “ seventy-two” and insert “ fifty; so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the yoron laws, the name of 
Francis M. Sams, late first lieutenant and adjutant, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


SUSIE C. d. SEABURY. 


The bill (S. 5509) granting an increase of pension to Susie 
G. Seabury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name “ Susie,” to insert the 
letter “ C.,“ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out fifty“ and insert “thirty-five; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to * on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Susie C. G. Seabury, widow of Samuel Seabury, late lieutenant, United 
States Navy, and pay her a poe at the rate of $35 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susie C. G. Seabury.” 

EZEKIEL RIGGS, 


A bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Riggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Delaware,” to strike out 
Volunteers“ and insert“ Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, 
Ninth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps,” and in line 9, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert 
“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ezekiel Riggs, late of Company I, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company ro Ninth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in leu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. g 

JOHN A, KINGMAN. 


The bill (S. 5527) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Kingman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John A. King- 
man, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

JESSE WOODRUFF. 

The bill (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Woodruff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enactment clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse Woodruff, late first 
Fa ee wat e Sec pay hin S ee e 
vate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. MOORHOUSE. 


The bill (S. 6194) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Moorhouse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “captain;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam S. Moorhouse, late captain Company B, Seventh Regiment Ran- 


sas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is — . receiving. 1 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM Y. MORRISON. 


The bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to William 
V. Morrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“a landsman in the” and insert “of the U. S. S. Potomac;” 
so as to make the bill read: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the msion laws, the name of 
William V. Morrison, late of U. S. S. Potomac, United States pew; 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of tha 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. LUCAS, 


The bill (S. 2572) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Lucas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Lucas, late 
colonel Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and brigadier- 

meral and brevet major-general, United States Volunteers, and pay 


im a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JEROME BRADLEY. 


The bill (S. 5540) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Bradley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ seventy-two ” and insert“ thirty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to . on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jerome Bradley, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States 


Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. KINKEAD. 


The bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kinkead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Infantry“ and insert Cavalry;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Kinkead, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JARED PRINDLE. 


The bill (S. 5943) granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Prindle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Heavy,“ to insert 
Volunteer; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion la the name of Jared 
Prindle, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A, HARPER. 

The bill (S. 2074) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Harper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Harper, late of Company C, Fifty-ninth R ent Indiana Volun- 


teer Infan and him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
Heu of that he is new recelving. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARTIN SCHUBERT. 


The bill (S. 5698) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schubert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 8 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin ubert, late of 
Company E, Twenty-sixth iment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company C, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and pay him a ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now — E Arg 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH c. WALKINSHAW. 


The bill (S. 1794) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
©. Walkinshaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
ae adr, Mint asin Betnayianig Rees Vora TE 
fant n pom yee him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JACOB o. WHITE. 


The bill (S. 6193) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
. O. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word “ month,” to strike out 
“jin lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

f the Interior be, and he is he „auth 
eee — the pension roll, subject to the | provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob O. a lata of 
Company K, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as nmended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob O. White.” 

JAMES W. STICKLEY. 


The bill (S. 5670) granting an increase of pension to James 
William Stickley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ Stickley,” to strike out 
“William” and insert the letter“ W.;“ and in line 8, before 
the word“ dollars,” to strike out“ thirty“ and insert “ twenty- 
four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Stickley, late of Company K, Fourth ment West Virginia Vol- 
unteers Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
In lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Stickley.” 


CHARLES P. THURSTON. 


The bill (S. 5953) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Thurston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ pri- 
vate;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to insert 
“thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
P. Thurston, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cay- 


alry, and pay him a pason at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BENEDICT. 


The bill (S. 5451) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Benedict was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “Sixth,” to strike out 
Regiment“ and insert Independent Battery; and in line 7, 
after the word “ Wisconsin,” to insert“ Volunteer; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 
hereby, authorized and directed to Secon the” Abe cant 1 te 
the eo and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
Light Ardlany, and Dag hia Denton at the Tate CE $30 bes eons 
in lieu of that he is now recetving, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALMA YOHUM,. 


The bill (S. 5941) granting an increase of pension to Alma 
Yohum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “widow of,” to strike 
out the name Phillip” and insert Philipp;” in line 10, after 
the word “said,” to strike out the name “ Phillip” and insert 
“Philipp; ” and in line 12, after the word “years,” to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That in the event of the death of M. Anna Yohum, 

ind and di t child of said Philipp Yohum, the additi 
Le ae ell Ca OR ee 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to N on the 3 . 55 — 
the provisions and limitations of the praon laws, the name of Alma 
Yohum, widow of Philipp Yohum, late of Company H, Second - 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
per month in lieu of that she is now age w+ and $2 per month addi- 
tional on account of each of the minor children of said Philipp Yo- 
hum until they reach the age of 16 years: Provided, That in the event 
of the death of Mary Anna Yohum, blind and dependent child of said 
Philipp Yohum, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. GODOWN. 

The bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to John M. Godown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “lieutenant,” to strike 
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out “of;” in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “thirty;” and in the same line after the 
word “month” to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiving ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Godown, late first lientenant Company K. Twelfth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer AERE and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John M. Godown.” 


JANE FRANCIS. 


The bill (S. 4135) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Francis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “captain,” to strike out 
of; “ and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert “twenty;’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 
Francis, widow of Henry Francis, late captain Company F, Ninety- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JANE M. BLACK. 


The bill (S. 2419) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Black was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ captain,” to strike out 
“of;” and in line 7, after the word“ Minnesota,” to strike out 
“ Regiment ;” so as to make the bill read: 

„ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
3 wees per directed to sane on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane 
M. Black. widow of Mahlon Black, late captain Second 1 Min- 
nesota Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’GINNIS. 


The bill (S. 6192) granting an increase of pension to James 
McGinnis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James McGin- 
nis, late of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Veteran Re- 
serve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FREDERICK FEIGLEY. 

The bill (S. 6195) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Feigley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 
Feigley, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
LEONARD DELAMATER. 


The bill (S. 6085) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Delamater was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Leonard Dela- 
mater, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrosed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CHARLES B. VAN NORMAN. 


The bill (S. 6191) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Van Norman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles R. 
Van Norman, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM C. DICKINSON. 

The bill (S. 6196) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Dickinson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
Dickinson, late of Company ©, Hatch’s battalion, Minnesota 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE W. GRAY. 

The bill (S. 4159) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Gray, 
late of Sixth Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES MILLER. 

The bill (S. 3939) granting an increase of pension to James 
Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Miller, late 
of Company H, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LEONARD L. LANCASTER. 

The bill (S. 4691) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
L. Lancaster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Leonard L. 
Lancaster, late of Company L, Second Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARTIN MACK. 

The bill (S. 5550) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Mack was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martin Mack, late 
of Company C, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

: JESSE COLLINS. 

The bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Collins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jesse Collins, late 
of Company K, One hundred and third Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS H. MUCHMORE. 

The bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Muchmore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
H. Muchmore, late of Company K, First Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thir 
time, and passed. 3 

FRANCES C. BROWN. 

The bill (S. 69) granting an increase of pension to Frances 

C. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
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proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frances C. 2 rovisions and limitations of the 


Brown, widow of Peter L. Brown, late of Company E, Third 
Regiment, and Company M, Sixth Regiment, Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ABNER TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 104) granting an increase of pension to Abner 
Taylor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert 
0 855 Company A, Eleventh Regiment;“ so as to make the 

ill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pine on the pension roll, subject 
0 


to the provisions and limitations the sion laws, the name of 
Abner lor, late of * E, Third 1 and Company A, 
Eleventh egiment, Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 


sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. - 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELIAS STILLWELL. 


The bill (S. 5432) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Stillwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, saor 
to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Elias 
Stillwell, late of Company A, Pettis County Missouri Home Guards, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC DAVISSON. 

The bill (S. 3074) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Davisson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Davisson, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. BERTOLETTE. 


The bill (S. 826) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bertolette was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pra on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. rtolette, late 
of Companies H and F, Second Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LUTHER M. BARTLOW. 

The bill (S. 5802) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
M. Bartlow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
om . oe ” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the 

read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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nsion laws, the name of Luther 
artlow, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is Bas vecelvice. ies 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. GRAHAM, 


The bill (S. 5812) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William T. 
Graham, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM STEELE. 


The bill (S. 5808) granting an increase of pension to William 
Steele was conside as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Steele, 
late of Company L, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


REPORT OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the following message from the President of 
the United States; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
accompanied N a letter of the Secretary of War, under whose super- 
yision I have, by Executive order, pla the work of the Commission, 
I concur with the Secretary of War in the view that the present provi- 
sion of law, by which the work of mae the canal has to be done 
only through a body of seven members, is inelastic and clumsy, and I 
earnestly recommend a change so that the President, who is char; 
with the responsibility of building the canal, may exercise greater dis- 
cretion in the organization of the personnel through whom he is to 
discharge this duty. Actual experience has convinced me that it will 
be im ible to obtain the best and most effective service under the 
limitations prescribed by law. The general plans for the work must be 
agreed upon with the aid of the best engi eers of the country, who 
should act as an advisory or consulting . The consulting engi- 
neers should not be put on the Commission, which should be used only 
as an executive instrument for the executive and administrative work. 
The actual work of executing the general plans agreed upon by the 
Commission, after receiving the conclusions of the advising engineers, 
must be done by an engineer in charge, and we now have an excellent 
engineer. It is, in my judgment, inadvisable, therefore, to restrict the 
Executive's choice of commissioners to representatives of the Engineer 
Corps of the Army or the Navy. The Commission should consist of 
five, or preferably of three, members, whose respective duties, powers, 
and salaries should be assigned to them by the President, and who 
should be placed under the member of the Cabinet whom the President 
desires. f these men the one appointed as administrator of the Canal 
Strip should also serve as minister to Panama. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
The Waita House, January 13, 1905. 


1 Nork.— Report accompanied similar message to House of Representa- 
ves. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM IN CHINA AND KOREA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a report by 
the 5 of State concerning the importance of reform in our ex- 
traterritor! paan e in China and Korea, with accompanying 

apers, including a draft of an act 58 for the establishment of a 
trict court of the United States for China and Korea. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
The WHITE HOUSE 


Washington, January 13, 1905. 
ADRIA M. S. MOALE. 


The bill (S. 6268) granting an increase of pension to Adria 
M. S. Moale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adria M. S. 
Moale, widow of Edward Moale, jr., late lieutenant, United 
States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $35 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on ac- 
count of the minor child of said Edward Moale, jr., until he 
reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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JAMES M’AULIFF. 


The bill (S. 5892) granting an increase of pension to James 
McAuliff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
Insert: 
That the 


of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to 


lace on the pension roll, 3 to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name James McAuliff, late of 
Company D, Second Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
co, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS WETHERELL. 


The bill (S. 5809) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 
Wetherell, late of 9 C, Eighty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay a ion at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’KIM. 

The bill (S. 5815) granting an increase of pension to James 
McKim was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word “of,” to strike out 
“ fifty and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 


vray and captain, 


Thirty-ninth im a pension 


at the rate of $ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM SMITH. 


The bill (S. 6074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “State,” to insert Mi- 
Utia; and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Smith, late of Company First Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ANNE E. WILSON. 


The bill (S. 6152) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out 
“Annie” and insert Anne; so as to make the bill read: 

enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
eee and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of on laws, the name of Anne 
E. Wilson widow of David Wilson, late of Captain Dull’s company, 
Ohio Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

“The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anne E. Wilson.“ 


ANDREW S. GRAHAM, 
The bill (S. 5766) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
S. Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


S rteenth 
Co and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 4823) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Martin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name “ William,” to strike out 
“the late;” and in the same line, after the name “ Martin,” to 
Insert late; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ee and limitations of on laws, the name of Mary 
Martin, iam Martin, late of Captain J. II. Winbash’s 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JENNIE PETTEYS. 

The bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to Jennie Petteys 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Jennie Petteys, widow of 
William F. Petteys, late unassigned, Fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Engineers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT s. GRAHAM, 

The bill (H. R. 14774) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert 8. Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert S. 
Graham, late of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BENJAMIN DILLINGHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 14879) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Dillingham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
Dillingham, late of Company F, One hundred and fifty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SEELEY EARNEST. 

The bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to 
Seeley Earnest was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Seeley Earn- 
est, late of Company F, Twenty-fifty Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMOS JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 15207) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Amos Jones, 
late of Company G, Highty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET A. ORR. 


The bill (H. R. 15634) granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
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place on the pension roll the name of Harriet A. Orr, dependent 
| mother of Daniel B. St. John Orr, late of Company K, Fifty- 
sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. CAPRON. 


The bill (H. R. 15473) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Capron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Capron, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DIAH LOVEJOY. 


The bill (H. R. 8996) granting an increase of pension to Diah 
Lovejoy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Diah Lovejoy, 
late of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 15387) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Hall, 
late of Company I, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN K. TYLER. 


The bill (H. R. 13064) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Tyler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll, the name of John K. 
Tyler, late of Companies G and C, One hundred and twenty- 
first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. FAUNT LE ROY. 


The bill (S. 5705) granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le 
Roy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name o Mary L. Faunt Le Roy, 
widow of Robert P. Faunt Le Roy, late captain, United States Marine 
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $2 

r month additional on account of the minor child of said Robert P. 

‘aunt Le Roy until he reaches the age of sixteen years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CORDELIA BIRD. 


The bill (S. 5971) granting a pension to Cordelia Bird was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert “eight;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cor- 
delia Bird, widow of Ziba Bird, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MAZILLA LESTER, 


The bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to Mazilla Lester was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of la Lester, widow of 
James Lester, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company J, First ent West Virginia Veteran 
Meow cad Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 6 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN V. TROUGH. 


The bill (S. 4722) granting a pension to M. V. Trough was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of rtin V. Trough, late of 
Company A, Fow mth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin V. Trough.” 


PHOEBE E. LYDA. 


The bill (S. 2828) granting a pension to Phoebe E. Lyda was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
“limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phoebe E. Lyda, widow of 
Andrew J. Lyda, late chaplain Third Regiment West Vifginia Volun- 
teer cosas A subsequently Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now 3 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phoebe E. Lyda.” 


ELIZABETH F. GIVIN. 


The bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth F. Givin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to eines: on the pension roll, subject to the 8 
Umitations of the msion laws, the name of Elizabeth F. Givin 
widow of William F. Givin, late of the United States Marine Corps, 

she 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
| The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 


amended, and the 


i 
i 


JOHN B. HAMMER. 


The bill (S. 3517) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hammers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to strike out the 
name Hammers“ and insert “Hammer;” in line 8, before 
the word “and,” to strike out“ Volunteers“ and insert“ Volun- 
teer Infantry;” and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “ fifty ” and insert thirty; so as to make the bill 

read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| and directed to pics on the pension roll, subject to the * 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Hammer, late of 
Company D, One hundred and thirty-elghth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer 3 and pay him a 3 at the rate of $30 per 
a g. 


crease of pension to Elizabeth F. Givin.” 


| 
| 


month in lieu of t he is now receiy 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to John B. Hammer.” 


JOSEPH K. ARMSTRONG, 


The bill (S. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
K. Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” to insert 
Volunteer,“ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 


Volunt retiree d pay him a pension at the rate of $24 mth 
avairy, an ma on ra 0 r mo 

in lieu of that iis 8 pa 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MINNICK. 


The bill (S. 5523) granting an increase of pension to James 
Minnick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Minnick, 
late of Company A, Two hundred and second Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


“A pill granting an in- 


MARTIN T. CROSS. 


The bill (S. 6351) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
T. Cross was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ thitry ;” so as to make the bill read: 
out “ fifty ” and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 


„authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to 
teo Aio ysam and limitations of the laws, the name of rtin 
T. Cross, late of Company ne hundred and forty-second ent 
New York Volunteer y, and Forty-ninth Company, Bat- 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask that the amendment of the commit- 
tee be disagreed to. The reason for this action is based upon 
the fact that this soldier saw more than three years of service 
and was wounded in the war. He is over 67 years of age and 
is now utterly helpless. He is unable to walk and requires the 
constant care and attention of another person, and he is entirely 
destitute. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand also that he has had a stroke 
of paralysis—— 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Yes; just about a year ago. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And that he needs continuous and constant 
attention. Under that statement I consent that the amendment 
shall be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This completes the Pension 
Calendar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 
14, 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate January 13, 1905. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER, 

James D. Yeomans, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce 

Commissioner for the term of six years. This is a reappoint- 


ment. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Miner G. Norton, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Alex- 
ander Bruce, removed. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Frank M. Chandler, of Ohio, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Ohio. A reappointment, his term hay- 
ing expired June 4, 1904. : ‘ 

POSTMASTER. 
OHIO. 

Charles C. Dewstoe to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of Charles O, 
Dewstoe. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 1905. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


James D. Yeomans, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner for the term of six years. 


AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

David E. Thompson, of Nebraska, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary at that place to be ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil. 

! SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

rwin B. Laughlin, of Pennsylyani secre 
the legation of the United States maane one wail: 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


John N. Jordan, a citizen of the State of Maine, to be an as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy from the 6th day of January, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Naval Constructor William J. Baxter to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy with the rank of captain from the 2ist 
day of May, 1904. 

Naval Constructor Elliot Snow to be a nayal constructor in 
the Navy with the rank of commander from the 21st day of 
May, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward C. Kalbfus to be a lie t 
in the Navy from the 18th day of December, 1904. a 

Lieut. Philip Andrews to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
ag tien we 770 ed of January, 1905. 

eu am W. Low to be a captain in the Marine 
Tirst Lieut. Loot 1 Had . 
e ing to be a captain in th 
“es Sate ee 2 of December, 1904. 3 
i eu arold C. Reisinger to be a captain in th 
Corps mR the 15th day of December, 1904. g ee 

Asst. Paymaster William C. Fite to be a passed assista - 

master in the Navy from the 16th day of 3 1904. * 


To be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank 
of lieutenant from the 24th day of August, 1904. 

John F. Hatch. 

Frederick G. Pyne. 

Frederick B. Colby. 

Edward E. Goodhue. 

William R. Bowne. 

Rishworth Nicholson. 

Howard H. Alkire, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant paymas- 
ter in the Navy from the 30th day of November, 1904, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Charles J. Greene, of Louisiana, to be receiver of 
moneys at Natchitoches, La. pable 
POSTMASTERS. 

GEORGIA, b 

William C. Cole to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in the 
county of Gwinnett and State of Georgia. 

Mary L. Darden to be postmaster at Hogansyille, in the 
county of Troup and State of Georgia. 

Mary P. Dixon to be postmaster at Westpoint, in the county 
of Troup and State of Georgia. 

Andrew D. McComb to be postmaster at Buenavista, in the 
county of Marion and State of Georgia. 

David B. Rigdon to be postmaster at Statesboro, in the county 
of Bulloch and State of Georgia. 

Clarence W. Withoft to be postmaster at Fort Valley, in the 
county of Houston and State of Georgia. 

IOWA. 

Albert R. Kullmer to be postmaster at Dysart, in the county 

of Tama and State of Iowa. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Peter C. Burfening to be postmaster at Kulm, in the county of 

Lamoure and State of North Dakota. 


` 
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SOUTH CAROLINA. 
John E. McLure to be postmaster at Bishopville, in the county 
of Lee and State of South Carolina. 


ARBITRATION TREATY WITH AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 


Thé injunction of secrecy was removed January 13, 1905, 
from an arbitration convention between the United States and 
Austria-Hungary, signed at Washington on January 6, 1905. 


ARBITRATION-TREATY CONVENTIONS. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed January 13, 1905, 
from arbitration conyentions between the United States and 
Great Britain, Portugal, France, Switzerland, and Germany. 


ARBITRATION TREATY FOR PECUNIARY CLAIMS. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed January 13, 1905, 
from a treaty of arbitration for pecuniary claims, signed at the 
City of Mexico on January 30, 1902, by the delegates of the 
American republics to the Second International Conference of 
American States. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Frmay, January 13, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. CobpEx, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. e 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate announced that that body had 
passed the following resolution; in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested : 

Senate concurrent resolution 92. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu: ), 
That there be printed in paper covers, at the Government Prin 
Office, 5,500 additional copies of the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration for the year ending June 30, 1904, with 
Le, na Of tha Hon e ad the dite 
2,500 coples shall be delivered to the Bureau of igration for dis- 

ution. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secre be directed to uest the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill 5359) to amend 
re a Actes pak pa e 
a thereof in the District of Columbia,” approved June 3, 189%. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate 
concurrent resolution No. 91, had asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Prarr of New York, Mr. ELKINS, and Mr. 
GorMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6057. An act making Sherwood, N. Dak., a subport of 
entry. 

Th message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 15320. An act to amend “An act to regulate the practice 
of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, 
and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the 
District of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1513. An act for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Saulpaw ; 

H. R. 6351. An act to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as 
hospital steward, etc. ; 

H. R. 15981. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to 
bridge Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi ;” 

H. R. 15606. An act to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tom- 
bigbee River near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 
State; and 

II. R. 15810. An act to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 


S. 3728. An act to provide for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, 
and the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
Alaska, and for other purposes ; : 

S. R. 24. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Luis Bogrän H., of Honduras; and 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive, for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point, Frutos Tomás Plaza, of Ecuador. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 6270. An act directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague & Co., of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 6057. An act making Sherwood, N. Dak., a subport of en- 
try—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 5798. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution 92: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives co Je 
That there be printed in paper covers, at the Government Printing 
Office, 5,500 additional copies.of the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner-General of I on for the year ending June 30, 1904, with 


illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be f te and 


or the use of the 
2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 


2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of Immigration for dis- 
tribution— 


to the Committee on Printing. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to est the House of 
os pagent Wing to return to the Senate the bill (S. 5359) to amend “An 
a 


to As aac the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians an 2 and to punish persons vio the provisions 
thereof in the trict of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896— 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present considerafion of the bill H. R. 14623, 
the Philippine bill, which comes back here from the Senate with 
amendments. The Committee on Insular Affairs have had it 
under consideration and report it back with instructions to me 
to ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill of which the Clerk will report 
the title, with a view to moving nonconcurrence in the Senate 
amendments and asking for a conference. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, en- 
titled “An act temporarily to provide for administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the peep Islands, and for other 
purposes,” and to amend an act appro’ reh 8, 1902, entitled 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Phili pine Islands, and for 
other purposes,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, en- 
titled “An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Roos Islands,” and to provide for the more 
efficient administration of civil government in the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, just a moment, I 
want to ask the gentleman in charge of the matter to what ex- 
tent and why the metric system has been adopted for the 
Philippines? We have the matter now pending before the Coin- 
age Committee, in its relation to this country, and there has been 
a great deal of opposition to it. Now, as we are Ameri 
those islands, I should like to know why it is that either the 
House or the Senate has injected that system into this bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, that matter can 
not go into conference, because it has been agreed upon by the 
two Houses; but in reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I will say that that amendment was made upon the - 
urgent recommendation of the Philippine Commission. The 
arbitrary substitution of our system of measurements over 
there, in a country that for three hundred years or more has 
been accustomed to nothing except the metric or Spanish system, 
would lead to endless confusion, and they wish to have the right 
to continue the use of what 99 per cent of the people in the 
islands are accustomed to, and only accustomed to. But be that 


as it may, the amendment has passed both Houses and is not 
now a proper subject of conference. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and ask for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as 
the conferees on the part of the House, Mr. Cooper of Wiscon- 
sin, Mr. TAWNEY, Mr. Crumpacker, Mr. Jones of Virginia, and 
Mr. MADDOX, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the rule certain mat- 
ters on the Private Calendar are in order for to-day. I ask 
unanimous consent that to-morrow may be substituted for to- 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent to substitute to-morrow for to-day for con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar relating to pensions. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Maine that there are two or three minor matters that probably 
can be disposed of in five minutes, if the gentleman will yield. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is entirely agreeable, Mr. 
Speaker, as far as I am concerned. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
privileged report on House resolution 385: 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills is 
hereby authorized to appoint two additional clerks to said committee, to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per 
day each for the remainder of the present Congress. 


The question was considered, and the resolution was agreed to. 
REPRINT OF H. R. 7041. 


Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 7041) relating to liability of common 
carriers by railroads in the District of Columbia and Territories 
and common carriers by railroads engaged in commerce between 
the States and between the States and foreign nations to their 
employees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the reprint of House bill 7041. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


AMENDMENT TO SECTION 858 OF THE REVISED STATUTES, RELATING 
TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF CERTAIN EVIDENCE. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 18772) to amend sec- 
tion 858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 858 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 


mr 858. The competency of a witness to testify in any civil 


action, suit, or proceeding in the courts of the United States shall be 
determined by the laws of the State or Territory in which the court 
is held: Provided, however, That no witness shall be excluded in any 
action, suit, or proceeding on account of color.” ` 
The following committee amendment was read: 
followi rds, beginning on line 9: “Provided, how- 
„ Dó excluded in any action, suit, or Tase 
ing on account of color.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York what change that amendment makes. 

Mr. PERKINS. It makes no change in the law. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary thought that the provision should be 
retained in the general statute, which refers to the color, and 
that it ought not to be put in this. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to have the bill 


read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read, and the Clerk will 
read the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 
quire whether that is not the law at the present time? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the law at the present time, and for that 
reason the amendment was offered by Mr. DR Armonp, of the 
Judiciary Committee. This being a general provision, it was 
thought not proper in a special bill to amend this one section of 
the statute, to add on that provision. It was thought to be un- 
necessary, and, because unnecessary, it was not desirable. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it should go out, and I 

- have no objection. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


SAE SE 2 ES re a A 


—— eee 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Perkins, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. : 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE SWAYNE. 
[Mr. LITTLEFIELD addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers]. Be- 
fore he begins, I would like to inquire how much time has been 
consumed on the other side and how much time has been con- 
sumed on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. LITTLEFEÆLD] has consumed four hours and twenty-five 
minutes, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. PALMER, 
has consumed one hour and forty minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this House 
has been entertained and instructed by two very able speeches. 
One was made by my friend the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] and the other by my friend the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lirrrerterp]. The former filled for years, with 
credit and distinction, the great office of attorney-general for the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the other gentleman filled, 
with equal honor and distinction, the great office of attorney- 
general in his own State. These gentlemen have carefully 
studied the evidence before the House in this impeachment pro- 
ceeding, and it is entirely evident from the speeches that they 
have made that they have reached diametrically opposite con- 
clusions upon all the articles but three. I am reminded of the 
story that they tell of the jury that came in and reported a dis- 
agreement. The court criticised the jury, saying that they ought 
to agree, that there had been a careful trial. The foreman then 
arose and said: “ Your honor, how can you expect this jury to 
agree upon the evidence when the opposing lawyers who have 
given months of study to the question could not agree upon the 
evidence?“ So I say, Mr. Speaker, that when these two distin- 
guished gentlemen reach diametrically opposite conclusions it is 
well for us to undertake to determine for ourselyes what this 
case really is. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that the gentlemen who 
have spoken to this House have shown a little too much zeal and 
a little too much partisan spirit in the discussion of a great 
judicial question. I can not but feel that this House under the 
debate, so far as it has proceeded, has proceeded under a miscon- 
ception of its present duty. Now, what are we considering at this 
time? We are certainly not considering the question whether 
Judge Swayne ought to be impeached, because we have con- 
sidered that question already and we have voted upon it, and 
this House stands committed to the proposition that Judge 
Swayne ought to be impeached. Why, Mr. Speaker, on the 
13th day of December, after debate, after careful examination 
of the evidence—and the evidence before the House at that 
time was exactly the same evidence which is before the House 
at the present time—the House reached the conclusion that the 
resolution of impeachment ought to be voted, and we appointed 
a committee, and that committee notified the Senate that we 
had passed the articles of impeachment. At the time we gave 
notice that we had voted to impeach the respondent we notified 
the Senate that we would in due time present to them articles 
of impeachment. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Conner). Gentlemen, this 
matter under discussion is one of great importance and it 
is due to those who desire to hear that they should not be dis- 
turbed by those desiring to converse. We must have order, 
and gentlemen not desiring to cease their conyersation will 
please retire to the cloakroom. $ 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. After the notice given by 
this House to the Senate we voted a resolution for the appoint- 
ment of a select committee of seven to complete the pleadings 
in this case, and that committee having performed its duty has 
made a report. We have reported twelve articles of impeach- 
ment, twelve distinct charges, twelve counts under the indict- 
ment. 

Now, what is the purpose of the debate at the present time? 
Is it for the purpose of determining whether or not Judge Swayne 
is guilty and ought to be impeached? We have passed upon that 
question already, and we are now to determine the form of trial 
which is to take place before the proper tribunal ordained by 
the Constitution. In other words, we have met in conference 
for the purpose of determining what shall be the form of the 
pleadings under which trial shall proceed. I assume that every 
gentleman present will agree that those pleadings ought to be 
in such form as to afford a fair trial both to the petitioners and 
the respondent, and I assume that every gentleman present will 
agree that those pleadings ought to be in such form as to deter- 
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mine the important question being agitated in this controversy 
between the people of the United States and Judge Swayne. 
More than that, Mr. Speaker, we are not called upon at the 
present time to discuss. Now, when the resolution was voted 
we did not undertake to pass upon any article of impeachment. 
A great majority of this House—a majority so large that a 
division was not called for—voted the resolution of impeach- 
ment, and they did that, I assume, upon the printed evidence 
then before the House, and that is the only evidence properly 
before the House to-day. Now, some of us may have voted in 
favor of impeachment because of the contempt cases; some of 
us may have voted for impeachment by reason of the nonresi- 
dence charge; some of us may have voted for impeachment by 
reason of the charge with reference to the appropriation of the 
property of the bankrupt railroad; others may have voted on 
account of the false certifications, Now, I care not what par- 
ticular part of that evidence influenced the vote of Members 
of this House. This House said, by a large majority, that the 
evidence contained in this volume justified the passage of the 
resolution of impeachment. Now, suppose it should appear, and 
that is a probable case 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend 
a moment? A personal request has been made by your presiding 
officer to have gentlemen refrain from conversation in the Cham- 
ber. There are those here who desire to hear this discussion, 
and I ask of you, gentlemen, that you will accord to the speaker 
the hearing to which he is entitled. [Applause.] 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now, suppose it should ap- 
pear that there is not a majority of this House in favor of any 
one article before it. That is, suppose it should appear that a 
majority of this House think that the respondent ought not to 
be impeached on the nonresidence clause, ought not to be im- 
peached upon the false certification clause, and ought not to be 
impeached on any one of the twelve articles now before the 
House. Now, suppose we reach that conclusion. Where does 
that leave us? It leaves us in the position of having im- 
peached Judge Swayne and of depriving him of the right of 
trial. Because that trial can not go forward until these plead- 
ings are completed. Now, would that be fair to the respondent; 
would it be fair to the petitioners, and the petitioners are the 
‘American people? On the other hand, are we not committed to 
to the proposition of framing such pleadings as shall try the 
important issues in the controversy? Well, now, your commit- 
tee in making this report reached the conclusion that there were 
five important matters of controversy, and we took those five 
matters and we covered them by twelve different articles. Now, 
it is a fair question before this House as to the form of these 
articles, that is the question of pleadings, and everybody of 
this House, the House being committed to impeachment, of 
course is anxious that the pleadings should be in proper form, 
and I assume that every Member of this House is anxious that 
the trial, if a trial is to be had, shall be a fair trial by which 
the great subject of controversy between the people and the re- 
spondent shall be fully at issue with the opportunity for the 
Senate to determine upon all those great questions of contro- 
versy. I agree, Mr. Speaker, that we might properly perhaps 
have brought before the House other subjects upon which there 
was evidence, but to my mind we have brought before this 
House the five matters of the largest importance. Now, sup- 
pose that it should appear after discussion and vote that this 
House decides in favor of the first three articles and no other. 
I would like, Mr. Speaker, to have this House consider what 
position it would be in in that event. In other words, we de- 
cide that the respondent shall go to trial upon those three 
articles which relate to the false certifications of expense. Well, 
now, you bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, that the piece of evidence 
upon which that charge was founded was discovered by acci- 
dent during the investigation. 

It has never been a question of controversy between the peo- 
ple of the northern district of Florida and Judge Swayne. It 
was something that was discovered in the course of the investi- 
gation as it went forward. In other words, if we adopt those 
first three articles and reject all the others, we go to trial upon 
issues which have never been agitated in the State of Florida. 
What kind of a position does that leave us in? 

Mr, LACEY. Is not the logical result of the gentleman’s 
suggestion that we ought to have had these articles brought in 
and have agreed on some of them before impeaching at all? In 
other words, has not the committee put the cart before the 
horse? For instance, one-fifth of all the House is in favor of 
the impeachment on one item and four-fifths are against it; one- 
fifth are in favor of impeaching on the next item and four-fifths 
are against it, and sd on clear through, followed by a unanimous 
vote in favor of impeachment, but divided up into five sections, 


the House against impeachment on nine of them. Now, is not. 


that the difficulty in which the committee involves us by bring- 
ing proceedings in this form, and should we not have the spe- 
cific charges voted on before formally impeaching before the bar 
of the Senate? 7 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. The answer to that, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the committee has followed exact precedents— 
the precedent in the Peck case has been followed in this case— 
and apparently the precedents have been the same in this coun- 
try as in Great Britain as to method of proceeding; and when we 
have an impeachment trial of a judge only once in seventy-four 
years it becomes pretty important to follow precedents, and that 
is what we have done in this case. Now, I do not agree with 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] that the present situation in 
any way embarrasses us. We have voted that upon that evi- 
dence Judge Swayne ought to be impeached, and, therefore, we 
have voted impeachment. Now, the only thing we are attempt- 
ing to do is to frame articles which are in the nature of plead- 
ings, or, if you please, counts under an indictment, by which 
the great questions of controversy out of which has grown this 
impeachment, in consequence of which the House has voted this 
impeachment, shall be put in proper form. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this House will agree that we owe 
that to the respondent, and that we owe that to the petitioners, 
because I take it that Judge Swayne has never asked my friend 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFEÆELD] or my friend from California 
{Mr. Grterr] to undertake to shut out a hearing upon those 
four important matters which are covered by the nine articles 
of impeachment beginning with article 4. If Judge Swayne 
is to go to trial he wants to be tried upon the great questions 
in controversy which have arisen in his own district. He does 
not want to be tried upon a question which no more affects the 
people of his district than it affects the people of my judicial 
district in Massachusetts. If he is to be tried at all, he wants 
to be tried upon these questions which have been agitating the 
people of his district for many years. 

Now, it strikes me, Mr. Speaker, that what has embarrassed 
this House in this debate is the fact that the committee taking 
this testimony saw fit to extend that generous treatment which 
it did extend to the respondent. You will bear in mind that 
the respondent was not entitled to give evidence in this ex parte 
hearing. He was not entitled to be represented by counsel, 
and in no case can you find in the impeachment trials of this 
country where a respondent was ever permitted to go before 
a grand jury that was framing an indictment and attempt to 
persuade them from framing the indictment which was under 
consideration. That was not the case of Pickering, who was 
impeached, nor the case of Peck, who was impeached, and it 
is not the usual case in the criminal procedure of this country. 

And yet my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Clayton], and my friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Gerr], who made up that select committee, being 
fair-minded men, said, “ We will give the same opportunity to 
the respondent as we give to the petitioners.” So he appeared by 
counsel. He gave evidence and they permitted him to file 
letters that he had received from people, letters which he had 
received long before there was any discussion or agitation over 
this question in his district. He filed letters of recommenda- 
tion, letters which were written to President McKinley. He 
was allowed to say that he had been recommended for a posi- 
tion on the Supreme Bench of the United States. He was al- 
lowed on two occasions—and I think on three—to make long 
speeches before the committee, and the committee treated those 
speeches as evidence. Why, I never heard of such generosity 
before toward an accused, and the very fact that they permitted 
the respondent to do that has involved this House in a con- 
troversy as to whether he is guilty or not. I think that the 
committee attempted to do teo much. They attempted to per- 
form not only the duty imposed upon this House, but they at- 
tempted to perform the duties imposed upon the Senate. In 
other words, they undertook to determine whether he was 
guilty on these several counts, and they heard, I think, quite 
as much testimony from the respondent as they heard from 
the petitioners. 

Now, the effect of that was it has thrown into this House a 
debate upon the merits, something that was never contemplated 
in impeachment proceedings, and so my friend from Maine gets 
up and says the respondent says so and so. The respondent 
was permitted to give an explanation of why he did this thing, 
and he was permitted to explain his conduct years after he had 
taken action upon this thing and that. And yet in spite of all 
that my zealous friend from Maine makes a speech running 
through something like four hours, and by insinuations and in- 
nuendoes charges the committee with being unfair to the re- 
spondent. Why, the fact is we, who represent the people of the 
United States, have the right to criticise this committee for 
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having treated the right of the petitioners in the manner in 
which they did. If there were no evidence before this House 
except that which came from the petitioners, do you suppose 
this House would hesitate for a moment upon any of the arti- 
cles now under consideration? The very reason why we do 
hesitate is because the committee has brought before this 
House evidence from witnesses they had no right to examine 
in an ex parte proceeding of this kind. 

I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to go into a discussion of the 
merits of this controversy. I take this position, and I ask the 
Members of this House to carefully consider that position and 
see whether or not I am right. I take the position that the 
only question before this body is putting the pleadings into 
proper form. I take the position that this House has no right 
to pass upon the question whether Judge Swayne is guilty or 
innocent under any one of these articles. It is purely a ques- 
tion of probable cause, and upon the evidence submitted we 
have arrived at the rational belief that the resolutions of im- 
peachment are justified. I, for instance, have reached that 
conclusion, I will say, upon the contempt charges; some other 
Member has reached it upon some other charge; but the body 
as a whole has said that the entire evidence justifies the im- 
peachment, and the House has voted impeachment. 

Now, the duty of this House is to so frame the pleadings 
that the important charges and allegations contained in the 
evidence shall be in a proper, regular form, so that the re- 
spondent and the petitioner may have a fair trial before the 
Senate of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with all seriousness, I ask this House if 
there is any other question before it. Why, you may take the 
Peck case—I was looking at it only this morning—and after 
they voted the impeachment they got together as to the form of 
the articles, and they discussed amendments as to the articles, 
but they did not discuss the merits of the articles; and you will 
find that to be the same in the Pickering case; and you will find 
it to be the same in the Belknap case, which was the last case 
of impeachment tried before the Senate. 

We have started off upon an entirely different plan. We have 
undertaken to try, and my friend from Pennsylvania in his 
argument was undertaking to prove, that upon all this evidence 
respondent was guilty upon every charge. My friend from 
Maine undertook to prove that he was not guilty of nine of 
these charges, and then said he had doubt about the charge 
which he had reported in favor of some time ago. Why, if we 
are going to discuss the merits of this case, I do not imagine 
that there will be any reyision of the tariff at the present ses- 
sion. If this debate is to go on in an unlimited manner, so that 
Members may make speeches of four and five hours, and that 
every man may state his own views 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. Does not the gentleman think that the four 
hours spent by the gentleman from Maine were wel spent in 
elucidation of the evidence? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. In reply to that I will say 
that if the question before this House is the guilt or innocence 
of the respondent upon all these articles, it is well spent; if it 
is not the question before this House, it is thrown away. 

Mr. PARKER. Is it not a fair thing to discuss whether a 
man may honestly be charged with diferent things—different 
things alleged to be crimes and misdeameanors? We all know 
that different things did not come up in either the Peck or Bel- 
knap case. Was it not in each a single thing—in the Belknap 
case the taking of money, and in the Peck case for contempt in 
one case? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. In the Belknap case several 
reasons, and in the Pickering case one. 

Mr. PARKER. Of the same character? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Why, substantially the 
same character. The difference in the case of Pickering, I as- 
sume, was the difference between intoxication on the bench and 
when he failed to protect the right of some client by reason of 
refusing him a fair trial. It seems as if that was rather some- 
what different. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that this is the only instance in 
which a defendant has been given the right to be heard? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I Know of no other in- 
stance. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Do you know whether or 
not the right was refused in any other instance? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I will not undertake to 
say whether application was made and refused. I think this is 
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the first case where the accused person ever had the assurance 
to appear by counsel and ask to be heard before what prac- 
tically amounts to a grand jury. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman will recog- 
nize this, that the precedent whether or not the accused had the 
right to be heard by counsel would establish the views of this 
body upon the trial of cases of this kind, if they had been re- 
fused. 


Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I believe we are bound to 
consider the evidence that is before us. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Is not this an extraordinary 
remedy that is being sought by the people here? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. It is the remedy which is 
provided by the Constitution. The Constitution provides that 
every judge shall hold his term of office during good behavior. 
Now, the only way by which you can test the question whether 
he has been guilty of bad behavior is by an impeachment trial. 
Take the case of a lawyer. If a lawyer is guilty of misbe- 
havior, he is summarily disposed of and disbarred by the court. 
If a judge holding a tenure of office, such as a Federal judge 
holds, is guilty of misbehavior, the law permits the people to 
have that misbehavior examined only in one way, and that is by 
an impeachment proceeding. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. What I wish to get at is 
this: If this is an extraordinary remedy, does it not place upon 
the people who are seeking this remedy the burden of establish- 
ing their case? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. It certainly does. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Then, does it not require 
more than the establishment of a probable cause, which I under- 
stand your position to be? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I doubt if it requires any 
more than what is called a “ probable cause.” I do not see why 
a judge should stand in any different position than any other 
citizen upon the question of crime. In other words, all that we 
are bound to show is probable cause that the accused is guilty 
of the offenses charged in the different articles. That has been 
stated in another way. It was stated in the Peck case that 
what the House should find was that the evidence justified a 
rational belief that he was guilty. 

But let me say in connection with-this, that when this case 
reaches the Senate it is not to be tried upon the same testimony 
that has been presented before this House. There is no part 
of this testimony in the form in which it now is that can be 
used in the Senate. It will be determined upon new testimony, 
oral testimony. Different witnesses, possibly witnesses entirely 
outside of those that testified here will testify there and testify 
orally. The only question for us to make up our minds on is 
what pleadings are necessary. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Let me finish this sentence 
and then I will be glad to. Having voted the impeachment, 
what pleadings are necessary in order te give a fair trial upon 
the important questions in controversy. I will now yield to 
the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I would like to ask the 
gentleman whether he or the committee have given any atten- 
tion to the effect on this impeachment trial if it should not be 
concluded in the Senate before the 4th of March? Does an 
impeachment determined upon and entered upon by one Con- 
gress continue upon the expiration of that Congress? And if 
the Senate, proceeding to try this case de novo, hearing all the 
evidence, perhaps going into more detail than this House, 
should not have time at this session or before the 4th of 
March to conclude the hearing or reach any determination, 
what would be the effect? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I will say to my friend 
from West Virginia, that my understanding of the law is that 
whenever the respondent is once before the Senate, he is before 
what is known as the impeachment court, and that court con- 
tinues until the trial is completed; and the change in the Sen- 
ate which will take place on the 4th of March in no way affects 
the court as it is constituted to try it. It is true that new mem- 
bers may come into that court, and when they come in, if they 
have not taken the oath, they must take it; but that constitutes 
a court and continues as a court until the trial is completed. 
That is my understanding. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, there seems to me to be no question that the court 
continues, for the Senate is a continuing body; but suppose, 
for instance, the House appoints certain managers to present 
the articles of impeachment. The managers appointed by the 
present House may not be Members of the next. 

Mr. PALMER. Then the House will appoint some more. 
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Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Can the action of this Con- 
gress bind the succeeding one? I am asking only for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I will say to my friend 
that my understanding is that if there should be any managers 
appointed at this session of Congress and the trial should not 
be completed and the managers should go out, then this House 
may appoint other managers to take their place, just the same 
as if you start a trial and your district attorney gets removed 
or dies in office, the next district attorney takes it up and car- 
ries it on. I think that is the situation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will he gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not for the purpose of embarrassing or 
taking issue with him at all, but for information. I quite 
agree with the gentleman that the House having voted for im- 
peachment, the proper question now before it is as to the 
proper framing of the articles of impeachment. I expect to 
vote for most, and perhaps all, of these articles submitted, but 
there is one of them concerning which I have some question, 
and it is as to that that I wish to ask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

The fourth article charges that said Charles Swayne having 
been duly appointed, ete. did unlawfully appropriate to his 
own use without making compensation to the owner a certain 
railway car, and that it was provisioned, etc., and that he took 
that car and provisions under a claim of right for the reason 
that the same was in the hands of a receiver appointed by him. 

Now, in the first place, I labor under the impression, gathered 
somewhere in this record, that the receiver was appointed by 
Judge Pardee, but I am not sure that I am right. Further, it 
seems to me that the evidence shows that he did not at the 
time appropriate this car violently or forcibly under a claim 
of right, but the evidence shows, on page 502, that the receiver 
sent it to him at his own instance—that is, the instance of the 
receiver. 

Now, there is some evidence that ten or twelve years after- 
wards, the judge being asked about that, did say that he 
thought he had a right to use it because it was in the hands of 
the court, which had charge of the receiver. Is it entirely 
accurate and fair to the judge to say that he appropriated at 
that time that car and provisions under a claim of right? In 
other words, ought not that particular article to be framed 
somewhat differently, so as not to do the judge any injustice, 
which neither the gentleman from Massachusetts nor any 
member of the committee would desire to do? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think my friend from 
Pennsylvania raises a pertinent question, and that is as to the 
form of pleading. That is what we are here for. I do not un- 
hate that he raises the question as to the merits of that 
article. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it was improper for him to use the 
car, and particularly the provisions paid for by the receiver, 
knowing, as he must have known, that when the reciever's ac- 
count came before him it must include the expenses of the pro- 
visions and the car. I think that is as improper as it would 
have been if a hotel had been in the hands of a receiver and he 
had taken his family and stopped at the hotel without compen- 
sation. But, at the same time, I think the article ought to be so 
eet as not to misstate the facts or to do the judge any injus- 

ce. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Of course, in the evidence 
of Judge Swayne which came before the committee he claimed 
that he had a right to appropriate to his own use—that is, to 
make useof for his own personal benefit—the property of the 
bankrupt railroad company by reason of its being in custody 
of his court. I understand my friend from Pennsylvania to 
say that the word “appropriate” is not the proper word as a 
mere matter of pleading, and that perhaps the word should be 
that he “accepted without right the property of this road and 
used it for his own benefit when tendered to him by the re- 
ceiver who was an officer of his court.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes; if at the instance of the receiver he 
accepted and made use of the car and provisions, knowing that 
the expense thereof must appear in the receiyer’s account, the 
article would be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think there is a good deal 
of force in the position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and when it comes up at the proper time, it is a proper matter 
for amendment. It has not been my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to 
go into the merits of this controversy, for the very reason that 
I believe that we have settled the question of the merits so far 
as this body is concerned. I want briefly, however, to take up 


one feature of this debate which, to my mind, is hardly worthy 
of the House. It is the partisan spirit that is being shown both 
on this side of the House and on the other side of the House, 
The great body of the membership of this House are lawyers, 
many of them have held judicial positions, and a number of 
them have been attorney-generals of their States. 

We are sitting here as a grand jury, or, as has been stated, as 
the grand inquest of the nation, to settle simply a question of 
pleading, and I am very sorry that yesterday, and to a certain 
extent this morning, there came into this debate what would 
appear to be partisan feeling upon the part of one side or the 
other. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I have heard the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powrrs] say two or three 
times that we are bound by that vote a few days ago. Now, I 
do not understand it so at all. In fact, if we are sitting as a 
grand jury, we have the same right that the grand jury exer- 
cised in Oregon a few days ago when they made an indictment 
and withdrew it a few days afterwards. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Had they filed the indict- 
ment with the clerk of the court at the time they withdrew it? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just a moment. I do not know 
of any rule of res adjudicata that should apply to this House. 
We have a right to reconsider this matter if we desire to. We 
have a right to take it up de novo if we want to. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. There has been up to the 
present time no proposition to take it up de novo. There is no 
evidence before the House noy that was not before the House 
when we voted the resolution of impeachment. I concede that 
men in this country have a right to change their minds; but 
this is not a tariff question; it is not a currency question. It is 
a question of law, and we settled this after a debate, and some 
extended debate, by a very decisive vote. Now, having set- 
tled it, we then went to the Senate and reported our action in 
voting that resolution. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But some of us did not yote with 
the gentleman at all before, and are we bound by his yote? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Let me finish, and then I 
shall be glad to yield. We went to the Senate and said to the 
Senate that we had passed the resolution of impeachment. In 
other words, we filed our action with the Senate. Now, I do not 
undertake to discuss the question whether we have a right to 
rescind our action of December 13. I do not know. This is the 
first proposition that has been made to rescind it. It is rather 
a remarkable case when every member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee believes in impeachment, with the exception of my friend 
the gentleman from California [Mr. GILLETT], and he believed 
in impeachment on December 13 — 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. But of course he has a right 
to change his mind. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Allow me to make my state- 
ment and then I will yield. It appears that on December 13 
every member of the Committee on the Judiciary and a very 
decided majority of this House believed that the resolution of 
impeachment ought to be voted. Now, if anyone has changed 
his mind since that time, he must have changed it upon a con- 
sideration of the same testimony that was before the House on 
December 13. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now I yield. 

Mr. PARKER. I entirely contradict the statement of the 
gentleman that at the time of the adoption of that report I or 
those with me believed that an impeachment ought to be voted. 
We did report that as to one matter—the certificate of expenses, 
unexplained—there’ was ground of impeachment. Mr. Speaker, 
I think it fair to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Powers] to give him notice in brief of the position that I take. 
I say we reported that, unexplained as to motive, the certificates 
given at that time were grounds of impeachment, if false. 
There are many offenses which are indictable for which the 
grand jury does not indict, and I rose in my place here in this 
House in that debate when the previous question was moved in 
order to tell this House that it was within its wise discretion, 
looking at the practice which seems to prevail among different 
courts of this Union with reference to that statute, to say as to 
whether impeachment should be ordered. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Is this a question? 

Mr. PARKER. I am giving the gentleman notice, I have 
already stated to the gentleman. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I yield to any privilege 
under the sun. : 

Mr. PARKER. I have already said to the gentleman that I 
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thought it was fair to him that I should make a short statement 
of my position, so that he could answer me, as he is upon that 
point. I shall likewise at the point— 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I don’t know whether I 
have the floor. 

Mr. PARKER. Oh, the gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Very weil. If the gentle 
man from New Jersey will yield to my friend from Kentucky to 
put a question, I should be glad, for the gentleman from New 
Jersey now has the floor. 

Mr. PARKER. Oh, I can not very well do that. I have not 
the floor. I am simply giving notice that I shall likewise insist 
before this House that where different crimes and misdemeanors 
were alleged it was the duty of the House to have voted whether 
each class of matter reported was impeachable before debating 
that resolution of impeachment, and that the committee was 
entitled to the vote of a majority on each branch, and that now 
for the first time the real question of impeachment has come 
before this House to be determined—not by five men on one 
charge, fifteen on another, and twenty on another coming in 
generally and saying that for one or another of the charges 
dudge Swayne should be impeached, but on each particular 
branch of the case. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT]. 

Mr. PALMER. Why do not you answer the question of the 

from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]? 

Mr. GILBERT. I do not want to interfere with the line of 
the gentleman’s argument, but I want to know this: You have 
two or three times disclaimed any desire to discuss the merits 
of the controversy, and you couple with that proposition another 
one that the only purpose of this grand jury or this House is to 
properly formulate the items. Now, how are we to intelligently 
formulate the items without an intelligent comprehension of 
the testimony? For example, the proposition is presented to 
the House whether or not we shall impeach him upon the charge 
of $10aday. Gentlemen voting “aye” on this testimony support 
that contention, and so with the other charges, so do not we 
necessarily have to discuss the testimony? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, that is a very 
fair question, and I assume that we had considered the testi- 
mony when we voted the resolution of impeachment. At that 
time the committee urged the impeachment upon five grounds, 
and those are the only grounds which are covered by the arti- 
cles, and it was upon those five grounds and upon no other 
that the committee making the report urged the impeachment, 
and we had assumed that when the House voted the impeach- 
ment they practically said that a probable cause was made out 
5 these flve subject-matters which were discussed before the 

ouse. 

Mr. GILBERT. But the gentleman from Massachusetts on 
that occasion said that that was not the proper time to discuss 
the merits of the case. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I do not think I made that 
statement. I said this was not the proper tribunal to discuss 
the merits; that the question of guilt or innocence must be 
determined by the trial tribunal and that this was not the trial 
tribunal. 

Now, I want to just make a little reply to my friend from 
New Jersey, who has asked me a question and, as I understand, 
has served notice upon us 

Mr. PARKER. I simply stated what my position was. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I understood him to say it 
was not quite fair for me to say that he favored the passage of 
the resolution of impeachment. I wish to call his attention to 
the report which is signed by him, RICHARD WAYNE PARKER be- 
ing the name at the head of it—— 

Mr. PALMER. Written by him? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I judge by the excellent 
English in which it is written that it was written by my 
learned friend from New Jersey. This closes with the follow- 
ing language: 

As a witness— 


Referring to Judge Swayne— 
he answered and explained every other charge— 


Meaning every other charge except the charge of false certi- 
fication— 


i charge he made no effort, as a witness, to answer . 
The Inference from the record, on general — Is that dhe 
pow oe to be true, and that he has no answer or Brie: — 
to. Whether a satisfactory explanation can be made we do not 
We must take the record as it stands. 
sag N this record, unanswered and unexplained, we are of the opinion 
that in this particular an Impeachable offense has made out. 


. 


Now, I understand we have not the benefit of any testimony 
that was before us when my friend from New Jersey wrote 
that report. I do not understand that any explanation has 
been made by the respondent, and I do not understand if my 
friend from New Jersey has changed his mind upon what he 
has changed it. He has not changed it upon any explanation 
made by the respondent which appears in any official record 
or is properly before this House. If he has made an explana- 
tion in some other way through the press which has satisfied 
my friend that he ought not longer to continue with this report, 
that may influence him, but ought not to influence us. 

Now, I want to say just this in closing, because I do not pro- 
pose to occupy very much more time. You have here a unique 
and very peculiar situation. This is the first impeachment 
trial in seventy-four years. For three-quarters of a century 
the judges of this country have so conducted themselves as to 
meet with the approbation of the bar and suitors in their courts. 
Not a single dissent has come here from all these Federal dis- 
tricts throughout this country except the northern district of 
the State of Florida. For ten years an agitation has been go- 
ing on in that district. The legislature of Florida, voicing- the 
sentiments of the people of that State, have voted by an almost 
unanimous vote in favor of memorializing Congress for the 
impeachment of this respondent. If I mistake not, they have 
guent: that vote twice, once several years ago and once in 

Now, it is claimed by some of my good friends on this side of 
the House that back of this agitation is politics; that the very 
fact, which is admitted, that Judge Swayne came from a North- 
ern State, that he was identified with the Republican party and 
sent down into Florida, is one of the causes of the dissatisfac- 
tion which exists in his district. I have examined that rumor 
somewhat carefully; I have examined that charge because I 
have heard it made off the floor of this House, and I have 
reached the conclusion that there is no foundation whatever 
to it. 

Ever since the civil war we have been sending from the North 
good lawyers, and some lawyers not as good, to hold positions 
as Federal judges in the Southern States. To-day a large num- 
ber of the judges in the South come from the North and yote 
the same ticket that I vote. Judge Swayne refrains from vot- 
ing, but most judges vote. So far as I am able to discover there 
is absolute harmony to-day between the bar and the people of 
the South and those judges that went down from the North 
years ago to accept positions in the Federal courts of the South- 
ern States. 

So far as I am able to learn, politics have nothing to do with 
this controversy. I have great respect for the bar of the South. 
Ever since the days of the Marshalls and Pinckneys and Wirts 
the bar of the South has been an honorable institution, repre- 
senting an honorable profession. [Applause.] I think it is 
fair to say that the reputation of the southern lawyer com- 
pares favorably with the reputation of the lawyers of the other 
sections of the Union. But when you find in a State a situa- 
tion such as exists in Florida, it is not singular that there is 
more or less spirit. It is not singular that that agita- 
tion in Florida should permeate the State of Fiorida and per- 
meate a great part of the southern section, Let me suppose, 
Mr. Speaker, a case. Let me suppose that in Massachusetts 
we had a Federal judge who was distasteful to the bar and dis- 
tasteful to the people, so that there would be agitation contin- 
ued for years as to the question of his removal, and let me sup- 
pose that the legislature of Massachusetts voted by a substan- 
tially unanimous vote in favor of memorializing Congress for 
his impeachment. And suppose that every one of the delega- 
tion from Massachusetts upon this floor came here charged by 
the instruction of the general court of the Commonwealth ef 
Massachusetts to present articles of impeachment. Do you not 
think that that situation would be likely to generate partisan 
spirit among us in Massachusetts? And would not that parti- 
san spirit extend throngh all the States of New England and 
would not my friend from Maine IMr. LITTLEFIELD] and my 
friends from Massachusetts be here talking in a language some- 
what familiar to the language of the Representatives of the 
State of Florida? Why, it seems to me 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman per- 
mit an interruption? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Powrns!] that, as one of the Representatives 
from Florida, I thank him for what he has kindly said of us. 

I desire to say, further, that we have two Federal judges in 
my State, one for the northern and the other for the southern 
district. They are both northern men and both Republicans. 
The judge of the southern district is James W. Locke, and 
there is no man in Florida more honored, more loved, and more 


1905. 


respected by the people of that State than Judge Locke. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I thank the gentleman from 
Florida for his statement concerning the matter. It covers the 
situation which I assumed existed in the South. I have talked 
with lawyers upon the floor of the House, and I find that that 
situation exists in nearly all the States of the South. 

Mr, GILLETT of California. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him one question? t 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Will you state the opinion of 
the lawyers in Pensacola and in the northern district of Flor- 
ida concerning the character, integrity, and industry of Judge 
Swayne prior to the O'Neal contempt proceedings? I want you 
to state the opinion of the lawyers and the citizens of the north- 
er) district of Florida concerning the industry, morality. and 
honesty and integrity of Judge Swayne prior to the O'Neal 
contempt. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I think the evidence clearly 
shows, Mr. Speaker, that this agitation has been going on for 
years; that the Florida legislature long before the O’Neal con- 
tempt proceedings had voted in favor of the impeachment of 
Judge Swayne. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that after that original and 


first resolution the State Bar Association of Florida passed res- | 


olutions strongly supporting Judge Swayne? 

Mr. PALMER. For what? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I understood that they rec- 
ommended Judge Swayne for some position that would take him 
out of the State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman be frank? Did 
ered not commend him for his great ability, honesty, and integ- 
rity? f 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 'There is published in the 
report of the hearings a large number of letters from lawyers 
in Florida—— g 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But was not that the action of the State 
Bar Association? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I have not seen the recom- 
mendation from the State association, but I have seen letters 
from lawyers recommending him for a position on the Supreme 
Bench. 

I do not undertake to say, to be perfectly fair, that Judge 
Swayne has not his friends in Florida; but they are not at the 
bar. There is no gentleman here who does not believe that 
there is a great controversy going on in that State, and that it is 
such a controversy respecting the respondent that it destroys 
the usefulness of the judge in the circuit for which he is ap- 
pointed. That it became so was evidenced by the entire body 
of the people speaking by resolution passed by the legislature, 
and it has become a question that deserves, as it has received, 
and as it will continue to receive, the careful consideration of 
this House. 

Now, I do not assume for one moment that the respondent in 
this case wants to have this House pass upon the merits of this 
controyersy. Suppose we passed upon them; it is not a vindi- 
cation of the respondent. Suppose we declined to indict him 
upon this charge or that. That is not a vindication of the re- 
spondent. If the position of the respondent and his friends be 
correct, he desires a trial upon all these great questions under 
controversy—the contempt case, the appropriation of the prop- 
erty of the railroad, the nonresidence case, and the false certifi- 
eation case. It is the duty of this House, not only to the people 
of this country, but also to the respondent, to say that he has a 
right to be tried fairly upon proper pleadings upon all these 
questions of controversy, and if we fail to send these up to the 
Senate and to give to the people of America a right of trial 
upon these issues and to give to the respondent the right of a 
fair trial upon these issues, we fail to do our duty. We stand 
here pledged to see, after the passage of this resolution, that 
there is a fair trial so far as the pleadings are concerned, and 
no man will do his duty who seeks to prevent a trial upon the 
great questions of controversy which to-day are not only agitat- 
ing the people of Florida, but are interesting the people of every 
State in the Union. 

We have the right to be proud of our judiciary. They have 
never asked us to protect them. They ask for no protection. 
Now, the American people have never sought a controversy with 
that great arm of our Government—the judiciary. They have 
come here at this time, to us, and we have said that they were 
entitled to a fair trial. That trial to be fair should be a trial 
before the greatest court which can be constituted in the United 
States, on pleadings which shall show the intelligence and fair- 
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mindedness of this House; and you and I, Mr. Speaker, will be 
satisfied, as will the American people, with the result and the 
verdict of that trial. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. I yield such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the full argument 
that has been made by the members of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, I should say nothing at this time were it not for the 
fact that I am not a member of that committee. The House 
must have seen that in this investigation a certain ascerbity of 
feeling has grown up in the committee—a certain partisan bias 
has naturally developed on one side or the other. We all desire, 
Mr. Speaker, to cast a fair, intelligent, and conscientious vote 
on this question. I never heard of Judge Swayne—I never 
heard Judge Swayne's name until I heard it in these proceed- 
ings in this House. 

I never saw Judge Swayne. I knew nothing of the feeling 
in Florida, and I have endeavored conscientiously by reading 
every word, I believe, that is contained in this book, to qualify 
myself to cast a conscientious yote; and I have thought that a 
few words may be of assistance to many Members of the House 
who, like myself, knew nothing of the situation and want to do 
the thing that is right. So, very briefly, I shall state to the 
House some of the reasons that will guide me in casting my 
To show that I do not speak in entire accord with the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I will first say that I do not take 
the position of my friend, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Powers], who has just spoken. He said that we are 
bound by our vote; that we were only here now as a grand jury 
to frame articles of indictment. That is not my position. I 
believe that I am here to vote conscientiously on the question 
of whether or not I think Charles Swayne ought to be im- 
peached. 

If on reading this evidence I think he ought to be, I am 
bound to vote that way. If on reading this evidence I think 
he ought not to be, certainly I ought not to vote for his impeach- 
ment on any article. And, having reached the result that I 
think he should be impeached, then I do not care one straw 
whether I think the Senate will impeach him or will not impeach 
him. We have each of us to vote upon our own conscience, re- 
sponsible to the people that we represent, as to whether we 
think the man is a fit man or an unfit man to be a judge, and if 
I think he is a man unfit to be a judge, it does not matter if I 
believe that every one of the ninety Senators of the United 
States will vote for his acquittal, I will not so vote in this 
House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another thing to be considered. 
This man holds an office of great dignity and importance. He 
is one of the few men who hold office in the United States of 
America for life. 

Nobody, President, people, nothing but the act of God Al- 
mighty can take him from his office so long as he fills it with 
good behavior. He holds an office of great responsibility, as 
any judge does, to decide the issues justly and fairly that are 
presented before him. He has great power by which he can do 
as Judge Swayne has done, commit men for contempt, or sen- 
tence one of his fellow-citizens to jail or to punishment—a 
power possessed by no one else, not even by this House of Rep- 
resentatives, unless a man refuses to answer a question be- 
fore us. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, where there is great power, where there 
is great diginty, there should be great responsibility. When we 
pass upon the question of good behavior of a judge of the United 
States, we have a right to demand a high standard. 

I shall not discuss all these questions here. I wish to say a 
few words on one subject, because it produced upon me as a 
lawyer the strongest impression as to Judge Swayne. It was 
not what was said by others, but what Judge Swayne himself 
said and what Judge Swayne has done through a series of 
years that convinced me he was a man unfit to hold this office. 

What have we a right to ask of a man who sits to administer 
the law? First and foremost, that he shall himself scrupu- 
lously, religiously, and honorably obey the law. He sits to 
punish criminals who disregard the provisions of the statutes. 
I will not vote that a man who has himself, as I believe from 
the words of his own mouth, for years evaded a statute of the 
United States is a fit man to continue to administer the law. 
And I am going to call the attention of the House only to what 
Judge Swayne said himself; not to one word of evidence that 
was given by any other man. 

The statute says that a judge of a United States court shall 
reside in his district, and it is an unusual statute in this re- 
spect, that it contains the provision that if he fails so to do he 
shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor. Judge Swayne and every 
judge of the United States who assumes that office has notice 
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in the very wording of the statute that this is not only a thing 
that he is bound to do, but that if he fails so to do he is guilty 
of the very thing for which a judge can be impeached, a high 
misdemeanor. 

Judge Swayne was a United States judge in Florida, and he 
was living in St. Augustine, in his district. The boundaries of 
the district were changed, and it became necessary for him to 
remove from St. Augustine and go into the northern district. 
There is no doubt that that law was distasteful to him. He did 
not want to move. It may have been a partisan law; it may 
have been passed by a Democratic Congress with an idea of get- 
ting rid of him. I do not know and I do not care. It was the 
law of the land which he had sworn to administer. 

Mr. PALMER. You are referring to the change in the 
boundaries of his district? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; it rendered it necessary for him to 
change his residence. Now, let me read what he says. In my 
consideration of this case I had read down to that point and I 
had said, “ There does not seem to be a very clear case against 
Judge Swayne ;” but when I struck that statement I made up 
my mind that that man was an unfit man to be a judge. What 
did he do when the bill was passed changing the limits of his 
district, which made it necessary for him to move to Pensacola 
or somewhere else? He said: 

My friends told me, Democratic friends told me, that they thought 
the next Congress would change it back; that there would be a Repub- 
lican Congress and it would change it back. 

It is as plain as the ceiling above us that for two years he 
had no thought and took no step about changing his residence. 
Why? Because he believed a Republican Congress would 
change the boundaries again. What would have been done if 
a man had been brought before Judge Swayne charged with a 
violation of the revenue law, and that man had said, “ Oh, I did 
this, but I thought in two years a Democratic Congress would 
come in and repeal that law.” Would Judge Swayne have 
pardoned him? Would he have dismissed him on that ac- 
count? Are the gentlemen within the sound of my voice, Re- 
publicans or Democrats, willing to say that a man is a fit man 
to fill the office of judge who for two years knowingly violates 
the law of the land, a statute which to violate is a high mis- 
demeanor, because he thought it would be changed back and 
it did not suit his convenience to move? 

Now, let us go further. It was not changed. What did he 
do? Why, to talk about his being a resident of his district, I 

say, with great respect to my learned friend from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD], is nonsense. 

He had no home there, he had no family there, he did not vote 
there, and he did not pay taxes there. What did he say before 
this committee? He says: “Oh, I regarded myself as a resi- 
dent.“ And this judge of the court has the effrontery to pro- 
duce as evidence of his residence the fact that he went up to 
Pensacola and stopped at a tavern and wrote his name, Charles 
Swayne, City.” [Laughter.] The intention is to be considered, 
but, Mr. Speaker, there must be facts. The intention as to resi- 
dence is regarded by the law as characterizing a man’s act. I 
can not say that I intend to go to Pennsylvania and by that 
declaration become a resident if I stay in New York. If I go 
to Pennsylvanla, then my intention is evidence of whether I in- 
tend to leave New York, whether I have left temporarily or per- 
manently; but this man did no act, he took no part or place in 
the State of Florida, certainly until 1901, and I think not until 
1903. For five or seven years, it makes no difference which, he 
was no more a resident of Florida in the eye of the law than 
I was a resident of Florida. 

The courts have passed upon this question and in a case out 
in Utah the court said that this provision of residence meant an 
actual residence. Of course it does. It is not the nominal resi- 
dence which sometimes determines a man’s right to vote, but it 
is an actual residence, so that a litigant without trouble and loss 
of time, or loss of money, can find a judge ready at his hand; 
and the court says in interpreting this same statute, or a simi- 
lar statute: : 

It is clear that residence means an actual as distinct from a con- 
structive residence, and the law directing a district judge to reside 
within the district was manifestly not e— 

This is what Judge Swayne forgot 
was not made for his convenience, but for the benefit of the people 
whose servant he was. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what does this judge, sworn to administer 
the law, say about this charge? Why, he comes in and says “I 
never heard that anybody was injured by my not being there.” 

Mr. Speaker, can a man be fit to administer the law who, 
when he himself has evaded it, says, “Oh, I don’t know that it 
did any harm.” It is the plea of every criminal—of men very 
much lower in the scale than Judge Swayne—“ Oh, I didn’t com- 
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ply with the law, but I don’t know that it did any harm.” Is 
he a fit man to sit as a judge who has the effrontery to come 
before this committee and, instead of seeking in every way to 
show that he was a resident, an actual resident, say, “Oh, I 
don’t know that it did any harm; for nine long years, or for 
seven long years, I was only in the district of Florida sixty days 
out of a year, but I don’t know that it did anybody any harm.” 

One thing more and I am done with this part of the case. He 
says, “I spoke to two or three real estate men,” in his attempt, 
if it can be called an attempt, to show that he was seeking a 
residence there“ I spoke to two or three real estate men and 
they didn’t find a house to suit me.” Is it an excuse for a 
judge for five long years to violate the law which says that he 
shall be a resident of the district, to say that two or three times 
I spoke to a real estate man and I didn’t find what suited me?“ 
His duty was to be there; his duty was to be suited. Oh, Mr. 
Speaker, when he thought that he could safely evade the law, 
he found no house to suit him. He never would have found a 
house to suit him if it had not been for these proceedings. 
When these impeachment proceedings were finally started 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The gentleman said that he 
found no house to suit him until these proceedings were begun. 
Is it not true that he found a house in 1900 and moved in with 
his family and his furniture? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, assuming that; he was not a resident 
there for six long years. Perhaps the mutterings of the storm 
were heard even in 1900. For six long years he had violated 
the law, and he then found a house. There is no statute of 
limitations here. A man is impeached because his outward con- 
duct shows the lack of inward grace. He will again do wrong 
when it is safe. I understand it is claimed, and that is my 
understanding of the evyidence—the gentleman from California 
is much more familiar with it than I am—that in 1900 he was 
there only a few days, and it was a pretence of residence. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. That is not the evidence. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, you may call it 1900 or 1903. The 
mutterings of, the storm came, the impeachment was started, 
and until that time Judge Charles Swayne found no house to 
suit him. He was like the criminal lower down in the scale, 
who proceeds so long as he thinks he can do so with impunity, 
and when the officers of the law are after him he seeks to 
reform. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not the sort of man who is fit to 
hold the office of judge. Just one word more and I will be 
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through. There are two things more that I desire to say as 


characterizing the manner of man he is. If I thought he was 
a fit man for judge, God forbid that I should vote against him, 
and if I think he is an unfit man, certainly I shall not vote 
for him. I care not what his politics may be. When the con- 
troversy was up on the question of the drawing-room car, 
Judge Swayne said, Les; I appointed ten receivers of rail- 
roads,” and this phrase struck me, and I call it to the attention 
of the House. “I have appointed receivers of ten railroads.” 
I come from a State where there are many applications for re- 
ceivers of railroads and of other things. I know the class of 
judge, and every lawyer in actual practice knows the class of 
judge who has many applications for receiverships and that sort 
of work. 

Some twenty-five years ago we impeached two judges in New 
York State, Barnard and Cadoza. They had appointed more 
receivers and done more work of this sort than any other ten 
judges in the State of New York. There is a class of judge to 
whom attorneys of a certain class apply and to whom people 
who wish to be appointed receivers run promptly. This class 
of people evidently thought Judge Swayne was their man, and 
it is curious to notice that judges of that sort, who are sought 
after to appoint receivers, are generally the judges we find 
accepting favors from receivers; the men who are sought for 
to put their friends in those positions are the men who them- 
selves we presently find riding in drawing-room cars at the ex- 
pense of the receivers. There is just one thing more I wish 
to speak of that also characterize the man. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] spoke about the proceedings 
for contempt. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
occupied hours in arguing whether or not those proceedings 
were wholly justified. ý 

I have practiced law all my life in the State of New York 
among judges of high standing, judges who uphold the honor and 
dignity of their courts better than men like Judge Charles 
Swayne could ever do. I have never known a case—though I 
have sometimes known of cases of lawyers being rebuked by the 
court for some improper act or speech—where the judge of our» 
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supreme court of the State of New York found it necessary to 
commit lawyers to jail and to fine them, and to seek to strike 
them from the roll of attorneys. 

Those are the things, Mr. Speaker, that in connection with all 
the rest are important as showing that the man is not fit, is not 
qualified, to be a judge, that he is not conducting himself with 
that good behavior which, and which alone, gives us the right 
to leave him in office. Mr. Speaker, I have finished what I have 
to say. I feel, and I am sure we all feel, that we are ‘sitting 
here as jurors in a case of the people of the United States 
against Charles Swayne. If I believe he was fit to hold his 
office, surely I would vote against these articles. If I believe 
this evidence shows that he is unfit te hold the great office of 
United States judge, then I will vote as I shall vote. I will do 
what I can to remove from the bench a man who has brought 
dishonor on it. [Applause.] 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, there are some advantages in 
waiting for the closing of a case, but there are advantages also 
in speaking to you now, when you are ready to listen to what I 
have to say. 

‘This is, unfortunately, the first time that the real questions on 
the impeachment of Charles Swayne have come fairly before 
this House. I say this advisedly. Impeachment is to be or- 
dered for high crimes and misdemeanors. The House that 
sends the impeachment to the Senate must see good cause—I 
do not say “ beyond reasonable doubt” or use the words “ prob- 
able cause.” They must see good cause for each of the charges 
that they send to the Senate. Generally, there is but one 
charge. In the Belknap case it was charged in several items 
that money had been taken on public contracts. 

In the Peck case there was but one charge as to a single pun- 
ishment for contempt. In such cases the House can rightly and 
justly vote simply on the question of impeachment, for there 
is but one alleged misdemeanor. But in the present case, 
besides some ten other charges mentioned in the specifications, 
which carried a vote of the Florida legislature, there are five 
which have survived to this day, namely: As to the Belden 
and Davis contempt, the O'Neal contempt, residence, the certifi- 
cates for expenses, and the use of private cars. Three other mat- 
ters were urged before the House in the majority report and on the 
motion for impeachment, namely, the matters of the Hoskins 
bankruptey, the younger Hoskins contempt case, and alleged 
favoritism to Tunison (see Appendix A, Abandoned Charges). 
These last were vigorously supported by 


ment decided nothing as to any one of the alleged crimes or mis- 
demeanors. My friends were divided. Some relied on one 


friends lay stress on the private car, others think it a mere 
courtesy done years ago. 

Some of my friends believe that the action of the judge on the 
Belden contempt was a clear case of usurpation, while others 
think the judge was absolutely justified. My friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, who spoke last from the Judiciary Committee, I 
believe, has nothing to say on the matter of the certification of 


every man according to his best judgment and conscience, and 
there is no evidence as to intent. I repeat that the vote taken on 
impeachment was not a majority vote against Judge Swayne on 
any one of these charges. ‘That majority was made up of some 
who believed in one charge and some who believed in another. 
No majority of the House has determined that they believe the 
respondent guilty of any one of these different matters. 
Gentlemen tell you that the House is bound, and that the House 
would stultify itself if it voted against these charges. Mr. 
Speaker, if there be any stultification in the action of the House 
it was in taking a single vote, throwing together things which 
have nothing to do with one another, and this resulted from the 
earnestness and zeal—honest, but mistaken—of the H 
the majority of this committee, for when I rose in 
speak on this matter, as a member of that committee, and asked 
that the motion for the previous question should not 
intending to ask this House to vote separately 
necessarily separate branches of those charges, 


sit down, and the motion fer the previous question was insisted 
on, and the House thus took a vote that does not determine any 
one of the questions, but leaves them all open separately. Thus 
we are now forced to determine for the first time whether a 
majority of this House, upon any one of these matters, will bring 
a charge of high crime and misdemeanor against a judge who 
has held for years an honorable position, not only by his office, 
but with the bar and in the community. 

From pages 225 to 238 of the record we learn that in 1899 the 
lawyers and business men of Pensacola were eager to sign cer- 
tificates as to his honor and integrity; not, as suggested, to get 
him out of Pensacola, but to make him judge of the circuit court 
for the fifth circuit, to preside over the courts of northern and 
southern Florida, as well as that of Georgia, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, and ‘Texas. The law firm of Liddon & Egan 
signed such a certificate, though Judge Liddon says he did not 
do so „and this is the same Judge Liddon who was em- 
ployed by ONeal in 1903 to draw the resolutions for the Florida 
legislature and press them against Judge Swayne, and who is 
counsel against him now. Judge Swayne was acceptable to the 
bar. He served in districts of Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas 
(as by the certificates, p. 437) for some seven hundred and 
forty-five days in eight years. This was but a part of his work. 
In 1903 he was two hundred and two days in the southern dis- 
trict of Florida, besides one hundred and thirteen days in his 
own (pp. 214, 215). We have yet to hear the slightest complaint 
except from Pensacola, as to the satisfactory quality of his 
temper, honor, and judicial ability in the trial of cases in these 
courts, extending the whole range of the Gulf States, from 
Florida to Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told this man is unendurable and a ty- 
rant. One gentleman has chosen to say, a common thief. I 
protest. We stand here, Mr. Speaker, with the functions of a 
grand jury before our Maker, on our oath to determine severally 
as to the several and different matters alleged by a majority 
vote of this House whether impeachment shall be pressed 
on each or any particular ground. There is no law to bind us 
te any rule, whether it shall be on probable cause or beyond 
reasonable doubt. It is sufficient that you and I must answer 
on our honor and our oaths whether we find it our duty to im- 
peach ‘him on each several charge. A majority of the House 
must answer upon each charge, because the Senate has to 
determine upon each charge, and the House must impeach upon 
each separate charge, in fairness to the man and in fairness to 
itself. When we were asked to vote upon ten charges at once, 
that there was something impeachable contained in one or the 
other of those charges, we have already perhaps stultified our- 
selves in the mode of our procedure, but the previous question, 
as it was then ordered on motion of the chairman against the 
protest of a member of the committee, is responsible for that 
mistake. 

I am speaking longer than I expected. It is perhaps time not 
wasted. I once tried an impeachment in my own State, and its 
trial upset legislative deliberation for four or five weeks. What- 
ever time is spent here in winnowing the true from the false 
is time well spent. Would that it had been done earlier! My 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers] does not even admit 
that it was for the benefit of the House that it has had the care- 
ful, exhaustive, and truthful presentation of the evidence by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Larrirrretp]. No one can add to 
that presentation. But I have something to say on each matter 
as to the effect of that evidence. 

First, as to residence. Judge Swayne, when appointed in 1889, 
was and had been for years a resident of Florida. He estab- 
lished himself with his family at St. Augustine. We do not 
know anything about his financial affairs. Three thousand 
five hundred dollars was his salary till 1891, and $5,000 since. 
He seems to have had little else, for the banks carry his note 
for $200. Such a salary leaves little to spare for wife or 
family. He had a mother who lived on the old homestead, in 
Delaware, where he spent his summers. He did not travel 
much or indulge in luxuries, and got his board at hotels as 
cheaply as he could. Those of you who have tried to live on 
$5,000 a year I will ask whether it was easy for a judge to live 
on $3,500 a year, even at the place where he established his 
family in eastern Florida, where it is healthy in summer, and 
whether he would have means to move the family instantly to 
western Florida on the Gulf. He left his family at St. Augus- 
tine in 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. Speaker, the statute provides that the judge shall reside 
in the district for which he is appointed. St. Augustine was 
in that district for which he was appointed, and his family 
stayed there, close by, and he himself established his residence 
in Pensacola, where he meant to go, by registering in the hotel, 
staying there or at a neighboring boarding house whenever 
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there was work to do, and he also ordered his name to be put 
upon the registry roll. Gentlemen ask how often he was there. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to interrupt the gentle- 
man a moment. I understood him to say that the statute says 
that the judge shall reside in the district for which he is ap- 
pointed, and the gentleman’s contention is that he resided in St. 
Augustine when he was appointed? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That he must continue to reside there 
forever if the district should be changed? 

Mr. PARKER. No; I do not; but I say that there was no 
moral obliquity in his keeping a residence which he had taken 
up under that statute until he could, with convenience, get 
another residence. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman then assert that 
he should have removed his residence to the new district? 

Mr. PARKER. I think he should have removed, and I think 
he did remove, but I think the circumstances were peculiar. 
He had a district composed of counties, a list of which I have 
here, which contained, in 1890, 128,626 people only, and con- 
tained, in 1900, 176,337 people only, not enough for a single Con- 
gressional district ; but they depended upon him to do work in 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Parker] think that that is an answer to a positive 
statute? 

Mr. PARKER. I am not saying that is an answer. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am trying to understand the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. I have said to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Henry] that he had a reasonable time in which to remove. 
I have said likewise to the gentleman that he did move by go- 
ing there. I have said now that he was not required by court 
business to remain there as much as he would have had to re- 
main in some other district, I mean in attendance upon court. 
This is not on the question of residence. This is on the ques- 
tion of employment. Thereupon, having little work to do—you 
can count the cases in that district on your fingers, as given in 
the Attorney-General’s report—he was assigned by the circuit 
judge and sent from place to place for important and onerous 
work, so that he did not seem to be in Pensacola as much as he 
would have been if he had not been taken away or had had busi- 
ness there to do. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him just one question? 

Mr. PARKER. Go ahead. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Do you hold that he became an ac- 
tual resident of the new district as created by Congress? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; and I explain his absences as not in- 
consistent with complete residence. Judge Swayne himself ex- 
plains carefully on pages 578 to 580 that he understood that he 
must reside in his district; that he went to Pensacola and regis- 
tered in the hotel as of that city; that he kept it as his home; 
that he looked around for a house; that he finally got one in 
1900, and that his wife, his family, and furniture have been 
there ever since, for four years. 

No statute of limitations binds the House of Representatives 
or the Senate. No statute binds them. But this matter of resi- 
dence is purely a statutory crime and misdemeanor. There is 
no moral obliquity if the judge only does his work in his dis- 
trict. The offense is purely statutory. A statute created it 
and a statute can limit it, and this limitation is imposed in the 
strongest terms, terms that would seem to apply to impeachment 
itself. Section 1044, Revised Statutes, provides: 

No persons shall be prosecuted, tried, or 2 for any offense, 
not capital, except as provided in section 1046— 

Which covers revenue and slave-trade cases 
unless the indictment is found, or the information is instituted within 
three years next after such offense shall have been committed. 

But whether the statute applies or not, impeachment will not 
be made on stale matters not involving moral character. 

For four years he has resided in Pensacola beyond question. 
Before that time no one ever complained of his absence. No 
objection was ever made until long after his having a family 
home at Pensacola. He had always been there at every term— 
the number of his attendances are in the record—and for four 
years he has been living there in the midst of those people. 

The House is asked to go back of four years and to find an 
impeachment because over four years ago he did not live there. 
No complaint was made until a man named O’Neal was punished 
in November, 1902, for murderous assault on an officer of the 
court, and O'Neal had resolutions lobbied through the Florida 
legislature, employed five several lawyers, and ran the impeach- 
ment attacks upon the judge from 1902 till his death. I do not 
think the House is going to trouble itself with a charge of non- 
residence over four years ago, or that impeachment is intended 


for matters that do not affect the moral character of the man 
or his present fitness to do his work. ‘There are sound reasons 
for limitations as to indictment. Old matters may be made 
instruments of revenge, and they take the time of the courts, 
juries, and people over questions that are past and on which 
time has passed and wherein evidence may be hard to obtain. 
These reasons apply with tenfold force when the Senate and 
House of Representatives are to give up public business in 
order to become court or prosecutor on an attempt to disgrace 
an honorable United States judge for a crime and misdemeanor 
which was never such in intent, if it existed at all, and which 
certainly has failed to exist for over four years. 

Mr. Speaker, what has been just said as to length of time 
applies with tenfold force to the question of the use of the 
private car in 1893, eleven years ago. In principle we may not 
believe in the prevailing practice as to the use of passes or 
private cars, but while it lasts we may follow it honestly and 
use a pass. A man’s conscience can not be brought down to 
any one single fixed rule as to the kindlinesses that preyail 
between man and man. A dear friend may give a thing of 
value which may not be given by or accepted from a stranger. 
The cigar or the meal or the wine or the entertainment will be 
taken from one man and refused from another. Each man's 
conscience must say in the special case where the line is to be 
drawn. In this case a receiver of a railroad in the year 1893, 
over ten years ago, had a private car—a private car that was 
not for hire and never brought a dollar to the railroad com- 
pany. It was the car of the president of the railroad, main- 
tained as such presidents’ cars are always, by keeping a porter 
in it and ready for use by the president in traveling over the 
road. It is part of the necessary and usual means for the 
operation of a road. It is explained by Mr. Axtell, who was 
the lawyer of the road. Durkee, the receiver, is alive, but 
sick, and unable to appear. 

Dearborn was the conductor on that car on one of the two 
trips. But nothing was heard on this matter until this fall, 
when a witness named Wurts came here after the original re- 
port was made. He had been a defeated candidate for Judge 
Swayne’s office. He said that when he was in Florida, pre- 
vious to 1895, he heard that Judge Swayne had been continu- 
ally using a private car to come down from Delaware, and that 
Judge Swayne had admitted it to him, and that the judge was 
corrupt with reference to railroad management. 

Now, the real facts are clear. Durkee, as receiver, had this 
private president’s car. It goes free not only over that road 
but over all roads, because the car of the president of one road 
goes upon all other roads with free transportation. When the 
receiver found that Judge Swayne wanted to go to California, 
he appeared to have offered him the car to go to California, 
and the judge went to California and returned in that car witli 
free transportation, but he furnished his own provisions. There 
happened to be in the car some little liquid, whether apollinaris 
or something else we do not know. We can only appeal to the 
record, which has proved Judge Swayne’s expenses at half a 
dozen hotels, and there is not a single drink included. We 
must conclude that Judge Swayne is not a drinking man or we 
would have heard of it in this case. 

He provisioned that car; he accepted the loan of his friend's 
house, you may say; he accepted the courtesy from the rail- 
road of the use of that car. It cost the railroad nothing. It 
was, as was said, better running than standing still. 

Now, this is not a thing that we commend. We have criti- 
cised it as at least unwise and tending to provoke criticism. 
But it is something that may and must be left to each man's 
conscience what courtesies of that sort he may accept. And, as 
pointed out by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCDERMOTT] 
yesterday, the accounts of all these matters have been audited, 
have been displayed in the courts, no objection has been made, 
and the stockholders and directors must be taken to have as- 
sented, and it is done. Now, the other and second case is 
simpler yet. In the same year, 1893—for there were only two in- 
stances of use of the private car—we find in the testimony of 
Mr. Axtell, who was the counsel of the road, a description of 
how it came to go to Delaware, and it is a case that might 
happen to anyone. In this case Mr. Axtell says: 

Q. There has been testimony here of the receiver's car being sent 
for Judge Swayne and his soniy to Delaware. Was that while Mr. 
Durkee was receiver ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it within your knowledge at the time?—A. It was. 

i you know at whose instance it was sent?—A. The receiver 
sent it at his own instance. 

Q. Within your knowledge?—A. Well, he told me so at the time. 
It came about in this way: Judge Swayne was at Guyencourt, I 
think, with his family, and was about to return to Florida in the fall, 
and Major Durkee, the receiver, suggested that he would send the car 


to Delaware for Judge ere to return, and he made application to 
the various roads to pass the car from Jacksonville to Delaware and 


return. The car was passed without expense to the receiver or to 
the railway property. 
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Q. Was or was not that car kept the receiver for his use as the 
manager of the road?—A. Yes, sir. was a car that came into his 
hands when he took charge of the property, and was used by the offi- 
cers of the road that is, the executive officers. They had another car 
used by the subordinate officers, and the receiver always used that car 
when he used any. And I will say there was no hesitation on the part 
of the receiver to ask other roads to transport these cars, because in 
the winter time there is scarcely a day that that road did not haul the 
peats cars of other roads without compensation, as it is customary 


Here is a judge at his home in Delaware, who is going down 
to Florida, and he is notified that the private car of the re- 
ceiver is coming up to Guyencourt, or is on the way, to take him 
down with his family when he wants to go. It is a courtesy 
to him, and he accepts it as a gentleman. Does it alter his 
position as a judge? Does it alter his action, or was there 
anything corrupt about it? 

I feel like saying to myself, as well as to the rest, if it comes 
to a question of receiving things as courtesies which are some- 
times of value, Let him that is without fault among you cast 
the first stone.” But this transaction is dead. It is back in 
1893. It was not put in the original specifications; it was not 
a part of the case before the Florida legislature; it was not 
brought in here as part of this case, but it came from a disap- 
pointed candidate for office, on the new testimony, after the 
report had been brought in. This House, like a grand jury, 
will wipe that.charge from existence. We may not defend it; 
we may think there is too much private-car travel; that there 
are too many passes, and that an enlightened publie conscience, 
or perhaps the action of the railroads, will stop this thing in 
the future and change our system. We are not defending it, 
but we do say that I can not accuse a man of moral obliquity 
in such an action as this, 

Mr: THAYER, Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Is it not a fact that that whole railroad was 
constructively in the hands of the court itself when it was in 
the hands of the agent of the court, the receiver, and is it not a 
fact that the court has got to pass on the debit and credit as 
kept by the receiver of everything received in and paid out for 
that railroad? And what does the gentleman say of the pro- 
priety of a judge accepting this donation from the receiver when 
he, the judge, was to pass on his account? 

Mr. PARKER. I think that that cost about $20. 

Mr. THAYER. Well, that might vary. Isn't there a distine- 
tion between that and a railroad corporation giving free trans- 
portation to a judge from one place to another? In this case the 
receiver was the agent of the judge. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not know; we look into the intent upon 
these things. One thing must still be greatly dark—the motive, 
why they do it—if it were done honestly, as many another man 
has taken friendly favors from friends, no matter what the rela- 
tions were. A lawyer is employed by one man, and then may 
rightly become attorney, not in the same case, against his for- 
mer client. Hach man must keep himself upright in motive, 
though doing things in this world that may vary from one 
time to another. We should not hasten to condemn another’s 
motive in a matter of this sort, which everybody seems to have 
thought right until this disappointed candidate for office came 
in on the tail of this case and put in these extra charges, which 
are now put first in the indictment, so that the dog comes in 
tail first instead of head first. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey permit 
a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. I believe the gentleman has said that this 
private car cost about $20. x 

Sarjat PARKER. I said that was probably the cost of the pro- 
visions. 

Mr. STANLEY. It went up to Delaware and got Judge 
Swayne. 

Mr. PARKER. The car was never rented. 

Mr. STANLEY. That car made the trip to carry Judge 
Swayne from one place to the other? 

Begs gar The car went up with the porter and brought 
nt 

Mr. STANLEY. Would $20 have carried that car through 
any one of the States? Would $20 have furnished fuel for the 
train through any of the States over which he passed? 

Mr. PARKER. Not a dollar was paid for the car. It was 
done as a courtesy from one railroad company to the other. 

Mr. STANLEY. Was not the car drawn by an engine? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, it was drawn by an engine; but the en- 
gine charged nothing for its services. 
eee at How about the coal? Didn’t that cost some- 

ng 

Mr. PARKER. The same rule applies and I make the same 
answer. The president’s car on different railroads are drawn 


from one railroad to the other without charge. 


Mr. STANLEY. Did it have a special engine? 
Mr. PARKER. Not at all. 
Mr. STANLEY. Was there an engine to draw that car? 


Mr. PARKER. No; it was shifted from one train to an- 
other—tacked on a regular train. I am very glad that the gen- 
tleman asked the question. 

Let us next take up the case of O’Neal. I will put it to any 
man, what would he do in such a case if he were a judge upon 
the bench? Greenhut, the man that was stabbed, was appointed 
trustee in bankruptcy. The duty of such trustees by the bank- 
ruptcy act, section 47 in the second supplement to the Revised 
Statutes, on page 858, was “to collect and reduce to money 
the property and the assets for which they are trustees under 
the direction of the court, and to close up the estate as expedi- 
tiously as is compatible with the best interests of the parties 
in interest.” He was, therefore, appointed trustee with these 
duties to perform under the command of the court. His duty 
was to collect all the assets, take them into possession, and dis- 
tribute them. Now, mark that his duties were more than those 
of a sheriff in execution, who is likewise an officer of the court. 
If a sheriff had taken goods into his hands in execution, and 
anybody had gone to him, quarreled with him for taking them 
into execution, and stabbed him with a knife, no one would 
deny that under the statute a judge would have the power to 
punish, because the statute says that the courts must punish 
for contempt in case of resistence by any party, jury, witness, 
or other person to any lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, 
or command of the court. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Shall do what with him? 

Mr. PARKER. The court may have the power to punish by 
fine and imprisonment at the discretion of the court. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does that mean to punish under the rule 
for contempt, or proceed for violation of law? 

Mr. PARKER. This is the section as to contempt, and if the 
gentleman will turn to the majority report on this case on page 
22 he will find cited there the act of Congress which gives the 
courts the power to impose sentence. It is as follows: 

The said courts shall have the power to impose and administer all 
necessary oaths and to punish by fine or imprisonment, at the discre- 
tion of the court, contempt of their autho : Provided, That such 
power to punish contempt shall not be construed to extend to any cases 
except the misbehavior of any person in their 8 or so near 
thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the misbehavior 
of any of the officers of said court in their official transactions, and 
the disobedience or resistance by any such officer or by any mart, tarot. 
witness, or other 
or command of 

The majority report says that this was not resistance to any 
legal act, order, rule, „ or command of the court. Why 
not? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PARKER. I must go on now—not now; in a moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not mean to provoke so much rude- 
ness from the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER. I did not mean to be rude. I will be very 
glad to give an answer to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman 


more. 

Mr. PARKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am sorry the gentleman gave so much 
rudeness. 

Mr. PARKER. I am too much a friend of the gentleman to 
have him think any such thing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for inter- 


rson to any la 


writ, process, order, rule, 
e said court. 


rupting. 

Mr. PARKER. I beg your pardon. Come along. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was going to ask the gentleman if he 
does not know that the act of 1831 was passed as the result 
of the impeachment trial of Judge Peck, who insisted at his 
trial that he had the right to enforce his rules against people 
for contempt in his court the same as the English courts did, 
and that was the question on that trial; and it was to settle for 
all time that the judges of the United States courts could not 
have any such extensive powers that this act of 1831 was passed. 

Mr. PARKER. I think I understand the gentleman’s state- 
ment. I understood the statute was to limit the rules of con- 

t. 
5 BARTLETT. And grew out of that case of Peck. 

Mr. PARKER. I have heard so here; I never knew it be- 
fore. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon if I am giy- 
ing him the information. 

Mr. PARKER. I heard it here from gentlemen who have 
made arguments on this case. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I heard it long before I was a Member of 
pia Dir Ste people discussing that trial, who gave a history 
of the 
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Mr. PARKER. I happen to be more ignorant. I never 
knew about the Peck case until it was mentioned in the Judi- 
ciary Committee and here in this matter. I have not studied it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Get the bound volume of the Peck case and 
you will find the original act printed in the back. 

Mr. PARKER. Gentlemen, I am not talking to you about the 
Peck case. 

Mr. Speaker, may I ask to strike out a little bit of this? 
I do not want to put this in the middle of my argument, and I 
now desire to go on. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think perhaps it will help it. 

Mr. PARKER. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that this was an act 
of resistance to the command of the court. The command of the 
court was given to the receiver or trustee to take these assets 
into his possession. He is given a greater command than a 
sheriff or marshal under an execution. Under an execution the 
sheriff can only take the visible assets that he can seize. The 
receiver can sue for and take equitable assets that can only be 
recoyered by suit. Under an execution the sheriff must only 
take so much of the assets as are sufficient to satisfy the claim 
or at least he can not sell more. Under the bankrupt act the 
trustee must take all the assets. Under an execution the sheriff 
705 desist by permission of the plaintiff without an order of the 

udge. 

Under the bankrupt act the receiver, until he is otherwise di- 
rected by the court, must take and collect every asset of the 
bankrupt that he can find in anybody's hands, whether in pos- 
sesslon or in action. That was the trustee's duty. As part of 
that duty he began a suit, and it was his duty to go on with that 
suit and prosecute it, and, Mr. Speaker, if any Member of this 
House were a judge upon the bench, I ask what he would do in 
such a case? The judge, by order in bankruptcy, has appointed 
and commissioned a trustee to collect these assets and the trus- 
tee has brought suit against a bank. The president of the bank 
comes and quarrels with the trustee for bringing suit, and draws 
a knife and lays that trustee up for weeks, and takes the chances 
of killing him. What would any court do? I ask whether that is 
not a resistance to the command of the court? True, part of the 
act was past—the bringing of the suit—but there was more to be 
done. The cases are consistent, and that of McLeod, in 120 Fed- 
eral Reports, is complete on this subject. In that case, because of 
a past action of a commissioner of the court, an attack was made 
upon him, and although the commissioner had nothing more to 
do in that case it was held nevertheless to come within that 
section, and the assailant was arraignable for contempt because 
it was proven the commissioner was doing his duty, under orders 
of the court. ; 

The McLeod case is stronger than the one before us. Here 
the act of the trustee was not complete. He was still going on 
with the suit, and the attack upon him by this O'Neal was an 
endeavor to make him stay his hand. 

Mr. PALMER. That is a penal statute, is it not? 

Mr. PARKER. No. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the gentleman say that this statute is 
not a penal statute? 

Mr. PARKER. I read the contempt end of it. It is not a 
criminal statute. 

Mr. PALMER. It is a penal statute, and therefore strictly 
to be construed. 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. Suppose you are going to indict 
O'Neal for resisting the command of the court. If the court had 
made an order or rule of any kind, he would be in the indict- 
ment in haec verba. Suppose you are indicting him for resist- 
ing a command of the court, what would you set out in the in- 
dictment? 

Mr. PARKER. I am not supposing anything of the kind. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman says that O’Neal resisted a 
command of the court. I would like to know what command of 
the court he refers to? Does the record show any command 
that the court had made? 

Mr. PARKER. The court had ordered this receiver ap- 
pointed. His duty, under the statute following upon the words 
in that order, was to collect and reduce to money the property 
and assets for which he was trustee. That was the duty im- 
posed upon him. What is more, we do not have to look for law 
on that subject. The O'Neal case has been decided on appeal 
before Judge Pardee and the other judges of the circuit court, 
good judges all. I wish I had 125 Federal Reporter here, be- 
cause only part of that was read by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], and anyone who looks at that case 
will see the court determined expressly that if the facts were 
as charged in those papers, then contempt of court under the 
statute had been committed. What is more, O’Neal obtained a 
certificate as to jurisdiction to the Supreme Court of the United 
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States, a certificate granted by Judge Swayne. The Supreme 
Court of the United States ruled upon the case, and it said that 
the only question was one of fact whether O’Neal interfered with 
an officer of the court in the performance of his duty, and that 
such a question of fact could not be certified. 

In the case before Judge Pardee the latter expressly ruled 
that a trustee in bankruptcy was an officer of the court and that 
he could not be interfered with. The whole case has been de- 
termined. It has been settled that this order for imprisonment 
of O'Neal was lawful, and if it was lawful I will leave it to any 
Member of the House if he had been a judge upon the bench 
and an attack had been made upon the trustee in bankruptcy 
that he appointed for the purpose of performing the official 
duty of collecting assets and that attack appeared to be in order 
to keep the trustee from going on with that duty, I ask whether 
exemplary punishment was not necessary and whether sixty 
days’ imprisonment was not very small punishment? It makes 
me hot to find persecution lavished upon this judge for his hon- 
est action in this case. It is to be regretted, in my judgment, 
that his order for the punishment of O’Neal never took effect. 
It is still more to be regretted that it is owing principally to the 
money and the friends of this would-be assassin that the legis- 
lature of Florida was lobbied and a resolution passed against 
Swayne and that expenses of the prosecution of impeachment 
proceedings before the Judiciary Committee is now paid. If 
gentlemen wish to see and yerify the truth of that statement, 
let them look at the record on pages 12, 13, 132, 133, 153, 481, 
and 482, showing five different lawyers who have been engaged 
in this work in the pay of this man O'Neal and against Judge 
Swayne. 

Let us turn to the Belden and Davis case. They were guilty 
of marked contempt and deserved rightly to be punished. It is 
a case that excites the sympathies of many Members in this 
House, that of the old lawyer Belden and the other lawyer, 
Davis, who were ordered to be fined $100 each and imprisoned 
ten days for contempt of court. The sentence was illegal. 
“And,” instead of or,“ was a mistake. It is an easy mistake 
to make when the statute says “fine or imprisonment.” It is a 
common mistake to make, for in administering such statutes the 
sentence almost always includes imprisonment if the fine be not 
paid. But it is certain that it was a mistake. If the sentence 
had been imposed by the judge upon an ordinary poor outside 
person, who had no counsel and knew not the law, you might 
not be so sure. It was imposed here upon three lawyers—Bel- 
den, Davis, and Paquet. They were good lawyers. It was im- 
posed at the advice of, perhaps, the most prominent lawyer in 
the State of Florida, Mr. Blount, whose testimony everyone 
should read. He looked over the sentence and obviously looked 
over the statute, because he said, “ You can not disbar; you can 
only fine and imprison.” The judge corrected it on that point; 
and everyone seems to have missed that little “or.” There was 
no intention to do wrong in the form of the sentence. There can 
not have been any. If there had not been a mistake, the law- 
vers would have called the judge's attetion to it, and the judge 
would have corrected it. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PARKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. THAYER. Can not you conceive it possible that these 
lawyers, who had been unjustly sentenced, remained quiet, 
knowing that a writ of habeas corpus would lie and that they 
would get their relief at once? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THAYER. Then why do you blame them for not taking 
it out before the next day, when they could apply for the writ 
of habeas corpus? 

Mr. PARKER. If you will look at the habeas corpus pro- 
ceeding, you will find that application was made. 

Mr. THAYER. They could take it out. 

Mr. PARKER. It was taken out. 

Mr. THAYER. They could have taken it out next day. 

Mr. PARKER. The writ of habeas corpus was taken. I 
want to answer the gentleman’s question; he has asked me one, 
and I want to answer it. My recollection is that the point as 
to the form of the sentence was not taken in the petition or 
petitions for the habeas corpus; and that even then the parties 
still did not know of it. (See the petition, pp. 329-30.) 

Mr. THAYER. Suppose the full penalty of disbarment, fine, 
and sentence to the penitentiary had been imposed, and that they 
had been taken off in execution of that to the jail, could not they 
next day have sued out a writ of habeas corpus because of their 
unlawful committal? 

Mr. PARKER. In this case just that happened, with the sin- 
gle exception of the disbarment; the sentence was only for fine 


and imprisonment. It was an unlawful sentence. Belden and 
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Davis did bring a writ of habeas corpus, and in the petition for 
it they did not set up that the sentence was illegal, but simply 
relied upon the question of jurisdiction of contempt itself, and 
did not even imagine that that sentence was illegal. 

Mr. THAYER, The only effect of that is to convince me that 
the lawyers were about as ignorant of the law as the judge. 

Mr. PARKER. We are all subject to make mistakes. When 
people ask me what is my profession, I say I hope I am a law- 
yer; I can not claim to be a great lawyer, for a great lawyer 
is a great man. Mistakes are made by the best lawyers, and 
that is the reason for the courts of appeal. But the proof 
shows beyond any reasonable man’s doubt that it was a mere 
mistake in taking the law to be “fine and imprisonment” in- 
stead of fine or imprisonment ;” and we come, therefore, to the 
merits in the case and ask whether these men committed a 
contempt under the statute; and if so, whether they were hon- 
estly and fairly to be punished for it. 

Now, I ask your attention for a moment to the facts on this 
particular matter, because they seem to have been misunder- 
stood. If gentlemen who have copies of the record in this case 
will turn to the beginning of Judge Swayne's statement on this 
subject, beginning at the bottom of page 581, they will find that 
he says: 

In the suits tried before me 

This McGuire suit had been tried before— 

In the suits tried before me, involving the title to the extreme eastern 


portion of the city of Pensacola, the description given in the pleadings |- 


was as follows: 

“That certain parcel or piece of land known as the Gabriel Rivas 
plat, containing 2624 acres, more or less, in the eastern portion of the 
city of Pensacola.” 

his, in a general way, was the only knowledge I had of its loca- 
tion. knew nothing of its metes and bounds and did not refresh my 
mind as to its location at all. 

So much for his knowledge, which is essential 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Did not Mr. Hooten, the real 
estate man who sold it to him, or sold it to him for his wife, 
take him out and show him this land—show him all around? 

Mr. PARKER. I am coming to that. He did not show him 
around this big tract that I am talking about—the Gabriel 
Rivas tract—or tell him the boundaries of that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He showed him lot 91. 

Mr. PARKER. That is true; I am coming to that. Will 
gentlemen please not interrupt before I finish a little of my 
statement? This Maguire suit was as to what is called the 
“Gabriel Rivas tract.“ It was one of those sweep surveys, 
covering a large portion of the city, seemingly under some old 
Spanish or other grant, for the name “Gabriel Rivas,” as well 
as “Caro,” sounds yery Spanish. I will read what Judge 
Swayne says: 

In the summer of 1901 my wife had some money which she had in- 
herited, and, desiring to invest the same, I advised the purchase of 
city lots. We looked over several and were 8 with the location 
of block 91 of the new city tract, and agreed with the agents to pur- 
chase. I knew nothing of Mr. Edgar, the owner of block 91—did not 
remember ever hearing his name before. He was not a party defend- 
ant in either of the suits of ejectment by the Caro heirs, although 
named in the pleadings of one of them, but no attempt at service was 
made so far as I am informed. 

Not the slightest hint or suggestion had up to that time entered my 
mind that this block was a portion of the Gabriel Rivas tract, and 
only upon the receipt of Messrs. T. C. Watson & Co.'s letter of July 
19, 1901, as contained on pire 57 of the printed testimony, did I first 
learn of its connection with these suits. 

Now, I turn to this letter from Watson & Co. They seem to 
have been agents for the sale of land, and they wrote him: 

We have deed to block 91, New City, from Mr. Edgar, but he refuses 
to give a warranty deed to this block; he merely gives quitclaim deed. 
We have received a letter from him, in which he writes he is unwilling 
to give an g but a bargain and sale deed, as he is afraid of the 
old aro claim on this, which seems to be his objection. We 
have recently made an abstract of title of this property, and it seems 
to us we would just as soon have one deed as the other, but we lay the 
matter before you so as to have you perfectly satisfied. In case the 
deed is not satisfactory to you, of course, we will have to drop this 
deed or wait until you come home. Thanking you for an immediate 


reply. 

é Yours, truly, THOMAS C. WATSON & Co. 

He immediately answered, in July, 1901, saying: 

Gentlemen, you may omit block 91 and send papers for the others 
along, and oblige, 

Yours, truly, CHARLES SWAYNE. 

Then, July 25, they wrote, sending him the papers for the 
other lots and leaving that one out. He had done what an hon- 
est man and an honest judge ought to have done. He said: “I 
can not buy anything that is in litigation before me. I prefer 
not to call another judge in to do the business I ought to do. I 
will not buy this lot or have my wife buy it.” 

He made no mistake in that; he did the right thing. 


XXXIX——52 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not want to break into the con- 
tinuity of the gentleman’s argument, but I would like to ask 
him a question right there, if he will allow me. 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If Judge Swayne dropped out block 
91 in July, why is it that, on November 5, 1901, he stated that a 
relative of his had purchased lot 91? 

Mr. PARKER. Well, she had purchased or agreed to pur- 
chase it, and then did not take it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. But he said to drop it out in July. 

Mr. PARKER. It was dropped out. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In July? 

Mr. PARKER. The expression “shad purchased” is pluper- 
fect, is it not? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
chased the lot. 

Mr. PARKER. I suppose your wife is your relative? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certainly; and if I were a judge and 
my wife had an interest in property which was the subject of 
litigation before me, I would recuse myself instantly. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Texas does not seem to 
understand the evidence. Judge Swayne says that she had 
made an agreement for purchase, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. He didn’t say that. On the 5th of 
November he said a relative, without saying it was his wife, had 
purchased lot No. 91. 

Mr. PARKER. He had purchased it, but had given it up, 
and the agreement for purchase had been called off. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, no; he said a relative had pur- 
chased it, and on November 11 he said the relative was his wife. 

Mr. PARKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am willing to allow 
interruptions, but I beg gentlemen not to interrupt me too fre- 
quently. I had got so far as the 25th day of July, 1901, and I 
am coming slowly down to the Iith of November. When 
I am trying to give an orderly statement of what happened in 
this matter, Members interrupt me with questions. I have got 
now as far as where Judge Swayne writes to them in July 
that his wife refused to take that lot. His wife had made 
an agreement of purchase, and he and she refused to carry 
it out, because the title was clouded and in litigation before 
him. He gave no reason, but, like a sensible man, he simply 
wrote and said, “ Drop that out.” 

The next thing that appears to have taken place in the order 
of time was a suit brought by the agents, Watson & Co., against 
Edgar for their commission for making the sale of this lot. 
They were entitled to a commission, because Edgar had put the 
lot in their hands for sale, and they had done all they were 
asked to; they had found a purchaser, and then the title had 
failed, but by no fault of theirs. The lot had not been conveyed, 
the sale had fallen through, but they had done their work and 
were entitled to their commission. 

That matter got into the newspapers, I suppose, or in some 
way it was known or rumored that Judge Swayne had bought 
this lot, and not knowing that the sale had been called off, it 
went around the community that he was the owner of the lot; 
and thereupon the attorney, Paquet, whether with Belden or 
not I don’t know, addressed a letter to Judge Swayne at Guyen- 
court, Del., in which they told him that they understood that 
he owned a part of that property in litigation before him, and 
asked him to recuse himself. Remember, that was in October; 
that was three months after he had looked at the lot and thought 
of taking it and refused to take it, and he did not obviously 
know what these gentlemen were talking about, whether they 
meant that some of the other lots which he or his wife had pur- 
chased were within the McGuire tract, or whether it was this 
lot that she had refused, or what they meant. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. PARKER. 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know where the 
gentleman gets his facts when he says that when Judge Swayne 
got the letter from Paquet and Belden, he didn’t know what 
they meant. 

Mr. PARKER. I say how could he have known? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He had traded for lot No. 91. 

Mr. PARKER. The letter does not say lot No. 91. The let- 
ter has not been produced by them or anyone else. It has been 
described in the testimony. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Cooper] referred to it the other day. They do not seem 
to have said it was lot No. 91, or where it was, but they said, 
“You own a part of the property that is in this litigation, and 
you ought to recuse yourself.“ That is enough to make a judge 
think “Isn’t this rather funny?” I think it was funny. If 


He said that a relative had pur- 


The gentleman is aware that I do not wish 
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these gentlemen had gone to T. C. Watson & Co. and asked them 
about what that suit for commissions meant they would have 
learned that the suit was based on a sale that was never carried 
cut and the lot not conveyed to Judge Swayne or his wife. If 
they had gone to Edgar and asked him the same question he 
would have said the same thing. But these lawyers, without 
inquiry, accepted a mere street rumor and then wrote to Judge 
Swayne generally that he was interested in the property that 
was in litigation before him as a judge of the court, and asked 
him to recuse himself. I do not wonder that he refused to an- 
swer the letter until he found out what they meant, especially 
as he was soon going to be in Florida, This letter was written 
on the 16th of October. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
much interested in the gentleman’s argument, and I just want 
the liberty of asking him one question for information. 

Mr. PARKER. Is it upon this point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is upon the purchase of 
that lot. È 

Mr. PARKER. Only on this point just where I am. I 
would like to get through the order of dates. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is on that lot which the 
gentleman has just been discussing with the gentleman from 
‘Texas [Mr. Henry], and I desire to get some information from 
the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman will wait a little bit, I 
would be very much obliged. Now, I was saying that Judge 
Swayne knew on the 16th or 17th of October, when he got that 
letter, that he would be down in Florida before the 5th of No- 
vember, for he was trying criminal cases there on the 5th of 
November, and it would take only about twenty days. He 
waited until he got there, and on the 5th of November he states 
that the counsel were before him and he told them the facts. 
Mr. Paquet has not contradicted it; Mr. Belden has not contra- 
dicted it, because he was not there—he was sick at that time 
and away. Mr. Davis says he was not employed as counsel, 
but Mr. Davis does say, I think it is on page 329, in his peti- 
tion for habeas corpus, that Judge Swayne on the 5th of No- 
vember made certain statements in court, and seemed to imply 
that he was there. True, he says that that petition for habeas 
corpus was gotten up on a blank form for both Mr. Belden and 
himself, and that he did not mean he wrote the letter of Octo- 
ber 16, and nobody can tell exactly what he did mean in that 
petition. 

Mr. PALMER. Does not the gentleman remember that Mr. 
Davis was a respectable member of the bar and swore posi- 
tively that he never was employed in the case until Saturday 
night? 

Mr. PARKER. Tes. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. Now, what is there to contradict 
his testimony except some—— -+ 

Mr. PARKER. I am not contradicting his testimony. 

Mr. PALMER. Then what is the gentleman trying to proye— 
that he was not a member of the bar? 

Mr. PARKER. I am trying to prove something that the gen- 
tleman does not seem to understand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PALMER. That is right. 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman will sit down and listen, 
instead of asking questions, he will likely find out. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not my fault—— 

Mr. PARKER. It is the gentleman’s fault. He interrupted 
me in the middle of a thought. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not my fault. It is the fault of my in- 
tellect. That is the trouble. I am too dumb to understand. 

Mr. PARKER. It is not that. It is the fault of the gentle- 
man interrupting me when I was just about to tell him what 
the matter was. The gentleman preyented my speaking before, 
and he can not do it this time. 

Mr. PALMER. Give it to us straight. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PARKER. I am going to give it to you straight. [Re- 
newed laughter.] Now, I have got so far as this. The record 
made up on November 11, 1901, reads as follows, page 324: 

On Tuesday, November 5, 1901, at the time of the tation of the 
said motion by the plaintiffs, that the court recuse h , he had then 
stated, and now states, that he never a to accept nor ever ac- 
cepted any deed to any portion of the said Cheveaux tract; that, as he 
stated, a member of his family, to wit, his wife, had, with money in- 
herited by her from her father’s estate, negotiated for the purchase of 
some eny 
with h 


lots in Pensacola; that certain deeds in connection there- 

been sent to her in Delaware, one of them proving to be a 

Cir eg deed, and upon investigation and inquiry it was found out 

at the property in the deed was a portion of the property in litiga- 

tion in the suit of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola C. = a: 
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fase 
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perena either at the presen 
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That is what Judge Swayne, in the record of the contempt 


proceedings, said on the 5th and 11th of November. Now, in 
the petition for a habeas corpus, page 329, Mr. Davis says that 
on the 5th of November Charles Swayne refused to recuse him- 
self, and went on to state from the bench, in open eourt, that a 
relative of his had purchased a part of said lands in litigation 
before him in said suit of Mrs. Florida McGuire; that the deeds © 
had been sent north to him [the judge], and that he had re- 
turned them. 5 

The fact that Davis says he was not counsel at that time 
would not prevent his hearing that statement, and he has never 
said that he did not hear it or that that part of that petition is 
untrue. If so, counsel, parties, the community, probably 
through the newspapers, but certainly everyone present in that 
court knew that the judge owned no interest in that land on 
the 5th day of November. Then the judge went on with the 
trial of criminal cases until the 9th of November, which was a 
Saturday. Then, instead of being ready for trial, the parties in 
this case were not ready and wanted it postponed for the term. 
The court refused in the exercise of a sound discretion. Re- 
member they had notice on the 5th that he stated he was com- 
petent and had the right to try that case, and they had four 
days’ notice to get their witnesses. 

Thereupon, this contempt was committed. I think it was a 
misbehavior of officers of the court, but I do not rely upon 
that. Under the statute already read contempt proceedings 
will lie for the misbehavior of any person, not only in the 
presence of the court, but so near thereto as to obstruct the 
administration of justice; we do not care, therefore, whether 
they—Belden and Davis—were lawyers and offlcers of the court, 
bound by their positions as members of the bar (except that 
their knowledge of the law and their confidential position was 
an aggravation of the offense), or whether they had been other 
persons, the parties to the suit, or outsiders. In the face of the 
judge’s denial that he was interested in that lot, without once 
inquiring as to the facts from Watson or Edgar, without in- 
vestigating whether the lot had been conveyed or not, they 
brought suit in the State court on that Saturday night against 
the judge as the owner of the land. That is not all. That 
suit was a sufficiently clear statement to the judge and to the 
community that he was a liar. It was a sufficiently clear 
statement that he was dishonest in attempting to try a case 
in which he was interested. It was a clear attempt to bring 
him into contempt in that community and to obstruct the ad- 
ministration of justice by making everybody distrust him 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PARKER. Not now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It interests me very much along 
there and—— 

Mr. PARKER. Just stop a moment. I do refuse to answer 
for the moment, but I will answer the gentleman in a moment. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do not leave the subject before 
I get a chance to ask the question, because I really want to ask 


a question there. ; 

Mr. PARKER. It is a sufficient thing of itself to obstruct the 
administration of justice to bring a public suit against him of 
that sort, informing that whole community that the lawyers who 
had brought that suit believed that the judge was interested 
in the case before him, had refused to leave the case, and had 
lied about it. But they did more. That very night the attor- 
ney himself, Paquet, put into the newspapers of that town the 
following article: 


JUDGE SWAYNE SUMMONED AS PARTY TO THE SUIT IN CASH OF FLORIDA 
M’GUIRE V. PENSACOLA COMPANY ET AL. 


as map of T. C. Watson, which is part of the 
8 


The summons was 
night for service. r 
Anyone who has common sense will say that it was the object 
of that statement to tell the community that that judge was not 
fit. to sit upon the bench, because he wanted to try a case in 
which he was interested and because he lied when he said he 
was not interested. Obstruction to the administration of justice 
is not merely coming and striking a judge with a hammer; it is 
not merely. making a noise in the court room; it is not merely 
bribing witnesses or bribing jurors in a case; it is not merely 
that. During the term, when the community is looking to the 
judge for truthful statements of the facts and the law, if any 
person, worst of all if attorneys of his court, dare to charge him 
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with dishonesty upon the bench in a pending case; dare to 
charge him with lying about the facts in that case; dare to em- 
phasize and publish those charges by public suit, brought against 
him on a claim that they ought to have known and must have 
known was without foundation, and dare still more to prepare 
and publish an article calling public attention to that suit, and 
saying that it is alleged that the judge is interested in the suit 
pending before him, no court that respects itself and its duties 
can for a moment fail to see that for the protection of the honor 
and dignity and good faith of that court, which must depend 
upon the trust of the community, it is necessary to punish these 
men. 

No court that respected itself could afford to allow that con- 
tempt to pass unpunished, and imprisonment for ten days and a 
fine of $100 was a light punishment for that attack upon the 
honor and dignity of that court. This, too, has been already so 
determined, for the appeal in that case (120 Fed. Rep., in re 
Davis) set aside the sentence, not upon its merits, or upon the 
grounds set up in the petition, but upon the question of whether 
“fine and imprisonment” should be fine or imprisonment.” 
Those who haye somehow gotten an idea that Judge Swayne is 
an unjust judge because he so protected his court have, in my 
opinion, unwittingly done him the greatest of wrong. In in- 
flicting that punishment he did as righteous an act and as brave 
an act as was ever done by any judge. 

Now is the time for the question of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right. Now, I want my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] to feel assured that I am per- 
fectly sincere in this. 

Mr. PARKER. I am ready now to hear you. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have listened to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] with a great deal of pleasure. 
Will the gentleman tell me when Judge Swayne informed those 
lawyers he did not have any interest in that property? 

Mr. PARKER. On the 5th day of November. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where does the gentleman get his 
authority for that? 

Mr. PARKER. It is in his statement, and it is found in 
Davis's affidavit, on page 129. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why did not Judge Swayne 
answer the letter, and why has not Judge Swayne furnished the 
letter that these gentlemen wrote to him? Why did he not 
answer it, and why did he not furnish it as part of the proof 
in this case? 

Mr. PARKER. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I tried to answer that question. I do not think it was nec- 


essary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman knows that the 
presumption is against him if he can not produce the letter? 
That is a good proposition of law? 

Mr. PARKER. Not at all. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the judge received a notice from the lawyers—a letter, as I 
remember it, though I have not it before me—containing a state- 
ment which included no details, but simply said to him that he 
was interested in the Rivas tract which was in litigation before 
him, and they wanted him to recuse himself. There were several 
reasons why he might wait until he met them on the 5th of 
November. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long did he wait? 

Mr. PARKER. From, say, the 17th of October to the 5th of 
November. He knew he was to be there. One reason might 
be that he thought those lawyers might have made a little inquiry 
before they made such a charge against him, for the least inquiry 
would have shown it was all wrong. If they had asked Mr. 
Edgar or Watson & Co. they would have found it was all 
wrong. No purchase had been consummated, although agreed 
upon. In the next place, he might have been puzzled to know 
what they were referring to. He had bought—or his wife had— 
certain lands in Florida by warranty deed. The agents had 
tried to make them take a quitclaim deed for another tract of 
land, and said that the quitclaim would be just as good as a 
warranty deed. He had taken other lands, and it might be that 
he wanted to go down to Florida and see the agents and see if 
he could deny that he was interested. 

He did not perhaps remember the exact terms of the letters. 
He himself, when he came to make a statement in November, 
made an immaterial mistake. He said the deed had been sent 
to him and that he had returned it. That was untrue. The 
deed had been sent to the agent, and he ordered it returned. 
And he might have been doubtful whether that agent had per- 
formed the duty which he had imposed when he told him to 
return it. He might have been looking for light. There are 
fifty reasons. It might have been sheer carelessness, and even 


Congressmen are sometimes guilty of carelessness in anwering 


a letter. A judge has many letters to answer. But I do not see 
how twenty days made any difference if he did go there. He 
then found out what they meant. When they said he owned 
lot 91 he denied it, and explained it, and the case was set on 
the 5th for the 11th. And then they took revenge by bringing 
the suit and publishing a statement in the newspaper about 
him. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do you answer this allega- 
tion that he did not buy this property in litigation? 

Mr. PARKER. The fact is given in the record. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Give me the page of it. 

Mr. PARKER. I have given it to you. You will find it on 
page 582 of the testimony. i 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Davis it is not asserted was 
present. In the article filed by Mr. Blount it is not asserted 
that Mr. Davis was in court and heard the statement. He says 
Beiden and Paquet were there; and I understand that is a 
mistake, in saying that Belden was there, as he was not there, 
but was sick. 

A MEMBER. Nobody but Paquet was there. 

Mr. PARKER. How many people am I answering? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You are answering a certain 
proposition, it does not make any difference how many people 
you are answering. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did not these lawyers haye the 
right to file this suit? Did not these men have the right to file 
this suit against this judge, even if he was a judge? 

Mr. PARKER. Will you kindly stop putting more questions 
until I get through with those already asked? The first ques- 
tion was whether Davis knew what the judge said. Davis filed 
a petition, which is already referred to, and which is found on 
page 329, which shows that he knew what the judge said. He 
states that the judge said that he returned the deed. 

I desire to say, as to the matter of knowledge, there is no 
difficulty about the knowledge of these attorneys. Belden was 
one of the attorneys and Paquet was present all the while. 
Davis was consulted before the suit was brought and before the 
newspaper publication was indulged in, and he knew what were 
the facts. He never denied knowledge of the facts, and he 
signed the petition in the habeas corpus, in which he said di- 
rectly that the judge had made this statement in court, and so 
did Belden in filing a like petition. Will anybody tell me, after 
they have made that statement in their petitions, that they did 
not know that the judge had made that statement that he was 
not interested in that land? 

Now, I answer the other question ef the gentleman, as to 
whether people have a right to bring a suit against a judge—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think a Federal judge is 
better than a plain man in his right to be brought into court 
and made to disclose whether or not he owns a particular piece 
of property? Is a Federal judge better than you are, or than I 
am? That is the question I want to ask you. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman first asked me whether it was 
any contempt to bring a suit against a judge. He then asked 
me a second question as to whether a judge is any better than 
a private man. I will answer that a judge is no better than a 
private man, but in his official transactions he represents the 
majesty of the law, and his person and his actions must be 
treated as sacred so far as necessary to maintain the adminis- 
tration of justice, and anything which interfers with or ob- 
structs that administration of justice is not a contempt of the 
judge, but a contempt of the court and a contempt of the law, 
which is better than any private man, [Applause.] 

In the next place, to bring a suit against a judge is nothing. 
To bring a suit which states that he is the owner of property 
which he has denied owning, and which is not only a public rec- 
ord, but is emphasized by a contemporaneous publication in a 
newspaper which forms part of the same transaction, and 
charges that that judge is corrupt enough to try and hear a 
case in which he is interested and cowardly enough, or worse, 
to deny such interest—I say that suit against a judge is a con- 
tempt of the court which the court must punish in justice to 
itself. 

Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] desired 
to ask me a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would be glad to ask a 
question for information. The gentleman has discussed, with 
marked courtesy, all the matter relating to block 91. I should 
be glad to call his attention most politely and respectfuly to 
as N in the testimony, which possibly he has over- 
looked : 

The relative I referred to yesterday or the day before was my wife. 


He went on to say that his wife had paid for the property 
from funds from the estate of her father in Delaware. 
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Mr. COCKRAN of New York. On what page of the record is 
that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Page 116. I just call the 
attention of the gentleman from New Jersey to that, because he 
has been so kind 

Mr. PARKER. The judge never said that they had bought and 
paid for the lot. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is in the record. 

Mr. PARKER. No; it does not relate to that. I will go 
over it and explain it to the gentleman later with great pleasure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Don't you think that the 
highest degree of propriety and regard for judicial dignity 
would have led him to recuse himself from that trial? 

Mr. PARKER. Oh, it would have been better for him not to 
have done as he did, if that was so. It was not so. 

Mr. Speaker, there is but one other matter charged, and that 
is one that has given me the greatest concern. At the very end 
of this case it was proved, to my great astonishment, that the 
‘statutes of the United States only allowed actual expenses, not 
to exceed $10 a day, to judges traveling outside of their districts. 
I have been at the bar for many years. I have heard it re- 
marked over and over again that judges were glad to go to 
other districts, because they got $10 a day for it. I supposed it 
was like our 20 cents a mile; that they got $10 as an allowance 
for that work. I always supposed so. I know the sentiment of 
the bar was that that was so, and I was very much astonished 
to find, when I came to read the statute, that it was not so. 

The statute is not easy to find. Gentleman will look for it in 
vain in the Revised Statutes or in the supplements thereto. It 
is contained in a sundry civil appropriation bill of 1896. Ex- 
tracts were made from that act in the second supplement of the 
revision, but this particular section was never so extracted. 
It took me some time to find that particular section which 
provided for the payment of judges serving outside of their 
circuits of their reasonable expenses for travel and attendance 
not to exceed $10 a day, to be paid to them by the marshal upon 
their certificate. (See Appendix B, Law as to 

I was not present at the taking of the testimony. During the 
evidence it was offered to be proved on Judge Swayne’s behalf 
that it had been the custom of various courts to certify $10 

* as a lump sum. That offer was refused, and I am inclined to 
think it was properly refused. But I am inclined to think that 
Judge Swayne would have had a right to testify in his own 
behalf to prove that he knew that this was done. 

His knowledge was of importance because it might bear on 
the question of intention, but that it was done by other people 
by itself was of no importance. His knowledge of such an 
accepted practice was of importance. I understand that his 
counsel now say that they accepted the exclusion of that eyi- 
dence and would have asked Judge Swayne about this matter 
if they had not supposed the committee would not allow him to 
go into it at all. I think the subcommittee would have allowed 
him. Unanswered, unexplained, the fact that he took $10 a 
day when he had spent less is a thing that is hard to deal with. 

Half a dozen of us made a report in this matter. It was 
carefully drawn, not by myself—I have not the honor to draw 
that sentence with reference to that matter—it was carefully 
drawn, and the sentence was afterwards repeated in the speech 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr LITTLEFIELD] when he spoke 
on the question of impeachment. He said that unanswered and 
unexplained, this constitutes an impeachable offense. 

Mr. Speaker, I blame myself that I did not add, as I had in- 
tended in the beginning, that the statement that this was an 
impeachable offense did not mean that he was necessarily to 
be impeached. There are many indictable offenses for which a 
grand jury will not indict. If a practice has prevailed for years 
among the best citizens of the community, even if it be a breach 
of the law, grand juries bring in in some States what is called 
a “general presentment.” We have known the grand jury to 
present, for instance, that people are too careless in regard to 
the child-labor law or that there are too many saloons open 
or whatever it may be that becomes a public nuisance, whereas 
they decline to indict until they give a notice to stop by their 
presentment. If a custom of this sort has been adopted as a 
practical construction, that “reasonable expenses not to exceed 
$10 a day” meant a reasonable allowance for travel and at- 
tendance, or if the certificates were signed on the marshal’s 
presenting a certificate as the well-settled practice and without 
looking at the law, or if it was done for any honest motive, no 
Congress would impeach. 

I wanted to say that then in my report, but I thought it was 
better said on the floor on the motion for impeachment. Mr. 
Speaker, I can not get over the fact that when a Member of the 
committee who had signed a minority report asked for leave 
on this floor to speak and that the previous question should not 


be put, he was refused, and the previous question was put, and 
that I was unable to inform the House of my views at that time 
on that subject. 

Mr. PALMER. I want to state here that I asked the gentle- 
man from New Jersey if he wanted to speak, and he said he 
8 I had no idea that he wanted to speak at that 

e. 

Mr. PARKER. I rose to speak. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he rose to 
make a point of order that the previous question was not in 
order. If the gentleman is criticizing me for not allowing him 
to speak, he is under a misapprehension. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not criticise anyone. I say, however, 
whether it was unwittingly done or not, in a case that involved 
the honor and the judicial life of a judge of the Federal court, 

I ought to have been allowed to 

Mr. JENKINS. Inasmuch as it was largely due to the influ- 
ence of the gentleman from New Jersey that I joined him in 
favor of impeachment, I want to ask him if he had any evidence 
before him, or if there was any evidence taken before the com- 
mittee, that any judge in the United States other than Judge 
Swayne had ever paid out only a dollar and a quarter a day and 
then put in a bill for $10? x 

Mr. PARKER. I can not answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. JENKINS. Does not the gentleman know that there 
neyer has been a particle of evidence submitted before the com- 
mittee as to the conduct of any other judge in the United 
States in that particular? - 

Mr. PARKER. That is true; it was ruled out. 

Mr. JENKINS. It was not; it was never offered. 

Mr. PARKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. JENKINS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon—and any gen- 
tleman who will look at the record can determine that question, 

Mr. PARKER. I understood so. 

Mr JENKINS. The gentleman says he understood so; but 
assuming that that was true, is it any defense for Judge Swayne 
that ten other judges in the United States have deliberately 
stolen $6,000 out of the Treasury of the United States and put 
it into their pockets? That is what I want the gentleman to 
answer, and I want to ask him if I did not join him in recom- 
mending that Judge Swayne be impeached? è 

Mr. PARKER. I did not recommend that he be impeached. 

I said that it was an impeachable offense. [Laughter.] Now, 
I say that is a very different thing, a very different thing. I 
can say of many a man that “unanswered and unexplained” 
his act was indictable, but I believe it has been said that if 
everything that was against the law was punished there would 
not be any man out of State prison. There are excuses for 
everyone. 

I intended to take the floor then and state this. I still think 
that to take that money on a certificate knowingly and willfully, 
as charged in these articles, is impeachable. If it is done not 
knowingly and willfully, but with the belief that the question 
has been settled and made a practical ruling of the courts, this 
does not justify the act in law, but it might induce us to hesi- 
tate in acting on that alone. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if any 
judge has admitted to him that he has ever perpetrated any - 
such crime on the United States? . 

Mr. PARKER. To me? No. To others, yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. Has the gentleman any knowledge that any 
other judge in the United States has committed that crime? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; a letter appeared—a certain letter 
which I showed the gentleman in confidence. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; and no disclosure was made that would 
justify the gentleman’s statement on the floor of this House, if 
he wants me to refer to a confidential letter. 

Mr. PARKER. Then why does the gentleman ask me ques- 
tions? 

Mr. JENKINS. Because I supposed he would answer them 
and give us some light on the question. 

Mr. PARKER. How could I answer the question? 

Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman does not want to, he does 
not have to. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, there has come out since the 
investigation a document which I think is of importance. I 
do not rely at all upon ordinary newspaper reports. But this 
was a copy of a letter written by Mr. Shaw, Secretary of the 
Treasury, or by some one in his office in authority, and pub- 
lished by his authority at first in the Washington Post and 
afterwards in other papers. It gave five circuits. That letter 
has probably come into the hands of every gentleman. It does 
not show that any judge ever spent any less than he certified. 
In that I answer the gentleman frankly. It does show that in 
one circuit there were seven judges who always certified $10 a 
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day, covering a large number of days. It showed that in 
another circuit there were nine judges; of whom eight, I think, 
always certified $10 a day. In other circuits the practice 
varied. I came to the conclusion that there was a difference of 
practice in the various circuits. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any evidence that these men 
who certified an expenditure of $10 a day had in fact expended 
less than that amount? 

Mr. PARKER. There is not the slightest evidence of that 
fact. 

Mr. PALMER. Then what does all that amount to? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then is the gentleman assuming that, 
because a number of judges certified that they had expended $10 
a day, the mere fact that they coincided in amounts is evidence 
that they had not expended the amount certified? Is that the 
gentleman’s inference from these facts? - 

Mr. PARKER. I do not infer. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that the inference he wishes the 
Members of the House to draw? 

Mr. PARKER. I do not infer. I wish them to. draw no in- 
ferences. I will state I doubt—I will state that the offer was 
made in the testimony to prove that it was the practice of other 
judges. That offer was made when that matter was first 
brought out in the testimony. 

Mr. PALMER. It was not made, The offer was on the cross- 
examination of a witness. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Judge Swayne, in the hearing before the 
subcommittee, either he or his counsel—— 

Mr. PARKER. His counsel. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did seek to show that other judges had 
charged $10 a day under the head of expenses; but as to the 
question that the gentleman from New York [Mr, FITZGERALD] 
asked, if Judge Swayne or his counsel on that hearing under- 
took to show that any judge had charged $10 a day and had ex- 
pended only $1.25, there was no such offer made, ; 

Mr. PARKER. Well, I shall refer to the record. I do not 
want to detain the House any longer now. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If the gentleman will permit me—I have 
not interrupted him—here is some language that I want to call 
attention to: 

Evidence as to the alleged practice of other jud in this respect 
was offered and excluded, and we think properly. It would have been 
competent for him, when a witness in his own behalf, to have stated 
he made those certificates. As a witness, he answered and ex- 
plained every other cha This charge he made no effort, as a wit- 
ness, to answer or explain. ‘The inference from the record, on general 
principles, is that the charge is admitted to be true, and that he has no 
answer or explanation thereto. Whether a satisfactory explanation 
can be made we do not say. We must take the record as it stands, 

Upon this record, unanswered and unexplained, we are of the opin- 
fon that in this particular an impeachable offense has been made out 

RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PARKER. Of course I signed it. 

I have already stated that, unanswered and unexplained, an 
impeachable offense has been made out. But if the statute has 
been otherwise construed, it is a matter for this House, under 
its conscience, to determine not merely whether the matter is 
impeachable, but whether under the circumstances it demands 
impeachment. That is the question before this House. It is 
a question of conscience with every man. I had proposed to 
state this on the motion for impeachment. I had not bound 
myself to vote for impeachment by saying that, unanswered 
and unexplained, that action was impeachable. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman in 
this connection I find the reference that is called for on page 433. 

This is the point of the judge being denied the privilege of 
explaining this and then being called to the bar of the House 
because he did not explain it. They asked this question of 
Mr. Bradley: 
vlog Seti ct g Ge Tou aner of te 

Q. And as chief of that division you have supervision, and it is your 
dut 2 inspect all of them —A. Yes, sir. 


observe here that the charge as certified by J 
ae ae ro i ce Bi tui at atthe 
Q 


wh 


e Swayne for 
$10 a day? 
es, slr. 
„Is that usual? 
Mr. PALMER. I do not think that is of any consequence. 
not answer that question. 


Mr. PALMER. Go on. 


Mr. LACBY. “We are not trying any judge except Judge 
Swayne.” The fact of the matter that other judges put a con- 
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struction upon this law that it was a flat fixed rate of $10 a 
day is not permitted to be proven by the accounting officer who 
audits the accounts. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the Judiciary Committee unani- 
mously, including Mr. PARKER, stated that ruling was right, and 
so would any other lawyer. 


Mr. LACEY. 
to explain that when he offered to show that that was the con- 
struction put upon the law by other judges? 


Why did you refuse the Judge an opportunity 


Mr. PALMER. It was up to the judge after that to make 
a distinct and specific offer to prove a distinct and specific 
fact. If he had any specific fact to prove it and offered it in a 
legitimate and proper way it would have been received. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What he offered was to the effect that if 
he was guilty of this wrong he said he justified it on the ground 
that others had been guilty. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa a question in this connection? 

Mr. PARKER. I want to get through to-night. 

Mr. JENKINS. You will have all the time you want. I ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if he was not reading from the testi- 
mony of a witness other than Judge Swayne? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. JENKINS. Did they ask that witness to prove whether 
or not any other judge had taken money in excess of what he 
was entitled to? 

Mr. LACEY. No; they asked this proposition. Here is the 
offer by Senator Higgins: 

Mr. Hiccrxs. The point that I make, if the committee pleases, is 
that the action of the several and res ive ju of the courts of the 
United States are 3 a judicial interpretation of the statute— 
as to what it means—and that if the judges are informed to furnish 
the certificates at the rate of $10 a day it is their interpretation of its 
being proper and right under the statute. 

Mr. JENKINS. How could that witness testify as to the un- 
derstanding of all the judges of the United States? 

Mr. LACEY. He was asked as to whether it was usual that 
bills were put in at this fixed rate, and he was denied the privi- 
lege of answering it, and the committee, I think, made a mis- 
take; and yet they come into this House and reflect upon the 
Judge because he did not testify to what they would not allow a 
disinterested witness to testify to under oath. 

Mr. JENKINS. But the judge was not on the stand, but sub- 
sequently he was given an opportunity to explain or deny, and 
he never offered or attempted to explain or deny. 

Mr. LACEY. He was not asked the question. This witness 
was told by the chairman, “ You need not answer that question. 
We are not trying any other judge except Judge Swayne.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, have I the floor? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman say 

Mr. PARKER. I would like the floor. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey declines to yield, and gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PARKER] a question. 

Mr. PARKER. Of course, I will have to yield to the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. PARKER. I would say to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Jenkins] that I would rather not get into any more 
discussions on that. But he may go ahead if he so desires. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] if it is a defense for Judge Swayne that ten other 
judges in the United States have committed the same crime? 

Mr. LACEY. The answer is very simple. 

Mr. JENKINS. In other words, is it a crime for a man to 
steal from the United States? 

Mr. LACHY. The proposition came up in this way, and I am 
informed by the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
that they were asked to amend the law which required the 
judges to give an itemized account of the expenses of a judge 
who was outside of his circuit, and it was recommended to 
modify the law so that a fixed sum would have to be allowed in 
each case, 

Mr. PALMER. But they did not do it? 

Mr. LACHY. They attempted to do that. Appropriations 
were made from year to year and in every appropriation the 
same identical language was used as in the amendment to this 
law; it was done from year to year by nearly—I will not say 
nearly all—but as shown by the Secretary of the Treasury, at 
least a majority of the judges construed the law to give them a 
fixed rate of $10 a day; just as the law gives a fixed rate of 
20 cents a mile to my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] 
when he comes from Wisconsin here, when the actual traveling 
expenses are not that much; just as it allows $4 to a man who 
is traveling as an Indian inspector, whether he spends it or not; 
and as it allows $3 a day to a pension examiner whether he 
spends it or not. That same construction was put on it by the 
judges. 
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Mr. JENKINS. By what judges? 

Mr. LACEY. Practically all the judges in the circuit in which 
these gentlemen live. 

Mr. JENKINS. Because we have a letter from a judge you 
were mistaken when you made that statement on the floor of 
the House here recently. 


Mr. LACEY. We have now the information from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury which shows that in a considerable 
majority of the cases the judges put the construction upon it of 
a fixed rate of $10. 

Mr. JENKINS. Did Judge Swayne either tell the gentleman 
or the committee that he put that construction upon it? 

Mr. PARKER. I think this is going beyond the question. I 
desire the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PARKER. I decline to yield further. This publication 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, covering the year 1903, showed 
a great variety in the circuits. In one circuit of seven judges 
none of them took $10 a day as a regular thing; in another 
eight always took $10 a day and one did not, and it went to 670 
days for the eight. In another of seven judges all of them always 
took $10 a day, amounting to 366 days. In other circuits there 
was a variation. We can only say that in some circuits so much 
uniformity in the certifying of $10 seems to indicate an honest 
judicial construction, or practical construction of. the statute. 
Of course it is no legal justification for any man to break the 
law on the ground that it is misconstrued, but it is sometimes 
an excuse. Want of intent to break the law is no defense in 
the trial or justification before the jury, but it will be a justifi- 
cation for suspension of sentence or a very small penalty. 

In this case the penalty can not be reduced or sentence sus- 
pended. Conviction means the greatest penalty that can be in- 
flicted upon a man. It is worse than death for a judge to be 
removed from office and disqualified. The House has a wide 
discretion in this matter. It may prosecute or not, as it will. 
Each man’s conscience must decide whether, upon this one single 
question of the certificates of expenses, he feels himself bound 
to vote for the impeachment of Judge Swayne. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman answer me one ques- 
tion? I want to ask you if anywhere at any time Judge 
Swayne offered, as an excuse for his drawing $10, that he had 
construed the law to entitle him to $10? 

Mr. PARKER. Are you speaking from the record or not? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, sir; from the record. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not know of any such thing in the 
record. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did he not offer to prove it? 

Mr. PARKER. He offered to prove it. ‘ 

Mr. SHERLEY. That it was his construction. 

Mr. PARKER. He offered to prove it was other people's 
construction. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then this further 

Mr. PARKER. Will you let me complete my answer? Gen- 


- tlemen are so eager in this matter that they will not allow a 


man to answer. There is no proof of this in the record. There 
is an offer to prove that $10 a day was pretty generally cer- 
tified, and I take it that he meant to follow that up with proof 
that it is generally certified in some circuits without reference 
to the exact amount spent. 

I know that his counsel since then has complained a little 
that the ruling out of the testimony in that regard made him 
think that Judge Swayne would not be allowed to testify on that 
subject, and therefore he did not offer it when he got Judge 
Swayne on the stand. I think I have fairly answered your 
question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Just one further question in this same con- 
nection. Do you believe, as a lawyer—do you believe that any- 
one contends—that any committee would hold incompetent 
testimony by a witness situated as Judge Swayne, not as to what 
construction others placed on a statute, but that he himself con- 
strued it in a given way? . 

Mr. PARKER. I only know what his counsel says. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it as a matter of fact 
true and does not the gentleman know that in the majority of 
the judicial districts of the United States it actually does cost 
the judges more than $10 a day, and therefore it is perfectly 
natural and proper they should certify to it, at least $10; and 
is not the gravamen of the charge here, not that he certified 
the amount at all, but that while certifying to $10, he actually 
spent less? 

Mr. PARKER. I do not know how to answer that question. 
I do not claim to have knowledge of the expense of living 


throughout the United States. I do not know what your hotels 
charge, and I can not answer. The gravamen of the charge, of 
course, is, I take it, where the judge did not spend it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. These other men spend it. 

Mr. PARKER. That may be true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think the other men did 
spend it. If you take the names, you will find that they were 
in the city districts. 

Mr. PARKER. I have not the names. I think there are 
nineteen judges of the different circuits mentioned in the Treas- 
ury Department letter who certify $10 uniformly and seventeen 
who do not. ~ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to correct a mistake, which 
has just been made on the floor by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. PARKER. I am done, unless there are further questions, 


APPENDIX A. 
ABANDONED CHARGES. 


The Hoskins bankruptcy, involving, as is claimed, $40,000 assets, 
was continued only because the bankrupt would not give a moderate 
bond of $5,000, and he used the opportunity to settle at a discount. 

The Hoskins contempt went from term to term, not by order, but by 
agreement of attorneys, and young Hoskins killed himself in the de- 
pression caused i a . spree. 

Tunison, the alle; favorite of Judge Swayne, lost most of his cases 
before him. ; 

Naturally these charges fell. 


APPENDIX B. 
THE LAW AS TO EXPENSES. 


The law of 1896 (29 U. S. Stat., p. 451) appropriates in a sundr 
civil bill for payment “of reasonable expenses of travel and attend- 
ance of district judges directed to hold court outside of their districts, 
not to exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on written certificates of the 
judges, and such items shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement 
of his accounts with the United States.” 

Those of the ju who certify $10 obviously construe the word 
“expense” to include any loss or damage, as in the phrases “at the 
expense of health,” “a joke at another's expense.” Attendance out 
of the district, away from his home and office, is a loss and, in this 
sense, an expense to any judge in interfering with his management of 
family affairs and private business, and they seem to think this con- 
struction prung as a fair construction of the law. 

The history of the legislation is as follows: 

In 1850 (9 Stat., 442) judges could be detailed in case of sickness 
and disability, and the judge shall be allowed his reasonable expenses 
of travel to and from and of residence in such other district ey 
incurred by reason of such designation and appointment, and suc 
e oan shall, when certified by the clerk and district attorney of the 
— cial district within which such services shall have been performed, 

ages by the marshal of such district and allowed him in his accounts 
with the United States. 

In 1871 new salaries were provided for all judges (16 Stat. L., p: 
495) and all travel abolished for judges, including the provision “it 
shall be the duty of such district judge as shall be for that pur 
designated and appointed to hold the district or circuit court, as afore- 
said, without any other compensation than his regular salary as es- 
tablished by law.“ 

These provisions go into Revised Statutes with a specin provision 
as to New York City for 1 on a judge's certificate. By Revised 
Statutes, pages 596-597, the circuit judge could order the district 
judge to help in another district in the same circuit “without any 
other compensation than his regular salary, as established by law, 
except in the case provided in the next section,” which provided that 
when this court was held in the southern district of New York “ his 
expenses, not exceeding $10 per day, certified by him, shall be paid b. 
the marshal of said district as part of the expenses of the court, an 
shall be allowed in the marshal's account.” 

In 1881 the payment for spenen was resumed (21 Stat. L., p. 454). 
“ For expenses and fees of liffs, for payment of expenses of district 
po who may be sent out of their districts in pursuance of law to 

old a circuit or a district court, and for other miscellaneous expenses, 
* * + and so much of section 596 of the Revised Statutes as for- 
bids the payment of expenses of district judges while holding court out- 
side of their districts is hereby repealed.” Under this act alen were 
paid upon itemized statements. ( Record, page 432, letter of E. G. 
Timme, auditor.) 

In 1891, March 3, section 8 (Sup. to Rev. Stat., p. 904), a judge at - 
rang the circuit coart of appeals “ shall, upon his written certificate, 
be paid by the marshal of the district in which the court shall be held 
his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance not to exceed $10 a 
day, and such payment shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of 
his accounts with the United States.” 9 

Thus, at appeal, a judge was paid on his simple certificate, and on 
other detail he had to file an itemized certificate. 

In 1896 (29 Stat. L., p. 451) the sundry civil bill provided for pay- 
ment, on certificate, “ of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance 
of district judges directed to hold court outside of their districts, not 
to exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on written certificates of the 
judges, and such payment shall be allowed the marshal in settlement of 

is accounts with the United States.” 

Since that time the payment has been made without itemized ac- 
counts (Record, p. 432, Auditor’s letter) of small payments made and 
incident to such travel and attendance. It is claimed that Judge 
Swayne rendered bills at the rate of $10 a day without reference to 
what he actually spent. It is proved that his board and travel of 
some of these visits did not amount to that sum. I am frank to say 
that the statute, in my opinion, is confined to expenses in the sense of 
money paid out, and does not extend to such expense as is involved 
in interference with other matters. But I am likewise bound to notice 
that it is claimed that some of the judges have been of the opinion 
ses on attendance out of 
$10, and that numerous 
orance of the law excuses 
igh crime or misdemeanor 


that, including such interference, their expen 
their districts would always be 3 above 
certificates have been so render hile 

no one, intent is 


ed. 


a necessary part of the 
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which must be subject of impeachment, and if there be any such prac- 
tice n ges it may be held to be a proof 1 8 
had honest intent. F not warranted 


But if such quasi judicial constructions have been ga to the 
in the absence of objection by the officers of the Treasury, or 
alled judicial attention to the 

sof the 


T 


of publie discussion which would have e: 

matter, I must agree that impeachment 3 

judge should now be found upon this single Members 

committee differ on this question, which most be determined by the 
se. 


The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have permission of the gentleman—— 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia, for 
the purpose of an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from New Jersey 
yielded the floor? 

Mr. PARKER. I have yielded the floor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
to say a moment ago that the Committee on Appropriations 
from 1896, when it originated, had regularly incorporated this 
same language in the bill. This language was put in the bill 
in 1896: 

Reasonable expenses, not to exceed $10 a day. 

Mr. LACEY. Reasonable expenses and attendance; those 
are the words, and attendance.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘The point I want to make, Mr. Speaker, 
is this: That he charges, if I understand him correctly, that the 
Committee on Appropriations knowingly continued that language 
in the appropriation bill when the judges were violating the law. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In other words, that they were charging 
$10 a day when their expenses were less. Now, if there was a 
single member of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Speaker, 
including yourself, that knew any such thing, I am not aware of 
it; and the gentleman is mistaken when he makes such a state- 
ment. 

Mr. LACEY. I say the Appropriations Committee knew the 
construction put on it by the judges. 

JUDICIAL SYSTEM IN CHINA AND KOREA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the 5 of Congress, a report by 
the of State con the importance of reform in our extra- 
territorial Judicial system in China and Korea, with 

nding a draft of an act providing for the establishment 
Pas trict court of the United States for China and K. 


Orea. 
Tun Wurra Hovss, 
Washington, January 13, 1905. 
BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, DECATUR, ALA. 

- Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I notice it is 
15 minutes after 5 o'clock. I hope the motion to adjourn will be 
made. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield for a request by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, and then I will move that the House 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
holds the motion to adjourn. For what purpose does the gentle- 
man from Alabama rise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15567) to author- 
ize the Decatur Transportation and Manufacturing Company, a 
corporation, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near the city of Decatur, Ala. 

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the title of 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, were read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

8 page 4, add a colon in place of the period and 


insert the agi 
“Provided, 


in the e line, on 
ge, after Tempe second word “ within,” strike out the 1 word “ five” Land 
A the word “ three.” 


, The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and was aceordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion ef Mr. RICHARÐSON of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying documents, was ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce : 

To the Senate and House rates Representatives: 
I transmit berewith of the Isthmian Canal 8 


accompanied by a letter 25 Secretary of War, under whose 

vision I have Executive order placed the work of the C — 

I econeur wi CCC 

vision of —— which the work of building the canal has to be done 

only 2 seven members, is inelastic and clumsy, and I 

so that the President, who is 

with the sibility of ding the canal, may exercise 

cretion in o tion of the through whom he is to 
this duty. Actual experience has convinced me that it wilt 

be impossible to o ne host and. most Beckie METIS TRACE Cee 

limitations 3 by law. plans for the work must 

be ite the 0k Ot te lot S an os the — . — who 


upo. 

ata ace as an advisory A eee e ode. Ie consult 

neers should not be put on th 3 

The a nor ument for the execth general pi stive and — anne ao DN 

ac Ww of exeen: a a y 

5 the conclusions — the advising engineers, 
in charge, and we now have an excellent 
ent, inadvisable therefore to restrict the 
oners to representatives of the E 

e dea be g The Commission should eon 

five, or e of three, members, whose 

and salaries should be assigned to them by 

2 be age under the member of the Cabinet whom the President 

these men, the one 


inted as administrator of the 
pe et should also serve as 


to Panama. 
‘THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE Howse, January 18, 1905. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH, 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the 
gentleman to yield to me for a moment, reserving the right to 
object. I want to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The request has not yet been submitted. 
The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous consent for the 
present: consideration of a bill, the title of which will be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 16720) permitting 
the building of a railroad bridge across the Red River of the 
North from a point on section 6, township 154 north, range 50 
west, Marshall County, Minn., to a point on section 36, town- 
ship 155 north, range 51 west, Walsh County, N. Dak. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I wish to make a statement. I wish to do it 
because of the situation into which I find we are getting. It is 
becoming a habit to consider requests for unanimous consent 
after 5 o'clock. One such request has been granted to a gentle- 
man on this side of the Chamber this evening. It would there- 
fore be invidious and unfair to object to one upon the other side, 
but I want to give notice that hereafter I shall object to re- 
quests for unanimous consent after 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that for the accommo- 
dation of Members he has been in the habit of presenting to the 
House requests for unanimous consent for the consideration of 
certain elasses of bills. It is in the power of any gentleman to 
object at any time. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 3 
Pata] withholding his motion to adjourn, the Chair 
nized one gentleman and then another. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the consent of Con; is hereby granted to the 
St. Paul and 1 2 RIOS Marie 8 Company, a railway . — 


tion of the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, 
ta, and North B Dekots, its successors or assigns, to build a 

railwa: — across the Red Rirer of the North, suitable’ to the inter- 

ests o tion, from a point on section 6, township 154 north, 


range 50 w west, Marshall County, Minn., to a point on section 36, town- 
ship 155 north, range 51 west, Walsh County, N N. Dak.: Provided, That 
drawings sho the and location of said bridge and appur- 
tenant works shall be submitted to the Chief of Engineers and the 
retary of War for approval, and until approved by them the construc- 
tion of such bridge shall not be commenced: And provided further, 
That 1 Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Railway Com- 
pany, its successors or shall not deviate from such plans after 
na i approval, ei either I before or after the com 

ification of said plans shall have — been sub- 
ved the approval of tae 8 
the Secretary of War; and any 


be made by company at its own expense 
EC. t in case any tion from the building of said 
or from the obstruction „ e 
in the proper courts, as now provided for that p 


urta of th © United 


Stabes of Minnesota and North Dakota and in the courts 
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States: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to 


repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference 
to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt said bridge 
from the o tion of same, 

Src. 3. at all railroad companies desiring the use of said pings 
shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of railway trains over the same and over the approaches thereto 
De ye payment of a reasonable cares fans for such use; and in case 
0 r between the es in to the compensation 
to be paid or the conditions to be observed matters at issue shall be 
determined by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 4. That any ss ge built under this act and subject to its limi- 
tations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known 
as a post route, upon which no higher charge shall be made for the 
transmission of mails and the troops and munitions of war of the 
United States over the same than the rate pi mile paid for the trans- 
portation over the railroad or approaches 1 the said 2 23 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other t-roads in the 
United States, and equal privil in the use of said bridge shall be 
granted to all beet Sige and telephone companies, and the United States 
shall have the right of way across said bridge and its approaches for 
postal telegraph and telephone pu 

Sec. 5. t this act shall be n 
authorized be commenced within one year and completed wi 
years from the date of approval of this act. 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may be indulged by the House 
for a single statement. There may be good reasons why bridge 
bills should be separately considered. During the service of 
the Chair as a Member of the House he has no recollection of 
any bridge bill having passed except upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, which is practically the recommenda- 
tion of the Chief of Engineers, and the Chair has given some at- 
tention to this matter. There may be some good reason why a 
general law should not be passed vesting the discretion in the 
Secretary of War to grant the privilege, with proper safe- 
guards, leaving it in the power of Congress to take it away. 
There are many of these bills. They come up almost as a daily 
matter. They take something of time, and something of space 
upon the Recorp as well as the Journal of the House. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


l and void unless the bridge herein 
in two 


assed. 
On motion of Mr. STEENERSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petitions 
from the Philippine Islands for a reduction of the tobacco tar- 
iff—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
supplemental estimates of appropriation for the service of the 
Department—to the Committees on Military Affairs and Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for proving grounds, Sandy Hook—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of the First Baptist Church at Jefferson City, Tenn., against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Chesapeake and Potomac 
Telephone Company, transmitting the report for the year 1904— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17345) to ex- 
clude from the Yosemite National Park, California, certain lands 
therein described, and to attach and include the said lands in 
the Sierra Forest Reserve, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3538) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15613) for the better protection against fire on 
steam vessels carrying passengers and for the protection of life 
thereon—Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

A bill (H. R. 16789) for the prevention of fire from electrical 
apparatus on steam vessels carrying passengers—Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (H. R. 17689) granting a pension to Priscilla Schroe- 
der—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
réferred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 17703) to inerease the 
limit of cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public 
building at Baraboo, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 17704) amending section 
17, chapter 296, United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, so 
as to provide that members of Congress using free transporta- 
tion to and from Congress shall not receive mileage—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17705) granting a pension 
of $30 per month to all Union soldiers who served ninety days 
or more and were honorably discharged and who are or here- 
after may become 70 years of age—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 17706) to provide 
for the building of a new light-house and range lights at Hono- 
lulu Harbor, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17707) for the establishing of a light-house 
at Makapuu Point, on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17708) to amend section 
3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by act 
of February 16, 1885—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17709) granting to the Choc- 
taw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company the power to sell 
and conyey to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
Company all the railway, property, rights, franchises, and priv- 
ileges of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 17710) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at To- 
ledo, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17711) to extend the western 
boundary line of the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 17712) providing for the 
disposal of lands acquired under the provisions of the reclama- 
tion act—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois; A bill (H. R. 17733) to amend sec- 
tion 2 of the act entitled An act making appropriations for the 
payments of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress 
approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,“ approved 
March 3, 1879—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 420) referring to 
the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6066—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 421) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4834—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 422) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4346—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Ges. 423) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 12283—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 424) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 6983—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 425) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 6979—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 426) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4835—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 427) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 7803—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 428) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 9483—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a resolution (H. Res. 429) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4340 to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 480) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4332—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 431) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 9431—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 432) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 8228—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 433) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 11551—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 434) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4341—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 485) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 13261—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 436) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 8229—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 487) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4348—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 488) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4888—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 489) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4342—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 440) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 12200—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 441) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4836—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 442) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4333—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a resolution (H. Res. 443) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4839—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 17713) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew F. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. j 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 17714) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bumel Wickham—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 17715) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel A. Statton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17716) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William B. White—to the Committee.on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17717) granting a pension to 
William H. Shillings—to the.Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17718) granting an increase of pension to 
Pryor L. Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 17719) granting a pension 
to John M. Hoisington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 17720) granting a pension to 
Andrew Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17721) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Lunceford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A Dill (H. R. 17722) for the relief 
of Elizabeth A. Deuell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17723) for the re- 
lief of W. F. Lockhart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17724) for the relief of the estate of Sol- 
omon Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17725) for the relief of W. F. Lockhart—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 17726) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, f 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 17727) granting an increase 
of pension to William Crawford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 17728) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Naloti Biraghi—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ene 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17729) granting a pension to John N. 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17730) for the relief of 
Charles W. Russey, of Sevier County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17731) granting an increase of 
pension to William Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17732) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son Franks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17734) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan M. Salsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. r 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 17735) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Waxler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17736) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Larimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17787) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Bonnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17788) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 17739) granting a pension 
to Faldean Wealland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17740) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Burks—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17741) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Hiram Hutchcroft—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 17742) for the relief of Wil- 
liam R. Beach—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the International Typograph- 
ical Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., for legislation favoring a 
higher rate of pay for the United States Marine Band—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Colorado Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
favoring legislation against destruction of the mammoth trees 
of California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
W. T. Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Farmers’ 
Association of Ponchatoula, La., against unjust discrimination 
in freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of the Republican Club of 
Evansville, Ind., for enforcement of the fourteenth amendment 
to the Federal Constitution—to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hanna, Ind., favoring bill H. R. 
13778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Pennsylvania State 
Grange, favoring bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
16735, granting an increase of pension to John Hoock—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Colorado beet-sugar 
manufacturers, opposing reduction of duties on raw and re- 
fined sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of New England Tobacco Grow- 
ers’ Association, against any change in rates of duty on to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Peter Von Schaack & Sons, favoring passage 
of the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Rockford (III.) Manufacturing Com- 
pany, favoring passage of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Union Furniture Company, of Rockford, 
III., favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Elizabeth A. Denell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John D. McGahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., 
of Chicago, asking legislation governing freight rates in line of 
recommendations in President’s message—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., asking pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 5600, by Mr. Russerx—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of the Progressive League of 
Chippewa Falls, Wis.; against reduction of duties on sugar and 
tobacco from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Council Bluffs Commercial Club, 
favoring the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of 
Commerce, against enactment of a law taxing brandy used in 
fortifying sweet wines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the California Club, favoring legislation for 
preservation of big trees of California—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., 
for an additional tug boat for revenue service—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PUJO: Resolution of the general assembly of Loui- 
siana, relative to slack-water navigation in Bayou Macon and 
1 River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of the State of Loui- 
slana, relative to improvement of Sabine River, Louisiana—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of the State of Loui- 
siana, relative to locks on Bayou Plaquemines, Louisiana—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of the State of Loui- 
siana, relative to divorcing the Mississippi and Atchafalaya 
rivers, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 
‘bill granting pension to Rhoda C. O’Neil—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Division No. 153, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Garrett, Ind., in favor 
of bill H. R. 7041—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the post commander of the Army 
and Navy Union, favoring the naval retirement bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 3 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4385, to in- 
crease pension of Thomas Thompson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of George E. Shoemaker, of Zanesville, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John F. Bon- 
nell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of James H. 
Larimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John T. Waxlin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Lake Superior Subdivision of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring legislation pre- 
venting anyone becoming an engineer who has not served three 
years as a locomotive fireman—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Lake Superior Subdivision of Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, favoring legislation against excessive 
hours for engineers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


SENATE. 


Sarurpay, January 14, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the chief clerk of the Court of 
Claims, transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed 
by the court in the cause of the Methodist Church of Kossuth, 
Miss., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate communi- 
cations from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final ascer- 
tainment of electors for President and Vice-President for the 
States of North Dakota and Colorado; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, were ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow nna, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14623) 
to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act tem- 
porarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
and to amend an act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other p » and to amend an act approved March 2, 


1903, entitled An act to establish a standard of value and to 
provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to 
provide for the more efficient administration of civil government 
in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, asks a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. Coorrr of Wisconsin, Mr. Taw- 
NEY, Mr. Crumpacker, Mr. Joxxs of Virginia, and Mr. MADDOX 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
ee bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

H. R. 13772. An act to amend section 858 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

H. R. 16567. An act to authorize the Decatur Transportation 
and Manufacturing Company, a corporation, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near 
the city of Decatur, Ala.; and 

H. R. 16720. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Red River of the North from a point on sec- 
tion 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County, 
Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51 
west, Walsh County, N. Dak. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer: 

S. 3728. An act to provide for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, 
and the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 1513. An act for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Saulpaw ; 

H. R. 6351. An act to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as hos- 
pital steward, etc. ; 

H. R. 15606. An act to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Tom- 
52 5 River near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 

e; - 

H. R. 15810. An act to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to ¢on- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River; 

H. R. 15981. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; ” 

S. R. 24. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Luis Bogrün H., of Honduras; and 

S. R. 78. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Frutos Tomás Plaza, of Ecuador. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that the Philippine bill, which has just 
come over from the House, may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act ap- 
proved Mareh 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and 
to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled “An act to 
establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage sys- 
tem in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for the more effi- 
cient administration of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate accede to the request 
of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Lopar, Mr. Hate, and Mr. Cunserson were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (for Mr. Frye) presented a 
memorial of the. United Confederate Veterans, remonstrating 
against the adoption of ‘certain amendments to the bill providing 
for the care and preservation of the graves of the Confederate 
dead now in the various cemeteries in the Northern States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Du- 
quoin, III., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Shelby and 
Effingham counties, III., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Viola Lodge, No. 350, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Mattoon, III., and a petition 
of Robinson Division, No. 78, Order of Railway Conductors, 
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of Savanna, III., praying for the passage of the so-called “ em- 
ployers’ liability bill;” which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Kincaid Divi- 
sion, No. 150, Order of Railway Conductors, of Utica; of Capital 
City Lodge, No. 3, of Albany; of F. H. Phillipps Lodge, No. 37, 
of Albany, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen; of 
Local Lodge No. 99, of Rochester; of Lake Erie Lodge, No. 241, 
of Buffalo; of Lyon Brook Lodge, No. 216, of Norwich, and of 
Red Jacket Lodge, No. 85, of Buffalo, all of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen; of Kings County Division, No. 419, of 
Brooklyn; of F. B. Griffith Division, No. 533, of East Buffalo, 
and of Syracuse Division, No. 169, of Syracuse, all of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, in the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill;” which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 280, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of 
Owego; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 144, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, of New York City; of Wil- 
liam Steinecke, of Brooklyn, and of John B. Rogers & Co., of 
Binghamton, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
any reduction of the tariff on cigars and tobacco imported from 
the Philippine Islands; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of Local Union No. 134, 
United Cigar Makers’ International Union, of New Brunswick, 
N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation reduc- 
ing the tariff on tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented the petition of H. C. Perrine, of South 
Amboy, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the improvement of the Cheesequake Creek or River in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey Pharmaceu- 
tical Association, praying for the enactment of legislation modi- 
fying the existing patent laws relative to medicinal prepara- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of St. John’s 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Montclair, N. J., praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the memorials of Enoch Sharp, of Port 
Morris; of D. B. Champion, of Port Morris; of Matthias 8. 
Messler, of Port Morris; of A. C. Olidis, of Atlantic Highlands; 
of William E. Allen, of Blairstown; of S. A. Lewis, J. P. Black- 
ledge, and A. H. Concklin, of Closter; of Rey. J. C. Buchanan, 
of Pemberton; of John Powers, of Salem; of David D. Acher- 
man, of Closter; of Archie Campbell, of Port Morris; of J. H. 
Serviss, of Closter, and Roland F. Randolph, of Newark, all in 
the State of New Jersey, and a memorial of Dr. William Stokes, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the repeal of the 
present anticanteen law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petitions of J. F. Hawkins 
and 33 other citizens of South McAlester, of Lena Ritta and 60 
other citizens of South McAlester, of Leonard A. Brady and 25 
other citizens of Hickory, of Rey. F. Hooker Green and 10 other 
citizens of Weleetka, of W. F: Dowell and 62 other citizens of 
Welch, of L. J. Coats and 47 other citizens of South McAlester, 
of J. W. Allen and 45 other citizens of South McAlester, of J. F. 
Lamar and 161 other citizens of Afton, of Mrs. Ed. Alexander 
and 41 other citizens of Comanche, of A. L. Fitzgerald and 60 
other citizens of Mannsville, of H. P. Lasley and 62 other citizens 
of Stuart, of W. B. Rense and 199 other citizens of Edward and 
Kiowa, of 60 citizens of Hickory, of H. H. Holman and 60 other 
citizens of Wetumka, of J. W. Hardy and 22 other citizens of 
South McAlester, of Edna Lynn and 77 other citizens of South 
McAlester, of S. Burch and 33 other citizens of Bartlesville, of 
L. J. Allen and 83 other citizens of Fairland, of E. A. Sample 
and 59 other citizens of Dougherty, of H. C. Snyder and 77 
other citizens of Wagoner, of William Jones and 59 other citi- 
zens of Bartlesville, of Gen. B. Chury and 6 other citizens of 
Mannsville, of J. Fred Barnett and 81 other citizens of Fort 
Gibson, of Charles Comstock and 15 other citizens of Checotah, 
of M. E. Cox and 27 other citizens of Morris, of J. M. Gross and 
43 other citizens of Durant, of Ira C. Perkins and 51 other citi- 
zens of Sapula, of Mrs. J. Shine and 47 other citizens of Morris, 
of H. H. Cronk and 95 other citizens of Weleetka, of Mrs. Elsie 
Sutton and 140 other citizens of South McAlester, of C. T. 
Tomkinson and 32 other citizens of Aurora Schoolhouse, of 
E. M. Luce and 36 other citizens of Afton, of N. T. Gilbert and 
109 other citizens of Wetumka, and of E. Colkins and 107 other 
citizens of Tubsa, all in the Indian Territory, praying for the 


enactment providing for continued prohibition in that Territory 
according to the treaty pledges with the Five Civilized Tribes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 4988) for the relief of the estate of Mirah Ballard, of De- 
kalb County, Ala.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4992) for the relief of Amanda M. Warren, of Lawrence County, 
Ala.; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion affording relief from the unjust tariff rates of railroads; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California Club, of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the preservation and protection of the Calaveras 
grove of big trees in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7869) in relation to bonds on contracts with 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3947) for the relief of holders and owners of 
certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbla, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16450) to author- 
ize certain changes in the permanent system of highways, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6089) to authorize certain changes in the permanent 
system of highways, District of Columbia, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6088) authorizing the closing of part of an alley in 
square No. 733, in the city of Washington, D. C., reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6371) to confirm title to lot 5, in square south of 
square No. 990, in Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 11286) to prevent the unlawful wearing of the 
badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or other 
soldier organizations. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6607) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Arkansas River at or near Van 
Buren, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6608) granting a pension to William N. Dickey; 

A bill (S. 6609) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 6610) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith; and 

A bill (8. 6611) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
S. Wainwright. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6612) authorizing the 
President in his discretion to appoint and promote Capt. Gilbert 
P. Cotton, United States Army, a major upon the retired list of 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. : 

Mr. PETTUS introduced the folowing bills, which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6613) for the relief of the estate of Caswell B. 
Derrick, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6614) for the relief of Sarah Autrey; 

A bill (S. 6615) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Bellefonte, Jackson County, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 6616) for the relief of Griffin Callahan; 

A bill (S. 6617) for the relief of the estate of Wiliam Cun- 
ningham, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6618) for the relief of B. G. Chandler; 

A bill (S. 6619) for the relief of the estate of William Curtis, 
deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 6620) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin B. 
Coffey, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6621) for the relief of the estate of Annie Dunn, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6622) for the relief of Ransom Day; 

A bill (S. 6623) for the relief of the estate of Green Guest, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6624) for the relief of the estate of Samuel L. Gil- 
bert, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6625) for the relief of the estate of Minor Gwinn, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6626) for the relief of the estate of Peter H. Gold, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 6627) for the relief of William M. Hilliard; 

A bill (S. 6628) for the relief of the estate of Bradford Ham- 
brick, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6629) for the relief of the heirs of John T. Jones, 


A bill (S. 6630) for the relief of the estate of Levi Jones, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6631) for the relief of the estate of Enoch R. Ken- 
nedy, deceased ; 
iar bill (S. 6632) for the relief of the Masonic Lodge of Bexar, 

A bill (S. 6633) for the relief of Jonathan Lewis; 

A bill (S. 6634) for the relief of Joseph Lightfoot; 

A bill (S. 6635) for the relief of the estate of M. Light, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 6636) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson; 

A bill (S. 6687) for the relief of the estate of Preston Smith, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6638) for the relief of the estate of H. S. Simmons, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6639) for the relief of William M. Underwood; 

A bill (S. 6640) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Ward, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6641) for the relief of Phillip D. Wright; 

A bill (S. 6642) for the relief of the estate of James Woosley, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 6643) for the relief of Francis Wilkes. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6644) to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause certain lands hereto- 
fore withdrawn from market for reservoir purposes to be re- 
stored to the public domain, subject to entry under the home- 
stead law, with certain restrictions; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6645) granting a pension to Isa- 
bella Matson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6646) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to furnish Potomac 
water without charge to charitable institutions, and so forth, in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committe on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 6647) granting to the Choc- 
taw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company the power to sell 
and convey to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway 
Company all the railway property, rights, franchises, and priv- 
ileges of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6648) to establish a 
light and fog-signal station near Point Cabrillo, California; 
-which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6649) to authorize 
the appointment of Archer B. Hays to the grade of captain and 
quartermaster in the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 6650) for the relief of Salvador Costa; 

A bill (S. 6651) for the relief of the heirs of Andrew E. 
Hodges, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 6652) for the relief of the estate of J. S. Powell, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6653) granting a 
pension to I. N. De Long; which was read twice by its title, and 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6654) granting an increase of 


‘pension to Stephen Dampier; which was read twice by its title, I not 


‘| the battle fought thereon on October 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. S 

Mr. PROCTOR (for Mr. DIINdHAn) introduced a joint 
resolution (S. R. 90) authorizing and empowering the President 
of the United States to abate and suppress the continued shame- 
ful and cruel practice of killing nursing mother fur seals on the 
high seas, now permitted and conducted; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 91) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents for use at 
‘Knights of Pythias encampment to be held at Pittsburg, Pa., 
August 21 to 26, 1905; which was ‘read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 


AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I submit two amendments to House bill 14749, 
the pending statehood bill—one for Oklahoma and Indian Terri- 
tory and the other for New Mexico and Arizona. I ask that 
one of them be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both amendments will be 
printed and lie on the table. One of the amendments will be 
read at the request of the Senator from Idaho. i 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Dpnors to the bill (H. R. 
14749) to enable the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory 
to form a constitution and State government and be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and to en- 
able the people of New Mexico and Arizona to form a constitution 
and State 3 and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the States. 

—. following previous amendment, on page 25, after line 21, the 


“No shall be permitted to zeo 


fs ivi te het kn 8 trlarchal, plural, 
own as pa p 

or in violation of any law of this State or 
ong any such crime, or who N eee co 4 
aids or encourages any person to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or sue 
patriarchal, plural, or celestial marriage, or to live In v olation of any 
— —＋ eng commit 7 crime; or seg — a per ond of or con- 

0 support, or encouragement of any order, organiza- 
tion, association, corporation, or society which teaches, advises, coun- 
sels, — or aids any person to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or 
such patriarchal or plural marriage, or who teaches or ady. that the 
laws of this State prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the supreme 
law of the State.” 

JOHN DORSEY. 


Mr. ALGER. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9799) to remove charge of desertion from military record of 
John Dorsey. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, 
after the word “discharge,” in line 7, to insert “as of date 
March 6, 1863 ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the - 
ee of John Dorsey, who was a drummer boy 11 years of age 
in Twenty-seventh Missouri Regiment Volunteers, Company E, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge as of date March 6, 1863 : Pro- 
vided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue cf the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. : 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
LANDS IN GLOUCESTER COUNTY, N. J. 


Mr. DRYDEN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 5763) granting certain property to the county of Glou- 
cester, N. J. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 


strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to convey, by 
roper patent, to the board of chosen freeholders of the county of 
loucester, in the State of New Jersey, to and for the use and benefit 
of said county, as a 4 — park, such part of the abandoned Redbank 
Military Reservation in said county, not to exceed 20 acres, as may be 
designated by said board, after the same has been properly surveyed 
under the direction of the Commissioner of the General Land ce. 
Sxc. 2. That the ——- d fee, and title conveyed by said porey 
shali revert to and reinvest the United States, without any formal 
declaration of forfeiture thereof, at any time when said county shall 
fail to establish and maintain thereon a public park as a memorial to 
22, 1777, or when said county 


Shall or permit of said lands to be used, for rpose 
T ee 
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The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RESTORATION OF AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. DEPEW. I desire to call up for immediate consideration 
the bill (S. 4438) to restore American citizenship to any woman 
whose citizenship has been lost or suspended by marriage with 
a foreigner. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any woman, being 21 years of age and over 
and being a bona fide resident of the United States, whose American 
citizenship has been lost er suspended a EAS with a foreigner, 

be permitted to resume such citizenship in the following manner, 

not otherwise: She shall declare on oath, before a circuit or dis- 
trict court of the United States, or a district or — court of the 
Territo; or a court of record of any of the States having common- 
law ction and a seal and clerk, that it is bona fide her intention 
to resume such citizenship, and to renounce forever all sr pecan Y and 
a to any foreign prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty, and par- 
ticularly, by name, to the prince, potentate, state, — SOVE! ty of 
which she may be at the — a citizen or subject, and that she will 
support the Constitution of the United States; which p shall 
be recorded by the clerk of the court. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be 3 to appear to the satisfaction of the 
court admitting such woman that she has resided within the State or 
Territory where such court is at the time held, one year at aa gien = 
that during that time she has behaved as a woman of good mora 
character, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States, and well d to the good order sere 1 of the same. 

Sec. 3. That the court shall theren mit such woman to re- 
sume citizenship as aforesaid, and Ro recet receive a certificate therefor. 

SEc. That the clerk of such court shall be entitled to receive for 
such 3 and certificate the same sum that he would be entitled 
to receive for the admission of a foreign citizen or subject of a foreign 
country under the naturalization laws of io United Parea said fees to 
be disposed of like other naturalization fees according to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection es ‘the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I did not hear the entire reading of the bill, 
but it seems to be a measure of considerable importance, and I 
should like to know something more about it. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will yield 
to me for a moment—— 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I only want to be informed in re- 
gard to it. 

Mr. NELSON. I will briefly explain the purpose of the bill. 
The bill comes from the Judiciary Committee, and if I recollect 
correctly it was unanimously reported from that committee. I 
am not sure about that, but it was reported from the committee. 

The object of the bill is to reach those cases where American 
women marry foreigners and afterwards their husbands die or 
they become divorced from them. By their marriage with these 
foreigners they lose their American citizenship and become for- 
eign citizens. The object is to allow such women, in case their 
husbands die or they are divorced from them, to come back to 
this country and become citizens of the United States again. 
They must apply to the court, and the court has supervision and 
control of the matter as it has in the case of the naturalization 
of aliens. 

Now, that in brief is the object of the bill, and the bill itself 
speaks as to details. 

Mr. BACON. If I caught the reading of the bill correctly, it 
is not limited as suggested by the Senator from Minnesota. I 
think it is a general bill which would authorize any woman who 
is married to a foreigner, even though her husband may be 
in life or she may not be divorced, to renounce the allegiance 
which the fact of marriage placed upon her to the sovereignty 
to which her husband owes allegiance, and to reestablish while 
in that married relation her citizenship in this country. Am I 
correct, I will ask the Senator from Minnesota, in that state- 
ment? 

Mr. NELSON. I am not quite sure. Perhaps I did not state 
it correctly. I am inclined to think the Senator is correct, but 
I wish to supplement it by saying (and I recollect very well the 
discussion which took place about the bill in the committee) it 
is intended to cover those cases where American women haye 
property vested in them—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has already stated that. 

Mr. NELSON. Where property belongs to them and by their 
marriage with foreigners the course of descent is different. 
This is to enable those women to regain their American citizen- 
ship for the purpose that their property, whatever it may be, 
shall descend to their heirs comformably to the laws of the 
United States or of the States to which they belong. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, Mr. President, and the criti- 
cism which I make is not directed to that point at all. If this 
bill were considered in the Committee on the Judiciary, and of 
course of that there can be no doubt, I do not think I was 
present at the time. I would have no objection, and, on the 
contrary, would approve a bill which had the purpose stated 


by the Senator from Minnesota and which by its terms limited 
it to the accomplishment of that purpose, to wit, to the case of 
a widow or a divorced woman who had formerly married a for- 
eigner. But if I heard correctly the reading of the bill, it re- 
lates to all women who have married foreigners, whether 
widowed or divorced or still living in the state of matrimony 
with such foreigners. It occurs to me that to say that an 
American woman who marries an Englishman and is living in 
England with him as his wife shall be an American citizen 
whilst her husband is an English citizen would lead to very 
grave complications. I can think of a great many situations 
in which this Government would be very greatly embarrassed. 

Therefore, if it be true, as I think it is, that the bill is not 
limited to the case of widows or divorced women, but extends 
to all cases of women who have married foreigners, I would 
suggest that the bill be recommitted in order that that point 
may be properly guarded. 

Mr. NELSON. I would suggest to have the bill read again. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, this question was up before the 
Committee on the Judiciary upon a bill which had been intro- 
duced by my colleague [Mr. Parr of New York]. There was a 
long discussion in the committee on the question, and it devel- 
oped that there was great confusion owing to the conflicting 
decisions of the courts as to the status of an American woman 
who married a foreigner. I think there have been several de- 
cisions that she did not lose her status of American citizenship 
and several to the contrary. There have been four opinions by 
four Attorneys-General of the United States, two of them that 
a woman married under such circumstances lost her citizenship 
and two that she did not. 

After discussion the matter was referred to Senator Hoar, 
the chairman of the committee, and that Senator prepared the 
present bill for the purpose of meeting all questions, not only 
the question of a woman divorced or who was a widow, but also 
restoring to citizenship, if she had lost it, a woman who was 
married and still living with her husband. 

The Woman's Suffrage Association and the National Woman's 
League took exception to the fact that, while an American man 
who marries a foreign woman does not lose his citizenship, 
there should be a discrimination against an American woman 
who marries a foreigner, and that she should lose her citizen- 
ship. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that there should be 
that discrimination? 

Mr. DEPEW. 
which have been rendered by the courts. Half of them say 
that she does not lose her citizenship. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, the fundamental proposition is that 
when an American woman marries a foreigner her life, her 
residence, or whatever else may go, is merged with the husband. 
No such condition applies to a man when he marries, and why 
should there not be this distinction? 

Mr. DEPEW. That was the distinction and the rule so long 
as women could not hold property in their own names, but now 
there are many States in which a foreigner can not hold real 
estate, and the question is whether if a woman marries a 
foreigner she loses her title to her property and can not acquire 
any inheritance. 

Mr. HALE. What is the present status, without this bill, of 
a woman who has married a foreigner, whose legal existence is 
merged in his and he dies? What is the status now of an 
American woman, the widow of a foreigner, without this bill? 

Mr. DEPEW. Without this bill the status is in doubt. There 
are two decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
conflict with each other on this subject. There are the opinions 
of four Attorneys-General of the United States on the subject, 
two on one side and two on the other. 

Mr. HALE. I had been informed that the court had this 
matter up and that it had found itself divided in opinion each 
way. 

Now, does the Senator think that under these conditions we 
-ought to pass a bill so general as this is, and applying, as the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has said, not only to cases 
of widows or of divorced women, where the merging in the 
husband’s existence has ceased, but applying to everybody, to 
a woman who has married abroad and lives abroad and con- 
tinues abroad? Does the Senator think that in that case the 
woman should be authorized to establish what would be dual 
citizenship in both countries? Does the Senator think that 


the married woman who was an American, but who is a citizen 
of England because she has married an Englishman, should also, 
by any process of any law, be permitted to become an American 
citizen and restore her citizenship, and thus have, as I have 
said, dual citizenship? 

Mr. DEPEW. I think, in view of the property interests and 
the descent of property to children, she certainly should have 


I really do not. I have here the decisions 


830 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 14, 


that right. But for the purpose of meeting the case of widows 
and divorced women I am perfectly willing that this bill of 
Senator Hoar should be amended by limiting it to meet the 
objection of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from New York and the Sena- 
tor from Maine will allow me a monent, I wish to call attention 
to the second section of the bill, which requires that they shall 
‘actually have resided a year within the State or Territory: 

Sec. 2. That it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the 
court admitting such woman that she has resided within the State or 
Territory where such court is at the time held one go at least, and 
that during that time she has behayed as a woman of good moral char- 
acter, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States, and well dis, to the good order and happiness of the same. 

She must have resided for a year in this country, in the State 
or Territory of the court in which she applies for restoration 
of citizenship. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come 
in on line 6. : 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw the suggestion to recommit in or- 
der that the amendment may be offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. After the word “permitted,” in line 6, page 
1, I move to insert tlie words “after the death of her husband 
or after divorce from him.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I was simply going to suggest that the Secre- 
tary read the connection, so that the amendment may be prop- 
erly understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That any woman, ers 21 years of age and over and being a bona 
fide resident of the United States, whose American citizenship has 
been lost or suspended by marriage with a foreigner, may be permitted 
after the death of her husband or after divorce from him to resume 
such citizenship in the following manner, and not otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amend- 
ment, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to know what territory the bill 
covers. 

Mr. BACON. The entire United States. It is citizenship of 
the United States. The object of the provision is to give to any 
one who has married a foreigner and who has become a widow 
or has been divorced the right to resume citizenship in this 
country. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
whether, under the provision of this bill, a woman will bring 
back with her citizenship a title of nobility which she may have 
acquired while she was in the foreign country. It seems to me 
the bill should provide against that; that she should renounce 
any title of nobility that might have been conferred upon her 
or acquired; and we should not have one part of our citizens 
with titles of nobility and the other part without. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that that is provided for in the first section of the bill. She 
must declare “that it is bona fide her intention to resume such 
citizenship, and to renounce forever all allegiance and fidelity 
to any foreign prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty, and par- 
ticularly, by name, to the prince, potentate, state, or sover- 
eignty” from which she seeks to be absolved. I think that 
covers it. : 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think that renouncing allegiance 
to potentate or sovereignty would affect the question of a title. 
If she were a duchess or had any other title of nobility, it 
seems to me there should be a distinct and direct renunciation 
of that title. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent, at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], to change the 
wording of the amendment I offered, so that it shall rea 
“after the death of her husband or if lawfully divorced fro! 
him.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
modification suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary. After the word “ permitted,” in line 6, page 
1, amend the amendment so as to read: 

After the death of her husband or if lawfully divorced from him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment as 
modified will be agreed to in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator state just 
where that amendment comes in? 

Mr. LODGE. After the word “ permitted,” in line 6. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that the last 


amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts would leave a 
woman who had been unfortunate in her selection of a hus- 
band abroad in a very unfortunate position. If the relation- 
ship had grown so intolerable she had to quit him and seek a 
sanctuary back here she could not reclaim citizenship. If the 
marital relation between foreigners and some of our American 
women who are crazy after titles should grow so burdensome, 
as very frequently happens, that she wants to get back to this 
country among decent gentlemen once more, I do not think we 
ought to require that she should be lawfully divorced. Let the 
law divorce her here after she gets back. 

Mr. SPOONER. Can a woman be divorced without being 
lawfully divorced? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Some of them quit and become “ grass 
widows.” 

Mr. DEPEW. If I may interrupt the Senator from South 
Carolina a moment, I will state that with the close commercial 
relations existing between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries there are large numbers of subjects or citizens of other 
countries who have titles who are here representing their firms 
or their business, and there are Americans similarly situated 
who are abroad representing American firms, American busi- 
nesses of all kinds. In the natural course of events these 
foreign gentlemen come in contact with American women here, 
and American women moving in the same circle fall in love with 
foreigners in the places where they reside. The result is that 
international marriages are constantly taking place without 
any regard to title or to nobility or anything unusual, but upon 
the old-fashioned plan of propinquity, either abroad or here, 
bringing two people together of mutual tastes, and then mar- 
riage follows. In the course of time those marriages have be- 
come very frequent. They are exceedingly numerous. I think 
hardly a day passes that a marriage under such circumstances 
does not take place either in this country or in some country 
abroad. For instance, American consuls all over the world 
remain at their posts for a great many years; their daughters 
grow up in those environments amongst the people with whom 
they go to school; they make their homes there, and there they, 
are married. It does not seem fair that such women, who have 


entered into marriage relations in a perfectly proper manner 


and with no other end or aim in life except to marry the men 
they love, should be subjected to any penalties by any statutes 
of the United States, and if they are those statutes should be 
repealed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from New York did not 
understand me as doing anything more than trying to protect 
these women in their original rights as Americans? 

Mr. DEPEW. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I do not see where the Senator’s criti- 
cism of my little remark comes in. I am not opposed to inter- 
national marriages; that is, I did not say so, although I have 
had a little sensitiveness at the seemingly running after titles 
that some of our girls somehow or other appear to be addicted 
to. I do not know whether it is merely a suspicion on my part 
or not, but I have had the idea that they were much more par- 
ticular about the title than they were about the marriage. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DEPEW. From my observation on that subject it is the 
Da chasing the girl and not the girl chasing the title. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, it gets her; I will not say “he gets 
her,” for I have very serious doubts whether there is any mas- 
culinity about it. 

However, I want to say right now, once for all, that I think 
it is a hardship to require a woman who may not do that merely 
for love of one of those titles which she has bought to keep her 
from the privilege of coming home to a decent atmosphere with- 
out being legally divorced. If they are Americans, I suppose 
they can get divorces in Chicago very readily or in North Da- 
kota or in South Dakota, which is, I believe, the haven of 
refuge for all those people who have marital infelicities, 

Mr. McCUMBER: Mr. President, since the bill has been 
amended I do not myself see any particular necessity for it. 
We already have a law, as I understand, for the naturalization 
of single women, and I do not know why persons who have be- 
come citizens of a foreign country by marriage should be placed 
under conditions different from single women who come over 
here to be naturalized. But if it be necessary to have a bill of 
this character as now amended, it seems to me as though the 
bill should go further, as suggested by the Senator from Idaho 
(Mr. HEYBURN]. 

It has been the policy of this Government to allow no one to 
become a citizen of the United States without renouncing any 
title of nobility. I do not know why that should not apply to 
nobility obtained by virtue of a marriage as well as by the act 
of a sovereign. In this case it seems to me that we should have 


1905. 


the same rule applying to these women that we should to all 
others. I therefore propose the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that 
there is already pending an amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understood that that amendment had 
been adopted. If it has not been, I will wait until action has 
been had on it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Long]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I now move to amend, in section 1, page 
2, line 4, after the words “ United States,” by inserting “ and 
that she renounces any title of nobility which she may have ac- 
quired by such marriage or otherwise.” — k 

Mr. DEPEW. That amendment is all right, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsrr] will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 2, line 4, after the words 
“United States,” it is proposed to insert and that she re- 
nounces any title to nobility which she may have acquired by 
such marriage or otherwise.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, just one remark in reply to the 
general observation of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCumezrr] as to the necessity for the bill. When the husband 
of Mrs. Nellie Grant Sartoris died, the question of her Ameri- 
can citizenship was submitted to the lawyers, and there was 
such a diversity of opinion regarding it that a special act was 
passed in the Fifty-fifth Congress granting her American citi- 
zenship. This bill is intended to cover all cases of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move to amend, after the 
words “ at least,” in section 2, page 2, line 9, by inserting “ next 
before her said declaration;” so as to read: i 

One year at least next before her said declaration. 

Otherwise the fact that she had lived at any time of the year 
in the district where she sought to make this renunciation 
would be sufficient. The intention of the bill is that which I 
endeavor to make plain by the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, page 2, line 9, after the words 
“at least,” it is proposed to insert “next before her said dec- 
laration.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mir. President, I ask that the bill may 
go over and be reprinted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the bill will be reprinted and go over without prejudice. 

JACOB LIPPS AND T. E. WELLES. 4 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4699) to relinquish and quitclaim 
to Jacob Lipps, or Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, all 
the right, title, interest, and claim of the United States in, to, 
and on certain property in the city of Pensacola, Escambia 
County, Fla. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
insert as a new section the following: 

Src. 2. That the United States hereby relinquishes and quitclaims 
to T. E. Welles, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, forever, all 
the right, title, interest, and claim of the United States in, to, on 
the following-described property, situated and lying in the city of 
Pensacola, county of Escambia, State of Florida, wn and described 
as follows: Beginning at the southwest corner of lot C, on the north- 
east corner of Jefferson and Sarragossa streets; thence running east 
along the northern line of eo eee street 134 feet 5 inches; 
thence running northwardly at right angles to the line of 
street 106 feet 7 inches; thence west 40 feet; thence south 10 feet; 
thence west 120 feet to Jefferson street; thence south along Jefferson 
street to the point of beginning. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. La ywa BOGE 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to relinquish 
and quitclaim to Jacob Lipps, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and 
assigns, and T. E. Welles, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and as- 
signs, respectively, all the right, title, interest, and claim of the 
United States in, to, and on certain properties in the city of 
Pensacola, Escambia County, Fla.” 

, GREAT FALLS AND OLD DOMINION RAILROAD. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
as soon as practicable after the completion cf the routine morn- 
Ing business, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
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sideration of the bill (S. 2833) to authorize the extension, con- 
struction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old Dominion 
Railroad into the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The notice will be entered. 

Mr. HALE. That is the matter that was discussed yesterday? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

GOVERNMENT RESERVATION IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5506) to acquire certain ground for 
a Government reservation. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to acquire by condemnation, for the purpose of 
providing a Government reservation, the several parcels of 
ground in the District of Columbia included within the triangle 
between Sixteenth street extended, Mount Pleasant street, and 
Kenesaw avenue, and containing in the aggregate 21,450 square 
feet, more or less, and appropriates a sufficient sum, not exceed- 
ing $40,000, to pay for the ground, ete. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
GEORGE E. PICKETT. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5439) for the relief of Capt. George 
E. Pickett, paymaster, United States Army. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to Capt. George E. Pickett, paymaster, 
United States Army, $1,456.17. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY T. CLARKE. 

Mr. MILLARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 3754) for the relief of Henry T. Clarke, 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. If there is a report in that case, Mr. President, 
let it be read, or let us have a brief explanation of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator call for the 
reading of the report? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; let us have a little of the report read so 
as to know what the bill is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Wan- 
REN March 25, 1904, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3754) for the relief of Henry T. Clarke, have considered the same 
carefully and now report it back to the Senate favorably, recommend- 
ing that it be amended as follows and that thus amended lt do pass: 

5 8 5, page 1, strike out 57,000“ and insert in lieu thereof 

n line 


s page 1, strike out “ value and.” 
In lin and 10, page 1, strike out “January 9” and insert in lieu 
thereof March 12. 


Strike out all after the word “ Clarke,” in line 2, page 2, and insert 
In lieu thereof the following: 

“Provided, That the sum of $2,880 shall be accepted and received by 
Henry T. Clarke in full noe of all claims and demands on account 
of the rental of said buildings.” 

Bills bearing upon this same subject have been reported favorably 
from the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Claims 
of the Senate, carrying various sums 2 vag from $2,880° to $5,500. 
Similar bills have also been reported in the House of Representatives, 
and the measure has 2 both Senate and House at various times, 
(See Senate rt No. 1568, 54th Cong., 2d sess., and House Report 
No. 1615, 55th Cong., 2d sess., in appendix to this rt.) 

The original claim, made in 1896, was for rent tote June 6, 1890, 
to June 6, 1896, at $480 per annum ($2,880), as will be seen by refer- 
ence to Senate Document No. 54, Fifty-fourth Congress, second ses- 
sion, A ee hereto. But your committee recommend the 


which latter date the buildings were purchased Be 
co 


OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY or Wan, 
x Washington, April 1, 1903. 

Sim: Replying to your letter of February 14 last, again presenting 
to the Department your claim for the occupation v the United States 
of certain buildings located roe the Fort Crook Military Reservation, 
I beg to say that on November 18, 1901, the Quartermaster-General 
estimated the value of the buildings In question to be about $1,800 at 
the time of the acquisition of the property, and the rental same to 
be $1,035, and recommended that you offered this sum in full of all 
claims, and that such offer be final. 

Your recent letter has been carefully considered, and the Judge- 
Advocate-General, in rting thereon, suggests that the estimated 
value of the buiidings, $1,800, be paid, and the rental, at the amount 
estimated by the Q ter eral, be also paid for the fiscal 
years 1901 to da and that for the rental for the prior years you 
will have to obtain Congressional legis!ation. 

Very truly, yours, 
A iatont tee — Y of W 
ssistant Secre of War. 

Mr. HENRY T. CLARKE, Omaha, Nebr, . 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, on 
page 1, line 6, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “seven 
thousand” and insert “two thousand eight hundred and 
eighty ;” in line 7, before the word “ rent,” to strike out “ value 
and;” in line 10, after the word “to,” to strike out “ January 
9” and insert March 12,” and on page 2, line 7, after the name 
“ Clarke,” to strike out: 
and for the value of said buildings, $7,000. ‘That the said sum of 
$7,000 is to be accepted and received by Henry T. Clarke in full of all 


claims and demands on account of said buil and for the rental 
thereof, the title of said buildings to remain in the United States. 


And insert: 
Provided, That the sum of $2,580 shall be accepted and received by 


Henry T. Clarke in full pasmens of all claims and demands on account 
of the rental of said buildings. 
So as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
ee authorized and directed to pay to Henry T. Clarke the sum of 
2,880, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
‘or the rent of buildings on the northwest quarter of the northwest 
uarter of section 2, 1 13 4 S 13, Sarpy County Nebr., from 
Portuan 9, 1890, to March 12, 1904, ing for the use of buildings on 
said land po cary by the United States by condemnation proceedings in 
the suit against Henry Zurcher in accordance with a proposition made 
by en . Clarke to the Secretary of War July 29, 1889, which said 
roposition was for the sale of lands to the United States in Fort 
maha, now Fort Crook, by which Be ge hory all said buildings were 
retained by Henry T. Clarke: Provided, That the sum of $2,880 shall 
be accepted and received by Peng E Clarke in full 
claims and demands on account of the rental of said bu 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THE GREAT SEAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 3228) making it a felony to make im- 
pressions or counterfeit the great seal of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 3, after 
the word “who,” to strike out “except as authorized by law” 
and insert “ without lawful authority, willfully and knowingly 
and with intent to defraud ;” so as to make the section read: 

That every 2 who, without lawful authority, willfully and know- 
ingly and with intent to defraud, makes any impression of the seal of 
the ‘United States, or uses such impression for the purpose of authenti- 
cating any document, shall be punished by fine of not more than $3,000 
or by imprisonment of not more than five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 1, line 11, before 
the word “ makes,” to insert “ willfully and knowingly and with 
intent to defraud ;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That every person who, without lawful authority, willfully 
and knowingly and th intent to defraud, makes any die, hub, or 
mold in likeness or similitude of the seal of the United States, or with- 
out such authority has in his possession either the original or any 
such likeness or similitude, or who forges or counterfeits the seal of 
the United States, shall be punished by fine of not less than $1,000 or 
by imprisonment of not exceeding ten years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to hear the first section of the 
bill again read as it has been amended. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ho, without lawful authority, willfull 
saat pe with intent. to Setreod, makes any 5 
the United States, or uses such impression for 
cating any document, shall be punished by fine of not more than $3,000 
or by imprisonment of not more than five years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know on what theory 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this bill was reported from the 
Judiciary Committee by my late colleague, Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that; but I should like to in- 
quire—— 

Mr. LODGE. The purpose of the bill 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand its purpose, and I approve of 
it; but I want to inquire what is the explanation for the differ- 
ence in the penalty prescribed in the first section and that pre- 
scribed in the second? 

Mr. LODGE. I was not on the committee, and only know of 
the importance of and necessity for the bill. My attention was 
called to it by the Department of State. There is at present no 
protection of the seal of the United States, and it is a very 
serious matter. 


ayment of all 
dings. 


and know- 
the seal of 
the purpose of authenti- 


Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The first section of the bill re- 
lates to the unlawful use of the seal; the second to the making 
of counterfeits of the seal. 

Mr. SPOONER. One section has to do with counterfeiting 
the seal with intent that it shall be used to perpetrate fraud, 
and the other with the using of it after it has been counter- 
feited for the purpose of perpetrating fraud. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The making of a counterfeit of 
the seal carries a greater penalty in this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it carries a smaller penalty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And the fraudulent using of the 
seal, if a proper seal, is a lesser offense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that it? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The first section, I think, is to 
punish the improper and unlawful use of thé lawful seal. The 
second is to punish the counterfeiting of the seal, which carries 
a larger penalty than the other. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FARWELL, OZMUN, KIRK & CO. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent that we may 
take up for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 16160) 
granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. license to make exca- 
vations and place footings in the soil of certain land belonging 
to the United States at St. Paul, Minn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF OBSOLETE RIFLES. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 69) to provide for 
the loan of obsolete rifles, together with belts and bayonets, to 
posts of the Grand Army of the Republic and organizations of 
the Sons of Veterans. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with amendments, in line 5, after the word 
“to,” to strike out “loan” and insert “ sell at prices to be fixed 
by the Chief of Ordnance;” in line 10, after the word “ organi- 
zations,” to insert “and the United Spanish War Veterans; “ 
and on page 2, line 2, after the words “and so forth,” to strike 
out “said rifles, belts, and bayonets to be accounted for to the 
War Department on the annual return of the State in the same 
manner as other Government property;“ so as to make the 
joint resolution read: 

Ted, etc., That the Secreta: f War be, a 
9 port the proper 9 3 Beate and 
Territories to sell at prices to be fixed by the Chief of Ordnance a suf- 
ficient number of Springfield or other rifles of obsolete pattern, together 
with an equal number of telts and bayonets, which are now, or may 
hereafter be, in the possession of the respective States and Territories 
to posts of the Grand are of the 5 and Sons of Veterans or- 
ganizations, and the United Spanish War Veterans, for the purpose of 
equipping a drill corps for service on Memorial Day, funeral occa- 
sions, etc. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Foraker, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A joint resolution to provide for the loan of obsolete 
rifles, together with belts and bayonets, to posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and other organizations.” 


OLD POINT COMFORT IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will proceed with 
the consideration of the Calendar, under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 1718) to compensate the Old Point Comfort Im- 
provement Company for the demolition and removal of the 
Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reservation at Old 
Point, Va., was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
bill was read in full yesterday. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it subject to objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. SPOONER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice, j 
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BERNARD W. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. Murray was 
announced as the next business in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that this 
bill was read in full yesterday. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will again be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: > 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sam of $50 per month for sixty months to Bernard 
W. Marray: Provided, That should the said Bernard W. Murray die 
before the e of sixty months leaving no minor children said 

yments shall thereupon cease. Should the said Bernard W. Murray 
ie before the expiration of sixty months leaving minor children said 
pampan shall cease upon the majority of the youngest of said chil- 

n, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had a bill like this before us yes- 
terday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; and passed it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had better object to bills of this 
kind for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that when 
this bill was read yesterday it was under Rule IX. To-day the 
Senate is considering the Calendar until 2 o’clock under Rule 
VIII, and a single objection will send the bill over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice. 


PETTY NAVAL OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. HALE. There is a bill farther along on the Calendar 
which, if there is no objection, I should like to have taken up. 
It is the bill (S. 656) providing for the retirement of petty offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that in com- 
puting the necessary thirty years’ time for the retirement of 
petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy all service in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall be credited. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5441) in relation to the assignment of 
diplomatic and consular officers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that where 
a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States is pre- 
vented by unforeseen circumstances from proceeding to his post 
of duty the President may assign him temporarily to another 
post where his services may be required, without loss of his 
commission or salary. 

It also authorizes the President to grant leave of absence 
with pay, in addition to the period of absence now allowed by 
law, to diplomatic and consular officers who leave their posts 
temporarily in pursuance of official instructions, for the pur- 
pose of giving testimony in which this Government is interested. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ANACOSTIA, ETC., ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3343) to authorize the Anacostia, 
Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Company to 
extend its street railway in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
which will be read to the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not find that the bill is on our desks, or 
that copies of the bill are now before the Senate. I do not 
know why it should be so. It is a long and elaborate bill, and 
I have been trying to get a copy to examine it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
the bill reached the Secretary’s desk only this morning. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the bill will be allowed to go over until 
we can have an opportunity to look at it. There are no copies 
of the bill to examine. 


XXXIX——453 


Mr. GORMAN. The bill has been printed. I will say to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that I reported the bill from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It has been approved 
by the District Commissioners, and does not interfere with any 
of the railroads in the city. It is for a railway going out 
through the country, and only connects with the existing lines 
beyond the city limits. 

Mr. LODGE. I bave no doubt it is all right, but it is a good 
deal of a bill, and there is not a copy of it to look at. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over then, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
withdraws his request for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: The copies of the bill called 
up by the Senator from Maryland have now come to the 
Chamber, and I withdraw any objection I had to the reading 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the request of the junior 
Senator from Maryland, the bill will now be considered, if 
there be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, 
which had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with an amendment, in section 1, line 20, page 2, 
after the word “ road,” to insert: 

And provided further, That whenever said road shall be widened the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized to require 
that the tracks of.said railway company shall be located in the center 
of the road as widened. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. k 


NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR RICHMOND, VA. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1979) providing for the extension 
of the national cemetery, on Williamsburg turnpike, near the 
city of Richmond, Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 
priate $4,000 for the purchase of such additional land as may 
be necessary for the extension of the national cemetery, on the 
Williamsburg turnpike, near the city of Richmond, in Virginia, 
and for the necessary improvement of the same, and inclosing 
with stone wall and drainage. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the words “and directed” in the 
fourth line ought not to be in a bill authorizing the purchase 
of property for Government use. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will state for the Senator’s information 
ont the bill is very urgently recommended by the.Secretary of 

ar. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is enough to authorize a public officer 
to 3 property. If you both authorize and direct him to 
purchase it, you put him at a disadvantage as to the purchase. 
price. He has no option. He is obliged by law, which is 
mandatory, to make the purchase, and the only limitation is 
the sum of $4,000. Why is it not sufficient, if the Secretary of 
War wants to purchase this property, to authorize it? 

Mr. MARTIN. I will not object to the amendment if the 
Senator insists upon it. But it will simply necessitate the bill 
going back to the House to have it consummated, when, although 
the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin is eminently wise 
as a general rule, in this case no harm can result, as a limita- 
tion of course is provided in the bill, and it will facilitate the 
matter to let the bill go through as it is. It certainly will 
result in no injury in this particular case. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care particularly about the pend- 
ing bill, but 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was in the middle of a sentence, if the 
Chair will permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care particularly about this bill, 
but I want to call the attention of the Senate to this subject. 
It is an improper provision. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think the suggestion of the Senator gener- 
ally is a wise one, but it will not be hurtful to let the bill 
stand as it is in this particular case, and I will be glad if the 
Senator from Wisconsin will not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to say that this bill 
originated in the necessity of the case and in the office of the 
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Secretary of War; at least it was referred to him, and its 
passage is earnestly recommended on the ground of necessity. 

Mr. SPOONER. I made no opposition to the bill. I only 
suggested that it was sufficient to authorize the Secretary—that 
it was not quite proper to add “and directed” to purchase, 
That is the point of my observation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WICHITA FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11584) for the protection of wild animals and birds in 
the Wichita Forest Reserve. 

The Secretary read the bill. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I feel constrained to object 
to the present consideration of the bill. I desire to examine it. 
If it is agreeable to the Senator from New Jersey, I hope he will 
not ask that it be taken up at this time. 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
wishes to examine it, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
withdraws the request for unanimous consent, and the bill will 
go over without prejudice, under the rule. 

_Mr. KEAN subsequently said: The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] a short time ago objected to the consideration of 
House bill 11584 in order that he might examine it. He has 
since examined the bill and withdraws the objection. I should 
like to have the bill considered and passed. It has been read 

, and it will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill haying been read, is 
there objection to its present consideration? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS FOR ADDITIONAL BOUNTIES. 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to call up the bill (S. 5944) repeal- 
ing an act entitled “An act to extend the time for presenting 
claims for additional bounties,” and its amendments and exten- 
sions, so far as they limit the time for presenting claims for 
additional bounties granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thir- 
teenth sections of the act of July 28, 1866. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

„ etc., That the visi f act of Congress a 
— tan 43 1870 entitled oan act to extend. the time tor sane, 
claims for additional bounties,” and its amendments and exten- 
sions, shall be, and the same are 2 repealed so far as they limit 
th ting claims for a tional bounties granted to sol- 
thirteenth sections of the act of July 28, 
be considered by the proper account- 
the same manner as other claims for 
: Provided, That this act 

Tei settlement already made by the 
said scoomiting. officers, except to allow additional bounties under the 


th and t 28, 1866, which 
. been denied upon the ground that payment thereof was barred 


by limitation of the statute. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Wyoming make a brtef 
explanation of the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. The bill is one that is indorsed by the De- 

t, and it has had the unanimous approval of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It provides that the bounties shown 
to be due individual soldiers on the books of the Treasury may 
be paid, notwithstanding the limitation of time. The claims 
remaining unpaid amount to less than $100,000. 

Mr. KHAN. I am glad to hear the explanation. I have had 
my attention called to some cases of that kind which I should 
like to have paid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

y UNION TRUST AND STORAGE COMPANY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 16582) to authorize the Union 
Trust and Storage Company to change its corporate name. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to change the name of the Union Trust 
and Storage Company, of the District of Columbia, incorporated 
under an act approved October 1, 1890, and entitled “An act to 
provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and cer- 
tain other corporations within the District of Columbia,” to the 
Union Trust Company of the District of Columbia, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LELIA d. CAYCE. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia 
G. Cayce. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to Miss Lelie G. Cayce $179.73, the 
same being the amount of penalty collected by mistake from 
Lelia G. Cayce, at the port of San Francisco, May 23, 1903. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
ie had approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 

ution : 

On January 12, 1905: . 

S. 1501. An act for the relief of James F. McIndoe; 

S. 1753. An act for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy; 

S. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short; and 

S. R. 79. Joint resolution granting the temporary occupancy 
of a part of the Government reservation in Washington, D. C., 
for the American Railway Appliance Exhibition. 

On January 13, 1905: 

S. 1352. An act for the relief of Lindley C. Kent and Joseph 
Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 16567, An act to authorize the Decatur Transportation 
and Manufacturing Company, a corporation, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near 
the city of Decatur, Ala. ; and 

H. R. 16720. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Red River of the North from a point on sec- 
tion 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County, 
Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51 
west, Walsh Copunty, N. Dak. 

H. R. 13772, an act to amend section 858 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


STATEHOOD BILL, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate House bill 14749, coming over as unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I assume it is idle to ask 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] whether he has anyone 
to address the Senate upon the bill to-day, since I privately 
asked him the same question and he told me that he did not 
have anyone. That being the case, and the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] being ill, but with assurances that he will 
be here probably on Monday, and under no circumstances would 
I ask for a yote before he came back, or before he had an oppor- 
tunity to speak, I suppose the thing remaining to be done now 
is to take up certain amendments to the bill that have not yet 
been agreed to, and some that were proposed the other day by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone]. That will go in the 
nature of perfecting the bill and at the same time oblige the 
other side by filling in time for them. 

I desire in this connection to notify the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that I entertain the ardent hope, which I trust he will 
not disappoint, that, beginning with Monday, such Senators as 
desire to speak upon that side will be ready. 

Mr. BATE. Yes; we will have a man ready on Monday, one 
or two of them, even if—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All the exigencies of the situation 
clearly indicate again the propriety of suggesting to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that a time for fixing the vote would not be 
inappropriate either now or in the near future. 

Mr. BATH. I do not think we ought to discuss that now. 


We have had only one or two speeches on the bill, and I know 
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at least four or five on our side who desire to speak. I do not 
know how many there are on the other side. I can not tell 
about that. So further along we may discuss that matter with 
the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, I have gone upon the repeated 
assurances of the Senator and other Senators on that side of the 
Chamber, those who intend to speak and those who do not, but 
who are active in the management of business, that there is to 
be merely a reasonable discussion and then a vote upon the bill. 
Of course, the fixing of a date to vote has this advantage, that 
everyone then knows when the vote is going to occur, so that it 
is not necessary to fill in-each hour of time until the hour fixed 
for voting. 

Mr. BATE. This is, of course, a very important bill; per- 
haps there is none more so before Congress. There has been 
very little said about it yet on our side, and nothing on the other 
side, I believe, except by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son], and what was said by my friend from Indiana. I think 
after further discussion of this matter, if the Senator wants to 
bring up the question as to setting a time for a vote, that will be 
an open question and we will discuss it then with him. But I 
do not think that now is the time for that to be done, because 
we are just starting out in the discussion. We promise to be- 
gin on Monday and we will have speakers ready for Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not a question, if the Senator will 
permit me, of beginning the discussion, I haye, as the Sena- 
tor has himself assured me, been very courteous in allowing 
the bill to be displaced for other business and even in using up 
time myself in perfecting the bill, and in this, that, and the 
other way, all upon the assurance, not that Senators were getting 

ready for any discussion or anything of that kind, but that rea- 
sonable discussion only would be had and then a time for a vote 
fixed. But if the Senator is not prepared to-day to name a time 
when the vote can be taken, no doubt he will be able to do so soon, 
as was assured this side by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN] and the Senator from Tennessee yesterday. 

Mr. BATH. “Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 
Wien that time comes we will be very much pleased to discuss 
it with the Senator; and I think we will be as liberal as he can 
expect us to be. 

I wish to say in this connection, in reply to what was said by 
the Senator from Indiana just now, that this bill has been hur- 
ried a good deal, sir. We had it before the committee but a 
short time at this session, and I was not permitted, the Senator 
will recollect, upon my motion as a member of the committee, to 
have it returned there for the purpose of taking further testi- 
mony. That was denied me; but I do not know that the right 
was denied me to make a minority report. I should like to know 
how that was. Did the Senator understand that that was de- 
nied, or have I a right to make a minority report? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not suppose the right to make a 
minority report could possibly be denied the Senator. Nobody 
in this Chamber would say that. It is a matter of right. 

Mr. BATE. I assume that and took that ground myself, and 
we have been delayed in having the minority report made. It 
will take some time yet to prepare it. But, Mr. President, 
there will be no difficulty in going on, I will state to the Senator 
from Indiana, upon Monday. I know -two or three Senators 
who will be prepared to make speeches on Monday or Tues- 
day 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should be very happy 

Mr. BATH. And I think we can get along very harmoniously 
and successfully in this matter, but to get up here after only a 
few days’ discussion of a measure of this kind, and when only 
two or three speeches have been made upon it, and come to any 
definite conclusion as to the time—lI can not agree to it; and the 
Senator must not expect me to do it. I think we will be liberal 
in the end toward him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I accepted the Senator’s assurances to 
that effect yesterday; but I thought it would be well to sug- 
gest it again to-day. The Senator once before adverted to 
his not being present at the committee meetings, but said 
at the time, in answer to the statement by myself, that he had 
been notified not only by formal notice, but by a telephone notice, 
and in addition to that, by personal notice. However, that has 
nothing to do with this particular case unless the Senator him- 
self wants to occupy the time this afternoon. 

Mr. BATE. It has this to do with it, if the Senator will par- 
don me. We had a right to time to get ready. We have not 
had the proof before the Senate on our side at all. Indeed 
there is no proof before the Senate touching this matter, and we 
have had to rely upon outside sources and get what we could 
from testimony taken in the House, so as to be able to under- 
stand this question. I think myself we have done marvelously 
well within a week or so here, having no testimony on our side, 
and having been denied by a vote of the Senate the right to 
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investigate and take further testimony and cross-examine wit- 
nesses. I think myself some allowance ought to be made for 
that, and we ought to have time to look into the matter and see 
where we can get the proof and the testimony that has been 
taken in the House and utilize it here if we can. It will take 
some time to do that. I think we have been quite successful in 
getting along to begin on Monday with the regular debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Tennessee if the 
committee is still taking testimony on this subject? 

Mr. BATE. I do not understand what the Senator says. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Tennessee to 
state that the committee or some branch of it is taking testi- 
mony on this subject. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; I said that was denied on my motion to 
recommit the bill to the committee and to get that testimony, 
and therefore we had a right to have further time in order to 
investigate the matter in the other House so as to get ourselves 
ready. It was denied on the part of the Senate that we should 
have that right. That is what I am complaining of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to say that they 
were making an inquiry in the form of examining witnesses. 

Mr. BATH. Oh, no; I asked that it should be done. That 
was denied me by a vote of the Senate. Then we had to fall 
back on the testimony taken elsewhere and do the best we can. 
I think we have been very diligent in doing so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As I have said, accepting the assurance 
that there is no desire except for reasonable discussion and that 
an early date will be fixed for voting, which assurance has re- 
peatedly been given to myself and to other Senators, privately, 
and in open Senate, I shall not now press anything except to call 
the attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lona] to the 
amendments he proposed. I will ask that the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas may be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Overman in the chair). 
The amendment pending is the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], on page 26 of the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not the desire of the committee to 
accept that amendment, nor is it the desire of the Senator from 
Ohio to-day to take it up. So it may go over, and so may all the 
amendments except the amendments which it is the purpose of 
the committee to accept. At all events, those amendments may 
be brought before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Indiana will yield to me 
now, I will move that the Senate proceed to consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be very glad to yield for that pur- 


pose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 
16, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 14, 1905. 
COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Vespasian Warner, of Clinton, III., to be Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, vice Eugene F. Ware, resigned. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, 


Charles A. Willard, of Minnesota, to be an associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands, to date from 
January 13, 1905. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Henry H. Myers, of Arkansas, to be register of the land office 
at Little Rock, Ark., his term having expired December 11, 1904. 
(Reappointment. ) 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. - 


Maj. Henry C. Haines, assistant adjutant and inspector, 
United States Marine Corps, to be assistant adjutant and in- 
spector in the Marine Corps, with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, from the 15th day of December, 1904, vice Lieut. Col. 
Charles H. Lauchheimer, assistant adjutant and inspector, pro- 
moted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAYY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Farmer Morrison to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of January, 1905, to fill a vacancy 
Trig in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1903. 

Commander William W. Kimball to be a captain in the Navy 
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from the 12th day of January, 1905, vice Capt. Arthur B. 
Speyers, retired. 

Lieut. George F. Cooper to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 12th day of January, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Clifford J. Boush, promoted. : 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

Felix O. Dudley to be postmaster at Clanton, in the county of 
Chilton and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

ARKANSAS. 


J. H. Edwards to be postmaster at Blytheyille, in the county 
of Mississippi and State of Arkansas. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1904. 

Ernest Ritter to be postmaster at Marked Tree, in the county 
of Poinsett and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

COLORADO, 

Orlando Rogers to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Teller and State of Colorado, in place of Orlando 
Rogers. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1904. 

HAWAII. 

George Desha to be postmaster. at Hilo, Hawaii Island, 

Hawaii, in place of William I. Madeira, resigned. 
ILLINOIS. 

Alpheus K. Campbell to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the 
county of Moultrie and State of Illinois, in place of Adolphus 
T. Jenkins, resigned. 

Thomas Millett, jr., to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 


of Madison and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 


January 1, 1905. 
INDIANA. 


Harry H. Thompson to be postmaster at Mooresville, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Indiana. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1904. 

Frank D. Walters to be postmaster at Monroeville, in the 
county of Allen and State of Indiana. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1904. 

IOWA. 


John Q. Graham to be postmaster at Emerson, in the county 


of Mills and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 


1, 1905. 
William Morgan to be postmaster at Buxton, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 


1, 1905. 
LOUISIANA, 
John Dominigue to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the parish of 


Morehouse and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 


April 1, 1904. 
MAINE. 


Jacob F. Hersey to be postmaster at Patten, in the county of | 1905, vice Nicholls, detailed in the Ordnance Department. 


Penobscot and State of Maine, Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 
MICHIGAN. 


Simon H. Heath to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Macomb and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. a 

Berton M. Wooley to be postmaster at Elsie, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Michigan, in place of Berton M. Wooley. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 4, 1905. 

MISSOURI. 

Elmer E. Hart to be postmaster at Eldon, in the county of 

Miller and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 


uary 1, 1905. 
NEW JERSEY. 


John Hubbard to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of John Hub- 
bard. Incumbent's commission expired June 5, 1904. 

x NEW YORK. 

Newton A. Collings to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Tompkins and State of New York, in place of Lewis J. Town- 
ley. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Ezra C. Ferris to be postmaster at Croton on Hudson, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Ezra 
C. Ferris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1905. 

OHIO. 

George C. Watson to be postmaster at New Concord, in the 
county of Muskingum and State of Ohio, in place of George C. 
Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

James H. Saulsbery to be postmaster at Dunlo, in the county 
of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 


Francis A. Seip to be postmaster at Palmerton, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 

WISCONSIN. 


Robert J. Audiss to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county 
of Marquette and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 

Oscar Bowen to be r at Bangor, in the county of 
La Crosse and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. . 

John C. Grell to be postmaster at Johnson Creek, in th 
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

Charles Settergren to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the county 
of St. Croix and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles Set- 
tergren. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. . 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 14, 1905. 
GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 

John G. Brady, of Alaska, to be governor of Alaska, his term 
having expired June 5, 1904. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

J. George Wright, of Illinois, to be an Indian inspector, his 
term haying expired March 27, 1904. 

APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY—CAVALRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. William C. F. Nicholson, Twenty-first Infantry, 
from the Infantry Arm to the Cayalry Arm, with rank from Sep- 
tember 1, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be captains. 

First Lieut. Daniel F. Keller, Thirtieth Infantry, December 
30, 898 vice Patten, Fourteenth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. Archie J. Harris, Second Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Nixon, Second Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Alexander J. Macnab, Second Infantry, Decem- 
ber 31, 1904, vice Phillips, Twenty-seventh Infantry, dismissed. 

To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Alfred J. Booth, Second Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Keller, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Emery T. Smith, Ninth Infantry, December 30, 
1904, vice Harris, Second Infantry, promoted. 


ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Francis N. Cooke, Artillery Corps, January 1, 


To be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. James Totten, Artillery Corps, January 1, 1905, 
vice Cooke, promoted. 


_ CAVALRY Anu. 


Second Lieut. Robert W. Reynolds, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 17, 1904. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
Second Lieut. Frank T. Hines, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 17, 1904. - 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Edward B. Pratt, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
December 16, 1904. X 

Maj. Arthur Williams, Third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, December 16, 1904. 

Capt. Willson Y. Stamper, Eighth Infantry, to be major, De- 
cember 16, 1904. 

First Lieut. Harry E. Knight, First Infantry, to be captain, 
December 16, 1904. 

First Lieut. Campbell E. Babcock, Seventh Infantry, to be 
captain, December 16, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Elliot Caziarc, Eighth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 16, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Carl C. Jones, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 16, 1904. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate the officer herein named to be placed on the re- 
tired list of the Army. 

With the rank of brigadier-general. 


Col. John J. O'Connell, retired, with rank from December 16, 
1904. 
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Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904,-I nominate the officers herein named to be placed on the 
retired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general 
from the respective dates upon which they shall be retired from 
active service: 

Col. Charles Smart, assistant surgeon-general. 

Col. Charles Shaler, Ordnance Department. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate the officers herein named to be placed on the 
retired list of the Army with rank from April 23, 1904. 

With the rank of brigadier-general. 
Col. Charles S. Stewart, retired, died July 22, 1904. 
Col. Charles M. Terrell, retired, died November 22, 1904. 
With the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. William Austine, retired, died September 4, 1904. 
With the rank of major. 
Capt. Leonard Hay, retired, died November 12, 1904. 
Capt. Thomas E. Merritt, retired, died August 26, 1904. 
With the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. Henry R. Williams, retired, died October 16, 1904. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. William L. Alexander, assistant commis- 
sary-general, to be placed on the retired list of the Army with 
the rank of brigadier-general from the date upon which he shall 
be retired from active service. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate the officer herein named to be placed on the 
retired list of the Army: 


With the rank of major from April 23, 1904. 
Capt. Robert W. Shufeldt, retired. 
rosr MASTERS. 
DELAWARE. 
Edward F. Prettyman to be postmaster at Seaford, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware. 
HAWAII. 
Arthur Waal to be postmaster at Lahaina, in the county of 
Maui Island, Hawaii. 
IOWA. 


William C. Snyder to postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 
MINNESOTA, 
Henry K. White to be postmaster at Alexandria, ‘in the 
county of Douglas and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 


Godfrey Haldiman to be postmaster at California, in the 
county of Moniteau and State of Missouri. 

J. A. Knowles to be postmaster at Flat River, in the county 
of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 

Solomon R. McKay to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Missouri. . 

Benjamin C. Nichols to be postmaster at Trenton, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Missouri. 

NEVADA, 


Herbert Badt to be postmaster at Wells, in the county of 

Elko and State of Nevada. 
NEW JERSEY. 

James M. Bogert to be postmaster at Westwood, in the county 

of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 

John M. Gilmour to be postmaster at Morristown, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 

J. Johnson Ray to be postmaster at Norwich, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York. 

Herbert J. Rouse to be postmaster at Cazenovia, in the 
county of Madison and State of New York. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Sallie P. Gillingham to be postmaster at Langhorne, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jacob D. Laciar to be postmaster at Wilkesbarre, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Sarah M. Lowell to be postmaster at Tioga, in the county of 
Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

Leanus Schreiner to be postmaster at Tower City, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Fred M. Williams to be postmaster at Nicholson, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

PORTO RICO. 

Walter K. Landis to be postmaster at San Juan, in the county 

of San Juan, P. R. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Ida A. Calhoun to be postmaster at Clemson College, in the 
county of Oconee and State of South Carolina. 
James E. Horton to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of 
Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
A. L. King to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county of 
Georgetown and State of South Carolina. 
TENNESSEE. 
Daniel M. Nobles to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee. 
VERMONT. j 
F. Henry Foss to be postmaster at Vergennes, in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, January 14, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

DISMISSAL OF LETTER CARRIERS. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I present the 
following privileged report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report to accompany House resolution 404. 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service to whom was referred 
House resolution 404, requesting the President to communicate to 
the House certain reports, etc., showing certain Executive action, 
and directing the Postmaster-General to communicate all facts bearing 
upon the dismissal of certain letter carriers, report back the resolution, 
and recommend the passage thereof after it has been amended by 
striking out all of the preamble and substituting for the first resolu- 
tion the following: 

“Resolved, That the President is requested to communicate to the 
House, if not in his judgment incompatible with the interest of the 

ublic service, all reports, 5 pavers, and orders showing the 
ecutive action relative to the political activity of letter carriers 
mentioned in his last annual message, and the grounds theref 


or.“ 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the resolution be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT rose. 

-The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to know something about this. If 
I understand it, there was some resolution introduced and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service asking 
the President to furnish information with reference to the re- 
moval of certain letter carriers in the city of New York. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It was a resolution of in- 
quiry asking the President and the Postmaster-General to give 
the information as to the reasons for the discharge of certain 
letter carriers. The committee considered it and unanimously 
reported the resolution, which was introduced by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HEARST]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Massachusetts says: 
“The President and Postmaster-General.” As I caught the 
reading of the resolution, it is directed to the President only. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There were two sections of 
the resolution. The Clerk has reported only the first section. 
One refers to the Postmaster-General and the other section to 
the President of the United States. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that 
the resolution as amended be reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
resolution as amended. 

The Clerk read the part of the resolution printed above, with 
the additional section, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General is directed to communicate to 
the House all facts bearing upon the dismissal of the said James C. 
Keller, Frank Cunningham, Warren Tumber, and H. W. Aldrich, and 
the grounds for said issal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 4112. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wynne; 

H. R. 2353. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
C. Hilleary ; 
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H. R. 14150. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Carberry ; 
H. R. 12058. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dickey; 
H. R. 9771. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Weaver; 
H. R. 10686. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kurtz; 
‘ H. R. 7367. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
arron ; 
H. R. 3359. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Z. Salada; 
H. R. 5245. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Helt; 
H. R. 13501. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Townsend ; 
H. R. 3712. An act granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 
meyer ; 
II. R. 12052. An act granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 
II. R. 11984. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward C. Jones; 
H. R. 10969. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
II. Shay; 
II. R. 7241. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
H. Strunk; 
II. R. 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Wyman 
J. Crow: 
H. R. 15744. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward L. Russell; 
H. R. 14951. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Watts; 
H. R. 11402. An act granting an inerease of pension to Agnes 
B. Hesler; 
H. R. 6543. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Liggatt; 
II. R. 12397. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Chill; 
II. R. 4211. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Roberts ; 
H. R. 5089. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. McKenney ; 
H. R. 5692, An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley ; 
H. R. 15269. An act granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 
H. R. 14576. An act granting an increase of pension to Evelyn 
M. Dunn; 
H. R. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Parsons ; ; 
H. R. 808. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Deland ; : 
I. R. 11451. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison ; 
II. R. 15743. An act granting an increase of pension to Desire 
Leglise; 
H. R. 8166. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson ; 
H. R. 10945. An act granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 
H. R. 9115. An act granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Mead; 
H. R. 11148. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Stanfield; 
H. R. 6961. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Rice; 
H. R. 10554. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McGregor ; 
H. R. 6640. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Courtney ; 
H. R. 5436. An act granting a pension to Hiram Baird; 
H. R. 5461. An act granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady ; 
H. R. 12576. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts; 
H. R. 11235. An act granting a pension to Clarissa E. McCor- 
mick ; ` 
H. R. 12577. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
raves; 
y H. R. 1099. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall; 
H. R. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
effers ; 
a II. R. 14184. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Ginnane; 
H. R. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Rhoades ; 
II. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus H. Haines; 
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H. R. 6129, An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Raymond; be 

H. R. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings ; 

H. R. 11661. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClurg; 

H. R. 5037. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
H. Stillwell; f 
5 ZA cs 11788. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

. Kyler; 

H. R. 4948, An act granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 
238 5 * An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

. Hunt; 

H. R. 9798. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman; 

H. R. 14601. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Scheall ; 3 


H. R. 12859. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelly ; 

H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
A. Hayward; 

H. R. 10272. An act granting an increase of pension to Lòr- 
enzo Streeter ; 

H. R. 14855. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; 

H. R. 15144. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Reynolds; 

H. R. 912. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Dorsey; 

H. R. 6832. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 
iel Cayes; 

H. R. 15785. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Young; 

H. R. 3287. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted ; 

H. R. 15680. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Hanson; 


H. R. 15071. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
L. Curkendall ; 

H. R. 15779. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Reeves; 

II. R. 15791. An act granting a pension to Mary Suppes; 

H. R. 6857. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Jameson ; 

H. R. 5841. An act granting a pension to Jennie Petteys; 

H. R. 14774. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham; 

H. R. 14879. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Dillingham; 

H. R. 14875. An act granting an increase of pension to See- 
ley Earnest; 

A H. R. 15207. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
ones; — 

II. R. 15634. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr; 

II. R. 15473. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Capron; 

N oie 8996. An act granting an increase of pension to Diah 
Oveſoy; 

H. R. 15387. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hall; 

i: ae 5 13064. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

. Tyler; 

H. R. 11178. An act for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Cayce; 

H. R. 1979. An act providing for the extension of the Na- 
tional Cemetery, on Williamsburg turnpike, near the city of 
Richmond, Va.; 

H. R. 11584. An act for the protection of wild animals and 
birds in the Wichita Forest Reserve; 

H. R. 16160. An act granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. 
license to make excavations and place footings in the soil of 
certain land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn.; 
and 

H. R. 16582. An act to authorize the Union Trust and Storage 
Company to change its corporate name. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 
ee An act granting an increase of pension to Reubin 

S. 4121. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Beasley ; ; 

S. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Flora B. 
Bonham ; 

S oe An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
* 
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uck ; 
JZ 
lley ; 
ae An act granting an increase of pension to Jason R. C. 
oyt; 
2 i An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
er; 
JjGGGGGVTGGGGGGGGGGGGGGG00 19 Malr Didi- 
n; 
S. 6321. An act granting a pension to Hattie F. Davis; 
a ease An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. 
ordon ; 
3 An act granting an increase of pension to William 
ess, 8“ An act granting an inerease of pension to John Bart- 
ett; 
S. 355. An act granting a pension to Sarah Jane Simonds; 
Setar An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
ann; 
8. 6130. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Harmon; 
S. 5426. An act granting a pension to Henry O. Kent; 
N An act granting an increase of pension to Warren P. 
enney ; 
ee AN eee OE ene Aa EE E: 
artlett ; 
poet An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
aris 
Fe ee ENE T 
u 
ee ĩͤ d 00 
S. 6004. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
W. Harrington; 
18,807 An act granting an inerease of pension to Lucy 
ytton ; 
S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
O. Whitman ; 
JJV; AN MANAT- OE erwin: > amare 
. Young; 
S. 4888. An act granting an increase of pension to Pierpont 
H. B. Moulton ; 
S. 2707. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Clemens; 
S. 5678. An act granting a pension to Margaret McKee Pent- 
land; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
ams; 
S. 5509. An act granting an increase of pension to Susie G. 
Seabury; 
ee An, act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
iggs ; 
S. 5527. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Kingman ; 
S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
W — 


oodruff; 
S. 6194. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Moorhouse; 

S. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to William V. 
Morrison ; 

S. 2572. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lucas; 

S. 5540. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Bradley ; 

S. 141. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kinkead ; 

S. 5043. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Prindle; 
8. 2074. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


Harper 

S babe An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schubert 

S. 1794. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Walkinshaw ; 

S. 6193. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
White ; 

S. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
William Stickley ; 

S. 5953. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Thurston ; 

§. 5451. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


et; 
S. 5941. An act granting an increase of pension to Alma 
Yohun ; . 


S. 3635. An act granting a pension to John M. Godown; 

S. 4135. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Francis; 

S. 2419. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Black; 

S. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McGinnis; 
ý S. 6195. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
eigley ; 

S. 6085. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Delamater ; 

S. 6191. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Van Norman; 

S. 6196. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Dickinson ; 

S. 4159. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gray; 
JJ ee ee 

er; 

S. 4691. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard L. 
Lancaster ; 

S. 5550. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Mack ; 
83 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Jessie 

ins; 

S. 830. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Muchmore; 

S. 69. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis C. 


wi; 
S. 104 An act granting an increase of pension to Abner 
Taylor; 
8. 5432. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellas Still- 
well; 
S. 3074. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Davisson ; 
S. 826. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bertolette ; 
S. 5802. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther M. 
Bartlow ; 
S. 5812. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Graham; 
Steed An act granting an increase of pension to William 
e; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to Adria M. S. 
e; 
S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell ; 
Sn i ae M 
Sa An act granting an increase of pension to William. 
Sele An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
n; 
Ce 8 
S. 4823. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Mar- 
tin; 
S. 5705. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy; 
S. 5971. An act granting a pension to Cordelia Bird; 
An act granting a pension to Mazilla Lester; 
An act granting a pension to M. V. Trough; 
An act granting a pension to Phoebe E. Lyda; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


F. 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 

Hammers; 

S. 2180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
Armstrong; 

S. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Minnick ; 

S. 6351. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin T. 

S. 535. An act for the relief of Charles R. Hooper; 

S. 5809. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell ; 
Lui An act granting an increase of pension to Jeanie d. 
yles; 

S. 3517. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hammer ; 

S. 4075. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 


Jane 


momma 
3 85 


ivin; 
. 851 


* 
ae 4392. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
yatt; 
S. 4660. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie B. 
Newton; 
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S. 159. An act to extend the provisions of sections 5399 and 
5406 of the Reyised Statutes to the preliminary examinations 
held before a commissioner lawfully appointed by any court of 
the United States; 

S. 1284. An act to restore to the active list of the Navy the 
name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers; and : 

S. 2514. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1895, entitled 
“An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national 
and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 4728. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith; and z 

H. R. 15895. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upôn its amendments to the bill (H. R. 14623) to amend an act 
approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
for the ‘administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an 
act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled 
“An act to establish a standard of value and to provide for a 
coinage system in the Philippine Islands,” and to provide for 
the more efficient administration of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Loner, Mr. Hate, and Mr. CUL- 
BERSON as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments, bill of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

II. R. 15225. An act to amend the act relating to the print- 
ing and distribution of public documents, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. BARNES, 
one of his secretaries, who informed the House of Representa- 
tives that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

On January 12, 1905: 

II. R. 2510. An act for the construction of a steam revenue- 
cutter adapted to service in the waters of Albermarle and Pam- 
lico sounds, North Carolina; and 

H. R. 15317. An act to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, Arkansas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bill, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

II. R. 15320. An act to amend “An act to regulate the prac- 
tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, 
and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the 
District of Columba,” approved June 3, 1896. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 5889. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the 
State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River; and 

S. 6261. An act permitting the building of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, State of 
Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, all in sec- 
tion 3, township 29 north, range 24 west, of the fourth principal 
meridian. . 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House to consider 
bills on the Private Calendar, in accordance with the order of the 
House passed on yesterday. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, 
I will ask unanimous consent that the bills be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Under the five-minute rule. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House to consider bills on the Private Calendar, and asks 
unanimous consent that the bills may be considered in the 


ae as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute 
e 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I suppose this order includes 
bills from the Pension Committee as well as from the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Bills in order under the rule. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. All bills in order under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). 
read the first bill. 


The Clerk will 


HARRIS GRAFFEN. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Harris Graffen shall hereafter be held and 
considered to have been honorably disch from the military service 
of the United States as a second lieutenant of the Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers on the 18th day of September, 1862, 
and that the charge of desertion standing against him upon the records 
of said iment shall hereafter be held and considered to be errone- 
ous and without effect. 


With the following committee amendment: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, from what committee did 
this bill come? ; 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It came from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. y 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Perhaps I can state to the gentle- 
man the facts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That may do as well. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This soldier ran away from college 
and enlisted. His father went after him, got him out, and took 
him home. He reenlisted and went back into the service. He 
was a commissioned officer in the service, but he was of a pe- 
culiar temperament, and for some reason, having his own horse, 
he left the service and reenlisted again as a private. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He deserted? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes; the charge against him was 
desertion, but he reenlisted. He was drawing a hundred dol- 
lars a month as an officer, but he reenlisted as a private at $13 
a month and served until the close of the war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did he get a local bounty? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He did not; not a single dollar. 
He served until the close of the war, and his continuous service 
amounted to three years and four months. 

Mr. GIBSON. Was he honorably discharged from his last 
service? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He was honorably discharged from 
his last service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the War Department did not know 
of his former desertion, or he would not have been. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That may or may not be. There 
are lots of that kind where they haye an honorable discharge 
from their last service, although they have another record that 
is not good. s 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I shall make no fur- 
ther opposition to this, but I will not allow it to be a precedent. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This bears the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MADDOX. When did he desert, or when is he charged 
to haye deserted? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. In 1864. The date is in the report. 
He enlisted in 1862. 

Mr. MADDOX. Did he really desert or was he simply 
charged with having deserted? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It was only a technical desertion, 
peng he left the one service and immediately enlisted in the 
other. 

Mr. MADDOX. As a private? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. As a private. 

Mr. MADDOX. And now the gentleman desires to restore 
him as a lieutenant on the roll? 

mast LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, no; we just want to correct his 
reco 

Mr. MADDOX. Does he draw a pension as a lieutenant? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No; he is dead. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, dead! [Laughter.] Surely the gentle- 
man does not want to restore him after he is dead? 

yE LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, no; this is merely to correct his 
record. 

Mr. MADDOX. I suppose he has a widow? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

i Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a ques- 
on. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, I shall endeavor to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ought there not to be an amendment 
that a certified copy of our proceedings here in reference to the 
matter shall be sent to some place, to be of benefit to him in 
any future overhauling that he may have to undergo? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Ur. LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, I trust any communication from 
this House would reach where he is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It would be very apt to, un- 
less he was a very good man. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I would say in reference to the 
widow's right to a pension that Congress three years ago passed 
an act that where a man that had several services and was hon- 
orably discharged from his last service, provided he served six 
or more months in the last service, that such a discharge should 
be a discharge from prior services, so far as the pension laws 
are concerned. So this bill is not necessary to enable the widow 
to get a pension. She can get a pension under the law now 
without this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK W. JOSLIN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
8246) to remove the charge of desertion from the name of 
Frederick W. Joslin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: -a 

f War be, and he is hereby, 
55 . of desertion now oes 
on the records of the War Department against the name of Frederick 
W. Joslin, late a private in Company C, One hundred and sixteenth New 
York Infantry, and 5 grant to ako 2 W. 8 
the Giacharse ton said One hundred and sixteenth New York Infantry 
was mustered out of the service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether or not on this day, aside from pension bills, 
these bills for the removal of the charge of desertion or for cor- 
recting the record where a man’s record is bad, are in order. 
I make the parliamentary inquiry as to whether they are in 
order the same as bills which are from the Committee on Pen- 
sions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will refer the gentle- 
man from Georgia to the rule. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that under the rule under which we are this day pro- 
ceeding the bills for the removal of the charge of desertion are 
in order. I have been informed by the Clerk, however, that the 
two bills which have just been read are the only two of the kind 
on to-day’s Calendar. 

Mr. BARTLETT. There are quite a number here reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs on the Calendar as 
printed and furnished to the House, and if they are of the same 
character as those to be taken up, I would like to know whether 
they are to take precedence of all other bills in the House on 
pension day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that they 
do come under the rule under which we are proceeding to-day. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I will raise the point of order 
in order to get a ruling from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no hesitation in 
ruling that the bills are in order under the rule. s 

The question is on the third reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

JONAS H. UPTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15415) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jonas H. Upton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of 
Jonas H Upton, late of — D, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JACOB R. SHARRETTS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15660) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob R. Sharretts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
lace on the pension roll, subject 
the pension laws, the name of 


hereby, authorized 


an rected to 
to the provisions and limitations ot 
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Jacob R. Sharretts, late of company K, Two hundred and sixth a A 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” to strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ANDREW HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10181) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Andrew Hall, late of Companies A and H, nth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ) 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of Companies A and” and Insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ captain Company. 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The. amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AARON S. GATLIFF, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15617) granting 
an increase of pension to A. S. Gatliff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to aged on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of A. 8. 
Gatlif, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “Aaron.” 
7 In line 7, before the word “ Mounted,” strike out the word “ Volun- 
eer.” 
In same line, after the word “ Mounted,” insert the word “ Volun- 
r.” 


In = 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
bai "the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Aaron S. Gatliff.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN R. MANSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15558) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin R. Manson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
R. Manson, late of Company K. Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

i — is 6 strike out the letter K and insert in lieu thereof the 
e e “ Sad 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY KING. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15633) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
King, late of Company D, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
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HARRIET N. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15719) grant- 
ing a pension to Cynthia A. Jones. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 


of the Interior be, and he is 
directed to 


lace on the 


fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words Cynthia A.” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words Harriet N.“ 

In same line strike out the word “daughter” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ widow.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lleu thereof the 


word “ twenty.” 
In the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
Provided, That in the event of the death 


of that she is now receiving: 
of Cynthia A. Jones, helpless and es Sere child of said Jacob Jones, 
the additional pension herein gran shall cease and determine. And 
ovided further, That in the event of the death of Harriet N. Jones, 
e name of said Cynthia A. Jones shall be J ern on the pamon roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the 


— of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Harriet 
. Jones.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harriet N. Jones.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN 0. PIERCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15782) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward O. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
a ee ee A 
lieu of that he Is — receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Edward“ and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ Edwin.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin O. Pierce.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES A. M’CLUNG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15893) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. McClung. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
care authorized and directed to place on the pension o subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of James 
A. McClung, late of 3 G, Tw Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


WILLIAM S. RADCLIFFE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15886) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Radcliffe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 

„authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 

8. Hadeliffe, late of Company B, One hundred and fourth Regiment 

Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lien 
thereof the word “ thirty.” . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN ELLIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15911) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the to 
e ion laws, the name of 


win 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 


the provisions and limitations of 
Ellis, late of Company F, Twenty-eigh 


Infantry, 
of thatthe in roe . — sope 8 
pointed guardian. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 9 and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“receiving, the same to be pald to his legally constituted guardian.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary mentioned in 
the foregoing bill is dead, and therefore I move that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN L. LEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12795) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta f the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to Since — the 5 as an — 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
L. Lee, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
coor and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he Is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
eee it was accordingly read the third time, and 


WILLIAM F. GAUT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13105) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Gaut. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, to., That the Secretary of the In 
hereby, authorized and directed to place — 8 — — 
C11. Feaneytaaia Yolen ient 
15 rea cot cae bene a ent Pennsylvania Volunteer 


a pension at the rate of $30 
of that he is now receiving. of $30 per month in lieu 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Gant” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Gaut.” 


„ out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

Amend the titl * 
ee 8 — ror read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE WEEKS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13419) granting 
an increase of pension to George Weeks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he 18 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
te (orgs 


rovisions and limitations of the pension la’ th 
= 3 of ee 83 -ninth, = Company 3 Thisty 
egiment Wisco: olunteer 2 pension 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that be ep 2 5 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of — * 
and insert in lieu thereof the word K — tain. e 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

ALEXANDER MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14635) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Moore. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Infan and 
ot dat he is Rod receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed. 


JOHN H. ELSTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15019) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Histon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


and 
and 


1905. 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jobn H. 


Elston, late of Company G, Fortieth ment, and Company K, me 
first Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ~ 


HENRY LEIB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14908) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Lieb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Lieb, late of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line i strike out the word “Lieb” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ Leib. 
In line Bs strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


Wn the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Leib.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. WARNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15782) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Warner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed ta place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Warner, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


DAVID GUTHRIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15722) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Guthrie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

eee authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of David 
Guthrie, late of Company I, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

MONROE CHAPIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14680) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Monroe Chapin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Monroe 
Chapin, late of 83 C. ä Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

HARRISON BALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15776) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harrison Ball. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 la the name of Har- 
rison Ball, late of Companies E and H, Fifteenth t Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
In lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Companies” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 

In same line strike out the words “and H.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. PRINCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9774) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Prince. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. ince, late of Com G, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. WALKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15835) grant- 
ing a pension to James M. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 


M. Walker, late of Company B, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate óf $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


In same line, after the word“ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended-was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Walker.” 


LOREN T. AUSTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15855) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Loren T. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Loren 
T. Austin, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 


unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now estving i oat oe 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter T.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Loren Austin.” 

ANDREW PINNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15481) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew Pinney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 1 roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of An- 
drew Pinney, late of Company E, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of t he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

d line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Wo! thirty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16123) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 


liam Smith, late of Company K. Seventieth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infant 


, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is 8 W 


ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. BRUNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11018) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Bruner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


William B. Bruner, of Rock Island, III., late of company D, Third Regi- 
om 


now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and Insert in lieu thereof the 
following: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of William B. 
Bruner, late of Company A, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
— alr aaa pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month In lieu 
of that is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

WILLIAM BUTLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9550) granting 
a pension to William Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

to., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 
Bata 33 and directed to aes on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William Butler (certificate No. 131897), late of Company —, 
Regiment olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

1l after the ena clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
20 16 That the Secret 7 the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William But- 
ler, late of Company Thirty-fourth t Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay a pension at rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Butler.” 


GEORGE T. BARKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15903) granting 
an increase of pension to George T. Barker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


George T. Barker, late captain Company ty-first Regiment Mas- 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the wate B; Twenty-first,” and insert In leu 


W oe the word “ fifty,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH WINGATE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15784) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Joseph Wingate. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the poreon and limitations of the pension la the name of 
Joseph Wingate, late of Company A, Fo R ent New 
Volunteer Infantry, and him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. é 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOSEPH PERSHING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9769) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Pershing. 

The bill was read, as follows+ 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Pershing, late of Company G, Ninth 1 Pennsylvania Reserves, 


and Company Fifty-seven . e Ilvanla Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “ Reserves, and Com 
Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry” ani 
in lieu thereof the words “ Reserve Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and he is 
subject to 


ny N 
inser’ 


JOHN N. MATTHEWS.. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10948) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Matthews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
N. Matthews, late of the United States Na 
him a pension at the rate of $72 per mon 
receiving, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the” and insert Ih 
the words “ boatswain’s mate, U. S. S. Robb.” ee 

In same line strike out the words in the.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words “ civil war.” 

In same line strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lleu 
thereof the word “ sixty-five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. GUDGELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12255) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Gudgell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Ben- 
amin F. Gudgell, late of Company F, Third iment Iowa Volunteer 

avalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” g 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


, in the civil war, and 
in lieu of that he is now 


WINFIELD 8. RUSSELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11055) granting 
an increase of pension to Winfield S. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Win- 
field S. Russell, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and him a pension at the rate of $30 
in lieu of et ie is . en 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


PETER W. KREEGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2046) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter W. Krieger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Mantry, aad’ pay him a pension af the rate cf $80 per month in lieu of 
8 a on at the rate o mon u o 
that 8 18 . are 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Krieger” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word“ Kreeger.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Peter W. Kreeger.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM STONE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2469) granting 
an increase of pension to William Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Stone, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pens‘on at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB COCHRAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3378) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Cochran. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jacob Cochran, late of Company C, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows’ 

In line 6, before the word“ Second,” insert the words“ Seventeenth 

iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company Cc.” 
n line 7, before the word“ Cavalry,“ Insert the word“ Provisional.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
SARAH HODGSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4900) granting 
a pension to Sarah Hodgson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sarah Hodder, widow of John P. Hodgson, late of Company G, Forty- 

hth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah Hodgson.” 

The amendments were.agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HIRAM QUALK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5243) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram Qualk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
ualk, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 

vairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


OBADIAH J. MERRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5286) granting 
an increase of pension to Obadiah J. Merrill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the A tet og and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Obadiah 
J. Merrill, late of N F, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lleu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ALEXANDER C. BOWEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6957) granting 
an increase of pension to A. C. Bowen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. C. 
Bowen, late of Company H, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he Is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: f 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
„Alexander.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Alexander C. Bowen.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN WHITE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7097) granting 
an increase of pension to John White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
White, late a private in Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . : 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private in“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word of.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


B. HOWARD WALLACE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15768) granting 
an increase of pension to R. Howard Wallace, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. How- 
ard ore) late chaplain of the One hundred and sixty-eighth - 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert In lien thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. GARRETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7252) granting 
a pension to James M. Garrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prononse and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. 5 son of John M. Garrett, deceased, late of Com- 
pany A, 8 Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lo : “of James M. Garrett, re pry and ba ne son of John M, 

n 


Garrett, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Caval: 
and pay him a — — at the rate est) per month.“ VARY; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT z. NORTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9065) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Z. Norton. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ee on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
Z. Norton, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE SIMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7074) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse Sims. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Jesse 
Sims, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer arnes and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” * 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY HILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12155) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 
Hill, widow of Walter Hill, late of Company A, First Regiment Wis- 
coe Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word twelve” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN 8. PARKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8049) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of John 
S. Parker, late of Company F, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and commissioned second lieutenant February 11, 1865, and 
honorably discharged at Washington, D. C., by reason of general orders 
of the War Department, on June 8, 1865, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words and commissioned second lieu-” and 


all of lines 8, 9, an i 
In line 11 strike out the words “ eighth, eighteen hundred and sixty- 


a line 12 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” x 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. GUEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8477) granting 
a pension to John W. Guest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Soest, late Captain Gilbreth’s company of scouts and guides, Ala- 
bama Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Gilbreth's” and insert in lieu there- 
of the word “ Gilbreath's ” 

In same line, before the word “scouts,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Alabama Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Alabama Volunteers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M. HICKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8839) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas N. Hicks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
N. Hicks, late of Company G, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: - 

i 55 st 6 strike out the letter“ N.“ and insert in lieu thereof tho 
etter “ M.“ 
In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas M. Hicks.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M. HAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4322) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis M. Hay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Francis M. Hay, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN BROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15631) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Brooks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Brooks, late of Company E, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN M’KENZIE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4873) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McKenzie, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John McKenzie, late of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now ving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ADAM HAND, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4942) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adam Hand. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the . of the Interior is hereby di- 
rected to pro on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
{tations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Hand, late first lieu- 
tenant of Company B, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer A1 fi war of the rebellion, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Hand, late first 
lieutenant Company B, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of t he is now recelying.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
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BARNETT SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5154) granting 
an increase of pension to Barnett Smith. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in this bill 
is dead. I therefore move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 
lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


MARY A. JOHNS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5821) granting 
.& pension to Mary A. Johns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., 5 the Soay of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and d > Ee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and tinttations — e pension laws, the name o 
A. one widow of Frederick W. Johns, any a aware s of Company 
Fifty-first Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a pve 
In line 7, before the word “ Pennsylvania, * insert the word “ Regi- 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
SAMUEL K. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5884) granting 
an increase of pension to S. K. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter“ S.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Samuel.” 

In same line strike out the word “Indiana” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words New Jersey.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so 1 5 2 read: 
sion to Samuel K. Whit 

The amendments . agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


JAMES J. CHAMPLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6507) to in- 
crease the pension of James J. Champlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ates bath the 8 of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and uoe on the pension roll, sub; to 
the Provisions and Eriein RP ion laws, the — ot 
James J. Champlin, — — of con 1% enty-sixth ent Con- 
necticut Volunteer Inf a n at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of at "he 1 Low ag 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 


gp a the title —— 0 read: A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James J. Champlin.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JAMES P. GRIFFITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 132) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Griffith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 5 on the 8 roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations o the = of 
James P. Griffith, late of Company F, Winety seventh t Penn- 
sylyania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


AVA D. BENJAMIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 963) granting 
an increase of pension to Ara D. Benjamin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 8 roll, subject _— 


n 9 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

2 ne njamin, —.— of 1 B, 5 near 840 nsin — 
eer Cavalry, an y m a pension a e ra per mon! 
iten. af that be is bow receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In uao 6 strike out the word “Ara” and insert in lieu thereof the 
va.” 


R ups 3 out the word “ Wisconsin ” and insert in lieu thereof 
e word “ 
In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert In lleu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Aya D. Benjamin. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CYRUS HURD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1573) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus Hurd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ne rovisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Cyrus 

late of Company F, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 1 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In 3 7, after the word “Artillery,” 
signed Veteran Reserve Corps.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


insert the words “and unas- 


SAMUEL TILLINGHAST. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3002) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Tillinghast. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an he is 
8 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of f of Samuel 
Tillinghast, late a seaman in the United States Navy, and pay 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 9 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a seaman in the” and Insert in lieu 
thereof the words “of U. S. S. Ohio, North Carolina, and Crusader.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


JACOB F. FRENCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3286) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob F. French. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the re laws, the name of Jacob 
F. French, late of Company C. Twenty-th ent Maine Volunteer 
Infantry. and pay him a pension at the 3 of $50 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in Heu th 
dite ty eu thereof the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH A. KREHBIEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15685) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Krehbeil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., goa = 3 of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and direc lace on the pension roll, sub 
— we gti limitations s — tthe nsion egy the name of line 
captain 


— ae New: York v Volanta —— „ and pay hee 5 
sion at the ra of $20 per month in lieu of that she 1s now receiving, 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: $ 
ECC VVV t the Kreh 
‘ore the word “widow,” s * * 
bell“ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Krehbiel.” 5 ’ 
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In same line, before the word “late,” strike out the word “ Kreh- 
bell“ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Krehbiel.” 

In line 7 strike out the word Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Companies.” 
1 In same line, before the word “ Forty- first,“ insert the words “ and 


“Amend the title so as to read: “A bill nting an increase of - 
sion to Elizabeth Krehbiel.” + ies * pe 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES J. ESTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8859) granting 

an increase of pension to Charles J. Esty. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
J. Esty, late of Company H, Tenth ment New Hampshire Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
5 ELLEN TUITE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15504) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen Tuite. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen 
Tuite, widow of Andrew J. Tuite, late of Company D, Second Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES B. CROLY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11847) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Croly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
B. Croly, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUTHER W. CANNON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15710) granting 
an increase of pension to Luther W. Cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Luther 
W. Farado: late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Delaware Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


BENJAMIN F. SHIREMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15730) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Shireman. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions: and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 


min F. Shireman, late of Company F, Two hundred and second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ISRAEL ROLL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15746) granting 
an increase of pension to Israel Roll. , 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc:, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel 
Roll, late of Company G, First Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-five” and 
the word a thirte” y-five ’ and Insert in Meu thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARVIN WELTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15872) granting 
an increase of pension to Marvin Welton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 8 in 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvin 
Welton, late of Company F, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
that he is now recelying. ö 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Be 10 8 out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN H. SCRIVENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15869) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin II. Scrivens. 

The bill was read, as follows: ' 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, an 5 10 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of enja- 
min H. Scrivens, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 


teer Infantry, and him a pension at the rate of 
lieu of that * 18 n eee ee 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


WILLIAM SHADRICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15924) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Shadrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — Es 18 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
one rick, 5 or oompany bee 3 r PEAN Volunteer In- 
antry. and pay him a pension at the rate o r 
that he is now receiving. 780 per month in Hew’ of 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Fifth“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Third.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu 
word “twenty-four.” 7 Meanie the 


The amendments were agreed to. ` 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ISABELLA BRYSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12820) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isabella Bryson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isa- 
bella Bryson, widow of Charles H. Bryson, late captain Company F, 
Sixty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the words “and 
first lieutenant Company G, Eighty-seventh Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and p 


RUTH M. SHEPLEY (NOW HASKELL). 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13170) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ruth M. Haskell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Ruth 
M. Haskell, dependent mother of En F. Cutts, late of Company A, 
Thirty-first R ent Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Haskell,” insert the words “ Shepley, 


now.“ 
tk same line, before the word “Enoch,” insert the words “ Roscoe 


ley, alias. 

Shen like 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ruth M. Shepley, now Haskell.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


THOMAS SMART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 723) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Smart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
cted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hire. ee and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 


„ late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
. nies pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM STARKS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13260) granting 
an increase of pension to William Starks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hare, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Starks, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 5 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CARRIE E. RISLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14028) granting 
an increase of pension to Carrie E. Risley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the —- laws, the name of Carrie 
E. Risley, widow of John W. Risley, late first lieutenant Company F, 
First Regiment Illinois Volunteer ht 9 and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now reseiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “first” and insert in lieu thereof the 


d “ second. 
Tia line 7 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof 


rd “ Battery. 
eoa 8 3 the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ fifteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

. EARL J. LAMSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14219) granting 
an increase of pension to Earl J. Lamson. 
_ The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Earl J. 
Lamson, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


XXXIX——54 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: í 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISABELLA BURKE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15239) granting 
a pension to Isabella Burk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabella 
Burk, widow of Benjamin Lege late of Company A, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Isabella,” strike out the word“ Burk” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ Burke.” 

In same line, after the word “ 3 strike out the word 
Burk and insert in lieu thereof the words Burke, alias Johnson.” 
5 3 the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Isabella 

urke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JAMES C. BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15240) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
C. Baker, late of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ion at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of t he is now — z 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ and li 
E — Hak em fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. ATWATER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15344) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Atwater, sr. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret: of the Interior be, and h 
hereby, authorized and directed to place da the pension roll, sub: Poors é 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of liam 
e a ar; ais of 3 B, 33 8 Volun- 

eer Infan and pay him a pension at the ra’ 
lien of that he is now receiving. oo por month ia 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ senior.” i 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William B. Atwater.” 

ISAAC B. SNIVELY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15466) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac B. Snively. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac B. 


Snively, late of Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment Ohio 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
in lieu of that he is new receiving. N 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: f 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
word “ thirty.” ty the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OLIVER H. MARTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15489) granting 

an increase of pension to Oliver H. Martin. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
H. Martin, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word " Infan 

In same line strike out the word “ 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES SLATER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6702) granting 
an increase of pension to James Slater. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of James 
Slater, late of Company I, Twenty-fi Regiment ois Volunteer In- 
ig and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


„Insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
and insert in lieu thereof 


JAMES BAREMORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12252) granting 
an increase of pension to James Baremore, alias James Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of James 
Baremore, James Baker, late of Company A, Nineteenth - 
ment United States Volunteer 1 and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in leu thereof the let- 

“ C. ” 


In line 7 strike out the words “ Nineteenth Regiment United States 
onnea 8 2 a en in lieu thereof the words “ First Regi- 
ment olun valry.” 

In line 8 strike out the 8 thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARGARET LA PARLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15864) granting 
a pension to Margaret Laparle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
KAY authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Mar- 
garet Laparle, widow of Eli Laparle, late of Company C, Seventh Regi- 
ment 3 Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: = A 1 

K re the word “ widow,” strike ou e word“ Laparle” 
6 thereof the words La Parle.” 

In same line, before the word “ late,” strike out the word“ Laparle” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “La Parle.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Michigan,” insert the words “and Com- 


, First Regiment.” 
line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ eight.” 

Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the committee, 
I offer the following amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee striking out fifty“ and inserting “eight:” Strike out 
“ eight” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The other amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ‘ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Margaret La Parle.” 

BARNEY CARROLL. 

The hext pension business was the bill (H. R. 15632) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to Barney Carroll. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ey 
Carroll, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay 2 a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ARK WILDE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15863) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mark Wilde. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Mages on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mark 
Wilde, late of Company B, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is oe receiving. 450 pe 


A 7 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 

EDWARD ROOT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16121) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward Root. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Root, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 


Infan and him a pension at the rate of $35 month in lieu 
of that he is * receiving. Ree: par 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WARREN c. GILBREATH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14785) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren C. Gilbreath. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. The beneficiary is dead. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES W. YOUNG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 968) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Warren Young. 


unteer . pay nae 
ow recel x 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


i — og 6 strike out the word“ Warren” and insert in lieu thereof the 
e er “ we 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles W. Young.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. g 

JOHN GOODSPEED, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9062) granting 
a pension to John Goodspeed. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paa on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
G , late of Captain Guthrie’s company of m es and fusi- 
leers, Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ROLEN J. SOUTHERLAND. s 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8476) granting 
a pension to Rolan J. Southerland. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and ‘imitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Rolan J. Southerland, late of Captain Gilbreth’s company, Scouts and 
Guides, Alabama Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Rolan” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Rolen.” 

In same line strike out the word “Gilbreth’s” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Gilbreath’s.” 

In same line, after the word “company,” insert the word “Ala- 


ma. 
In line 7, before the word “ Scouts,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In same line strike out the words “Alabama Volunteers.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Rolen 
J. Southerland.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN L. PEMBLETON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1491) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin L. Pembleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to es on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Martin Pembleton, late of Company A, One hundred and fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 


p 
JOHN LEONARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15871) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Leonard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Leonard, late of 1 E, Ninety-fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. CHENEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15922) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Cheney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William J. Cheney, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARY A. SHAW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13756) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Shaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary A. Shaw, widow of Daniel Hartzell, late of ere E, One hun- 
dred and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” insert the word “ former.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “One hundred and forty-ninth” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ Seventh.” 

In line 8 e out the word Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREDERICK LILJE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13877) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Lilje. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Frederi i late of Company A, Seventh ment United States 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

i 5 pe 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “I.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUSERN ALLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14798) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lucern Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucern 
Allen, late of 5 H, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Lucern” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Lusern." 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
„„ to read: A bill 

en e e so as r 9 = 
sion to Lusern Allen.“ iain Neal sn 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EVELINE v. FERGUSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5822) granting 
an increase of pension to Eveline V. Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta: 
hereby, authorized and directed to * — ens a 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eveline 
p i beh renal N i (eben gles comes. aa a gunner in the 
month in lieu of that she ae receiv: sing i ö 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “in the.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert “ eighteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID c. POSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8708) granting 
an increase of pension to David C. Posey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
C. Posey, late of Company B, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
ey en war, Sh convent 2 Perey shied ae. Wisconsin 

o antry, e war, an a pens. t 
$20 per month In lieu of that he is tow receiving, Sali ee 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

ree 7 change = Kenan we: " to F 5 with sige ren 

n lines 7, an strike out an ompan — a 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, civil wan” 5 sik Heat 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA WEIDNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10712) granting 
a pension to Henrietta Weidner. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it énacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and h 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — a 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henri- 
etta Weidner, widow of William M. Weidner, late of United States 
e i with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “ M.“ where it appears in the deceased 
sailor's name to N.“ 

In line 7 strike out “of” and insert “ first-class boy and coal heaver, 
United States ship Scorpion.” - 

In line 8 strike out = twenty ” and insert eight.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


| JOSEPH WOODS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14600) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Woods. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Woods, of Plymouth, III., late of Company D, First Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendents recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of Plymouth, III.;“ in line 8 strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH JANE GRISSOM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11494) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Jane Grissom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Jane Grissom, of White County, Tenn., widow of Geo W. Grissom, 
late private in Company C, First ent Alabama I , Mexican 
war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 8 out “of bp County, Tenn.;” in line 7 strike out 
“ ” insert 0 » 

i iina 85 alter “Alabama,” iaia eee and in the same line 
ch “Mexican war” to “ war w exico.” 

in line 9 strike out “ twenty and insert twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET RUSSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12660) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

8 3 and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of 
Margaret Russell, widow of George Russell, late of United States 
Navy, war with Mexico, and pay her a pamon at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that she is now rece $ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 27 9555 
In line 6, after the word !“ late,“ strike out “of” an sert “ quar- 
i States ship Raritan.” 
pss $ . out iy — -four ” and insert “ twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


PAUL W. THOMSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14406) grant- 
ing a pension to Paul W. Thomson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

Sar 8 directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension oie the name of 
Paul W. Thomson, late of Compan M, Third United States Cavalry. 
war with Spain, certificate No. 200707, and pay him a penslon at the 
rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: * 
“Third,” Insert “ Regiment.” 

In Unes , 8. 9. and 10 strike out“ certificate No. 1290707, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN CROTTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15535) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Crotty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

Ls Suthorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Crotty, late lieutenant, Company Fortieth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer untry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” Insert First;“ and in the same 
line strike out“ 3 L.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Kansas” and insert United States; and in 
the same line, after the word “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out “and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES p. MORRISON, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16166) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles P. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, yy — to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 


P. Morrison, late lieutenant of Company Forty-eighth Regiment 


Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ second.” - 


m the same line, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word 
“of” 


The amendments were agreed to. S 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. CRAIG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3426) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Craig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby is, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George W. Craig, late of 5 D, Fourteenth R t Missouri 
Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
by the committee were read, 


and he 
subject 


The amendments recommended 
as follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” 


thereof the word “ twelve.” 


and Insert in lieu 
In the same line strike out the words “in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 


W. Eralg the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to George 
. Craig.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FLORENCE EMERY BLAKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16053) grant- 
ing a pension to Florence Emery Blake. 

The bill was read, as follows:“ 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, anthorized and directed to lace on the pension. 5 sub 8 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flor- 
ence Emery Blake, widow of the late John W. Blake, major, Forty-sec- 
ond Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ the late.“ 

In the same line, after the word “ Blake,” insert the word “late.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
o th,” Insert th 

n same line, after the wor month,” Inser e words “ 
that she is now receiving.” in den of 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Florence Emery Blake.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. STRAYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15760) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Strayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o John 


W. Strayer, late of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


“A bill granting an Increase of pen- 


WILLIAM H. M’CLELLAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15865) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. McClellan. 


1905. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. McClellan, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-first Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

an une 7, before the word Pennsylyania,” insert the word Regi- 
ment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert im lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12090) grant- 
‘ing an inerease of pension to William R. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Clark, late of Company H, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert im lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LORETTA Y. BIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15169) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Loretta V. Biggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Loretta 
V. . widow of Syon F. H. Biggs, late of the One hun- 
dred and thirty-seyenth Regiment United States Colored Infantry, and 
pay her a peonman at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “of the.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Colored,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. z 
THERESA M. KENNEDY; 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15491) grant- 
Ing a pension to Theresa M. Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Theresa 
M. Kenned 4 e of T page coe a company K, me hun- 
dred — ent New York Volunteer Tatas 
her cain at the rate of $8 per month. try, pay 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Kennedy,” insert the words “alias 
en.” 


Whal 
In line 8, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 


pany I, Fourteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11499) grant- 
ing 2n increase of pension to Albert Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the porem laws, the name of Albert 
Jones, late of Company B, Twenty-first R ent Iowa Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MALANA W. BRANT, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11312) granting 
an increase of pension to Malana W. Brant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pona and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malana 
W. Brant, widow of William Brant, late of Company A, First Regimen 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pee at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

‘ paars 5 all A lines 7, è aoe 8 and 1 5 Boe lieu thereof he fou 
owing: First Regiment, and Company B, Fourth Regimen ew 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and captaia | basins B, First Battalion 


New Jersey Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15097) granting 
a pension to William H. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H, er, late of Company C, nd Battalion Ohio National Guard 
Late en Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
as follows: 

In lira 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. MARPLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10342) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Marple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 


W. Marple, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general Thirty-fourth 
Regiment United States Colored 1 and ay kin a pension at the 
rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “and brevet brigadier-general.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “Troops” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu the: 
the word “ thirty.” y “pte 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN WHITE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7000) granting 
an increase of pension to John White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the N laws, the name of John 
White, late of Company F, Thirty-fou: Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word “Infan 
pany K, Twentieth Regiment New Yor! 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


„Insert the words “and Com- 
Volunteer Cavalry.” 


ROBERT CLARKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6310) granting 
a pension to Robert Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of bert 
„ late of Company F, First Regiment District of Columbia Volun- 

try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 


Clar 
teer Infan 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Clark” ‘and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Clarke.” 

In same line, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert Clarke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

THOMAS J. BROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4169) granting 
a pension to T. J. Brooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension cg the name of T. J. 
Broo late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter T.“ and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Thomas.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the words “ One hundred and 
thirty-first” and insert in lieu thereof the word“ Seventy-fourth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

In line 9, after the word“ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Brooks.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16149) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Moore, late captain Company A, Two hundred and sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ captain,” insert the words “ second lieu- 
tenant, Company D, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylva- 


we 5 tae. i atcine out the: wae “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT WEBB, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2946) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
Webb, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
GEORGE S. WILLIAMS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16603) granting 
an increase of pension to George 8. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
8. Wintams, late of Company TS 8 Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of dollars 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


JONAS ADLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15575) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonas Adler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonas 
Adler, late of Company B. Thirtieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
eed and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill, striking out “twenty-four” and inserting 
“forty.” I do it simply for this reason, that the old man is in 
distressed circumstances, almost entirely helpless, requiring as- 
sistance most of the time, and I think if the committee had been 
fully aware of his condition, and had taken all the circum- 
stances into consideration, they would have made it at least 
that much. I desire to offer that as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the committee amendment by striking out “ twenty-four” and 
inserting “ forty.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
change it from forty to thirty, because even if this man was to- 
aN blind he would only get $30, and $40 is beyond all prece- 

ent. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will adopt the suggestion of the chair- 
man of the committee, if that is the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
gentleman withdraws his amendment? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I adopt the suggestion of the chairman of 
the committee, making it $30 instead of $40. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it only remains for the 
gentleman to withdraw the amendment, and the committee 
amendment to be voted down. The gentleman, I understand, 
withdraws his amendinent. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir. ‘ 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon the 
adoption of the committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. ‘ 

ea GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, what is the committee amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “thirty and insert “ twenty-four.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
does not want that; he wants that amendment voted down. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the House 
to vote more numerously. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
CATHERINE E. RAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16442) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine E. Ray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension, roll, pa — 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Catherine E. Ray, widow of Alfred C. y, late of Company D 
Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHNSON ANDERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16348) granting 
an increase of pension to Johnson Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Johnson Anderson, late of Company H, One hundred and tenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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ive amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 

| In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MERRICK D. FROST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16175) granting 
an increase of pension to Merrick D. Frost. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
Is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Merrick D. Frost, late of Company E, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


DORA SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13969) granting 
a pension to Dora Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ect to 


the provisions and limitations of on laws, the name of Dora 


Smith, widow of Samuel M. Smith, late of Company M, Twenty-fourth 


Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the words “ first and second 
lieutenant Compan D and captain Company C.” 

In same line strike out the words “ of Company.” 

In line 7 strike out the letter M.“ 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
2 ea ene title oo a to read: “A bill ting an increase of 

en e e 80 A e 
sion to Dora Smith.” =— a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
„reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN RENINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15848) granting 
an increase of pension to John Renninger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Drager on the pension roll, mip e7 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name John 
Renninger, late of Captain Jones's — nope g compan, Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Renninger ” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Reninger. 
In same line, before the word “Jones's,” insert the word“ Welling- 


Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Reninger.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL SHADMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15850) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Shadman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, pe naer the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 


„authorized to place on the pension roll, sub to 
— d visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


the pro’ 
hadi an, late of Co y H, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, 

ot Company E, One undred and thirty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ H, Fifth Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “Pennsylvania Reserves, and Com- 


ny.” 
a line 9 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. P 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DAVID GALBREATH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15857) granting 
an increase of pension to David Galbraith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Secon 
tiara e ar 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 3 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Galbraith” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Galbreath.” 
In same line strike out the words “a private.” 


In lin out the „word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
Amend the title so as 

breath. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


8 

thereof the ord : oe re > 

yng oy: to read: granting an increase of pen 
The amendments were agreed to. 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

time, and passed. 


$72 per month in 


BENJAMIN F. HOPKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15866) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Hopkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


kopae of Company Bi Twen 
A a 
month in lieu of that he is 6 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREDERICK B. SCHNEBLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13007) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick B. Schnebly. 

The bill was read, as follows: t 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piste on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick B. Schnebly, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, pay him a ion at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words Company D, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Signal Corps, United States 3 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

THOMAS CULLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15918) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Cullen. à 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Cullen, late of Company F. Fifty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $40 per month in li 
that he is now receiving. pe eu of 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: * 
In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREEMAN C. WITHERBY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15927) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Freeman C. Witherby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Free- 
man C. Witherby, late of United States snp Indianola, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiying. : 


856 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words United States ship“ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ the U. S. S.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. CRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15930) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Cray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Cray, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regiment New York Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ANNA E. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15929) granting 
a pension to Anna E. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, sub- 
jeet to che provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Anna E. Brown, widow of Charles E. Brown, late colonel Sixty-third 
Regiment Ohio Velunteer peers and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $100 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line.6 strike out the word “colonel” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ lieutenant-colonel.” 


In line 8 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i P 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna E. Brown.” 


PHILANDER S. WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15947) granting 
a pension to Philander S. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to par on the pension roll, sub- 
ect to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 

hilander S8. Wright, late of Company G, enty-seventh Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $50 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


thirty. 
= see Tine, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 


that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Philander S. Wright.” 

IRA D. M’CLARY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15954) granting 
an increase of pension to Ira D. McClary. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
18 df , authorized and directed to TA on the pension roll, sub- 


t to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
ra D. McClary, late of Company D, Sixth ment Vermont Volun- 
teer 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 7, after the 1 s pe wt Sp wen an yora * and second 
Regimen ran Kesery' 0 
Ber Ine K ote re. ne the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

PATRICK O'BRIEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16054) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick O’Brien, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pat- 
rick O'Brien, late of 88 B, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


be, and he Is 


HARRIET H. BRADY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16087) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Harriet H. Brady. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 5 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har- 
riet H. Brady, widow of Thomas J. Brady, late major Eighth Regiment 
and colonel One hundred and fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


THOMAS LANNING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16104) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Lanning. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ‘Thomas 
Lanning, late of Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

z HENRY PEOPLES, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15769) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Peoples. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Peoples, late of Company B. Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MOLLIE TOWNSLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15639) granting 
a pension to Mollie Townsley. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mollie Townsley, totally helpless daughter of Thomas Townsley, late of 
Company H, First EPPS, Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: x 


In line 6 strike out the word “ totally.” 
In the same line, after the word “ helpless,” insert the words “and 
dependent.” > 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : ; 


JAMES DUFFY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8395) granting 
a pension to James Duffy. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Duffy, late of Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” ; 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Duffy.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM TAWNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15657) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Tawney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Tawney, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Pennsylyania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifi 
word “ thirty.” ` 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lien thereof the 


WALDRON C. TOWNSEND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15728) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Waldron Cheney Townsend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wal- 
dron Cheney Townsend, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Cheney” and insert in lieu thereof 


the letter “ C.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “seyenty-two” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Waldron C. Townsend.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS c. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3710) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas C. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli the name 
of Thomas C. Johnson, late private in Company C, Tenth Regiment of 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a persion 
of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 

ing: 

rolf the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas C. Johnson, late 
of Company C, Tenth Regiment, and Company C, Third Regiment, Mis- 
souri State Militia net and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas C. Johnson.” 

The amendments were agreed. to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HORATIO W. LONGA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15786) granting 
an increase of pension to Horatio W. Longa. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horatio 
W. Longa, late of First Independent Battery, New Hampshire Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the words “ First sy on per Battery and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ Company M, First ent.“ 
á n lieu thereof the 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Light” and insert 
word“ Heavy.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. TRAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16420) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Trayis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the B Se gaz and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
C. Travis, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWARD J. DILLON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16167) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward J. Dillon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
J. Dillon, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: é 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

5 JAMES GWYN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16194) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Gwyn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Gwyn, late colonel One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Penn- 
sylyania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES J. RICHARDS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15783) grant- 
ing an increase of on to Charles J. Richards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles J. Richards, late first lieutenant Company I, Ninth Regiment 
New pec apse Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSEPHINE A. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16395) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Josephine A. Smith. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Josephine A. Smith, widow of Arthur T. Smith, late of Company I, 
Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “Volunteers” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH M'GUCKIAN, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16199) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph MeGuckian. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 5 of the Interior be and he Is 

thorized and directed to 


hereby, au = ce on the pension roll, subject 
Sa — rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

cGucekian, late of general service, United States Army, and 
= a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GRANVILLE F. PLUMMER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15781) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Granville F. Plummer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension oo subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 8 — 05 the name of 
Granville F. Plummer, late of Company H. Eighteenth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN H. HARTMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16234) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin H. Hartman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, 8 the 9 of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, author 5 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and imitations: 0 the penton la ne aN of 
Two hun 


amin H. Hartman, late of Coupe 
Regiment Pennsyivania Volunteer I , and pay — a 3 at 


kae rate $60 per month in lieu of that he 

The amendment recommended by the e was read, as 
follows: 

In Une 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


LLEWELLYN NILES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16263) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewellyn Niles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to the pesh on the W roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of Learns ed ws, the name of Lew- 
Niles, late of Company G, 8 th Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
antry, and pay him a pension at ayer of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word Lewellyn” and insert in lieu thereof 


th rd “ Liewell 
‘amend the title T as to read: 


sion to 2 Niles.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN WALZ, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16259) granting 
an increase of pension to John Walz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the penetaty of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on ce on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Walz, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 8 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that h 
is now recet 

The Guetta recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


JACOB BOWERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16617) granting 
a pension to Jacob Bowers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interi 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the —— roll, — to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Bowers, late of Company B, Seventh t Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Jacob Bowers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EUGENE C. MOGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16125) granting 
an inerease of pension to Eugene C. Moger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed 25 place on the pension roll, subject to 
= rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of e 

oger, late = Company B, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
ian Infantry, and pay him a gery at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now 


The amendments 8 by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


G a T, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the words “ National 
uar: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS E. SKIDMORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1324) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas E. Skidmon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., ane the Secretary of the Inter lor be, — he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, 3 to 
the provisions and — . — of the pension laws, the name of 
E. 8 ion — Comey c 3 Le gp gy agro “Wal 
unteer Infan „ an a pension a e ra 
in lieu of that he is aoe FOA i 5 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “E. Skidmon and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Skidmore.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word thirty-six. 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Thomas Skidmore.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMPSON T. GROVE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2476) granting 
an increase of pension to S. T. Grove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pos on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and 3 of nsion laws, rae name — E T. 


Gro late of Company L, Twelfth ent Ohio 
him 8 panaon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that hei is aoe. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter S.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Sampson.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Sig} insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sampson T. Grove.” 2 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH M. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5951) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph M. White. 
The bill was ec as follows: 


f Joseph 
te, late of Company H, Seco Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
amd y him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in leu of 


d pay 
that e 18 now receiving. 


1905. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES B. JUDSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4676) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Judson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to aes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
B. Judson, late of Company D, Fourth Michi: Cavalry, and pay him 
a ets at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Michigan,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer. 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

FRANCIS SCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7987) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of cis 
Scott, late of Company B, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay Rim a pension at the rate of $55 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ALFRED N. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16618) grant- 
ing a pension to Alfred N. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alfred N. Brown, late of Company G, First New York Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ of Company G, First New York 
Volunteer Light Artillery and” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“of the U. S. S. Commodore Perry. 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred N. Brown.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


BURLEIGH C. D. READ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8208) granting 
a pension to Burleigh C. D. Read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piae on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Bur- 
leigh C. D. Read, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-second 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the words “ National 


rd. 

ex line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Burleigh C. D. Read.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN MORGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16124) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Morgan. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of John 
Morgan, late of Company A, Twenty-fi Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words New York” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ New Jersey.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. WHEELER. x 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13082) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William E. Wheeler. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam E. Wheeler, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

DANIEL W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15775) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to k paco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 


W. Smith, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regiment, and Compan 
Twenty-sixth Regiment, EGEY Volunteer Infantry, and pay Aw 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as. 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ forty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN KESLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13324) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Kesler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to B ssp on the pension roll, s en to 
the provisions and limitations of the peered laws, the name of John 
Kesler, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of 
that be is now receiving. sit 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9, after the word “ receivin 
be paid to his duly constituted 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
* ASBURY w. HAMILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14560) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Asbury W. Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of As- 
bury W. Hamilton, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


A insert the words the same to 


HENRY A. WESSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15747) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry A. Wesson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the 
A. Wesson, late of Com: E, Fifty-first Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 


rovisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Hen: 


0 
unteer Infantry, and 
aga 3 De leh DUETS ED 
mate amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
ows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMPSON I. MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14797) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thompson I. Martin. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, there is a Senate bill for the 
same man, and I move that this bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves that the bill lie on the table. Without objection, it will 
be so ordered. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 


DAVID ROTHSCHELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15030) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Rothschell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, E David 
Rothschell, late of Company C. One hundred and eighty-sixth Regt: 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $30 per month in len of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


CONSTANTINE J. M’LAUGHLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15079) granting 
an increase of pension to Constantine J. McLaughlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Constan- 
tine J. McLaughlin, late of Company D, Thirtie' t Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 


GEORGE W. CARPENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15406) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Carpenter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

i ted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
Senne, authorised 234 directed to place on the pension. a subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
W. Carpenter, late of Company H, Seventeenth Indiana Volunteer In- 
. — 7 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

after th rd “ Seventeenth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In tine strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PATRICK H. OLIVER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15497) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick H. Oliver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


visi d li alta ft the 
the provisions and lim ons o 
H. Oliver, late of Company K, First 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the r: 
that a is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company K“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ commissary-sergeant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


of $30 per month in lieu of 


PHAON HARTMAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15729) granting 
an increase of pension to Phaon Hartman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


is 
subject to 


the provisions and limi ms of Phao' 
CTT 
tate of $30 Per month in lien 0 that Be is now receiving, wae 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: > 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ twenty-four.“ ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROSA MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9410) granting 
a pension to Rosa Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec 
hereby, authorized and directed 0 to ——j * 5 — 10 
ee 

„ er, late i 

oie = inca Infantry, and pay her a. prend — ae the vate or 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
tn ea it was accordingly read the third time, and 


JOSEPH W. TYLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16308) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph W. Tyler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secre 
hereby, authorized and directed to 7 * 8 ral. x or u 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of oseph 
za ler, any — a 3 N New aok Volun- 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. C 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strik . -i * 
ee Bor! ke afta the word “seventy-two” and insert in Heu 

a 1 was agreed to. 

e as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. — 5 

ISRAEL PURDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7378) granting 
an increase of pension to Israel Purdy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre f the In 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the canna sa gather 15 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel 
a Se or — at 1 ots ber . United States Navy, and 
8 per month in lieu of that he is 
5 a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 


line 6 strike out the word “frigate” and insert in Lieu thereof 


In 
the word “ ship.” 

Agha 8 striko out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 

In line 9, after the word “receiving,” “ 
provisions of the act of June 27. 1890." e 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

REY. JOEL W. NYE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7607) grantin 
a pension to Rey. Joel W. Nye. ) - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi . 
hereby, authorized and directed to lace on the pension. roll. — — D 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Itey. 
Joel W. Nye, late chaplain of the Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Rey.” 

In same line strike out the words “ of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word „seventeen“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

N Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Joel W. 
ye.“ 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M’FARLANE, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8077) granting 
an increase of pension to John McFarlane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McFarlane, late seaman, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “seaman” and insert In lieu thereof 
the words “of the U. S. S. North Carolina and Octorara.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

passed. 


time, and 
JAMES L. CAPP, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9140) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James L. Capp. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of James 
L. Capp, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MORTIMER C. BRIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16390) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mortimer C. Briggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to p sage on the pension roll, subject to 
the protin 15150 n 8 — s asda 
mer C. Briggs, IIlino js 

va and him a pension at the rate of $24 month in 
G . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOHN BRYAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R, 16598) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Bryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

, etc., That the of the Interior and he is 

Ps ay Lee and directed 5 the poosi on Ar sub t to 
the C ot the — —— the oe oS —.— 
. pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


GREEN YEISER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16499) granting 
an increase of pension to Green Yeiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

: JESSE PETERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16683) granting 
a pension to Jesse Peters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Vag Seri = Wopen Aha dl genes = the — — 
P Som n — * 
8 and 8 Bim a pension at the rate of $24 per month. ET 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MATTHEW C. DANFORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15699) granting 
an increase of pension to Matthew C. Danforth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to are on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mat- 
thew C. Danforth, late ordinary seaman in the United States Navy, on 
U. 8. 8. Grampus and U. 8. 8. Carondelet, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “late ordinary seaman in the,” all of 
line 7, and in line 8 the words “U. S. S. Carondelet,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words late of the U. S. S. Grampus and Corondelet, 
United States Navy.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


OLIVER MARCUS BUMP. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15946) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Oliver Marcus Bump. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


e pension la the name of Oliver 
iment: New York Volunteer 


is now receivin 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Battery” and insert in Meu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


FREDERICK M. HALBRITTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16481) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to F. M. Halbritter. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int h 
hereby, eee directed to place on . er 1 
the provisions and limitations of the nmsion laws, the name of F. XI. 
Haloriter, late of Company in Fifteenth "at the tate of S2 per 

u a 
month in leu of that he is now receiving. > Wt ae Sn OS 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter“ F.“ and 
word "Fred 112 to ; d: “A bill 8 0 £ 3 = 

e e 80 ce - 
sion to Frederick M. Halbritter.” SNE es * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DILLION ASHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16503) grant- 
ing a pension to Dillion Asher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized ‘and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of iSite 
Asher, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and Insert in lieu thereof the 
wits anus tins, atten Gin woul *rionth,” teont he wand 

n sam e, e word “ month,” * 
ee d: “A bill grantin; a ree 
e e e so as to read: - 
sion to Dillion Asher.” woe Ween aS bee 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALTA MIRA PARSONS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2781) granting 
a pension to Altamira M. Parsons. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta: f the Interi ý 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on 3 — ne 8 
Alta- 
late of Company B, 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
mira M. Parsons, . Parsons, 


w of Albert D 
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Ninety-seventh Regiment New York State Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Altamira M.” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “Alta Mira.” 

In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert the word “ captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “State” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Volunteer.” 5 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” - 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Alta Mira Parsons.” 


JACOB STEFFES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13887) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Steffes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Steffes, alias Jacob Staffs, late of Company G, Second Regiment Provi- 
sional Volunteer Cavalry, also Company D, Tenth United States Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
tbat he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ alias Jacob Staffs.” 

In same line, before the word “Company,” insert the words Com- 
pany G, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and.” 

In line 7, before the word Provisional,” insert the word Pennsyl- 


i “G4 b 
W line and in line 8 strike out the words “also Company D, 


nited Sta Infantry. 
mets sine 9 sents out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

° WILLIAM Y. CLINTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14140) granting 
an increase of pension to William Y. Clinton. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Y. Clinton, late of Company E, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


EDWIN VINCENT. 


The next pension business was the’ bill (H. R. 16385) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin Vincent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


cted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
5 tg authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
Vincent, late first lieutenant Company D, Fifth Regiment amna 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
CHARLOTTE M. WYLIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14485) grant- 
ing a pension to Charlotte M. Wylie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

— ag sathorised and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Char- 
lotte M. Wylie, widow of Farrand Wylie, late assistant surgeon Eighty- 
sixth Regiment, and surgeon One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word“ Farrand” and insert in lieu thereof 


rd “ Farand. 
the nes 7 and 8 strike out the words “and surgeon One hundred and 


-fifth Regiment. 
n line 9 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ seventeen.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 
WILLIAM N. MEACHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15004) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William N. Meacham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
N. Meacham, late first lieutenant Company K, First Regiment Delaware 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “first” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ second.” 

8 strike out the letter K“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

FRANCIS M. PRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12601) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Prill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Francis M. Prill, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty-five” and insert in li 
the word “ twenty-four.” riy ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMMA CORTRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3799) granting 
a pension to Emma Cortright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
CCC 

r A s 
sion at the rate of $12 per honth. payr et epen 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter A“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter N.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARIA ELDRED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5123) granting 
a pension to Maria Olmsted Eldred. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Maria Olmsted Eldred, late nurse at Falls Church Hospital, Fairfax 
County, Va., and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: of Maria Eld formerly Maria Olmstead, late nurse, Medi- 
cal Department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and p: 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Maria Eldred, formerly Maria Olmstead.” 


CHARLES D. FORTNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4595) granting 
an increase of pension-to Charles D. Fortney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 


D. Fortney, late of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
l and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ‘ 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ assistant surgeon.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 4 

JOHN C. BESIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7350) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Besier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. 
Besier, late first lieutenant Company D, First ment Missouri Volun- 
teer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the ra 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word“ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


of $72 per month in 


HENRY RADER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16502) granting 
a pension to Henry Rader. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Rader, late of Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ seventeen.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Rader.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY A. GLENN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16525) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry A. Glenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry A. Glenn, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert In lleu thereof 
the word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, und passed. 

HELEN CALVERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16715) grant- 
ing a pension to Helen Calvert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Helen Calvert, helpless and dependent daughter of Washington Cal- 
vert, late of Company F, Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM A. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15637) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 

o the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


t 
William A. Smith, late of Company K. Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 


month in leu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Cavalry“ and Insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN H. CATON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16526) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Caton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, sub- 
t to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
ohn H. Caton, late captain Company F, One hundred and fifty-second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


: ao amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PETER HORTH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15733) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Horth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the fon roll, * 


ect to the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name 
eter Horth, late of Company I, Twentieth ment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOHN TUSINd. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16392) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Tusing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


8 fe mae late of Company I, One hundred and -sixth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay pas ne 8 the rate of 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and Insert in lieu thereof the 
777% av Gb bo. FGA t SA MAE ahin Ga neia of 
sion to John Tusing.” 5 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH M. KETCHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16455) grant- 
ing a pension to Howard P. Ketcham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Howard P. Ketcham, son of Ed etcham, late of Company D, 
Ninety-fourth nt New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lleu thereof the 
flowing: “of Elizabeth M. Ketcham, widow of Edward M. Ketcham, 
late of Company D, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that she is now recel Provided, That in the event of the death 
of Howard P. Ketcham, helpless and ee agp child of said Edward 
M. Ketcham, the additional ion herein granted shall cease and de- 
termine: And provided her, That in the event of the death of 
Elizabeth M. Ketcham, the name of said Howard P. Ketcham shall be 
placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the 
date of death of said Elizabeth M. Ketcham.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elizabeth M. Ketcham.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER JONES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16426) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to Alexander Jones, 
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The bill wis read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alexander Jones, late of Company H, Ninety-eighth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Company C, Seventy-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Ohio” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” ` 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. £ 
JOHN S. DUNCAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15741) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John S. Duncan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John S. Duncan, late of Company I, Second Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

; ANDREW J. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16077) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Clark, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company C, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. t 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16896) grantin 
an increase of pension to Thomas Reynolds. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Reynolds, late of Companies K and I, Seventeenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Companies K and I, Seventeenth” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ 88 K, Seventh Regiment.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words“ Regiment United States Infantry“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16226) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pomon laws, the name of Wil- 
liam W. Smith, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRYAN DUNBAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16386) granting 
an increase of pension to Bryan Dunbar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pinco on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Bryan Dunbar, late of Company G, Twelfth ent Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him pension at the rate of $30 per month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 


In line 8' strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Bryan Dunbar.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PRESTON GLOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16480) granting 
an increase of pension to Preston Glover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the ee laws, the name of 
Preston Glover, late of Company H, Third Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA A. HINKLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16813) granting 
an increase of pension to Laura A. Hinkley. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name, of 
Laura A, Hinkley, widow of Clark BME late of company B, One 
hundred and second mt New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $26 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Herman E. 
Hinkley, minor child of Clark Hinkley, prior to reaching the age of 16 
ine or when said minor child shall have reached the age of 16 years, 

2 per month of this pension shall cease and determine: Provided fur- 
ther, That in the event of the death of Rhoda Hinkley, helpless and 
dependent child of said Clark Hinkley, $12 per month of the additional 
pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided fur- 
ther, That in the event of the death of Laura A. Hinkley the name of 
said Rhoda Hinkley shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the date of death of said Laura A. Hinkley. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “ six.” 

Strike out all of lines 10, 11, 12, 13, and in line 14 the words “ this 

nsion shall cease and determine,” and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: and $2 per month additional on account of a minor child of 
said soldier until such child arrives at the age of 16 years.” 

On page 2, in line 1, strike out the words“ $12 per.” 

In line 2 strike ont the words “ month of.” 

In same line, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “of $12 
per month.” > 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN PARKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16141) granting 
an increase of pension to John Parks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Parks, formerly quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of colonel, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ formerly quartermaster of vol- 
unteers with the rank of colonel” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES M. FAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16424) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Fay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho: and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ee laws, the name of Charles 
M. Fay, late of Soren K, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “ and Company 
G, Sixth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 

Er neee wa out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH CONNOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16894) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Connor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jere- 
miah Connor, late of United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias James 
Boone, late of the U. S. S. North Carolina and Monticello.” 

In same line strike out the words “ late of.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Jeremiah Conner, alias James Boone.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


GEORGE F. LUDWIG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15887) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George F. Ludwig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
F. 5 late of Independent Battery D, Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16704) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Lewis, late of Company L, Fourth United States Artillery, and pay him 
a‘pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ Fourth,” insert the word “ Regiment,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISRAEL Y. HOAG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15941) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Israel V. Hoag. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t ected, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
Sinks sathorised and directed to place on the pension 55 subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel 
V. Hoag, late of Company E, One hundred and Merah! ‘Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES E. ANDREWS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15888) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. Andrews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penson laws, the name of James 
E. drews, late of Company G, Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
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SAMUEL B. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 15645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel B. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sam- 
uel B. Clark, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SAMUEL B. GRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16506) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel B. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
B. Gray, late of Company E, Righty Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word“ Righty,” insert the word “ seventh.” 
In line 8 strike out the wo 


“fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.’ 


In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Gray.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


VARNER G. ROOT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16544) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Varner G. Root. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Varner 
G. Root, late of Company F, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ANDREW S. RAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16108) granting 
an increase of pension to A. S. Ray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to A nig on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. 8. 
Ray, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 


2 line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Andrew.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Andrew S. Ray.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALLEN RIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16173) granting 
an increase of pension to Allen Riggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen 
Riggs, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, es 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES J. CREIGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16962) granting 
an increase of pension to James J. Creigh. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Voluntece’ Infantry, and pay bish E DOIA at the rate of $60 per month 

olun an a on at rate o mon 
im Heu of that be is now receiving. i 


r 2 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows : t 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

JAMES H. SILCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16483) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Silcott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Silcott, late of Company „ Sixth West ia Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word“ Company,“ insert the letter E.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


COMMODORE P. HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1541) granting an 
increase of pension to Commodore P. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the n roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of mo- 
dore P. Hall, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company A, Seco ent West Virginia 
Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rafe of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 


the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD SHIFLETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1539) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward Shiflett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Edward 
Shiflett, late of Company K, Tenth mt West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA D. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1413) granting a 
pension to Louisa D. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Louisa 
D. Mider, widow of James Miller, late colonel One hundred and fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The bili was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

BEVERLY WAUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 784) granting an 
increase of pension to Beverly Waugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

„ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bey- 
erly Waugh, late of 8 I, Third Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN H. MORRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 776) granting an 
increase of pension to Calvin H. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
H. Morris, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volun- 


teer Inf: and him t the 

. roby A — pay Srl aaa a rate of 824 per month in 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 

the third time, and passed. 


JERRY L. GRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5297) granting an 
increase of pension to Jerry L. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre f the Interi and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace’ on the —— wee sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Jerry 
teer infantry, and pay en at the vate ct $80 per mown in 

„ m a n 
lieu of that he is i ea n E 198 . 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 

the third time, and passed. 


LUCY JANE BALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5206) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucy Jane Ball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret: of the Interior be, and hi 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension’ roll sab E 16 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Lu 
Jane Ball, widow of Joseph J. G. , late captain Company 
Eighty-sixth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infan ry, and 
pay her a ee at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiv 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. . 


WILLIAM BERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5190) granting an 
increase of pension to William Berry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta f 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace ae 6 Tcl. fons 
— — ewper — 3 —— are 1 — Daron nae iliam 

„ ompany Regimen 

and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month tm lew of — 
is now receiving. g 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CHAMBERLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5120) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Chamberlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta: f the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to . oan: ton cea — — bs 
to the. provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
—. Cana, ow of ge A G, 3 Regiment Con- 
nec unteer Infantry, m a pens 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: oe ae, Fea OF EOP 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


PHILO S. BARTOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4986) granting an 
increase of pension to Philo S. Bartow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter „ 
hereby, authorized and directed to Miaa ae the —.— rell, — — 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philo S. 
New Tork Voluatoer ntantry, ad pay hime @ pension at cus feto DA ean 

ew A n 2 
per month in lieu of that he is 8 8 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4766) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pao om the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Clark, late of Company F, Twentieth nt Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON LENHART. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5735) granting an 
increase of pension to Washington Lenhart. $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 


ington Lenhart, 
unteer Infantry, 


ion laws, the name of Wash- 
late of Company G, rty-second ment Iowa Vol- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 


in lieu of that he is now: receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES E. GILBERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5736) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles E. Gilbert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
E. Gilbert, late of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment, and Company A, 
One hundred and ninetieth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ENOCH RUSSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5788) granting an 
increase of pension to Enoch Russell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch 
Russell, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. SEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5737) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. See. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be laid 
upon the table, as the beneficiary is dead. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLEMON CLOOTEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5740) granting an 
increase of pension to Clemon Clooten. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ps on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Clemon Clooten, late of Company B, First Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELMORE Y. CHASE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 316) granting an 
increase of pension to Elmore X. Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmore 
Y. Chase, late surgeon, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN WALLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5811) granting an 
increase of pension to Franklin Waller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank- 


7 M * 3 
FFF Sk Oo at of Da ll 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH REBER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5810) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Reber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Reber, late of Company G, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH J. F. ROBINSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5807) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah J. F. Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
J. F. Robinson, widow of William W. Robinson, late colonel Seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 3 


. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ADOLPHE BESSIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5739) granting an 
increase of pension to Adolphe Bessie. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adolphe 
Bessie, late first lieutenant and adjutant, Third Regiment South 
lina Volunteer Infantry (colored), and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DOTHA J. WHIPPLE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5716) granting an 
increase of pension to Dotha J. Whipple. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dotha 
J. ee widow of Charles Whipple, late lieutenant-colonel Nine- 
teenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dotha J. Whipple.” 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE W. LEHMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 424) granting a 
pension to George W. Lehman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George W. Lehman, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh iment 
Pennsylvania Emergency Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ABRAHAM B. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5508) granting a 
pension to Abraham B. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to gs on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Abraham B. Miller, late pilot, United States ship Minnesota, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES H. VENIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3906) granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Venier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 1238 and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of 
James II. Venier, late of Company II, Fortieth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 8 at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. _ 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY E. BURRELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5589) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Burrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary E. Burrell, widow of William Alexander Burrell, late of Com- 
any I, Thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
er a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STEPHEN WELCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5741) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
Welch, late of Company C, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. . 
MARY M. MITCHELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5745) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary M. Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ane 158 Beate of M. 
Mitebell, widow of Solomon F. Mitchell, late of pany D, Two 
dred and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
ines at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
JOSEPH A. RHODES. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 5744) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph A. Rhodes. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the laws, the name of Joseph 
A. odes, late captain of Company M, Third Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
SUSAN C. SCHROEDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5558) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan C. Schroeder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol}, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
C. Schroeder, widow of Henry T. Schroeder, late of Company A, Twenty- 
fourth hg ge Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant, 
Company B, First Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a L pemon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now recei 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
: ANDREW FELLENTRETER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4070) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Fellentreter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 
. Ba 88 a: directed to 9 the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and pmnan on = m3 Laon laws, the ogg aa a penal 
gs ir . 8 „ © pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES THOMPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2286) granting an 
increase of pension to James Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 
hace 8 ad directed to — the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pona laws, the name of James 


„ late of Batte Second Regiment United States Artillery, 
5 pension a the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM STRAWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2238) granting an 
increase of pension to William Strawn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


t ted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is 
Wait authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Strawn, late captain Company F, One hundred and fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, payable to his duly con- 
stituted guardian. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. THOMAS, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1810) granting an 


increase of pension to George W. Thomas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the laws, the name of George 
W. ——— late of Company D, fty-first Regiment lvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tue bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


TRA K. EATON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 552) granting an 
increase of pension to Ira K. Eaton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira K. 
Eaton, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth R ent Ohio Volunteer In- 
Fg le mae pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5531) granting an 
increase of pension to Catherine Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and i 
hereby, authorized and directed to pae Pos r Posy sub ne to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Jones, widow of Henry F. Jones, late of Company E, Eighth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a m at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL F. HOWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5476) granting an 
increase of pension to Joel F. Howe. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Joel F. 
Howe, late of Company B, Sixth R 
, and Company K. Twenty-third 1 l ber Veteran Reserve Corps, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. : 


BIRD SOLOMON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5379) granting an 
increase of pension to Bird Solomon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bird 
Solomon, late of Battery A, First t Tennessee Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


RUHEMA C. HORSMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5427) granting 
an increase of pension to Ruhema C. Horsman, `’ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the p visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruhe- 
ma C. Horsman, widow of Samuel Horsman, late of Company C, One 
hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her S pension at the rate of $12 per month in lleu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. WALKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4395) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas H. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penoa laws, the name of Thomas 
H. Walker, late second lieutenant Company K, Fifth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, the same to be pua 
to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times 
of pa; nt, without any deduction or rebate on account of former 
all overpayments or erroneous payments of pension. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 


THOMAS J. SPENCER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4151) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Spencer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
= ; 3 late — Company eee 7 re 3 
olunteer Infan and pay him a on a e rate per 
month in. ion of that he ls mow recetving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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ADRIANNA LOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3001) granting an 
increase of pension to Adrianna Lowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pia on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Adri- 
anna Lowell, widow of Samuel Lowell, late of Com I, Twentieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MYRON D. HILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2581) granting an 
increase of pension to Myron D. Hill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Myron D. Hill, late of Company A, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company A, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER M’CONNEHA. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5535) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander McConneha. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of 
Alexander McConneha, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
EDWIN A. KNIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5532) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin A. Knight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the n laws, the name of Ed- 
win A. Knight, late hospital steward, Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 3 at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM CODY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 567) granting an 
increase of pension to William Cody. 


The bill was read, TR 
of the Interior be, and he is 


Be it enceted, Fuat the Secretary 
hereby, a dirttted to —＋ on the pension roll, subject 
to the provi of pension laws, the name of Wil- 
JFF 
unteer Infantry, a n a ra 2 
in Hed of that he is now receiving. j 8 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. HART. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 566) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Hart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, sub- 
e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

iliam II. Hart, late of 8 K, First Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company K, First Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH J. HEDRICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3333) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph J. Hedrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, sub- 

t to the Bo ogee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

oseph J. Hedrick, late of Company I, Fifth ment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now recelying: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
AMON A. WEBSTER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5346) granting an 
increase of pension to Amon A. Webster. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to i on the peaa roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations o; aws, the name of 
Amon A. Webster, late of Company C, Second Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to à third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE R. LINGENFELTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5450) granting an 
increase of pension to George R. Lingenfelter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the on roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the on the name of 
George elter, late of Company A, -first Regiment Mas- 
sachusetts Vo eer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ARTHUR W. POST. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3076) granting a 
pension to Arthur W. Post. : 5 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the | Grigg ons and limitations of the yee Taws, the name of Arthur 
W. Post, helpless and dependent child of John P. Post, late second 
lieutenant Company C, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and colonel Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS BOYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2972) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Boyle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the es and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Thomas 
Boyle, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him 
a “oh ae at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. LEWIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2848) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
— wis, late = 5 C, 8 ay York rA 

eer Infantry, a a pension at the ra 2 mon 
lieu of that he is sow receiving. a. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED H. LE FEVRE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3482) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred H. Le Fevre. 

The bill was read, as follows: | 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
H. Le Fevre, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN WORLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4808) granting an 
increase of pension to John Worley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Worley, late of Company F, One hundred and f -second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer „and pay him a pension at rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


the pension 


of the Interior be, and he 


PAUL DIEBITSCH. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5271) granting an 
increase of pension to Paul Diebitsch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
and directed to place on the 


is 
hereby, authorized pension roll, subject to 


870 


the provisions and limitations of the penon law, the name of Paul 
Diebitsch, late of Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Tany, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. ASH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5378) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Ash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Ash, late of Company F, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
ed and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R. CAHOON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5530) granting a 
pension to William R. Cahoon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


R. Cahoon, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN A. STEELE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5781) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Steele. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter lor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John A. Steele, late of Company C, Second Regiment Delaware Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. FELTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3774) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Felton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John C. Felton, late of Companies A and F, Seventh Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the words “ of Companies 
A and” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ captain Company.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL J. BRAINARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2287) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel J. Brainard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel F: Brainard, late of Company B, Second Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
CLARINDA A. SPEAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2518) granting an 
increase of pension to Clarinda A. Spear. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions und limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Clarinda A. Spear, widow of Otis G. Spear, late of Company B. Fourth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and acting master’s mate, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
HOWARD WILEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3100) granting an 
increase of pension to Howard Wiley. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Howard Wiley, late of Company E. 3 Regiment, and Com- 


pany G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer 
nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM o. GOULD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3232) granting an 
increase of pension to William O. Gould. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William O. Gould, late of 5 E. Sixteenth Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES D. CREED. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3286) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles D. Creed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles D. Creed, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 


unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. * 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA A. TETER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3356) granting an 
increase of pension to Rebecca A. Teter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Rebecca A. Teter, widow of Isaac P. Teter, late chaplain Seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry and hospital chaplain, United States 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


WELCOM B. FRENCH, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3357) granting an 
increase of pension to Welcom B. French. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place roll, sub ect to 
the provisions and limitations of the S; the mame of Welcom 
B. French, late of Company K, One hundred ‘twelfth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at) rate of $24 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiv) 6 p 
The bill was ordered to a third rn read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN c. CRAVEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4477) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Craven. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. 
Craven, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. ROULLETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4103) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Roullett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ether sea and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
Roullett, late of Company A, First Regiment Fotomac Home Brigade, 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE E. YINGLING. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4038) granting an 
increase of pension to George E. Yingling. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
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E. Yingling, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment, and Companies G 
and D, Eighty-seventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer — 71 A and 
coud a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
rece g: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W.D. BUCHANAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3239) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. D. Buchanan, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the 3 and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
W. D. Buchanan, late of Co Sixty-second Regiment Iino 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. WOODBURY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5784) granting an 
increase of pension to George H. Woodbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 

H. Woodbury, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. a 

HENRY BRESLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5859) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Breslin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Breslin, late of Company A, First rs pwr Indiana Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SIDNEY B. HAMILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5339) granting an 
increase of pension to Sidney B. Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ponon laws, the name of Sidney 
B. Hamilton, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. Set 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MONROE W. WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5733) granting an 
increase of pension to Monroe W. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacte tc., That the Secre of the Interior d b 

Meka A and directed to Ahead on the pension wand subject — 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Monroe 
W. Wright, late of Company B, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. ROWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5501) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah A. Rowe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Rowe, widow of Amos M. Rowe, iate of Company K. Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY C. STROMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4221) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry C. Stroman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
C. Stroman, late of Nong I, One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM RUFUS KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4199) granting an 
increase of pension to William Rufus Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Rufus Kelly, late medical cadet and acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ` 

BUSAN E. ARMITAGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4002) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan E. Armitage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
E. Armita; widow of Isaac Armitage, late of sony, td B, One hun- 
dred and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her A pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
rece g. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS COUGHLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5345) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Coughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Coughlin, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. + d 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
THOMAS TAYLOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5858) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Taylor. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Taylor, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
CAROLINE L. GUILD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5445) granting an 
Increase of pension to Caroline L. Guild. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caro- 
line L. Guild, widow of Phineas K. Guild, late assistant surgeon Fifty- 
second Regiment and surgeon One hundred and twentieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a ion at the rate of $1T 
per month in lieu of that she is now recelying. : 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JOHN W. CARLETON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5512) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Carleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ttery Maine Volunteer t Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. t 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SAMUEL s. LAMSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5514) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel S. Lamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
S. n, late of Company First ttalion Maine Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 2 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. É 
SAMUEL L. D. GOODALE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 801) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel L. D. Goodale. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | read the third time, and passed. 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
L. D. Goodale, late of Company E, Secon ent Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. weve 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY V. SIMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 850) granting an 

increase of pension to Henry V. Sims. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the eee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
V. Sims, late of Company F, Seventh ment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ELIZABETH Y. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1981) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth V. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth V. Reynolds, widow of William Reynolds, late first lieutenant 
2 7 1 I, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a a at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHARD DUNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2009) granting a 
pension to Richard Dunn. . 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rich- 
ard Dunn, late of Company B, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PHILIP L. HITESHEW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2117) granting an 
increase of pension to Philip L. Hiteshew. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip 
L. Hiteshew, late captain Company I, First Regiment Maryland Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM DAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2310) granting an 
increase of pension to William Dar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Dar, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE G. TUTTLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2492) granting an 
increase of pension to George G. Tuttle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to prs on the pension roll, sub- 
ect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
zeorge G. ttle, late of Company C, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED TICHURST. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2493) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred Tichurst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, sub- 


ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alfred Tichurst, late of United States steamer Curlew, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


SAMUEL G. MAGRUDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1208) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel G. Magruder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ne 
is hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, su 
wi to the 9 and limitations of the ponsi aws, the name of 

muel G. Magruder, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer N and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW C. KEMPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2890) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew C. Kemper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 288 roll, su 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Andrew C. Kemper, late captain and assistant adjutant-general, United 


pou Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
n lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES BRYSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5857) granting an 
increase of pension to James Bryson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Bryson, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT N. BUTTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4408) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert N. Button. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subiect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
N. Button, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volanteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THOMPSON MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5129) granting an 
increase of pension to Thompson Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of p — 
son Martin, late of 8 I. Fifty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. RENFRO, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5214) granting an 
increase of pension to William P. Renfro. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the —= laws, the name of William 
P. Renfro, late captain Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


CORA A. BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4393) granting an 
increase of pension to Cora A. Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Cora A. Baker, widow of Robert S. Baker, late captain Company F, 
Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pannan at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN HUBBARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5858) granting an 
increase of pension to John Hubbard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the msion laws, the name of 
Jonn Hubbard, late of 3 G, First ent Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The bil: was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. DUFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 844) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Duff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary L. Duff, widow of pay M. Duf, late assistant surgeon and sur- 
geon Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
fugly read the third'time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2333) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Benjamin F. Hall, late first-class pilot United States steamer Victory, 
2 States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINA APFEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2339) granting an 
increase of pension to Carolina Apfel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carolina 
Apfel, widow of William Apfel, late of Company H, One hundred and 
eighty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT CROWTHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5713) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Crowther. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Crowther, late of First Independent Battery New Hampshire Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY SNIDEMILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4767) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Snidemiller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Snidemiller, late of Company H, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY WILLIAMSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2915) granting a 
pension to Mary Williamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Williamson, widow of James Williamson, late of Company B, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SALLIE M. NUZUM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2945) granting an 
increase of pension to Sallie M. Nuzum. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sallie M. Nuzum, widow of Andrew J. Nuzum, late first lieutenant 
Company B, Seventeenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and gy her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that 


she now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


NICKLES DOCKENDORF. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5742) granting an 
increase of pension to Nickles Dockendorf. 

The bil! was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nickles Dockendorf, late of Company I, Second Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES RIORDAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5743) granting an 
increase of pension to James Riordan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Riordan, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 


Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. AUSTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1830) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah E. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sarah E. Austin, widow of me A. Austin, late of Company K, 
First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer ried art fa and pay her a 
paumon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of t she 1 now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES N. WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2212) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles N. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the PLOTO and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
N. Wood, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. X 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


BESSIE M. DICKINSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2231) granting an 

increase of pension to Bessie M. Dickinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bessie 
M. Dickinson, widow of William G. Dickinson, late second lieutenant 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN BICKFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5715) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Bickford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben- 
amin Bickford, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire 

olunteer 3 and Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’KENNE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5714) granting an 
increase of pension to John McKenne. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McKenne, late of U. S. S. Ohio, Kearsarge, and Tahoma, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH J. CARSON. 


The-next pension business was the bill (S. 2274) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph J. Carson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of h 
J: oA; late first lieutenant Company I and captain Company F, 
Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON PURCELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2574) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson Purcell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Purcell, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh ent Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. f 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
EZRA W. CARTWRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 377) granting an 
increase of pension to Ezra W. Cartwright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ezra W. 
Cartwright, late of Company D, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS P. FARLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 554) granting 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Farley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it*enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension sage the name of Thomas 
P. Farley, late second lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Independent Battery In- 
diana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1996) granting an 
increase of pension to William R. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
R. Williams, late of Companies D and E, Fourth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. MILLETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2096) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Millett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
A it ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
N, authorised and directed to place on the pension roll, * to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Millet, late of Company H, Second Regiment, and Company C, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, 
Secon ent ne Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rute of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

PETER D. MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3624) granting an 
Increase of pension to Peter D. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed 8 on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Peter 


an 
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D. Moore, late of Company E, Second Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


FRAZIE A. CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4273) granting an 
increase of pension to Frazie A. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frazie 
A. Campbell, late of Company C, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. HARVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4382) granting an 
increase of pension to John B. Harvey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 


and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on ,the = 


msion roll, sub- 


lect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
ohn B. Harvey, late of Company E, One hundred and seventy-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. PENN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4383) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary B. Penn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.,.That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary E. Penn, widow of Benjamin H. Penn, late captain Company B, 
Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and ay her a 
pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


EMILY E. CRAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3390) granting a 
pension to Emily E. Cram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 
ect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
mily E. Cram, widow of De Witt C. Cram, late major, Sixth Regiment 
K Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL J. DENISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3522) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel J. Denison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, .etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to‘the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel J. ison, late of Company G, One hundred and first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and 


WILLIAM H. COVERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3755) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Covert. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Covert, late of snc, B, Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 


the third time, and passed. 
ALVIN B. FRANKLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16945) granting i 
an increase of pension to Alvin B. Franklin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pics on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin 
B. nklin, late of Company H. Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


1905. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 


in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 5 

JACOB A. KRYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16594) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob A. Kryer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
A. Kryer, late of Companies E and A, Thirteenth Regiment,- and Com- 

ny A, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 

, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. í 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Companies E and A, Thirteenth.” 

In line 7 strike out the words Regiment, and.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a ed 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

s WILLIAM CANNON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16713) granting 
a pension to William Cannon, 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William Cannon, late of Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania yoana Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PATRICK COTTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16809) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Colter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Patrick Colter, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. x 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Colter” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Cotter.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Patrick Cotter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES MULLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16162) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Muller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles Muller, and pay him a penson at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Muller” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Müller.“ 

In same line, after the word “ Muller,” insert the words “late of 
Company A, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
6 ting an in 

Ame: e e so as to read: “ ‘an an increase of — 
slon to Charles Müller.“ - een 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FREDERICK HARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16260) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Hark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pao on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Hark, late of Company D, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Veteran.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS L. HOWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16165) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis L. Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fran- 
cis L. Howard, late of Company E, Forty-second Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 2 

MARY A. KENDALL. : 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16409) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Kendall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o eed 
A. Kendall, widow of Henry W. Kendall, late surgeon Fiftieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MARTHA C. WATKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 16471) granting 
a pension to Martha C. Watkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the wrens and limitations of the pension la’ the name of Martha 
C. Watkins, widow of John W. Watkins, late of Company H, Sixty- 
third Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia, and pay her pension at the 
rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Missouri Enrolled Militia’ and in- 
e 5 lieu thereof the words “Enrolled Missouri Militia Volunteer 

In line R strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word eight.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ° 

* 


ELMER C. JORDAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16807) granting 
an increase of pension to E. C. Jordan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pines on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. C. 
Jordan, late captain Company E, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “E.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Elmer.” 

In the same line strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 


In same line, before the word “ Seventh,“ strike out the letter“ E 
and insert in lieu thereof the letter “I.” 


os 4 Sa strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
weamend io title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elmer C. Jordan.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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EDWIN A. SHERBURN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 36896) granting 
a pension to E. A. Sherburne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


teer Infantry, and pay him 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


— ie out the letter E.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Edwin.” 

In same line strike out the word “Sherburne” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word“ Sherburn.“ 

In same line, before the word“ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ ca in.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Edwin 
A. Sherburn.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AARON C. PERRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10387) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron C. Perry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 1 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
C. Perry, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 

nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
LOUISE k. LAVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10096) granting 
a pension to Louise E. Lavey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of se 
E. Lavey, widow of Herbert J. Lavey, alias Herbert J. 


. Wideawake, late 
of Companies C and B, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Heavy 


Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as-follows: 

In lines 6 and 3 out the word “ Herbert” and insert in lieu 
inge 5 twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

; AUGUSTUS COLVIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9860) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus Colvin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augus- 
tus Rolvin, late of Company C, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12171) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
adi authorized iy — to puo on the pension pi sabjat 
ons o on la name o 

to toe a Age reg of Company E, Sixty-fitt Regiment illinois Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


HENRY R. K. LOCKMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12007) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry R. K. Lockman, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject 
0 


to the provisions and limitations the pension laws, the name of 
Henry K. Lockman, late of Company D, First Regiment Oregon 
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company K, Second Regiment Oregon Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended. by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “and Company K, Second 
Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER H. socR MAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 11613) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander H. Sockman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of 
Alexander H. Sockman, late of Company B, Third Regiment Colorado 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words second lleutenant.“ 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lleu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16157) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Karies 


W. Martin, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

JOHANNA J. NAUGHTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16443) granting 
an increase of pension to Johanna J. Naughton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to Aeta the amnion Ge — . to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johanna 
Regiment New Jersey, Volonteer, nf, aad tay" bee ed af 8 

egimen ‘a „ ani 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that eke 18 Dow receiving. eee 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JONATHAN STEWART. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5153) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan Stewart, late private of 
Company I, Seventy-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war 
of the rebellion, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ war of the rebellion.” 

In same line, after the word “pension,” insert the words “at the 
rate.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACKSON ADAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14495) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jackson Adams. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
Adams, late ef Company C, Forty. 
1 pa 

that is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


SILAS W. SQUIRES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Silas W. Squires. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


visions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Silas 
One 


the 
W. u late of Com; y A, 
—— Tnt: 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN M. PORTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14489) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Porter. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 

aoe authorized —. directed to ‘piace on the pension roll, sub; to 

the provisions fua Haftasons 27 oe on er, — 2 Sa 

mpany A, -8 + 

ee fa ae ~ pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “captain,” insert the words second 
lieutenant and.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAIAH GARRETSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15411) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaiah Garretson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to Prag on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of ion laws, the name of Isaiah 


Garr mpany G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 
ao ae N Fe — ‘at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


WILLIAM P. DUNNINGTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15520) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Dunnington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

, etc., That the Secre: of the Interior and he is 
ee Boa ne ana directed to aT on the pension ral. subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of William 
P. Dunnington, late of Company A, Second Regiment California Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. CODDINGTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12488) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Coddington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H. dod „ late of Company B, teen t 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EUGENE HEPP. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13640) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eugene Hepp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
isons — Hier fate E — = Bighty second —.— Ul. 
nois Voluntecr Infantry, and pay Sims pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ second.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. H. SIMPKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15328) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. H. Simpkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of 
William H. H gear late of Company G, Forty-third Regiment Mis- 

antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 


In same line and in line 9 strike out the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill gran a pension to William 
H. H. Simpkins.” Hne a pe a 


The amendments were agreed to. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

VINCENT M. CARTWRIGHT. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 606) granting 
an increase of pension to Vincent M. Cartwright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations the pamon laws, the name of 
Vincent M. Cartwright, late of Company C, Sixty-fifth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN ELLIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1445) granting 
an increase of pension to John Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
17 and limitations of 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” dsd 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and 
WILLIAM c. POLLARD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2191) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Pollard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
C. Pollard, late of Company C, Twenty-second Connecticut 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ month in lieu 
of that he is abe receiving. par 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word “ twenty,” insert the word “ four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALBERT FETTERHOFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3427) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Fetterhoff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
Fetterhoff, late of Company A, Forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teen Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lies of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: $ 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FELIX MONAGHAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17093) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Felix Monaghan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to puce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Felix 
Monaghan, late of Company H, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSEPH FULTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5995) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Fulton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Fulton, late of Company E, Seventy-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and Insert in lien thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALFREDA B. COBURN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16666) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfreda B. Coburn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfreda 
B. Coburn, widow of Charles R. Coburn, late of Company D, Thirteenth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Pro- 
vided, however, That in case of the death of the helpless daughter, Lil- 
lian S. Coburn, on whose account the sion of Alfreda B. Coburn is 
increased, the pension of said Alfreda B. Coburn shall continue only at 
the rate of $12 per month from and after the death of said helpless 
daughter. i 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 

In line 9 strike out the word “four.” 

Strike out all 5 lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 and insert in lieu 

ereof the following: 
gie That in the event of the death of Lillian S. Coburn, help- 
less and dependent child of said Charles R. Coburn, the additional pen- 
sion herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, 
That in the event of the death of Alfreda B. Coburn the name of said 
Lillian S. Coburn shall be peon on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the date of death of said Alfreda B. Coburn.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for à third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOSEPH HEPWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8423) granting 
a pension to Joseph Hepworth. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Hepworth, late a privata in Company M, Ninth Indiana Legion Volun- 
teer Infantry, in the late war of the rebellion, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private in“ and insert in lieu. 
thereof the word “ of.” 

In same line, after the word “ Ninth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “in the late war of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ rebellion.” 

In same line strike out the word “ twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SARAH A. PIERCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7760) granting 
a pension to Sarah R. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
R. Pierce, widow of Pierce, late of Company D, Sixty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and chaplain of the Fifty-fifth United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

i In ie 6 strike out the letter“ R“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “A.” 

1 the same line, before the word “ Pierce,” insert the words “ Ed- 
war Sey 

1 In the same line strike out the words “of Company,” and all of 


ne i. 
In line 8 strike out the words “ of the.” 


m same line, after the word Fifty-fifth,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.” 


In line 10, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Pierce.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. RICHARDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8884) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph H. Richardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the paso laws, the name of Joseph 
H. Richardson, late of Company I, Eleventh Massachusetts Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of dollars per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: z 


In line 6, after the word “ Eleventh,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In line 8, before the word “ dollars,’ insert the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL SHAPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5883) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Shafer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Shafer, late of Company D, Tenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Tenth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE MEISNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16619) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Meisner. : 


1905. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
Meisner, late of Company D, Ninety- N Illinois Volunteer 

ntry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Illinois,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, aged Mh nang Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” s 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES T. BEALS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15962) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles T. Beals. : 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ALONZO ACKERMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo Ackerman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the — — laws, the name of 
Alonzo Ackerman, late of Company F, One hundred and fifth Regiment 
Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY C. SNYDER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16444) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Snyder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisce on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of 
Hen . Snyder, late of Company E, Highth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer 1 & and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

NELSON A. FITTS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16140) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nelson A. Fitts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nelson A. Fitts, late of Company B, Ninth ment New York Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. í 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; 
passed. 


and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ORIN P. STOFFER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4552) granting 
an increase of pension to Orin P. Stoffer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub. to 
the 3 and limitations of the on la the name of Orin P. 
Stoffer, late of Battery A, First R nt Ohio Volunteer t Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Battery” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” $ 

In line 8 strike cat the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was aceordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


lieu of 


DAVID A. MILLER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17241) granting 
an increase of pension to David A. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of David 
A. Miller, late of Com D, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Volunteer I try, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now ving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16730) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: ! 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of iel 
Smith, late of Company D, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MICHAEL KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13330) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of hael 
Keliy, alias Patrick Kelly, late of the United States Navy, and pay him 
a penoas at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
cefvirg. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Kelly,” insert the words “late of the 
U. S. S. Tacony, United States Navy. 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the words late of the United 
States Navy.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. WINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R.,15324) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph W. Winger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
W. ger, late of Company D, Second Pennsylvania Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and Insert in lieu the word “ captain.” 

— 7, after the word “Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Vol- 
unteer.” 5 8 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SARAH F. MATHISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16387) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah F. Mathison. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
F. Mathison, widow of Samuel H. Mathison, late of the United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the words late of the,” insert the words U. S. S. 
Ohio and Mohican.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
worl “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN SUTHERLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5601) granting 
an increase of pension to John Sutherland. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in this bill is 
dead, and I move that the bill do lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


: EMMA S. HARNEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 266) granting a 
pension to Emma S. Harney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
S. Harney, widow of Thomas F. Harney, late of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 

r month additional on account of the minor child of said Thomas F. 
Farnar until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

:Thè bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES D. STEWART. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1207) granting an 
increase of pension to James D. Stewart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. Stewart, late of eas aged B, First Regiment Mississippi Rifles, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

SALLIE J. CALKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2850) granting an 
increase of pension to Sallie J. Calkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to lace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie 
J. Calkins, widow of Ebenezer D. Calkins, late of Capt. John Meacham's 
company, New York Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID WHITNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3453) granting an 
increase of pension to David Whitney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of David 
Whitney, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Autan. 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARY CORNELIA HAYS ROSS. — 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3935) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Cornelia Hays Ross. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to lace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Cornelia Hays Ross, widow of Henry chuyler Ross, late first assistant 
engineer and captain, United States Navy, retired, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


GALENA JOUETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4169) granting a 
pension to Galena Jouett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Galena 
Jouett, widow of James E. Jouett, late rear-admiral, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty and insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. WEEMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5472) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary J. Weems. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 
Weems, widow of William M. Weems, late of Company G, District of 
Columbia and Maryland Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE L. SANDERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5496) granting an 
increase of pension to Jesse L. Sanders. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Jesse L. 
Sanders, late of Captain Sutton’s company, Bell’s regiment, Texas 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALAFAIR CHASTAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5572) granting an 
increase of pension to Alafair Chastain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alafair Chastain, widow of James M. Chastain, late of Captain Wil- 
liams’s company, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, and second lieutenant 
Captain Redding's company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida In- 
dian war, and pay her a popes at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


COLON THOMAS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5574) granting an 
increase of pension to Colon Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Colon Thomas, late of Captain Hart's independent company Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. , 


DANIEL B. BUSH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5661) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel B. Bush. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Daniel B. Bush, late of Company A, First Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and colonel Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNE JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5746) granting an 
increase of pension to Anne Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anne 
Jones, widow of William H. Jones, late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pensicn 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE B. WEBER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5758) granting an 
increase of pension to Sallie B. Weber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie 
B. Weber, widow of Charles G. Weber, late first lieutenant Company A, 
Santa Fe Battalion, Mounted Vounteers, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pesn at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

EVA A. KINGSBURY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 666) granting 
an increase of pension to Eva M. Kingsbury. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eva M. 

bury, widow of Capt. Fredrick W. Kingsbury, Troop I, Second 
Regiment United States arany, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change “ Captain Fredrick" to “ Frederick.” 4 

In line 7 strike out “ Troop I” and insert S late captain. 2 

In line 8 strike out fifty” and insert thirty. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH NEILAN. | 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4194) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Neilan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 3 

d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
r eA ead directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Neilan, widow of Michael H. Neilan, late of Company H, Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 3 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer.” s 

In line 8 strike out “ fifteen ” and insert “ twelve. 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert “and $2 per month addi- 
tional on account of each of the minor children of said Michael H. 
Neilan until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES J. BOYD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7014) granting 
an increase of pension to J. J. Boyd. 

The bill was read, as follows: anise 

d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
RLA ee and directed to place on the pension roll, ges Ie to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of J. J. 
Boyd. a Mexican war se ee pay a pension at the rate of $30 


pet month in lieu of that which he now receives under certificate No. 
285. s 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 5 ANEA TEP E 
ike out all in the bill after “the name of” in lines 5 an an 
85 in lieu thereof: “James J. Boyd, late of Captain Ferguson’s 
company, Colonel Hays’s regiment, Texas Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to James J. Boyd.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW LONG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9405) granting 
a pension to Andrew Long. . 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Long, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out Volunteer“ and insert United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. A 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS P. DUNN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9906) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Dunn, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
P. Dunn, late of Company L, First Regiment Montana Volunteer In- 
fantry, Spanish-American war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, strike out the words “Spanish-American,” and after the 
word “ war” insert the words “ with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GREEN W. HODGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10027) granting 
an increase of pension to Green W. Hodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the eee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Green W. Hodge, late of Company C, Third W United States 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. : 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HONORA SULLIVAN. : 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18382) grant- 
ing a pension to Honora Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Honora 
Sull van, 8 of gen aes Aa of the 8 Sige Naty ana 
pay her a sion at the rate o month an r month for 
each miboe child of said sailor, a ps i 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of the” and insert “ second-class fireman.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the words per month,” in line 8, 
and insert in lieu thereof “ additional on account of each of the minor 
children of said John Sullivan until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT R. STRAUB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13377) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert R. Straub. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Albert R. Straub, late of Company D, First Regiment Washington 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per mon 
in lieu of that he is — 5 F n 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after Infantry,“ insert war with Spain.” 

In line 8 strike out “forty and insert “ thirty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOEL J. ADDISON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18546) granting 
an increase of pension to Joel J. Addison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
of Joel J. Addison, late a private in Capt. Leroy G. Lesley’s company, 
Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provislors 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 
In line 6 strike out the words a private.” 
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In lines 6 and 7 strike out “in Captain Leroy G. Lesley's and in- 
sert “ of Captain Lesley's.“ 

In line 7, after Florida,” insert“ Mounted.” 

In line 9 strike out twenty and insert sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEWIS J. PARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13547) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis J. Parr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub- 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension p ie on name of 

wis J. Parr, late of Company H, First arepa Volun Infantry, 
Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “ First” Insert “ Regiment.” 
In line strike out “Mexican” and after “war” insert “ with 


In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. STOVALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14444) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Stovall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi and he i 
rules Be eee and directed to place an the pension cae sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Stovall, late of Company C, Second Regiment Miss 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
per month in lieu of that he is 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert twenty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
CALVIN C. GRIFFITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15197) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin C. Griffith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
Manet, saturations and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
Ç — —— 8 8 oe N tae seme 
“Volunteer In: 
or 525 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

„ after “late of,” insert “Captain Hudspeth’s.” 

In ry — — line strike out “ Colonel, 7 and in line 7, after “ war,” 
insert “ with Mexico,” and in the same line strike out “ Mexican.” 

In line 8 strike out twenty-five” and insert twenty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
FRANCIS M. PREWETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15308) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Prewett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of 
M, Brewet late —— sepals ent Texas 
pay 
that M is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


line 7 strike out Rifles” and insert Volunteer Riflemen.“ 
ja line 8 strike out “twenty-five” and Insert twenty.” 


| The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA F. FIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15802) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha F. Field. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 


“hereby, authorized and directed to place on th 


ce on the pension roll, subject to 


F. Field, widow of Benjamin S. Field, late of Company C. First Regi- 


ment Kentucky Volunteer 3 Mexican war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words Volunteer Infantry“ and insert the 
words “ Mounted Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ Mexican,” and in the same line, after 
the word “war,” insert the words “with Mexico.” Also in 8 
strike out the word “twenty” and insert the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ALICE W. T. GROESBECK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16109) granting 
a pension to Alice T. Groesbeck. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice T. 
Groesbeck, widow of Stephen W. Groesbeck, late ier-general, 
nmol any Army (retired), and pay her a pension at rate of $30 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 insert the initial “ W.“ after “Alice” in the claimant's 
christian name. 
In line 7 strike out “ retired.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a 
pension to Alice W. T. Groesbeck.” 


SARAH D. TARVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16171) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah D. Tarver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlo 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ari sabjert 3 
the provisions and limitations of the laws, the name of Sarah 
D. 7 of Edmond Tarver, late of Captain Curtis's 
company, Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 change “ Edmond” 5 "sf 
strike out “ deceased.” oi to “ Edmund,” and in the same line 


line 7, after company,“ insert Ralford's battalion,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGIA A. WARREN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16172) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Georgia A. Warren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Į 
hereby, authorized and directed to et rs red slag 2 ba ore — 
the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rgia 
A. Warren, widow of Reuben L. War deceased, late of Captain 
Smith's company, Third ment Texas Mounted Volun and pay 
pres a maa at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 

eiv 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ deceased.” 

Prete i 8, after the word “ Volunteers,” insert the words “ war with 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 7 

‘ MORRIS DEL DOWANE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16311) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Morris Del Dowane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
e pension roll, subject to 
the protio and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Morris 
Del p 5 — of Coupan A, ose na ent 7 York Volun- | 
teer ntry, Mexican war, pension at the ra 

month fm lice of that be is'now receiving. vast ata ae 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
as follows: 


{ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Mexican,” and in the same line, after 
the word “ war,” insert the words “ with Mexico.” 

In line 8 out the word “ thirty” and insert In lieu thereof the 

words “of twenty.” i 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CAROLINE VIFQUAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16578) grant- 
ing an increast of pension to Caroline Vifquain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline 
Vifguain, widow of Victor Vifquain, late colonel Ninety-seventh ngs 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and colonel Third Regiment Ne- 
braska Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: $ 
In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “colonel Ninety-seventh Regi- 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and. 
In line 9 strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert the word forty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC VANATTA. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16579) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Vanatta. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to egy on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Vanatta, late of Duncan's independent company, Ohio Mounted Volun- 
teers, in the Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “in the Mexican;” and 


in the same 
line, after the word “ war,” insert the words “ with Mexico.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ forty.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMILE H. BRIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16668) granting 
an increase of pensioh to Emile H. Brie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to We on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emile 
H. Brie, late of Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Mexico, secretary to Gen. Benjamin F. Butler during civil war, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of 7 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, and also arrears of pension amounting to the sum of 


$3,825. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after “ Brie,” insert “ alias Amede Brea.” 

And in the same line, after late of,” insert“ Compan B: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “secretary to Gen. Benjamin F. Butler 
during civil war.” 

In line 9 strike out “ seventy-five’ and insert “ twenty.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “and also arrears of pension amount- 
ing to the sum of $3,825.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emile H. Brie, alias Amede Brea.” 


FRONA J. WOOTEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16748) granting 
a pension to Frona J. Wooten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

ected, etc., That the Seere of the Interior and he is 

Meccan. authorized ana directed to wid on the pension roll? subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frona 
J. Wooten, widow of Charles N. Wooten, late of company H, United 
States Signal Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after “ Company H.“ insert “Signal Corps; and In the 
same line, after “ Unit 


States,” strike out “Signal Corps” and in- 
sert “Army.” 


At the end of the bill add the words “and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the minor children of said Charles N. Wooten 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LYDIA P. KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16842) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lydia P. Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations ot the pension laws, the name of 
Lydia P. Kelly, widow of William Kelly, late of Company B, Third 
Regiment Kentuc Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four" and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agrced to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUIS SHERARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16904) grant- 
ing a pension to Louis Sherard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
sLouls Sherard, late lieutenant, Company H. Third Regiment Alabama 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a penslon at the 
rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 insert, after the word “late,” the word “ first.” ‘ 

Change, in the same line, Company B. to Company G.“ i 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

z JOHN RYAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16953) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Ryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Ryan, late of Com C, Battalion New Jersey Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 3 

GEORGE W. JENNINGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17139) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Jennings. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to placo on the — 701. ane ne Fad 
the 7 9 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. 1 hed Kirk ste company, 12 7 Tennessee Regi- 
ment, war exico, and pa; m a pension at the 
month in lieu of that he is e n 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “ late of,” insert “ Captain.” 

And in the same line, after Company,” insert “ C.” 

In line 7 strike out “Tennessee,” and after “Regiment” insert 
Nace Volunteers, and Company C, Fourth Regiment Tennessee 

olunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out forty” and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS DUKES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17162) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Dukes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Dukes, late landsman, United States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a 3 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after “landsman,” insert United States ship Savannah.“ 
Tue amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY A. SEELE, 

The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 16132) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Seele. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. Bg ich of ‘the Interior be, and he is 
thereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ny a to 
‘the provisions and limitations of the pension 5 5 — name of = 


th Regiment 
York Volunteer prey vty rate of $20 — 
month in lieu of that she is = receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word. twelve.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Seele, widow of Charles * late of pogrom bn Ei 


FRANCIS D. LEWIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14695) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis D. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
2 authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


, Twenty: Regimen 
— 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of 912 per month in 
lieu ot that he ing. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION. 


On motion of Mr. Suttoway, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the several bills were this day passed was laid on the 
table. 
JOHN H. SKINNER. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to return to Calendar No. 
182 (S. 2433), to amend the military record of John H. Skinner. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state to the 
gentleman that the bill presented does not come under the rule 
for consideration on this day, and therefore can not be consid- 
ered under this rule. 
` EUGENE H. ELY. 


Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take up the bill (H. R. 
5052) granting an honorable discharge to Eugene H. Ely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
` Be it enacted, etc., That the 1 of War be, —_ —5 Is hereby, 

t the record of t 

authorized and ‘rected to ene H. Ely, late 55 lieutenant o 1 
G, Third Guards That no 4 
bounty, or = er emoluments shall become He or 8 by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule on this subject is as 
follows: 


The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock, take a recess until 


8 o'clock— 
Which has been modified in that respect— 
te ston bills, ‘bills for the removal of political 
See and G le — — of desertion only shall pe con- 
8 

This bill provides for the granting of an honorable discharge 

to Ely. The report shows that on the recommendation of his 
officer, approved by the general commanding the 

district of the frontier, Lieutenant Ely 

is hereby mustered out of the service, as of the 10th day of May, 1864, 

for absence without leave or proper authority. 

While this is not technically to relieve this soldier from the 
charge of desertion, it seems to the Chair, in construing this 
rule, that it is equivalent to that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report on 
this case read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio .asks 
for the reading of the report. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent has not 
been granted as yet. 

The SPRAKDR. It seems to the Chair on the face of the bill 
that it comes within the rule. 

Mr. HULL. Is it a court-martial? 


The SPEAKER. Apparently it is a dismissal for absence 
without leave. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Absence without leave by an officer is 
equivalent to desertion by an enlisted man. 

The SPEAKER. If that be true, it seems to the Chair that 
this bill would come within the spirit of the rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want the report read, Mr. Speaker. I 
want to know the merits of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There are ten finely printed pages of the 
report. Perhaps the gentleman from Iowa can state the facts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘That will be satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. Or the gentleman from Iowa can read such 
portions of the report as will inform the gentleman what he de- 
sires to know. The Chair states that by way of suggestion. 

Mr. WADE.: Mr. Speaker, this party by the name of Ely was 
a first lieutenant in Company I of the Third Indian Regiment. 
The colonel of the regiment was William A. Phillips, of Salina, 
Kans. The whole matter is apparently a misunderstanding, or 
a mistake, in regard to orders. Under an order from his captain 
he was given leave to go to Fort Leavenworth, and upon return 
from there he was sent to Fort Gibson. I will read the state- 
ment from the report: 


MA arrivin Pullis at — Oaea your petitioner found that this brother, 
ee without authority from Co 
pany tt to Gone a. 


colonel commandin, the teen re 3 who was a rege lawyer and abun- 
fate len to ha: 55 and b 
ce your petitioner an 
Third Indian 


Com G, Hone Gn G On discovering this condition 
of affairs your petitioner returned to Fort Leavenworth to lay the mat- 
ter before General but before rea Fort Leavenworth the 
Government at W. n nged the Dep: t of Kansas so that 


Curtis yo 
for him to make application to 
tment of Arkansas, at Little 
Ark., and en orders 3 your itioner to return to Fort 3 On 
arriving at Fort Gibson your petitioner found that he had been reported 
absent 2 —— and was immediately placed under 5 and in 
a short time orders were received from General Steele, at L. p Bork, 

Ark., dismissing your 7 — from the service of the United Sta 

Now, the facts as they developed and which are ees by 
the orders set forth in this report are that this man was under 
orders at all times; and that this was a misunderstanding in 
regard to the orders that he had received and which had not 
been properly reported, or something of that kind. The report 
is very voluminous, and there is no question at all under this 
report but that the man was under orders all the time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
this is the first time he has attempted to get reinstated? 

Mr. WADE. Oh, no; he has been at it for years. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How often has he been rejected? 

Mr. WADE. It has been reported favorably by the commit- 
tee two or three times. I-know it was reported upon at the last 
Congress before I came here. This party is an old man—almost 
in his seventieth year. He has three sons in the Regular Army 
of the United States, and the only purpose he has in view is to 
try to get his record straightened out for the sake of these boys. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WADE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


‘REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS. 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize 
the registration of trade-marks used in commerce with foreign 
nations or among the seyeral States or with Indian tribes, and 
to protect the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a bill, of which the Clerk 
will read the title. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16560) to authorize the registration of trade-marks 


used ‘in commerce with foreign nations or among the several States or 
with Indian tribes, and to protect the same. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before giving consent, Mr, 
Speaker, I would like to hear some explanation from the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which has been 

by the Committee on Patents, revising the trade-mark 
laws of the United States. The present trade-mark law does 
not cover the registration of trade-marks used in interstate 
commerce; it only applies to trade-marks used in foreign com- 


Steele, commandiig the Be 


‘merce and in commerce with the Indian tribes. For a number 


of years the merchants and manufacturers of the country haye 
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been appealing to Congress for a change—not only in the re- 
spect I have mentioned, but as to the matter of procedure for 
the registration of trade-marks. It is a very important measure 
and has received the most careful consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Patents. Our committee, at the last session, was 
waited on by delegations from the American Bar Association, 
from the Patent Law Association, from the American Adver- 
tisers’ Association, and the American Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, and full hearitigs were had before the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does it simply extend the 
rules now existing as to the registry of trade-marks used in 
foreign commerce to interstate commerce? 

Mr. BONYNGE. No; it goes much further than that. It 
changes the method of procedure for the registration of trade- 
marks. There has been, under the present law, no way by 
which an appeal could be taken from the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Patents upon the question whether a mark was 
entitled to be registered or not or upon any other question. 
This bill provides for such an appeal to the Court of Appeals of 
the District of Columbia, the same as in patent cases, and the 
procedure for the registration of trade-marks is modeled after 
the procedure for the obtaining of a patent. It provides fees 
for all of the proceedings. It changes the life of a certificate of 
registration of a trade-mark from thirty years to twenty years, 
to agree with the term fixed by the International Union, and in 
many other respects amends the present law as to make it con- 
form to treaty stipulations that the United States Government 
has entered into from time to time with different foreign 
nations. It prescribes remedies both at law and in equity for 
the infringement of registered trade-marks. It provides specif- 
ically the character of a trade-mark that can be registered 
under the law, and in many other respects changes and modifies 
existing law in reference to trade-marks. It has in its favor 
the unanimous report of the Committee on Patents. We had 
elaborate hearings before that committee on the bill, and all 
interests that appeared before the committee have united in 
favor of the bill that has been reported by the committee. If 
there are any other gentlemen who desire to ask any questions 
respecting the bill, I shall be very glad, as far as I am able, to 
answer them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Cerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the owner of a trade-mark used in commerce 
2 ta onen nations, or among the K swith or with Indian 
— a ald sta such owner shall 

e 


owing reg 

= a P, Signed D 5 it 
Commissioner o ates 8 by the applicant, specifyin 
domicile, location, and citizenship; the class of merchan 
paremas description of goods comprised in snch class to which the 

de-mark is appropriated; a description of the trade-mark itself, and 
a statement of the mode in which the same is applied and affixed to 
goods, = the length of time during which the trade-mark has been 
used. With this statement shall be a drawing of the trade-mark, 
9 — 2 — by the applicant, or his attorney, and such number of 

the trade-mark, as ac used, as may be required by 
sioner of Patents. Secon y paying into the T: 
States the sum of $10, . complying with 
of this act and such regulations as may be 2 5 
sloner of Patents 

Sec. 2. That the ap 


applying, to or association in whose e makes the — —— to 
be the owner of the trade-mark sought to be and that no 
other person, firm, corporation, or 1 to 


e best of the hg 
eant's knowledge and ef, has the right to such use, either in 
identical form or in such near resemblance thereto as — be calcu- 
lated to deceive; that such trade-mark is used in commerce among the 
several States, or with foreign —— or with Indian tribes, and that 
the description and facsimile presen truly represent the trade-mark 
sought to tered. If the applicant — or is located in a for- 
SEE Seasoned Nas bane CUIND bor toe LUANE te 
set fo a e trađe-mark has n e y plicant, or 
tion thereof has been Ziel by him in 


or the application therefor, as 
În sueh such cases it shall 


thorized by” law to administer oaths, or, when the copien resides in 

a foreign country, before any minister, chargé d' res, consul, or 

8 e before 1 notary public, judge, Government of” the 
nit or ore n no ubie, ike 

an official seal. and N oem f 

country in Which “ine ap 5 5 be Whose 8 

by a certificate of a diplomatic or consular —.— of 
Soc. 3. That every were for n of a trade-mark, or for 

kenewal of registration of a trade-mark, — is not domiciled within 


the United States, shall, before the Issuance of the certificate of regis- 

tration, as hereinafter provided for, designate, by a notice in writing, 

filed in the Patent Office, some person Nampa rs within the United States 
roceedings affecting 


on whom process or notice of the right of owner- 
ship of the trade-mark of which such a 2 may claim to be the 
owner, bi t under the il ance of this act or under other laws of 
the United au may be served, with the same force and effect as if 
served e applicant or r ant in person. For the purpose of 
this act it ‘Shall be deemed sufficient to serve such notice upon such ap- 
plicant, t, = re 1 se leaving a copy of such Poo 
or notice addressed t at t address of which the Commis- 


sioner of Patents has ‘been — 


registration of a trade-mark filed in 
this country by any 


fore coun whi oe convention, or law, affords similar 
priv to citizens of the United States an application for E oo 
tion of the same trade-mark shall be acco the same force 


as would be accorded to the same application if filed in this Pon Po on 
the date on which 3 oy for 3 ef the same trade-mark 
was first filed _— suc 

is filed in this e 


may be 
fused registration as a trade-mark on account of the nature of such 
mark unless such 
fe } Consists. of or comprises immoral or scandalous matter; 
Consists her or comprises the flag or coat of arms or other in- 
signia of the United States, or any simulation thereof, or of any State 
or or municipality, or of ane foreign nation: Provided That trade-marks 
22 tical with a registered or known trade-mark owned and 
— Oy — — — appropriated to merchandise of the same de- 
script ve oon os or which so nearly resemble a ered or known 
mark owned and in use by another, and appro ted to merchan- 
dise of the same 8 — gz rties, as to likely to cause con- 
fusion or mistake in the the publie, or to deceive eee 
— 1 toate ed: „ That no mark which consists merely 
in the name of an individual, firm, corporation, or association, not 
written, printed, impressed, or woven in some particular or distinctive 
manner or in — — with a portrait of the individual, or merel 
in words or devices which are descriptive of the goods with whic 
they are used, or of the character or quality of such goods, or merely a 
6 name or shall be stered under the terms of 
be registered as a trademérk, except by the consent of such individu 
asa mark, except by consen’ es su 
— by an instrument in writing: And provided further, That 


nothing herein shall prevent the registration a any trade-mar 
by the applicant or his predecessors, or by those from whom title to the 
trade-mark is derived, in ecommerce with foreign nations or among the 


several States, or with Indian tribes, which was in actual and lawful use 
as a trade-mark of the applicant or his predecessors from whom he 
derived title for ten years prior to the passage of this act. 
Sec. 6. That on the g of an application for re; 
trade-mark which complies with the requirements of th 
payment of ———— fees — rovided = the Commissioner of Patents 
shall cause an examina ereof to be made; and if on such exami- 
nation it shall sues: that the applicant is entitled to have his trade- 
mark tered un the pro ms of this act, the Commissioner 
shall cause the aed to be published at least once in the Official Ga- 
zette — 7 — Patent we person who believes he would be dam- 
aged by th tion of a — oppose the same by filing 
notice of apnea osition, oars the pa erefor, in the Patent Office 
within thirty days after the publication of the mark rit to be reg- 
istered, which said notice of opposition shall be verified the person 
filing the same before one of the officers mentioned in Len 2 of 
this act. If no notice of o pegs is filed within said time the Com- 
missioner shall issue a certificate of registration therefor, as hereinafte: 


tration of a 
act, and the 


r 
provided for. If on “he appliean = = plication is peticeed, the Com- 
missioner shall no ving him his reasons therefor. 

Sec. 7. That in i raged opposition has been filed the 


Commissioner of Patents shall notify the applicant thereof and the 
grounds therefor. 

Whenever application is made for the registration of a trade-mark 
which is substantially identical with a trade-mark n to 
— of the same — tr perties, for which a ce: of regis- 

tion has been previ y forced to another, or for registration — 
Which another has ——.9 made application, or which so near! 
sembles such trade-mark, or a known trade-mark owned and paas 
another, as, in the opinion of the Commissioner, to be likely to be mis- 
taken therefor — the a, he may declare that an interference exists 
as to such trade- and in every case of interference or opposition 
to registration he s. direct the examiner in charge of interferences to 


determine the question — the Panto of registration to such trade-mark, 
and of the sufficiency of af oe tion, in such manner and 
upon such notice to those 3 as the Commissioner may by rules 


The Commissioner 
tion 


n first to 
e same, re is taken, as 8 provided for, from 
his decision, by a interested in th the proceeding, within such time 


838 examiner in charge of 
terferences, as the case 


the . — 
may be, — the Commissioner in person, having once paid the fee for 


Sync. 9.1 That it an applicant for registration of a trade-mark, or a 
party to an interference as to a trade-mark, or a party who has filed 
tion to the ion of a trade-mark, or par 

— —.—. * —— cancellation of the registration of a 
th the decision of the Commissioner of Patents, he may 
Saat? to “the court of appeals -z the District of Columbia, on comply- 
ing with the conditions required in case of an appeal from the decision 
of the Commissioner by an applicant for patent, or a party to an inter- 


ference as to an invention, and the same rules of practice and pro- 
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cedure shall govern in every stage of such proceedings, as far as the 
same may be apprann: 8 

Sec. 10. That every registered trade-mark, and every mark for the 
registration of which application has been made, together with the 
igen for registration of the same, shall be assignable in connec- 
tion with the good will of the business in which the mark is used. 
Such assignment must be by an instrument in writing and duly ac- 
knowledged according to the laws of the coun or State in which 
the same is executed; any such assignment shall be void as against 
any su nent purchaser for a valuable consideration, without notice, 

ess it recorded in the Patent Office within three months from 
daro, thereof. The Commissioner shall keep a record of such assign- 
ments. 

Sec. 11. That certificates of registration of trade-marks shall be is- 
sued in the name of the United States of America, under the seal of the 
Patent Office, and shall be signed by the Commissioner of Patents, and 
a record thereof, together with printed copies of the drawing and state- 
ment of the applicant, shall be kept in books for that purpose. The cer- 
tificate shall state the date on which the application for registration 
was received in the Patent Office. Certificates of registration of trade- 
marks may be issued to the 8 ET of the applicant, but the assignment 
must first be entered of record in the Patent Office. 

Written or printed copies of any records, books, papers, or drawings 
relating to trade-marks belonging to the Patent Office, and of certificates 
of registration, authenticated by the seal of the Patent Office and certi- 
fied by the Commissioner thereof, shall be evidence in all cases wherein 
the originals could be evidence; and any person making application 
ee and paying the fee required by law shall have certified copies 

ereof, 

Src. 12. That a certificate of registration shall remain in force for 
ay years, except that in the case of trade-marks 8 regis- 
tered in a foreign country such certificates shall cease be in force on 
the day on which the trade-mark ceases to be protected in such foreign 
country, and shall in no case remain in force more than twenty years, 
unless renewed. Certificates of registration may be, from time to time, 
renewed for like periods on payment of the renewal fees required by 
this act, upon request by the registrant, his legal representatives, or 
transferees of record in the Patent Office, and such request may be 
made at any time not more than six months prior to the expiration of 
the period for which the certificates of registration were issued or re- 
newed. Certificates of registration in force at the date at which this 
act takes effect shall remain in force for the period for which they were 
issued, but shall be renewable on the same conditions and for the same 
periods as certificates issued under the provisions of this act, and when 
so renewed shall have the same force and effect as certificates issued 
under this act. 

Sec. 18. That whenever any person shall deem himself injured by 
the registration of a trade-mark in the Patent Office he may at any 
time a a ag the Commissioner of Patents to cancel the registration 
thereof. e Commissioner shall refer such application to the ex- 
aminer in charge of interferences, who is empowered to hear and deter- 
mine this question and who shall 985 7 notice thereof to the registrant. 
If it spaces after a hearing bef the examiner that the pins print 
was not entitled to the use of the mark at the date of his application 
for registration thereof, or that the mark is not used by the regis- 
trant, or has been abandoned, and the examiner shall so decide, the 
Commissioner shall cancel the registration. Appeal may be taken to 
— Commissioner in person from the decision of examiner of inter- 
‘erences, 

Sec. 14. That the following shall be the rates for trade-mark fees: 

On ae each original sponsae for registration of a trade-mark, 
$10: Provided, That an application for registration of a trade-mark 
pending at the date of the passage of this act, and on which certifi- 
cate of registration shall not have issued at such date, may, at the 
option of the applicant, be proceeded with and registered under the 
provisions of this act without the payment of further fee. 

On fing each application for renewal of the registration of a trade- 
mark, $5. 

On filing notice of opposition to the registration of a trade-mark, $10. 

On an appeal from the examiner in charge of trade-marks to the 
Commissioner of Patents, $15. 

On an appeal from the decision of the examiner in charge of inter- 
ferences, awarding ownership of a trade-mark or canceling the regis- 
tration of a trade-mark, to the Commissioner of Patents, $15. 

For certified and uncertified copies of certificates of registration and 
other papers, and for recording transfers and other papers, the same 
fees as required by law for such copies of patents and for recording as- 
signments and other papers relating to patents. 

Sec. 15. That sections 4935 and 4936 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the payment of patent fees and to the repayment of fees paid 
by mistake, are hereby made applicable to trade-mark fees. 

Sec. 16. That the registration of a trade-mark under the provisions 
of this act shall be prima facie evidence of ownership. Any person who 
shall, without the consent of the owner thereof, reproduce, counterfeit, 
copy, or colorably imitate any such trade-mark and affix the same to 
merchandise of substantially the same descriptive properties as those 
set forth in the registration, or to labels, signs, pee packages, wrap- 
pers, or receptacles intended to be used upon or in connection with the 
sale of merchandise of substantially the same descriptive properties as 
those set forth in such registration, and shall use, or shall have used, 
such reproduction, counterfeit, copy, or colorable imitation in commerce 
among the several States, or with a foreign nation, or with the Indian 
tribes, shall be liable to an action for damages therefor at the suit of 
the owner thereof; and whenever in any such action a verdict is ren- 
dered for the plaintiff, the court may enter plement therein for any 
sum above the amount found by the verdict as the actual damages, 
according to the circumstances of the case, not exceeding three times the 
amount of such verdict, together with the costs. 

Sec. 17. That the circuit and Territorial courts of the United States 
and the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall have original 

urisdiction, and the circuit courts of appeal of the United States and 

jor court of appeals of the District of Columbia shall have appellate 
jurisdiction of all suits at law or in equity respecting trade-marks regis- 
tered in accordance with the provisions of this act, arising under the 
present act, without regard to the amount in pigs 

Sec. 18. That writs of certiorari may be granted by the Supreme 
Court of the United States for the review of cases arising under this 
act in the same manner as provided for patent cases by the act creating 
the circuit court of appeals. 

Sec. 19. That the several courts vested with jurisdiction of cases 
arising under the present act shall have power to grant injunctions, 
according to the course, and principles of equity, to prevent the viola- 
tion of any right of the owner of a trade-mark re; red under this 


act, on such terms as the court may deem reasonable; and upon a 
decree being rendered in any such case for wrongful use of a trade- 
mark the complainant shall be entitled to recover, in addition to the 
profits to be accounted for by the defendant, the damages the complain- 
ant has sustained thereby, and the court shall assess the same or 
cause the same to be assested under its direction. The court shall 
have the same power to increase such damages, in its discretion, as is 
* by section 16 of this act for increasing dama; found by verdict 

actions at law; and in assessing profits the plaintiff shall be re- 
quired to prove defendant's sales only; defendant must prove all 
elements of cost which are claimed. 

Sec. 20. That in any case involving the Fint to a trade-mark regis- 
tered in accordance with the provisions of this act, in which the ver- 
dict has been found for the plaintif, or an injunction issued, the court 
may order that all labels, signs, prints, packages, wrappers, or recep- 
tacles in the possession of the defendant, ring the trade-mark of the 
plaintiff or complainant, or any reproduction, counterfeit, copy, or 
colorable imitation thereof, shall be delivered up and destroyed. Any 
injunction that may be granted upon hearing, after notice to the de- 
fendant, to prevent the violation of any right of the owner of a trade- 
mark registered in accordance with the provisions of this act, by an 
circuit court of the United States, or by a judge thereof, may be serv 
on the paya against whom sach injunction may be granted anywhere 
in the United States where they may be found, and shall be operative, 
and may be enforced by proceedings to punish for contempt, or other- 
wise, by the court by which such injunction was granted, or by any 
other circuit court, or judge thereof, in the United States, or by the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, or a judge thereof. The 
said courts, or judges thereof, shall have jurisdiction to enforce said 
injunction, as herein provided, as fully as if the injunction had been 
granted by the circuit court in which it is sought to be enforced. The 
clerk of the court or judge nting the injunction shall, when re- 

uired to do so by the court before which application to enforce said 
njunction is made, transfer without delay to said court a certified copy 
of all the popes on which the said injunction was granted that are on 
file in his office. 

Sec. 21. That no action or suit shall be maintained under the pro- 
visions of this act in any case when the trade-mark is used in unlawful 
business, or fe te ony article injurious in itself, or which mark has 
been used with the design of deceiving the public in the purchase of 
merchandise, or has been abandoned, or upon any certificate of registra- 
tion fraudulently obtained. 

Sec. 22. That whenever there are interfering registered trade-marks, 
any Ke interested in any one of them may have relief against the 
interfering registrant, and all persons interested under him, by suit in 
equity against the said registrant; and the court, on notice to adverse 
parties and other due 1 had according to the course of 

uity, may adjudge and declare either of the registrations void in 
whole or in part according to the interest of the parties in the trade- 
mark, and may order the certificate of registration to be delivered up 
to the Commissioner of Patents for cancellation. 

Sec. 23. That nothing in this act shall prevent, lessen, impeach, or 
avoid any remedy at law or in equity which any party aggrieved by 
any wrongful use of any trade-mark might have had if the provisions 
of this act had not peen p 5 

Sec. 24. That all applications for registration pending in the office 
of the Commissioner of Patents at the time of the passage of this act 
may be amended with a view to bringing them, and. the certificate is- 
sued upon such applications, under its provisions, and the prosecution 
oe paea applications may be proceeded with under the provisions of 

s act. 

Sec. 25. That any person who shall . registration of a trade- 
mark, or entry thereof, in the office of the Commissioner of Patents 
by a false or udulent declaration or representation, oral or in writ- 
ing, or by any false means, shall be liable to pay any damages sus- 
tained in consequence thereof to the injured party, to be recovered 
by an action on the case. 

Sec. 26. That the Commissioner of Patents is authorized to make 
rules and regulations, not inconsistent with law, for the conduct of 
oe 5 reference to the registratlon of trade-marks provided 
‘or by this act. 

Src. 27. That no article of imported merchandise which shall copy 
or simulate the name of any domestic manufacture, or manufacturer or 
trader, or of any manufacturer or trader located in any foreign countr’ 
which, * treaty, convention, or law affords similar privil to citi- 
zens of the United States, or which shall copy or simulate a trade-mark 
registered in accordance with the provisions of this act, or shall bear 
a namé or mark calculated to induce the public to believe that the arti- 
cle is manufactured in the United States, or that it is manufactured in 
any forel, country or locality other than the country or locality in 
which it is in fact manufactured, shall be admitted to entry at any cus- 
tom-house of the United States; and in order to aid the officers of the 
customs in enforcing this prohibition any domestic manufacturer or 
trader, and any fore manufacturer or trader, who is entitled under 
the provisjons of a treaty, convention, declaration, or agreement be- 
tween the United States and any foreign country to the advantages 
afforded by law to citizens of the United States in respect to trade- 
marks and commercial names, may require his name and residence, and 
the name of the locality in which his goods are manufactured, and a 
copy of the certificate of registration of his trade-mark, issued in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act, to be recorded in books which 
shall be kept for this purpose in the Department of the Treasury under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and 
may furnish to the Deparment facsimiles of his name, the name of 
the locality in which his goods are manufactured, or of his istered 
trade-mark; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause 
one or more copies of the same to be transmitted to each collector or 
other proper officer of customs. 

Sec. 28. That it shall be the duty of the registrant to give notice 
to the public that a trade-mark is registered, either by affixing thereon 
the words Registered in U. S. Patent Office,” or abbreviated thus, 
“Reg. U. S. Pat. Off.,“ or when, from the character or size of the trade- 
mark, or from its manner of attachment to the article to which it is 
appropriated, this can not be done, then by amzing a label containing a 
like notice to the pakare or receptacle wherein the article or articles 
are inclosed; and in any suit for infringement by a paniy failing so 
to give notice of registration no damages shall be recovered, except on 


proof that the defendant was duly notified of infringement, and con- 
tinued the same after such notice. 

Sec. 29. That in construing this act the following rules must be 
observed, except where the contrary intent is plainly apparent from 
the context thereof: The United States includes and embraces all ter- 
ritory which is under the jurisdiction and control of the United States. 
The word “States” includes and embraces the District of Columbia, 


the Territeries of the United e e 
be under the Are terms 


the 
liable under the 
association as we 


titled to tion under the terms of this act and whether regis- 

tered or not, and a trade-mark shall be “affixed” te an 

Scat ar ties socepiacle or Packaes Ä 
or acle or age or upon o 

in, by, or with which the ganda are packed or inclosed or otherwise 
red for sale or distribution. 


entitled “An act to autho: of trade-marks — 
tect the same,” or under the act ap August 5, 1882, enti 
“An act relating to the registration trade-marks.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bonynoz, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SUNFLOWER RIVER, IN SHARKEY COUNTY, MISS. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
17100) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Sun- 
flower River, in Sharkey County, Miss., which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

USE OF EARTH, STONE, AND TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 14710) authorizing 
the use of earth, stone, and timber on the public lands and for- 
est reserves of the United States in the construction of works 
under the national irrigation law, which I send to the desk and 
ask to have read, and as it is upon the Union Calendar, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill and that the bill be now considered in the 
House as in the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in 3 the 3 of the national 

e 1 902, and in constru works 
teins th eres, pg Interior is hereby auth to use 


d t mit the use by those engaged in the construction of works 
under said law, under rules and ations to be prescribed by him, 


such earth, stone, and from the public lands and forest reserves 
of the United States as may be required in the construction of such 
works. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, before unanimous consent is 
granted, I desire to ask a question or two. This earth, stone, 
and timber is to be used in public works, is it? 

Mr. MONDBLL. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Under the direction of the Secretary of the 


Interior? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK. There is not any way for a private citizen to 


get a private advantage by reason of this, or a corporation? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides that con- 
tractors on these public works, under the national irrigation act, 
may use timber, stone, and earth from the public lands and 
forest reserves in the construction of works, under rules and 
regulations to be provided by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, does the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mend the passage of this bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. The Secretary of the Interior recomménded 
the passage of this bill in order to facilitate the construction 
of public works under the national irrigation law. There is 


some question as to whether the Secretary has the right to 
authorize the use of this material from the public lands and 
forest reserves by the officers or employees of the Reclamation 
Service or contractors in the construction of works, and in 
order to clear up that question this legislation is asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks umani- 
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 


sub, 


state of the Union be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill which the Clerk has read, and that the bill be 
now considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

‘The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


TITLES TO LAND IN MOBILE, ALA. 


Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 14626. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 14626) to quiet titles to land in the city of Mobile, State 
of Alabama. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the lands situate within the limits of the old Spanish 
town of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, for which no confirmation has 
heretofore been granted or no survey made by the United States, be, and 

same are hereby, granted, released, and reling by the United 
States to the respective owners of the equitable titles thereto and to 
their respective heirs and assigns forever, as fully and completely, in 
respect whatever, as could be done by patents issued therefor ac- 
cording to law: Provided, That the confirmations granted hereby shall 
amount only to a relinquishment of any title that the United States has 
or is supposed to have in and to any of said lands, and shall not be 
construed to 2 impair, injure, prejudice, or divest in any manner 
any valid right, title, or interest of * poruon or body corporate ‘what- 
ever, the true intent of this act bein concede and abandon all right, 
title, and interest of the United States to those ms, estates, firms, 
undor the iawa of Alabama, incading tae laws of eee tee 
absence of the said interest, title, and estate of the United tates. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have some explanation. A 

Mr. TAYLOR. What is it? 

75 DALZELL. I would like to have some explanation of the 

Mr. TAYLOR. ‘This bill has been sent to the Secretary of the 
Interior and has not only his approval but is earnestly recom- 
mended by him. It is to quiet land titles in the old Spanish 
town of Mobile. There is nothing that could possibly be objec- 
tionable. An officer of the Department of the Interior has had 
the matter specially under advisement; he has gone to the city 
of Mobile and investigated the matter thoroughly, and upon the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior to the committee request- 
ing its passage, the bill has been reported unanimously by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman is that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be 
discharged from further consideration of this bill and that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Taytor, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDINANCE RELATING TO TAXES IN PURCELL, IND. T. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 15286, 
which is on the Speaker's table. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Olerk read as follows: + 
A bill (H. R. 15286) legalizing = 2 ordinance of the city of Pur- 
cell, Ind. T. 

Be it enacted, etc., That ordinance No. 120 of the city of Purcell, 
Ind. T., the same being an ordinance 3 for the assessment, 
equalization, mt and collection annually of a tax upon all propert 

t to taxation within the corporate limits of the ay of Purcell, 
Ind. T., and approved on the 6th day of July, 1903, by the 


council of the said city of Purcell, Ind. T., be, and the same is hereby, 
L and made valid: Provided, That this act shall not be con- 


strued so as to affect litigation now d or arisin, 
i e n 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Š no herein con 8 
tia maton e 1 contained shall e 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] The 
Chair hears none. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the yote by which the bill as amended was passed was laid on 
the table. 


PREVENTING THE USE OF DEVICES CALCULATED TO CONVEY THE 
IMPRESSION THAT THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT CERTIFIES 
TO THE QUALITY OF GOLD AND SILVER USED IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 15578. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15578) to prevent the use of devices calculated to con- 
vey the impression that the United States Government certifies to 
the quality of gold or silver used in the arts. 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person, er- 
ship, association, or corporation engaged in commerce among the sev- 
eral States, Territories, District of Columbia, and possessions of the 
United States to ee any gold, silver, or goods manufactured there- 
from, and which are intended and used in such commerce, with the 
words United States assay,“ or with any words, phrases, or devices 
calculated to convey the impression that the United States Govern- 
ment has certified to the fineness or quality of such gold or silver, or 
of the gold or silver contained in any of the s manufactured there- 
from. Each and every such stamp shall constitute a separate offense. 

Sec. 2. That every person, partnership, association, or corporation 
violating the provisions of this act, and every officer, director, or man- 
aging agent of such partnership, association, or corporation having 
knowledge of such violation and directly participating in such violation 
or censenting thereto, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
upon conviction, be punished with a fine of not more than $5,000 or 
. for not more than one year, or both, at the discretion of 

è court. 

Sec. 3. That any gold, silver, or goods manufactured therefrom, 
bearing any of the stamps, words, phrases, or devices prohibited to be 
used under section 1 hereof, and vang in the course of transportation 
from one State to another, or to or from a Territory, the District of 
Columbia, or possessions os the United States, shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and may be seized and condemned by like proceedings 
as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and condemnation 
of property imported into the United States contrary to law. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


Section 1, line 6, insert after the words United States,“ the words 
“or with any foreign country.” 

Section 3, line 11, insert after the word “therefrom,” the words 
“after the date of the passage of this act.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question, reserving the right to object 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask what is the neces- 
sity for this legislation? 

Mr. VREELAND. I will say to the gentleman from Texas 
that this bill has been unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I can explain to 
him in a word the necessity for this legislation, in the opinion 
of the manufacturers of goods mad! from the precious metals. 
This applies especially to the manufacture of watches. That 
is, the inscription complained of is used more in the manufac- 
ture of watches than anywhere else. If the gentleman will 
look on the inside of almost any watch that he finds in a 
jeweler’s store he will find the words “ warranted U. S. assay 
14 K.” That is, the manufacturers of watches principally, and 
some other articles made from the precious metals, are using 
the name of the United States as guaranteeing the fineness of 
the articles of manufacture. 

Now, I am informed, by manufacturers of watches especially, 
that this is very injurious to them in the foreign trade and 
among citizens of foreign birth in this country for this reason. 
In the principal foreign manufacturing countries—England, 
France, and Germany—the Government does actually supervise 
the manufacture of all articles made from the precious metals 
and does actually stamp, or cause to be stamped, each article 
with the fineness thereof. Now, they tell me that in the foreign 
trade a watch like that, which was bought at retail at a store in 
this city, and which is a silver watch with a thin veneer of gold, 
and which on the inside of the case is stamped “ Guaranteed 
U. S. assay, 14 K.”—they tela me that because of that stamp in a 
foreign country, where people have been educated to depend 
for knowledge of the fineness upon the Government stamp, that 
watch will sell better than a watch made by Tiffany and bearing 
their name. That is, the name of the Government is used to de- 
fraud people in the purchase of those articles. Now, I know 


that some gentlemen on the committee thought they would like 


to go further and not permit anyone to stamp articles made from 
gold and silver at a higher value than they are. 

I would be in sympathy with such legislation, but it was 
thought that differences of opinion might arise if the legislation 
was extended to cover that amount of ground. 


— —————ꝑ—— —F—— SSS | 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man who it is that complains of this transaction? 

Mr. VREELAND. I suppose it is the people who make goods 
which are what they purport to be and run into competi- 
tion with those who make goods which are not what they pur- 
port to be, and upon which the name of the United States 
Government is placed. 

Mr. CLARK. In the way the gentleman stated the le- 
gend that is inside of a watch, it does not represent the 
United States Government’s guaranty of the fineness of the 
metal—that is, from the way the gentleman stated it. 

Mr. VREELAND. I would say to my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. CLank] that thirty watches were presented to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which had been bought 
at retail, with the representations which were made regarding 
them, in various parts of the country. In a good many of 
these cases the retailer of the goods argued that the fineness 
must be what it purported to be because the stamp of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States was upon them. 

Mr. CLARK. From the way the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. VREELAND] stated what was inside of those watches it 
does not follow that the United States guarantees them at all. 
It means that the fellow who manufactures the watch or sends 
it out for sale says “ United States,.14 karat.” 

Mr. VREELAND. I am more particularly speaking of what 
is the impression which the people who buy those watches re- 
ceive, which is that the Government of the United States has 
authorized the placing of its name upon those watches, pro- 
vided they are of the fineness indicated by the stamp. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is there a provision in this bill to forbid 
the use of the name of the Government of the United States? 

Mr. VREELAND. That is all. It forbids the use of the 
name of the United States upon these articles, and thereby for- 
bids the manufacturers thereof to convey to the purchasers of 
such articles the idea that the Government has guaranteed the 
fineness of the same. 

Mr. CANDLER. It is intended to prevent the people being 
deceived by making them believe that the United States has 
authorized its stamp being put on. 

Mr. VREELAND. I will say to my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK] that this is important in the foreign trade, because 
there the people have been educated all their lives to look for 
the government stamp, and when they find, say, U. S. assay, 
14 carats,” they believe that it is the stamp of the United 
States, just as they find the stamp of their own government on 
articles manufactured there. 

Mr. CLARK. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREE- 
LAND] know that the foreign governments take charge of this 
matter of stamping, or is it hearsay? 

Mr. VREELAND. I presented to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce a bill passed by the British Par- 
liament last year, which is said to be the only bill ever passed 
by the British Parliament against the products of foreign na- 
tions. It was aimed at American manufacturers who imitated 
the English Government stamp. The “hall-mark” system in 
Great Britain has existed for five hundred or six hundred 
years, by which every article manufactured from gold and sil- 
ver is actually stamped as to its fineness by the Government. 

Mr. CLARK. I can not understand why they would do that 
any more than they would guarantee the fineness of the stuff 
which we eat or drink as provided for, say, in a bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. VREELAND. There is one reason which may occur to 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 
store and buy a shoddy suit of clothes, you discover the fact in 
a few months. 

Mr. CLARK. But it is too late to do you any good then. 

Mr. VREELAND. But if you are swindled in buying a 
watch the chances are that you will not find it out in ten or it 
may be fifteen years. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is the bill limited to the manufacture of 
gold and silver or the manufacturers of other lines as well? 

Mr. VREELAND. That is all. 

Mr. CANDLER. Does it go further and stamp the truth of the 
article as to what it is? 

Mr. VREELAND. The sole purpose of this bill is that the 
Government's name shall not be used. 

Mr. MADDOX. How would the bill affect the goods already 
manufactured? 

Mr. VREELAND. It forbids the manufacture and stamping 
of the goods that are manufactured after the date of the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How would the gentleman ascer- 


If you go down to the - 
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tain how a watch has been made after the passage of this bill? 
` Mr. VREELAND. In the case of any watch that is made af- 
ter this bill becomes a law the manufacturer thereof is forbid- 
den to stamp it with the name of the United States or use any 
device of that kind. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. VREELAND, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill as amended was passed was laid on the table. 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 17845, 
- with one amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of the bill, the title of 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17345) to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, 
Cal., certain lands therein described and to attach and include the said 
lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the tracts of land in the State of California 
known and described as follows: Beginning at the point where the mid- 
dle of the channel of the South Fork of the Merced River intersects the 
line between sections 3 and 4, 3 4 south, range 20 east, Mount 
Diablo base and meridian; thence northerly along section lines through 
the middle of townships 3 and 4 south, range 20 east, to the northwest 
corner of section 3, township 3 south, range 20 east; thence westerly 
— 5 township line to the southwest corner of section 33, township 2 
south, range 20 east; thence northerly along section lines to the north- 
west corner of section 21, said 1 thence westerly along section 
lines to the southwest corner of section 18, said township; thence 
southerly along range line to the southeast corner of the northeast 

uarter of section 24, township 2 south, range 19 east; thence 3 
o the southwest corner of the northeast quarter of section 24, sai 
township; thence southerly to the southeast corner of the southwest 
uarter of section 24, said township; thence westerly along section lines 
o the southwest corner of section 23, said township; thence northerly 
along section lines to the northwest corner of the southwest quarter of 
section 14, said township; thence easterly to the northeast corner of the 
southeast quarter of section 14, said township; thence northerly along 
section line to the northwest corner of section 13, said township; thence 
easterly along section line to the northeast corner of section 13, said 
township ; thence northerly along range line to the northwest corner of 
the southwest quarter of section 7, township 2 south, range 20 east; 
thence easterly to the northeast corner of the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion 7, said township; thence southerly along section line to the north- 
west corner of section 17, said township; thence easterly along section 
lines to the northeast corner of section 16, said township; thence north- 
erly along section lines to the northwest corner of section 3, said town- 
— thence westerly alon . line to the southwest corner of 
section 33, township 1 south, range 20 east; thence northerly along sec- 
tion lines to the northwest corner of section 21, said township; thence 


3 along section lines to the southwest corner of section 18, said 
towush p; thence northerly along range line to the northwest corner of 
section 6, said township; thence westerly along Mount Diablo base line 


to the southwest corner of section 34, township 1 north, range 19 east; 
thence northerly along section lines through the middle of townships 1 
and 2 north, range 19 east, to the point of intersection with the sum- 
mit of the divide between Cherry Creek on the west and Eleanor and 
Fall creeks on the east; thence along the summit of said divide in a 
northeasterly direction to the summit of the Sierra Nevada Mountains; 
thence southeasterly along the s t of the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
to the divide between the Merced and San Joaquin rivers; thence south- 
westerly along said divide to the point of intersection with the south 
boundary of township 4 south, range 23 east, Mount Diablo base and 
meridian; thence westerly along township line to the point of intersec- 
tion with the middle of the channel of the South Fork of the Merced 
River; thence westerly down the middle of said river to the place of 
beginning, are hereby reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occu- 
ancy, or sale under the laws of the United States, and set apart as 
orest reserve lands, subject to all the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act to set apart certain tracts of 
land in the State of California as forest reservations: Provided, That 
all those tracts or parcels of land described in section 1 of the said 
act of October 1, 1890, and not included within the metes and bounds 
of the land above described, be, and the same are hereby, included in 
and made part of the Sierra Forest Reserve: And provided further, 
That the perretan of the Interior may require the ment of such 
price as he may deem proper for privileges on the land herein 

ted from the Yosemite National Park and made a part of the Sierra 

orest Reserve accorded under the act approved February 15, 1901, re- 
lating to rights of way over certain parks, reservations, and other lands, 
and other acts concerning nents of way over public lands; and the 
moneys recelyed from the privileges accorded on the lands herein segre- 

ted and included in the Sierra Forest Reserve shall be paid into the 

reasury of the United States, to be expended, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, in the management, improvement, and 

rotection of the forest lands herein set aside and reserved, which shall 
hereafter be known as the “ Yosemite National Park.” 

Sec. 2. That none of the lands A pada and in private ownership in 
the area hereby included in the Sierra Forest Reserve shall have the 
privileges of the lieu-land scrip provisions of the land laws, but other- 
wise to be in all respects under the laws and regulations affect the 
forest reserves, and immediately upon the passage of this act all la 
rules, and regulations affecting forest reservations, including the righ 
to change the boundaries thereof by Executive proclamation, shall take 
effect and be in force within the limits of the territory excluded by this 
act as the Yosemite National Park, except as herein otherwise pro- 
vid ; 


Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after 
its passage. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: On page 4, line 2, strike out the words “forest re- 
serve“ and insert in lieu thereof the words reserved forest.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I would say that 
a few days ago, or just before the adjournment, the House 
passed a Senate bill excluding certain lands from the Yosemite 
Park, which were principally lands owned by individuals. I 
will also say that last summer a commission was sent out by the 
Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of investigating the 
park, to determine what should be its proper boundaries. 

When the park was first established, arbitrary lines were 
run, and this commission spent last summer in California for 
the purpose of ascertaining what the boundaries of the park 
should be. The Senate bill as passed does not exclude all the 
land that the Secretary of the Interior desires to be excluded. 
The bill is now in the House with the consent of all the parties 
to give this bill a chance. The only difference between the 
two bills is in the boundaries, and this letter which I will read 
was transmitted to the chairman of the Committee on Publie 
Lands, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], by the Secretary. 
of the Interior, and is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF Tun INTERIOR, « 
Washington, January 9, 1905. 

Sin: On December 5, 1904, I transmitted to Congress for its con- 
sideration a report of the commission appointed by me under date of 
June 14, 1904, under the provisions of the act making appropriations 
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, approved April 28, 1904, “ to 
examine into the conditions and situations in the United States Yose- 
mite Park in the State of California for the purpose of ascertaining 
what portions of said park are not necessary for park 9 — but can 
be returned to the public domain," etc., which report has been ordered 
to be printed by the Senate. 

The new boundaries of the park, as recommended by this commission, 
I have incorporated in the form of a bill, herewith transmitted, to ex- 
clude from the Yosemite National Park certain lands therein incorpo- 
rated, qP to attach and include the said lands in the Sierra Forest 

vation. 

I commend this bill to your favorable consideration and most eap- 

nestly urge its early enactment as a law by Congress. 
Very respectfully, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 
Hon. Joun F. Lacey, 


Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
House of Representatives. 


I will say the bill was prepared by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. The President is in favor of it, and will sign it as soon as 
it reaches him. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest in this 
connection that this bill ought to be followed by a joint reso- 
lution staying the enrollment of the other bill, the enrollment 
of which has been held up by the consent of the House, by the 
Speaker, and by the consent of the President of the Senate. 
The other bill has different boundaries from this bill. If this 
bill should pass, it should be followed by a joint resolution 
disposing of the other Dill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 


1 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

On motion of Mr. GILLETT of California, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


REPRINT OF CURRENCY BILL, % 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One moment. I would like, at the 
request of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FowIR], to ask 
for a reprint of the currency bill as now pending, showing the 
amendments that have been made. I ask that the reprint be 


made with a correction in the amendment to the seventh section. 


It is merely a formal correction. It is understood by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WIIILIAus], the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], and all concerned, the object being that 
the print may be correct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Connecticut? [After a pause.] The Chair hears. 
none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
moves that the House do now adjourn. : 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 8 minutes) the House adjourned. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. BUCKMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5888) to allow the 
Minneapolis, Red Lake and Manitoba Railway Company to ac- 
quire certain lands in the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3542) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. j 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 6270) directing the issue of a 
check in lieu of a lost check drawn in favor of W. W. Montague 
& Co., of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3539); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EMERICH, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12552) for the relief of 
Edwin S. Hall, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3541); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
15003) to remove the charge of desertion against James H. 
Thomas; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17743) to 
amend the act of February 17, 1898, relating to navigation—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 17744) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service by providing for the equip- 
ment of the vessels of said Service with approved wireless 
telegraph apparatus for communication between vessels of the 
coast guard and coast wireless telegraphic stations—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 17745) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Arkansas River between 
the mouth of the Poteau River and the mouth of the Grand 
River, near the city of Muscogee—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 17746) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to furnish Potomac 
water without charge to charitable institutions, and so forth, in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

ia. 

N HITCHCOCK.: A bill (H. R. 17747) fixing the terms 
of the cirenit and district courts in and for the district of Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 17748) to set 
aside certain public lands in the Philippine Islands, and the pro- 
ceeds of the sale thereof, for school purposes—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17749) authorizing the Ken- 
sington and Eastern Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across the Calumet River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 17750) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of certain midshipmen in the United States Navy to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17751) for the re- 
lief of permanently disabled soldiers requiring constant aid and 
attention of a nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17752) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, t 
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By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 17763) pensioning for cer- 
tain disabilities—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 196) 
requesting the Supreme Court of the United States to advise 
Congress as to whether the power to apportion Representatives 
to the several States is a continuing power or is dependent 
solely upon the happening of a decennial census—to the Select 
Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A resolution (H. Res. 444) 
directing the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to 
George F. Scully, son of James B. Scully, deceased, a sum equal 
to six months’ salary- and expenses of last illness and funeral, 
not exceeding $250—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: A 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 17753) granting an increase 
of pension to Ferdinand Hercher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGH: A bill (H. R. 17754) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Christy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17755) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Davis D. Osterhout—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 17756) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Case—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 17757) to increase 
the rank of William Edwin Taylor, United States Navy, re- 
tired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17758) for the relief of E. 
De Atley & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 17759) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas P. Stephens—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17760) granting a pension to. John Brown 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17761) granting a pension to William P. 
Heydon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17762) to correct the record of discharge 
of Capt. Amos Dahuff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 17764) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Casper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17765) granting a pension to Amanda 
Elisabeth Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17766) granting a pension to Amanda 
Elizabeth Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 17767) granting an increase 
of yena to Jerome B. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17768) for the relief of 
Charles H. Oehm and Charles W. Oehm—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 17769) to grant certain 
lands to the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Oklahoma 
for college farm and experiment station purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 17770) granting an increase 
of pension to Matilda D. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 17771) granting an increase 
of pension to J. B. Nulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17772) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17773) granting an increase of 
pension to William Hubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17774) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred D. Mandrell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17775) for tha 
relief of T. R. McBeath—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17776) granting an increase of pension to 
James Howe—to the Committee on Pensions. | 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bili (H. R. 17777) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles B. Drinkard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 17778) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert B. Beardsley—to the Committee on 
Irvalid Pensions. ý 
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By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17779) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Fallihee—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Beaver County, 
Pa., for acknowledgement of the authority of Christ and the 
law of God in the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Melrose, Wis., favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Gaffney, S. C., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Receivers and Ship- 
pers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring Government 
regulation of freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Nelson Knitting Company, 
of Rockford, III., favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Edward C. Page, of Dekalb, III., favoring an 
appropriation for preparing and printing the diplomatic corre- 
spondence from 1789 to 1860—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the Chapman & Smith Co., of Chicago, favor- 
ing the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Textile World Record in opposition to the 
metrie system in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention, 
favoring legislation fixing reasonable rates of transportation— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Port Washing- 
ton, Ohio, favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Columbus, Ohio, favor- 
ing international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the United Confederate Veterans, favoring 
care and preservation of Confederate grayes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of J. E. Littell et al., favor- 
ing the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Elizabeth A. Deuell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for the relief 
of R. J. Bullock (H. R. 4939) —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of L. E. West Gum Company, of 
Rock Island, III., relative to legislative relief, by national law, 
from excessive railroad rates—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LIND: Petition and papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Caesper—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George N. Morgan Post, No. 4, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Minnesota, to grant a pension to Amanda 
Elizabeth Hull, of Minneapolis, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jerome B. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles H. Oehm et al.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of Russell C. Paris, favoring bill 
H. R. 3586—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. R. Lanman, of Pittsburg, fayoring legis- 


lation prohibiting intoxicating liquors in Indian Territory; also. 


favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petition of G. Fred 
Harwood et al., favoring legislation making polygamy a crime 


in the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of F. B. Griffith Division, No. 533, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring 
Bates-Penrose employers’ liability bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lake Erie Lodge, No. 241, Brotherhood of 


Locomotive Firemen, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Bates employers’ 
liability bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of T. R. McBeath—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles B. Drinkard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
William F. Whorley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: Petition of John Barrett et al., favor- 
ing enactment of bill H. R. 62—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Also, petition of W. A. Burns et al., favoring passage of bill 
H. R. 62—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of the Seattle Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring usual 4 per cent differential in the coming naval 
appropriation bill in favor of Pacific coast builders—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, a 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 16, 1905. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE, said: 

Hearken unto the statutes and unto the judgments which I 
teach you for to do them, that ye may go in and possess the land 
which the Lord God of your fathers giveth you. This is your 
wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the nations. 
What nation is there so great that hath statutes and judgments 
so righteous as all this law which the Lord God of your fathers 
giveth you? 

Rabbi Apram Sron, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Profoundly grateful for all Thy countless blessings and fully 
conscious of Thy presence here and wherever Thy name is 
ealled upon in sincerity, we invoke Thy spirit to dwell among 
us at this hour and at all times. Every spot in our fair land 
has a glory all its own to enkindle our pride and to prompt our 
prayer. We feel Thy everlasting arms support us, and we pray 
that we may never cease to deserve Thy protection nor fall be- 
low the great mission which Thou hast placed in our hands. 

Even as the sun, ready to run his race, stands this hour high- 
est in the heavens, declaring Thy glory, so does our beloved 
America enjoy now the high noon of prosperity and promise. 
May she not lose her queenly zenith nor go the downward slope 
to decline. Give us, therefore, O God, a deeper appreciation of 
the heroism of peace and of the apostleship of justice with 
which Thou has commissioned us. May we feel that the con- 
sciousness of American sovereignty lies in a righteous citizen- 
ship. Let us realize soulfully that honesty is not only the best 
policy, but the only principle of a self-respecting nation or in- 
dividual. May we learn to hear Thy voice, not in the storm of 
formidable power nor in the fire of flinty steel nor in the quake 
of raging creeds, but in the still small voice of equity, justice, 
and peace. 

And not only here, but everywhere, may Thy blessings be 
bountifully bestowed. Wherever there is a hand uplifted to 
heal and to help, do Thou treble its efficacy for good; wherever 
there is a voice crying out against injustice and persecution, do 
Thou give ear and force to its righteous appeal. 

Bless all the peoples with increasing wisdom, freedom, and 
brotherliness, that the day may not be far distant when all may 
stand in the high noon of full-orbed liberty and recognize in 
the great Republic of a united humanity but one citizenship, 
that of a consecrated manhood and womanhood, under Thee, the 
Father and Ruler of all. Amen. 

The Chaplain thereupon said the Lord’s Prayer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

Mr. Tuomas M. PATTERSON, a Senator from the State of 
Colorado, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. CULBERSON, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House dis- 
agrees to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15895) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes; asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses 
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thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bryenam, Mr. Lrrraver, and 
Mr. LIVINdsrox managers at the conference on the part of the | Purcell 


House. 

The message also announced that the House agrees to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15225) to amend 
the act relating to the printing and distribution of publie docu- 
ments, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon 
its amendment to concurrent resolution No. 91, of the Senate, 
agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Lanprs, Mr. Praxis, and Mr. Tare managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

S. 266. An act granting a pension to Emma S. Harney; 

Ps 316. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmore T. 
ase; 

S. 377. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright; 

S. 424. An act granting a pension to George W. Lehman; 
Ses 552. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira K. 

ton; 

S. 554. An act granting an inerease of pension to Thomas P. 
Farley ; 

S. 566. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Hart; 
S. 567. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Cody ; 

S. 776. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin H. 
Morris: 

S. 784. An act granting an increase of pension to Beverly 
Waugh; 
8. 801. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
D. Goodale; 
S. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Duff; 
S. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry V. 
Sims; 

S. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart; 

S. 1208. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 

der; 

S. 1413. An act granting a pension to Louisa D. Miller; 

S. 1539. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Shiflett; 

S. 1541. An act granting an increase of pension to Commo- 
dore P. Hall; 

S. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Thomas; ; 

S. 1830. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
‘Austin ; 
8. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
V. Reynolds; 

S. 1996. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Williams ; 

g. 2009. An act granting a pension to Richard Dunn; 

S. 2096. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Millett; 

S. 2117. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip E. 
Hiteshew ; 

S. 2212. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles N. 
Wood; 
JJC ͤ 0b 
Dickinson ; 

S. 2238. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

awn; 
a 2274. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 


Carson ; 

S. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson ; 

S. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Brainard ; 
S. 2310. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Dar; 

S. 2333. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Hall; 

S. 2339. An act granting an increase of pension to Carolina 
Apfel; 

18. 2492. An act granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Tuttle ; 

S. 2493. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Tichurst ; 
S. 2518. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
A. Spear; 


S. 2574. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


ani 2581. An act granting an increase of pension to Myron D. 
8. 2848. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Lewis; 
8. . An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie J. 
Calkins ; 
2 2890. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
emper ; 
S. 2915. An act granting a pension to Mary Williamson; 
S. 2945. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie M. 


uzum; 
Fes 2972. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
yle; 
105 3001. An act granting an increase of pensién to Adrianna 
S. 3076. An act granting a pension to Arthur W. Post: 
e. 3100. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
ey; 
3 An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
mid; 
§. 3239. An act granting an increase of pension to Geo W. 
D. Buchanan; 
S. 3246. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
name of Frederick W. Joslin; 
Past An act granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 


nes An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
£ 8. 8187 An act granting an increase of pension to Welcom B. 
rench; 
S. 3390. An act granting a pension to Emily E. Cram; 
S. 3453. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Whitney ; 
ieee An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
evre; 
BL scary An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
n; 
aby 3624. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter D. 
oore; 
Midea An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
vert; 
8 An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
erton ; 
Shades An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
er; 
S. 3935. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Cor- 
nelia Hays Ross; 
S. 4002. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
Armitage ; 
S. 4038. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Yingling ; 
S. 4070. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Fellentreter ; 
S. 4103. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Roullett ; 
S. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Spencer ; 
S. 4199. An act granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly; 
S. 4221. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Stroman; 
S. 4273. An act granting an increase of pension to Frazie A. 
Campbell ; 
S. 4382. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Harvey; 
S. 4383. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Penn; 
S. 4393. An act granting an increase of pension to Cora A. 
Baker; ; 
S. 4395. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Walker ; 
S. 4408. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert N. 


‘Button; 


S. 4477. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Craven; 

S. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Clark ; 

S. 4767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Snidemiller ; 

S. 4808. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wor- 


ley ; 
S. 4986. An act granting an increase of pension to Philo S. 
Bartow ; 
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S. 5120. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Chamberlin ; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
n; U 
as 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Si 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane 
Ball; 
8. 5214. An act granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Renfro; 
S. 5271. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul Die- 
bitsch ; 
8. 5297. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry L. 
Gray; 
S. 5339. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney B. 
Hamilton ; 
S. 5345. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Coughlin ; 
S. 5346. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon A. 
Webster ; 
S. 5358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Taylor ; 
S. 5378. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Ash; 
8. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Bird Solo- 
mon; 
8. 5427. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruhema C. 
Horsman ; 
S. 5428. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J. 
Hedrick; 
8. 54485. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
L. Guild; 
S. 5450. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Lingenfelter; 
S. 5472. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Weems: 
S. 5476. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel F. 
Howe; 
S. 5496. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Sanders ; 
S. 5501. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Rowe; 
S. 5508. An act granting a pension to Abraham B. Miller; 
S. 5512. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Carleton ; 
S. 5514. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Lamson ; 
S. 5530. An act granting a pension to William R. Cahoon; 
§. 5531. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Jones ; 
S. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Knight; 
S. 5535. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
MeConneha ; 
S. 5558. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan C. 
Schroeder ; 
S. 5572. An act granting an increase of pension to Alafair 
Chastain: x 
S. 5574. An act granting an increase of pension to Colon 
Thomas ; 
8. 5589. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Burrell; 
S. 5661. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bush; 
S. 5713. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Crowther; 
S. 5714. An act granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Kenne; 
S. 5715. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Bickford; 
8. 5716. An act granting an increase of pension to Dotha J. 
Whipple; 
S. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to Monroe W. 
Wright; 
S. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodbury ; 
S. 5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Lenhart; 
S. 5736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Gilbert; 
S. 5738. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch Rus- 


sell; 
S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Clemon 
Clooten ; 


S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Welch; 

S. 5742. An act granting an increase of pension to Nickles 
Dockendorf ; 

S. 5743. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Riordan ; 

S Dal An act granting an “increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Rhodes ; 

S. 5745. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Mitchell ; 

x S. 5746. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne 
ones; 

S. 5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie B. 
Weber ; 

3 act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
teele; 

S. 5807. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. F. 
Robinson; 

S. 5810. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reber: 

S. 5811. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Waller; 

S. 5857. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bryson; 

S. 5858. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hub- 
bard ; and 

S. 5859. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Breslin. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 132. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Griffith ; 

H. R. 606. An act granting an increase of pension to Vincent 
M. Cartwright; 

H. R. 659. An act correcting the record of Harris Graffen ; 

H. R. 666. An act granting an increase of pension to Eva M. 
Kingsbury ; 

H. R. 723. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Smart. 

H. R. 963. An act granting an increase of pension to Ava D. 
Bojans 

H. R. 968. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Young 

H. R. . 1324. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Skidmore; 

Sii R. 1445. An act granting an increase of pension to John. 

H. R. 1491. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
L. Pemberton ; 

Ss R. 1573. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
urd; 

H. R. 2046. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter W. 


Kreeger ; 
VVV 
C. Pollard; 


e 2469. An act granting an increase of pension to Willam 


8 Sto 
HI R. 2476. An act granting an increase of pension to Sampson 
T. Grove; 

H. R. 2781. An act granting an increase of pension to Alta- 
mira Parsons ; 

werbe: An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
| H. R. 3002. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Tillinghast ; í 

= 8286. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob F. 
| H. R. 8378. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
| H. R. 3426. An act granting a pension to George W. Craig; 

H. R. 3427. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Fetterhof ; 

H. R. 3710. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Johnson; 

H. R. 3799. An act granting a pension to Emma Cortright; 

H. R. 4169. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Brooks ; 

H. R. 4194, An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Neilan; 
F act grabting an iore ot paaaien to Francis 

ay; 

H. R. 4552. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin P. 

Stoffer; 
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H. R. 4595. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Fortney ; 
H. R. 4676. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Judson ; 
H. R. 4873. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McKenzie; 
H. R. 4900. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Hodgson ; 
H. R. 4942. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Hand; 
H. R. 5052. An act granting an honorable discharge to Eugene 
H. Ely; 
H. R. 5123. An act granting a pension to Maria Eldred, for- 
merly Maria Olmstead ; 
H. R. 5153. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Stewart; 
H. R. 5243. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Qualk ; 
II. R. 5286. An act granting an increase of pension to Obadiah 
J. Merrill; 
H. R. 5383, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shafer ; 
II. R. 5821. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Johns; 
H. R. 5822. An act granting an increase of pension to Eveline 
V. Ferguson; 
H. R. 5884. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
K. White; 
H. R. 5951. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
M. White; 
II. R. 5995. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fulton; 
II. R. 6310. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Clark ; 
II. R. 6507. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Champlin ; 
II. R. 6702. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Slater ; 
II. R. 6957. 
der C. Bowen; 
II. R. 7000. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N 
R. 7014. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Bond; 
li. R. 7074. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Sims; 
H. R. 7097. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
White ; 
II. R. 7252. An act granting a pension to James M. Garrett; 
H. R. 7350. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Besier; 
H. R. 7378. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 


5 
7607. An act granting a pension to John W. Nye; 
= gi 760. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Pierce; 
H. R. 7087. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Scott; 
H. R. 8049. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Parker ; 
II. R. 8077. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McFarlane; 
H. R. 8208. An act granting an increase of pension to Bur- 
leigh C. D. Read; 
H. R. 8395. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Duffy ; 
H K. 8423. An act granting a pension to Joseph Hepworth; 
II. R. 8476. An act granting a pension to Rolan J. Souther- 
land; 
H. R. 8477. An act granting a pension to John W. Guest; 
H. R. 8708. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
C. Posey ; 
II. R. 8834. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Richardson ; 
II. R. 8839. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Hicks; 
II. R. 8859. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
J. Esty; 
H. R. 9062. An act granting a pension to John 
H. R. 9065. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Albert 
Z. Norton; 
H. R. 9140. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Sy DUN 
R. R. 9405. An act granting a pension to Andrew Long; 
E. K. 9410. An act granting a pension to Rosa Miller; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
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-EL R, 4505. An act granting an increas of pension to Charles | 1, R, 0550 An act granting an Increase of pension to Wiliam R. 9550. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

utler ; 

H. R. 9769. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Pershing ; 

H. R. 9774. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

M. Prince; 

H. R. 9860. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus Colvin; 

5 H. R. 9906, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. R. 10027. An act granting a pension to Green W. Hodge; 
H. R. 10096. An act granting a pension to Louise E. Lavey; 
H. R. 10181. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 

if Hall; 

10842, An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

rple; 

1 . An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


10712 An act granting a pension to Henrietta Weidner ; 
10948. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Matthews; : 
R. 11018. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
B. Bruner ; 
R. 11055. An act granting an increase of pension to Win- 
field S. Russell; 
H. R. 11312. An act granting an increase of pension to Malana. 
W. Brant; 
H. R. 11494. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarab 
Jane Grissom ; 
J H. R. 11499. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
ones; 
H. R. 11613. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Sockman ; 
ey an B 11847. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
roly ; 
H. R. 12007. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
R. K. Lockman; 
H. R. 12090. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Clark; 
H. R. 12155. An act granting a pension to Nancy Hill; 
aan R. 12171. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
avis; 
H. R. 12252. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Baremore, alias James Baker ; 
H. R. 12255. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Gudgell; 
H. R. 12488. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Coddington ; 
ke 12601. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
H. R. 12660. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Russell ; 
II. R. 12795. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Lee; 
H. R. 12820. An act granting an increase of pension to Isa- 
bella Bryson ; 
H. R. 13007. An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
ick B. Schnebly ; 
H. R. 13082. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Wheeler; 
H. R. 13105. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Gaut; 
H. R. 13170. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth 
M. Shepley, now Haskell ; 
H. R. 13260. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Starks ; 
Bes: R. 13324. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
esler ; 
H. R. 13330. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly ; 
os R. 13332. An act granting a pension to Honora Sullivan; 
H. R. 13377. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
R. Straub; 
* R. 13419. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
<r 
H. R 13546. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel J. 
Addison; 
5 me R. 13547. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
arr ; 
H. R. 13620. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
wW. Squires ; 
B R. 13640. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
epp; 
H. R. 13756. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Shaw; 


HI. 
liam 
H. 
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H. R. 13877. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

erick Lilje; 

e R. 13887. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
teffes ; 3 

Rats 13969. An act granting an increase of pension to Dora 
mit 


H. R. 14028. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie 

H. R. 14140. Pai Sth SOROS AE iReTORSD SEDER tO NO: 
liam Y. Clinton; 

J. Lamson ; 

H. R. 14406. An act granting a pension to Paul W. Thomson; 
liam A. Stovall; 

H. R. 14485. An act granting a pension to Charlotte M. 

H. R. 14489. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Porter; 
son Adams; 

H. R. 14560. An act granting an increase of pension to Asbury 

H. R. 14600. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Woods; 
bile, State of Alabama; 

I. R. 14635. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 

H. R. 14680. 
roe Chapin; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis D. Lewis; 

H. R. 14710. An act authorizing the use of earth, stone, and 
States in the construction of works under the national irriga- 
tion law: 

‘Allen ; 

II. R. 14908. An act granting an Increase of pension to Henry 

H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam N. Meacham ; 

H. Elston; 

H. R. 15030. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

H. R. 15079. An act granting an increase of pension to Con- 
stantine J. McLaughlin ; 

H. R. 15169. An act granting an increase of pension to Loretta 
V. Biggs; 

C. Griffith ; 

II. R. 15239. An act granting a pension to Isabella Burke; 

C. Baker; 

H. R. 15286. An act legalizing a certain ordinance of the 

H. R. 15308. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis M. Prewett; 

W. Winger; | son 
H. R. 15328. An act granting a pension to William H. H. 
H. R. 15344. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam B. Atwater; 

W. Carpenter; 

H. R. 15411. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 

H. R. 15415. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 
H. Upton; 
drew Pinney ; 

H. R. 15466. VCC 


E. Risley; 

H. R. 14219. An act granting an increase of pension to Earl 

H. R. 14444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Wylie; 

H. R. 14495. An act granting an increase of pension to Jack- 
W. Hamilton; 

H. R. 14626. An act to quiet titles to land in the city of Mo- 

` ander Moore; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mon- 

H. R. 146965. 5 
timber on the public lands and forest reserves of the United 

H. R. 14798. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucern 
Leib; 

II. R. 15019. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Rothschell ; | 

H. R. 15097. An act granting a pension to William H. Miller; 

H. R. 15197. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin | 

H. R. 15240. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
7 of Purcell, Ind. T.; 

H. R. 15824. ‘An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
Simpkins ; 

H. R. 15406. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Garretson ; 

H. R. 15431. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
B. Snively ; 


H. R. 15401. An act granting a pension to Theresa M. Ken- 
nedy ; 
H. R. 15497. An act granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick H. Oliver; 
H. R. 15504. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Tuite 


H. R. 15520. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Dunnington; 

H. R. 15535. An act granting a pension to John Crotty; 

H. R. 15558. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
R. Manson; 
eo R. 15575. An act granting an increase of pension to Jones 

ler ; 

H. R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated 
to convey the impression that the United States Government 
certifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts; 

H. R. 15617. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
S. Gatlift ; 

a R. 15631. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

H. R. "15632. An act granting an increase of pension to Barney 


Carroll 

— R. 1563. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ng; 

H. R. 15637. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Smith; 

H. R. 15639, An act granting a pension to Mollie Townsley ; 

H. R. 15645. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Clark; 

H. R. 15657. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Tawney ; 

H. R. 15660. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

R. Sharretts ; 

H. R. 15669. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew ©. Danforth; 

H. R. 15685. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Krehbiel ; 

H. R. 15710. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 

W. Cannon; 

H. R. 15719. An act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet N. Jones; 

Piring 15722. An act granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
uthrie ; i 
H. R. 15728. An act granting an increase of pension to Wald- 

ron C. Townsend ; 

H. R. 15729. An act granting an increase of pension to Phaon 

Hartman ; 

H. R. 15730. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Shireman ; 

à de 15732. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

erce ; 

aoe 15733. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
0 
H. R. 15741. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

S. Duncan: 

en R. 15746. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 
0 
H. R. 15747. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

A. Wesson: 

H. R. 15760. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Strayer; 

H. R. 15768. An act granting an increase of pension to R. 

Howard Wallace; 

H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| Peo 


ples ; 
H. R. 15775. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Smith; 


H. a 3 An act granting an increase of pension to Harri- 


H. * 18781. An act granting an increase of pension to Gran- 
ville F. Plummer; 

H. R. 15782. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Warner; 

H. R. 15783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
J. Richards: 
me 15784, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Aap 15786. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 

H. R. 15835. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Walker ; 

H. R. 15848. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 15850 An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shadman ; 
„ 15855. An act granting an increase of pension to Loren 
us 
H. R. 15857; An act granting an increase of pension to David 
ee 
=. R. 15863. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark 
ej 


896 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 16, 


H. R. 15864. An act granting a pension to Margaret Laparle; 

H. R. 15865. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClellan; 

H. R. 15866. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Hopkins; 

H. R. 15869. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin H. Scrivens; 

H. R. 15871. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Leonard ; 

H. R. 15872. An act granting an increase of pension to Maryin 
Welton ; 

H. R. 15886. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam S. Radcliffe ; 

H. R. 15887. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
F. Ludwig; 

H. R. 15888. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Andrews; 

H. R. 15892. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
F. Field; 

H. R. 15893. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. McClung; 

H. R. 15903. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
T. Barker; i 

H. R. 15918. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cullen; 
H. R. 15922. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Cheney ; 

H. R. 15924. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Shadrick ; 

H. R. 15927. An act granting an increase of penison to Free- 
man C. Witherby ; 

H. R. 15929. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. Brown; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Cray; 

H. R. 15941. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 
V. Hoag 

H. R. 15940 An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Marcus Bump; 

H. R. 15947. An act granting an increase of pension to Phi- 
lander S. Wright; 

H. R. 15954. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira D. 
McClary ; 

I. R. 15962. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Beals; 

H. R. 16053. An act granting an increase of pension to Flor- 
ence Emery Blake; 

H. R. 16054. An act granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick O’Brien ; 

H. R. 16077. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Clark ; 
HR. 16087. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
H. Brady 

H. R. 16104. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lanning; 

H. R. 16108. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew S. Ray; 
ı H. R. 16109. An act granting pension to Alice T. Groesbeck ; 

H. R. 16121. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Root; 

II. R. 16123. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Smith; 

II. R. 16124. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Morgan; 

H. R. 16125. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
OC. Moger; 

II. R. 16132 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


A. Seele 

H. R. 16140. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
A. Fitts; 

H. R. 16141. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Parks ; 
H. R. 16149. Anact granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


J. Moore; 
H. R. 16157. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


W. Martin; 

H. R. 16162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Muller; 

II. R. 16165. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
L. Howard; 

H. R. 16166. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Morrison; 

H. R. 16167. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward J. Dillon; 


H. R. 16171. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
D. Tarver; 

H. R. 16172. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia A. Warren; 

— 85 R. 16173. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
ggs; 

H. R. 16175. An act granting an increase of pension to Mer- 
rick D. Frost; 

“bedi H. R. 16194. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

I. 1 B. 16199. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McGuckian ; 

H. R. 16220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Smith; 

H. R. 16234. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin H. Hartman; 

Woke 16259. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

a 

H. R. 16260. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Hark; 

H. R. 16263. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewel- 
* Niles; 

H. R. 16303. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Tyler; 

H. R. 16311. An act granting an increase of pension to Morris 
Del Dowane; 

H. R. 16348. An act granting an increase of pension to John- 
son Anderson; 

H. R. 16385. An act granting an Increase of pension to Edwin 
Vincent; 

H. R. 16380. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryan 
Dunbar; 

H. R. 16387. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
F. Mathison ; 

H. R. 16390. An act granting an increase of pension to Mor- 
timer C. Briggs; 

3 — R. 16392. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
ng; 

H. R. 16395. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
sephine A. Smith; 

5 H. R. 16396. An act granting a pension to Edwin A. Sher- 
urn ; 

H. R. 16409. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Kendal; 

H. R. 16420. An act granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Travis; 

1 16424. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Fay; 

H. R. 16426. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Jones; 

H. R. 16442. An act granting an inerease of pension to 
Catherine E. Ray; 

H. R. 16443. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna J. Naughton; 

H. R. 16444. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Snyder; 

H. R. 16455. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth M. Ketcham ; 

4 H. R. 16471. An act granting a pension to Martha C. Wat- 

Ins; 

H. R. 16480. An act granting an increase of pension to Pres- 
ton Glover; 

H. R. 16481. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick M. Halbritter ; 

H. R. 16483. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Silcott; 

H. R. 16499. An act granting an increase of pension to Green 
Yeiser ; 

= R. 16502. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Rader ; 

H. R. 16503. An act granting an increase of pension to Dillion 
Asher ; 

H. R. 16506. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Gray; 

5 Sa 16525. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Glenn; 

H. R. 16526. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Caton; 

H. R. 16544. An act granting an increase of pension to Var- 
ner G. Root; 

H. R. 16560. An act to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the 
several States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same; 

H. R. 16578. An act granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line Vifquain ; 
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H. R. 16579. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Vanatta ; 


H. R. 16594. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kryer ; A 
H. R. 16598. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bryan; 
H. R. 16608. An act granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Williams; 
II. R. 16617. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bowers; 
H. R. 16618. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
N. Brown; 
H. R. 16619. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Meisner; 
II. R. 16620. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Ackerman; 
H. R. 16666. An act granting an increase of pension to Al- 
freda B. Coburn; 
H. R. 16668. An act granting an increase of pension to Emile 
H. Brie, alias Ameda Brea; 
H. R. 16683. An act granting a pension to Jesse Peters; 
H. R. 16704. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Lewis; 
. H. R. 16713. An act granting a pension to William Cannon; 
II. R. 16715. An act granting a pension to Helen Calvert; 
H. R, 16730. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Smith; 
H. R. 16748. An act granting a pension to Frona J. Wooten; 
H. R. 16807. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmer 
C. Jordan; 
II. R. 16809. 
Cotter; 
II. R. 16813. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
A. Hinkley ; 
H. R. 16842. 
P. Kelly; 
H. R. 16894. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Connor, alias James Boone; 
H. R. 16896. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Reynolds ; 
H. R. 16904. An act granting a pension to Louis Sherard; 
H. R. 16945. An act granting an increase of pension to Alyin 
B. Franklin ; 
H. R. 16953. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ryan; 
AI. R. 16962. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
. Creigh; 
8 II. K. 17008 An act granting an increase of pension to Felix 
Monaghan ; 
H. R. 17100. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Sunflower River, in Sharkey County, Miss. ; A 
II. R. 17139. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Jennings; 
H. R. 17162. 
Dukes; : 
H. R. 17241. An act granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
A. Miller; and 
H. R. 17345. An act to exclude from the Yosemite National 
Park, Cal., certain lands therein described and to attach and in- 
clude the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve. 
The foregoing House pension bills were subsequently read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The message also announced that the House had passed, with 
amendments, the following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 
S. 4109. An act granting a pension to Galena Jouett; and 
S. 5739. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolphe 


Bessie. 


A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 5889. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the 
State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 

iver; 

0 S. 6261. An act permitting the building of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River at the city of Minneapolis, State of 
Minnesota, from a point on lot 2 to a point on lot 7, all in sec- 
tion 3, township 29 north, range 24 west, of the fourth principal 
meridian; and 

H. R. 15320. An act to amend “An act to regulate the prac- 
tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, 
and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the 
District of Columbia,” approved June 3, 1896. 


XXXIX——57 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petitions of Nelson K. Todd 
and 24 other citizens of Bluffton, L. F. Sprague and 12 other 
citizens of Hartford City, Elbert S. Guffin and 11 other citizens 
of Elwood, Walter C. Gaunt and 20 other citizens of Portland, 
George H. Koons and 75 other citizens of Muncie, James A. 
May and 7 other citizens of Alexandria, and John W. Macy and 
22 other citizens of Winchester, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the hold- 
ing of terms of the Federal courts at Muncie, Ind.; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Bloomington, Centralia, Monmouth, and Rockford, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mattoon, 
Springfield, and Savanna; of Rock Island Division, No. 106, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Moline; of Local Division No. 
79, Order of Railway Conductors, of Peoria; of Bluff City 
Lodge No. 481, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Upper 
Alton, and of Viola Lodge, No. 350, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, of Mattoon, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;“ which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lllinois, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation providing 
for the admission into the Union as one State of Oklahoma and 
the Indian Territory; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the re- 
organization of the consular service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Seattle, Wash., praying for the insertion of a clause 
in the naval appropriation bill providing for a 4 per cent differ- 
ential in favor of Pacific coast shipbuilders ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Olympia, 
Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Olympia, in that State; Which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented the petition of J. W. 
Bryan and S2 other citizens of Poteau, Ind. T., and the petition 
of Lite Hopkins and 88 other citizens of Wetumka, Ind. T., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for continued 
prohibition in that Territory according to the recent agreements 
with the Five Civilized Tribes; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Duluth Branch No. 3, 
Lake Superior Retail Meat Dealers’ Association, of Duluth, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the congregation of St. 
John's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Montclair, N. J., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Receivers and Shippers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Collings- 
wood, N. J., and a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Sergeantsville, N. J., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bates- 
ville, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
tinued improvement of upper White River, in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. - 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Whitewater, Wis., praying for the adop- 
tion of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the state- 
hood bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Whitewater, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the protection of Indians against the 
liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. ; 

Mr. BURROWS presented the memorials of M. J.-Frankland 
and 98 other citizens, of Benjamin Young and 158 other citizens, 
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of James Long, jr., and 56 other citizens, of S. McDowell and 84 
other citizens, of S. D. Chase and 43 other citizens, and of B. S. 
Rives and 195 other citizens, all in the State of Utah, remon- 
strating against the practice of polygamy in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Butte 
Central Labor Council, of Butte, Mont., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of international arbitration treaties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Butte, Mont., remonstrating against the re- 
peal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a petition of the Boston Association 
of Ministers, praying for the ratification of the pending treaty 
with Great Britain. The petition is very brief and I ask that it 
be printed in the Recorp. The treaty has been made public by 
the order of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


At a regular 828 of the Boston Association of Ministers, com- 
of the pastors of Unitarian churches in this city and vicinity, 
eld January 9, 1905, we were instructed by a unanimous vote to rep- 
resent to your honorable body the earnest desire of said association, 
and, as we believe, of all our congregations, for the ratification of the 
nding treaty with Great Britain which provides for the amicable set- 
ement by arbitration of such differences as can not be adjusted by 
diplomacy, believing this to be a wise and humane public policy for 
both parties and an important step in the — of true civilization. 
CHAS. GORDON AMES, Moderator. 
HENRY T. Secrist, Scrive. 
Bos rox, Mass., January 11, 1905. 


Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Keene, the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Epping, and the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Milford, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Indian Territory when admitted to state- 
hood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
‘Government buildings, grounds, and ships; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Rose M. Tarbox, of 
Epping, N. H., and the petition of Mrs. E. H. Pearson, of Ep- 
ping, N. H., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bal- 
timore, Md., praying fcr the ratification of international arbi- 
tration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Two Rivers Division, 
No. 151, Order of Railway Conductors, of Monett, Mo., and a 
petition of Eldon Lodge, No. 641, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, of Eldon, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ employers’ liability bill; ” which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National League of 
Commission Merchants, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 16567) to authorize The Decatur Transportation 
and Manufacturing Company, a corporation, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near 
the city of Decatur, Ala.; and 

A bill (H. R. 16720) permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Red River of the North from a point on section 
6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County, Minn., 
to a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51 west, 
Walsh County, N. Dak. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6115) granting an increase of pension to Edmund B. 

nada ; 
—1 bill (S. 139) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Knight; and 

A bill (S. 2538) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Thomas. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 18241) granting an increase of pension to David 
Deardourff ; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hammonds; 

A bill (H. R. 4627) granting a pension to Annie Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6354) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 14919) granting a pension to Kearney May; 
=: A pin (H. R. 9939) granting an increase of pension to Martha 

iggins ; 

A bill (H. R. 15190) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Paul; and 
1 (H. R. 15686) granting an increase of pension to Anna 

unn. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4214) granting an increase of pension to Ella M. 
Roberts ; 

a bill (S. 5323) granting an increase of pension to William 
yser ; 

A bill (S. 6224) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Benny ; and 

A bill (S. 2895) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Cory. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Salmon S. 
Matthews; 

TA bill (S. 5072) granting an increase of pension to S. A. Me- 
Neil; 

A bill (S. 3467) granting an increase of pension to Emory A. 
Wood ; and ; 

A bill (S. 4215) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Berkstresser. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6174) granting an increase of pension to Chittle 
Chittleson ; 

A bill (S. 2731) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McCullough; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Larrabee ; : 

A bill (S. 5157) granting an increase of pension to Cellina H. 
Stephens ; 

a bill (S. 5669) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
ay; 

A bill (S. 5999) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
White; and 

A bill (S. 5391) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Johnson. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each ‘with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

BS ras (S. 5392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
S; Tey 

A bill (S. 3660) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Oakley ; 

f A bill (S. 5463) granting an increase of pension to John M. C. 
owers; 

A bill (S. 3392) granting an inerease of pension to Cyrus N. 
Bradley: 

A bill (S. 3841) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Bigger; : 

A bill (S. 4128) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Kaufman ; 

A bill (S. 459) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Trevillian; 

A bill (S. 5651) granting a pension to Georgianna Eubanks; 


and 

A bill (S. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Mann. E 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1565) granting an increase of pension to S. N. 
Rockhold ; 

A bill (S. 4548) granting a pension to Betsy J. Northrup; 

A pin (S. 5577) granting an increase of pension to La Fayette 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 5539) granting an increase of pension to A. L. 
Mitchell; 
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A bill (S. 1562) granting an increase of pension to Riley W. 
Cavins; and 

A bill (S. 2107) granting an increase of pension to A. R. 
McCurdy. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
oea severally with amendments, and submitted reports 

ereon : 

A bill (S. 4775) granting a pension to Garetta L. Hodgkiss; 

A bill (S. 4673) granting an increase of pension to Rosette E. 
S. Grow; and 
ait hein (S. 41) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

ette. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4675) granting a 
pension to Angeline B. Whitney, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 13658) granting a pension to Henry Smith; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 8917) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
arx. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them severally without amendment, and submitted re- 
ports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 15244) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca V. Mackenzie ; ` 

A bill (H. R. 14936) granting an increase of pensión to 
James T. Wolverton ; 

A bill (H. R. 3831) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Hartley; and 
A bill (S. 6155) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
F. Locke. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4025) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Chamberlain, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11090) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 130) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington I. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 4242) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
M. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 11492) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Barley; and 

A bill (H. R. 12818) granting a pension to Nichols M. Brockway. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6218) granting an increase of pension to Adam E. 


King; 

A bill (S. 4850) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. 
Matlack ; 

A bill (S. 2193) granting a pension to William Penn Mack; 

A bill (S. 3731) granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. 
MeNally; and 

A bill (S. 6029) granting a pension to Ursula Bayard. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Scorr), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4749) granting a 
pension to Martha J. Patterson, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12254) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew H. Bevan; 

A bill (H. R. 15762) granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Olmsted ; 

A bill (H. R. 14662) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Fanshaw ; 

A bill (H. R. 1901) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
F. Barnes ; 

A bill (H. R. 11015) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wardle; 

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brasch ; 

A bill (H. R. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Townsend ; 


A bill (H. R. 14889) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
W. Dearborn; 

A bill (H. R. 11016) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel P. Short; 

A bill (H. R. 9696) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to William 
Lance; 

A bill (H. R. 14799) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
poleon B. Wing; and 

A bill (H. R. 10360) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Flynn. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, to report them 
adversely on the ground that the claimants thereunder have died 
since the bills passed the House: 

A bill (H. R. 15102) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Bergman; and 

A bill (H. R. 14887) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Davis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. McCUMBER, I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11324) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnaud, to submit an 
adverse report thereon upon the grounds set forth in the report. 
I ask that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

5 75 bill (S. 6134) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Me- 
aren; 

2 A a (S. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Foster W. 
assett ; 

A bill (S. 3934) granting a pension to Susan E. Bellows; and 
ane (S. 3194) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

1 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4492) restoring the name of Joseph Kelly, late of 
Troop I, Second United States Cavalry, to the pension roll; 

A bill (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Haskell ; 

A bill (S. 6414) granting an increase of pension to John Kief; 

A bill (S. 3389) granting an increase of pension to Joel V. 
Carpenter; and 

A bill (S. 5240) granting an increase of pension to Hugh R. 
Barnard. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4927) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
P. Tewksbury ; 

A bill (H. R. 9552) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Williams: 

A bill (H. R. 9553) granting an increase of pension to II 
L. Rich; and r ae 

A bill (H. R. 13910) granting a pension to Henry E. Wright. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2652) in relation to bonds 
on contracts with the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5768) to provide for an 
additional judge of the district court of the United States for 
the district of New Jersey, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6021) to recognize 
the, gallant conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. 
Charles as a volunteer in the war of the rebellion, to submit an 
adverse report thereon. I ask that the bill be placed on the 
Calendar, and that the report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee, which 
will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10680) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Coe, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 
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WILLIAM D. WILSON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Committee on Pensions 
be discharged from further consideration of the bill (S. 109) 
granting an increase of pension to William D. Wilson, and that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to, 


FAYETTE COUNTY, TEX., IN SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT. ' 


Mr. CULBERSON. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 
16284) to transfer Fayette County from western to southern 
judicial district of Texas, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. From the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary I report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 
7299) for an additional circuit judge in the first judicial circuit. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill may have present considera- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 6655) to 
amend sections 2165 and 2167 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relative to naturalization; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART. I introduce three bills which have been pre- 
pared in the Interior Department. I ask their reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as follows: 

A bill (S. 6656) to provide for final disposition of the affairs 
of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 6657) to create in the Department of the Interior 
a superintendent of Indian Territory affairs, to define his duties, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 6658) to provide for an equal division of the lands 
and moneys of the Osage tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 


es. 
Po iir. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 6659) to place the name 
of William Nayden on the retired list of the Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6660) granting an in- 
` crease of pension to B. T. Martin; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6661) granting a pension to Ed- 
win R. Kennedy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. CLarr) introduced a bill (S. 6662) 
granting an increase of pension to S. S. MeKinley; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6663) to amend section 905 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

WI. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 6664) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Peter Fleming; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to tle Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions : 

A bill (S. 6665) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Christy ; and 

A bill (S. 6666) granting an increase of pension to Uhristian 
Trostel. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 6667) for the relief of Silas 
M. Catchings, administrator of the estate of Augustus Catchings, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 6668) granting 
an increase of pension to Eleanora E. Keeler; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the following bills; 


which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6669) for relief of J. B. Barry; 

A bill. (S. 6670) for the relief of the estate of John Ivey, de- 
ceased (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6671) for the relief of the estate of William H. 
Hugley, deceased (with accompanying paper). 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 6672) to authorize the ex- 
tension and enlargement of the post-office and court-house build- 
ing in the city of Tyler, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 6673) for the relief of 
Shiloh (Presbyterian) Church, near Kossuth, in Alcorn County, 
Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6674) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jarred Reese Cook, deceased; which was read twice.by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $150 to pay C. E. Richardson for extra services for the 
Secretary of the Senate, intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS ON MOBILE POINT, ALABAMA, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of War is directed to send to the Sen- 
ate a-statement showing the title of the United States to the land on 
Mobile Point, on which Fort Mo is situated, and the lands adjacent 
thereto, aa aro > canad to Leg e property of the 2 5 and 
a copy of any s or grants, or other e rs show in 
of title to the United States for all said Aud on * Da 

He will also send to the Senate a map of said lands, showing the 
amount claimed by the United States, in acres or square yards; he 
will state the character of any proceedings now pending in any court 
to condemn any other lands on Mobile Point for the use of the United 
8 — on the size and location of the parcels of lands so sought to be 
condemned. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am informed that the bill (S. 6291) to 
promote the national defense, to create a force of naval volun- 
teers, to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, 
to promote commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage is 
practically out of print, and there are very numerous calls for 
copies of it. I ask for a reprint of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears na objec- 
tion, and a reprint is ordered. 

GREAT FALLS AND OLD DOMINION RAILROAD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further morn- 
ing business, the Calendar is in order under Rule VIII. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2833) to authorize the extension, con- 
struction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old Dominion 
Railroad into the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
which will be read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that the Senate proceed to its consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not make 
that motion until 1 o’clock has been reached. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will, then, when that hour arrives, seek an 
opportunity to renew the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is before the 
Senate. 

ADULTERATION OR MISBRANDING FOODS OR DRUGS.. 

The bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adulteration or mis- 
branding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes, was announced as first in order on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore 
read in full. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has it been reached for action? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is up for action. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is absolutely impossible to dispose of that 
bill this morning, and therefore I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over, retaining its place. 

BRAKES ON NARROW-GAUGE RAILWAYS. 


The bill (S. 4403) to amend “An act to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common 
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carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomo- 
tives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,“ ap- 
proved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and March 2, 
1903, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to amend the provisions and requirements of the act enti- 
tled “An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers 
upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and 
continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel 
brakes, and for other purposes,” approvde March 2, 1893, as 
amended April 1, 1896, and March 2, 1903, so as to read as 
follows: 

That upon the application of any common carrier o 
rowange railway the Interstate Commerce Commission may, after 
full hearing, relieve such common carrier from the duty of equipping 
its DATO ERDEP locomotives with power driving-wheel brakes when- 
ever, in the opinion of said Commission, the safety of employees and 
travelers on such naraw gange railway will be better 8 bx 
the application of some other safety appliance capable of being used 
as a substitute for such power driv. fpi tsa brake. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


rating a nar- 


GEORGE T. HAMILTON. 
The bill (S. 1353) for the relief of George T. Hamilton was 
announced as next in order. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am constrained by a sense of public duty 
to object to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over, retaining its place. 


PENSIONS FOR FAMILIES OF INDIAN POLICEMEN. 


The bill (S. 8783) for the relief of the families of certain In- 
dian policemen who were killed during the engagement at Sit- 
ting Bull’s camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1890, and for 
the relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded in said en- 
gagement, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read in 
full, and it has heretofore been considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is the case which the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] asked some questions about, 
as to the age of the minor children who were to be pen- 
sioned, etc. 8 

Mr. SPOONER. I wished to know whether Madams Bull- 
head, Shavehead, etc., are still widows and whether these sons 
are still minors. If they are not, I am opposed to the bill. I 
suggest that it go over without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over, retaining its place. 


s B. JACKMAN. 


The bill (S. 3790) for the relief of B. Jackman was announced 
as next in order. 
Mr. BURNHAM. The bill may be passed over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. R 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes over, retaining its 
place. 
JOSEPH A. JENNINGS. 


The bill (S. 3067) for the relief of Joseph A. Jennings was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. This subject on a kindred bill was under de- 
bate the other day. The bill requires further discussion, and a 
yea-and-nay vote if it can be obtained. I object to its con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN RHODE ISLAND. 


The bill (S. 130) to establish a fish-culture station in Narra- 
gansett Bay, in the State of Rhode Island, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Fisheries with 
amendments, in line 6, to strike out “ fish-culture” and insert 
“ fish-cultural;” in line 8, to strike out the words “in Narra- 
gansett Bay;” and in line 9, to strike out the words “United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries“ and insert“ Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station, including purchase of site, construction of builidngs and 
ponds, and equipment, at a point in the State of Rhode Island, to be 
selected by the retary of Commerce and Labor. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to establish a 
fish-cultural station in the State of Rhode Island.” 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM A. HAMMOND. 


The bill (S. 1665) to amend the act approved March 15, 1878, 
entitled “An act for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
Surgeon-General of the Army,” was announced as next in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over. 

COMPENSATION OF CRIERS AND BAILIFFS. 


The bill (S. 2207) to fix the compensation of criers and bailiffs 

in the United States courts was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment, in line 6, to strike out the words “shall be 
$3 a day instead of $2 a day, as now provided by law,” and in- 
sert “ now fixed by law at $2 a day, shall be $3 a day;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act the per 
diem pay of ali persons employed in any court of the United States 


under section 715 of the Rev Statutes, now fixed by law at $2 a day, 
shall be $3 a day. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 4267) to grade the consular service was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuntom], the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill was reported some time ago by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopere]. It is the short 
consular bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I shall not make any objection 
to its consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will be passed as it is up for 
consideration. It was a compromise in the committee between 
this measure and a general bill. This bill was thought to be 
one that would not be objected to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, that bill has been reported to 
the Senate for some months, I think, but there are several mem- 
bers of the committee, as well as other Senators, who may have 
forgotten its provisions, who have requested that the bill may 
be laid over without prejudice. I therefore ask that it may be 
passed by for to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Several Senators want to examine the Dill. 
Why not let it go over? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the suggestion I have made, though 
the bill has been on the Calendar for a long time. I ask that 
it go over for the present, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
that order will be made. 


SARAH K. M’LEAN. 


The bill (S. 5053) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. NELSON. Let that bill be passed over for the present, 
retaining its place on the Calendar.. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made in 
the absence of objection. 
APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


The bill (S. 4069) to provide for the performance, tempora- 
rily, of the duties of appraisers and assistant appraisers of mer- 
chandise was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Finance, 
with amendments. The first amendment was in section 1, 
page 1, line 6, after the word “designate,” to insert “for a 
period not exceeding ninety days;“ so as to make the section 
read: 


That in case of a vacancy occurring, by reason of death or other- 

wise, in the office of appraiser or assistant appraiser of merchandise 

in any customs collection district the Secretary of the Treasury may 

designate, for a period not exceeding gas days, some officer or em- 

ployee within the district to perform the duties of the 5 7 7 without 
ed. 


additional compensation, until the vacancy shall have been 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, page 1, after the word 
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“ designate,” in line 13, to insert “for a period not exceeding 
ninety days;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That in case of the sickness, disability, or occasional and 
necessary absence from his office of an appraiser or an assistant ap- 
praiser of merchandise in any customs collection district the Secretary 


of the Treasury may designate for a period not 35 ninety days, 
some officer or employee within the district to act as such appraiser or 
assistant appraiser, without additional compensation, during such ab- 
sence: Provided, That in no case shall any person! enter upon or dis- 
charge the duties of appraiser or assistant appraiser of merchandise 
until he shall have taken the oath required by law of such officer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WESTERN ALASKA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY'S RAILROAD. 


The bill (S. 5122) for the relief of the Western Alaska Con- 
struction Company’s railroad was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the extension of the time of the 
Western Alaska Construction Company to comply with the pro- 
visions of sections 4 and 5 of chapter 299 of the laws of the 
United States entitled “An act extending the homestead laws 
and providing for the right of way for railroads in the district 
of Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved May 14, 1898, in 
acquiring and completing its railroad now under construction 
in Alaska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FLORENCE LAMBERT. 


The bill (S. 3401) for the relief of Florence Lambert was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ at,” to strike out 
„Frankfort“ and insert Frankford;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Florence Lambert, who was perma- 
nently disabled while engaged in the employment of the United States 
Government at Frankford Arsenal, in the State of Pennsylvania, on or 
about September 3, 1898, the sum of $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report in that case be 


read, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 


The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Warren March 24, 1904: 


he Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3401) 
ne the relief of Florence Lambert, who was permanently disabled while 
engaged in the employment of the United States Government at Frank- 
ford Arsenal, in the State of Pennsylvania, on or about September 3, 
1898, have carefully considered the same and beg to report it back to 
the Senate favorably and to recommend its passage with the following 

dment : 
win line 7 strike out the word “ Frankfort” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word“ Frankford.” 

A similar bill in the sum of $4,000 was favorably reported to the 
House of Representatives by the Committee on Claims of that body in 
the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, with an amendment 
making the sum $2,500. (See H. Rept. No. 975, 57th Cong., Ist, sess.) 
The bill which your committee nerea report carries the sum of $2,500. 

The facts in the case, briefly stated, are as follows: 

Miss Florence Deem, who by marriage is now Mrs. Florence Lambert, 
was, prior to the 3d day of September, 1898, employed in the cartridge 
factory in Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, and was assigned to the 
duty of putting small army pruon into the machine for inserting them 
into the pockets made for them in the cartridge cases. While she was 
thus engaged the primers exploded and Miss Deem was seriously in- 
jured. he was immediately taken to the hospital, where it was ‘ound 
necessary to amputate her right hand and part of her right forearm 
above the wrist. The left hand was badly burned, but it was not nec- 
essary to amputate it. Her left eye was so badly injured that she en- 
tirely lost its sight, and her face bas been very much disfigured as a 

t of the explosion. 
reiss Deem wan performing her duty in 5 primers in the same 
manner that it had been usually done, and no explosion of the kind had 
ever occurred, and it clearly appears that the explosion did not occur 
by reason of any carelessness on her part. 

After the explosion occurred an investigation was made of its causes 
by the Ordnance Department of the Government, and all the officers 
who examined into the case recommend that she receive compensation 
in some form from the Government for the injuries she sustained. 

Your committee submitted to the Secretary of War the Dill under con- 
sideration, requesting that he furnish the committee with all papers, or 
copies of same, on file in his Department relating to this claim, with his 
opinion regarding its merits. The letter of the committee was re- 
turned, bearing the following indorsements and accompanied by copies 
of the correspondence hereinafter quoted: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
Washington, B. G., January 18, 190}. 
ou copy of bill (S 3401) for the re- 
ng before this committee. 
‘orwarded, for the use of the committee, all 


Sır: Inclosed herewith I hand 
lief of Florence panot now pen: 
Kindly cause to be 


papers or coples of same on file in your Department relating to this 
claim, with your opinion as to its merits, and oblige, 
Yours, very truly, 
Francis E. WARREN, Chairman. 
The SECRETARY oF Wan, 
Washington, D. C. 


[First indorsement.] 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, January 22, 1904. 
ii referred to the commanding officer, Frankford Arsenal, 
The correspondence called for within was furnished to this office by 
him by second indorsement, dated February 26, 1902, on inclosure 7 of 
this file number, and was furnished to the Committee on Claims, House 
of Representatives, by the honorable the Secretary of War. It is now 
necessary to have the same correspondence to be nished to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, United States Senate. 
This corr ndence, if ible, should be furnished in duplicate. 
By order of the Chief of Ordnance: S 
RUFF, 


L. L. 
Major, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army. 
{Second indorsement. ] 
FRANKFORD ARSENAL, January 27, 1904. 
Respectfully returned to the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 


with copies of correspondence on file at this arsenal relative to the case 
of Florence Lambert, née Deem, in duplicate. 
FRANK HEATH, 


Lieutenant-Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. S. Army, Commanding. 
[Third indorsement.] 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, January 29, 1904. 

Respectfully returned to the honorable the Secretary of War, invit- 
ing attention to the inclosed correspondence. 

It seems that the injuries sustained by Florence Lambert, née Deem, 
are accurately described in the inclosed bill; that they were incurred 
without fault on her part while engaged upon duty for which she was 
employed by this tment, and the case appears to be one in which 
relief by the United States would be most properly afforded. 

WILLIAM CROZIER, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
[Fourth indorsement.] 


Wan DEPARTMENT, February 2, 190}. 
Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Claims, United 
States Senate, inviting attention to the foregoing report of the Chief 
of Ordnance, United States Army, and to accompanying copies of corre- 
spondence therein referred to. 
ROBERT SHAW OLIVER, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 


FRANKFORD ARSENAL, 
Philadelphia, Pa., September 6, 1898. 
Sin: I have the honor to inform you that on Saturday, the 3d 
instant, about 5.15 p. m., as I was paning the machine shop, an ex- 
losion took place in the second story of the building near a machine 
or priming cartridge shells. Miss Florence Deem, an operative, was 
holding a primer plate in her left hand and rubbing in the primers 
into the perforations in the plate with her right hand, as has been done 
here without accident since exterior primed reloading cartridges were 
adopted for service until this accident occurred. The primers on the 
plate exploded, also those in the wire tray directly underneath, blowing 
off most of the operative's right hand and disfiguring her face probably 
for life, without, it is hoped, destroying her eyesight, She was taken 
to the post hospital a from thence to the Episcopal Hospital in 
Philadelphia, where what was left of her right hand was amputated 
above the wrist. The patient is doing well as far as heard from. 
Very respectfully, 
J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. S. Army, Commanding. 


The CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, U. S. ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


FRANKFORD ARSENAL, 
Philadelphia, Pa., September 7, 1898. 

Sin: I have the honor to request that a recommendation be sent to 
the Congress of the United States when next in session urging that a 

nsion of $30 per month be granted to Miss Florence Deem, 254 North 

enth street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The circumstances of the case are as follows: 

Miss Deem has been employed in the cartridge factory at this arsenal 
since May 2, 1898, at a salary vf 90 cents per day. At the time of 
her employment she er her age as 23 years. 

Between 5 and 5. „ m, on Saturday, the 3d of September, 1898, 
Miss Deem was enga, in putting small-arm primers in a primer plate 

3 to transferring the primers to the machine u for insert- 
ng the primers into the pockets made for them in the cartridge cases. 

As she was thus en the primers suddenly exploded, with the 
disastrous result to Miss Deem, as reported to-day from the 
Hospital, Philadelphia, whither she was taken as soon as 
the injury, viz: After receiving Miss Deem at 
it was found necessary to amputate her right 
hand and part of her right forearm above the wrist. The left hand is 
badly burnt, but no of it will have to be amputated. The sight 
of the left are has been partially destroyed; the right eye will prob- 
ably be saved. In addition, Miss Deem will 8 be disfigu for 
life, due to the injury to her face resulting m the explosion. 3 

An explosion of primers in this manner has never before occurred 
at this arsenal, and it was not due to carelessness on the part of Miss 
Deem or on the part of others. 

Miss Deem is dependent for support upon her own efforts, and the 
injuries quoted above will make it most difficult, ir not impossible, for 
her to continue to support herself unaided in the future. 

In requesting a pension of $30 per month for Miss Deem the follow- 
ing facts are respectfully submitted, viz: 

First. It is known to be customary, at least at one private cartridge 
factory, and presumably at them all, to pension for life such employees 
as are permanently disabled as a result of explosion or other accident 
occurring at the ae wie the employees are at work therein. 

Second. It is felt t Miss Deem, permanently disabled while en- 
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for the use of the soldiers of 


gaged in the manufacture of cartrid 
the United States, has received her injury in the service of her 
try as truly as any soldier wounded on the field of ba 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army, Commanding. 
The SECRETARY or Wan, 
- Washington, D. C. 


coun- 


FRANKFORD ARSENAL, 
Philadelphia, Pa., November 8, 1899. 

Dran Mapas: In ly to your request (verbal) you are informed 
that on September 7, 1898, I wrote a letter to the tary of War, 
through the Chief of Ordnance, recommending that you be granted a 
pension of $30 per month. 

I have this day written a second letter, inviting attention to the first 
one and ee the recommendation contained therein. 


Respectfully, 
J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army, Commanding. 
Miss FLORENCE DEEM, 
1035 Vine street, Philadelphia. 
FRANKFORD ARSENAL, 
p Philadelphia, Pa., November 8, 1899. 

Sır: I haye the honor to invite attention to my letter of September 
7, 1898, to the Secretary of War, through the Chief of Ordnance. In 
this letter I recommend a pension of $30 per month for Miss Florence 
Deem, an employee of this arsenal permanently disabled September 3, 
1898, by the explosion of small-arm primers which she was handling in 
the course of her regular duties. 

I was on the spot immediately after the explosion, and by careful 
examination at that time and investigation afterwards I can state that 
the explosion was not due to carelessness either on the part of Miss 
Deem or on the part of those in authority. 

Miss Deem was at the a yesterday. She has very recently left 
the hospital, where her left eye was removed three weeks ago. As the 
result of the explosion she has now lost her right hand and part of 
her right forearm and her left e She is di ent for support on 
her own efforts, and in her cripp ed condition it will be impossible for 
her to. support herself unaided in the future. 

As will seen, Miss Deem's case is a needy one, and, in my opinion. 
the granting to her of the pension recommended would be an act of 
justice urgently demanded by the circumstances of the case. 

3 ce ar at present is 1035 Vine street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

espectfully, $ 


J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. S. Army, Commanding. 


The CHIEF or ORDNANCE, U. S. ARMY, 
Washington, D. 0. 
{First indorsement.] 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
Washington, November 10, 1899. 
Respectfully returned to the commanding officer, Frankford Arsenal. 
Your oe gigi of September 6 and 7, 1898, are found on file 
thi: ce. 
nt Miss Deem could interest a Senator or Representative from Penn- 
sylvania in her case so that a bill could be introduced in Congress TA 
propriating a fixed sum of money for her relief, it would apeg Se 
referred thr . War to this office, when all the facts 
in the case could be reported for the information of Congress. 
There is no instance known to this office where congress has granted 
a pension to any person in civil life for injuries sustained. 
A. R. BUFFINGTON, , 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
[Second indorsement.] 
FRANKFORD ARSENAL, PA., November 13, 1899. 
Respectfully returned to the Chief of O United States Army. 
Miss Deem has been informed of this and previous correspondence in 
her case, to the end that action indicated by first indorsement hereon 


may be taken by her. 
J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army, Commanding. 


FRANKFORD ARSENAL, 

Philadelphia, Pa., November 13, 1899. 
Dran Manam : I inclose herewith copies of two letters written to the 
Chief of Ordnance, recommending a pension for you of $30 per month. 
You will see by the indorsement on the latter letter that the Chief 
of Ordnance suggests your interesting a tor or Representative in 
your case. Copies of the correspondence are sent to you for the pur- 

pose of d with the suggestlons of the Chief of Ordnance. j 
ti 


Respectfully, 
J. M. WHITTEMORE, 
Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. 8. Army, Commanding. 


Miss FLORENÇE DEEM, 
1035 Vine Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, Mr. President, that case 
had better go over until such time as we can consider it and 
have the vote of a full Senate upon it. It is a case where the 
record shows that there was no carelessness on the part of 
anybody—that it was a pure accident, 

Mr. ALLISON. This is rather an exceptional case. I know 
something about it. I do not object to the Senator having the 
bill go over, for I would not want it disposed of without a 
further explanation than is found in the report. As I say, I 
have some knowledge of the case, and I believe that it is thor- 
oughly meritorious and worthy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. From a sympathetic standpoint 
there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. From that standpoint and also from the 


standpoint of precedent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under the 
rule, without prejudice. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

H R. 659. An act correcting the record of Harris Graffen; 
an 
8 5052. An act granting an honorable discharge to Eugene 

. Ely. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

H. R. 14626. An act to quiet titles to land in the city of 
Mobile, State of Alabama; and 

H. R. 14710. An act authorizing the use of earth, stone, and 
timber on the public lands and forest reserves of the United 
3 in the construction of works under the national irrigation 

aw. 

H. R. 15286. An act legalizing a certain ordinance of the city 
of Purcell, Ind. T., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

H. R. 15578. An act to prevent the use of devices calculated 
to convey the impression that the United States Government 
certifies to the quality of gold or silver used in the arts was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

H. R. 16560. An act to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks used in commerce with foreign nations or among the 
several States or with Indian tribes, and to protect the same, 
. read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents. : 

H. R. 17100. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Sunflower River, in Sharkey County, Miss., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. R. 17345. An act to exclude from the Yosemite National 
Park, California, certain lands therein described, and to attach 
and include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15895) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for 
other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree 
to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CuLtom, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: x 
To the Benate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the annual 
report of the Philippine Commission, together with the Boe ap reports 
to the Commission of the civil governor of the islands of the heads 
of the four departments. > 

I also inclose a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting the re- 


ports for my consideration. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Tun WHITE HOUSE, January 16, 1905. 
GREAT FALLS AND OLD DOMINION RAILROAD. 


Mr. MARTIN. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 2833) to authorize the extension, con- 
struction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old Dominion 
Railroad into the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. The 
bill will be read to the Senate for its information. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I will, either now or after it shall 
have been read, move to recommit the bill. Of course that is a 
motion which takes precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. N 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be read and also the report accom- 
panying it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report ac- 


‘ 
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companying the bill is also called for. 
read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2833) to authorize the exten- 
sion, construction, and operation of the Great Falls and Old 
Dominion Railroad into the District of Columbia, which had 
been reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Great Falls and Old Dominion Railroad Company, incorpo- 
rated by the acts of the general assembly of the State of Virginia, shall 
be, and it is hereby, in addition to the trackage rights now vested in it 
by existing legislation, authorized to construct and extend into and 
within the District of Columbia a double-track electric railroad, using 
the underground system, over the following route: Beginning at the 
north end of the Aqueduct Bridge and running thence to and into the 
reservation at the intersection of M and Thirty-sixth streets NW., with 
such construction as may be necessary to connect with the tracks of the 
Capital Traction Company; thence east along M street to Thomas cir- 
cle; thence around said circle on both sides thereof to said M street; 
thence along said M street to New Jersey avenue; thence southeasterly 
along New Jersey avenue to Massachusetts avenue at its intersection 
with First street NW.; thence southeasterly along Massachusetts ave- 
nue to north E street; thence east along north E street to east Second 
street; thence north on east Second street to north F street; thence 
east on north F street to Maryland avenue; thence northeasterly on 
Maryland avenue to the Bladensburg road; and thence northeasterly 
along the Bladensburg road to a point opposite Mount Olivet Cemetery. 
Also beginning at the intersection of New plage avenue and L street 
NW.; thence along L street to its intersection with Florida avenue and 
Tenth street; thence south along Tenth street to M street; thence west 
on M street to east Ninth street; thence north on east Ninth street to 
Georgia avenue; and thence northeasterly on Georgia avenue to east 
Tenth street: Provided, That if it should be found impracticable to lay 
a duct line on any of said streets, then the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are hereby authorized, upon the application of said 
company, to designate such other streets as may be best suited for the 
purpose of laying said duct line; Provided further, That before said 
railroad company shall have the right to lay its tracks in Bladensbur 
road between Maryland avenue and Mount Olivet Cemetery said roa 
shall be widened, without expense to the District of Columbia, to a 
width of 90 feet between building lines, and if condemnation proceed- 
ings are necessary to secure such widening said railroad company is 
. to institute EN sano in the manner provided in the Code of 

he District of Columbia. 
goy oh That where the route provided for in this act coincides with 
the route or routes of any existing street railway, one set of tracks 
only shall be used in common with such previously existing railway, 
upon terms to be mutually 8 upon. In case no agreement can be 
reached jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the supreme court of 
the District of oa hg 5 to fix the terms upon which the 
by given sha exercised. 

i ot EA That the proceeding to fix such terms shall be by bill in 

uity, which may be filed by any corporation interested against the 
other corporation, whether owning or using the tracks. The right to 
use such tracks shall not be delayed by the proceeding for adjudication 
of such terms, but such rights may be at once exercised, the said court 
having the right in its sound discretion to impose reasonable terms by 
requiring bond or otherwise to protect the corporation entitled to 

tion. 

abc. 4. That the said railroad shall be constructed in a substantial 
and durable manner, and all rails, electrical and mechanical a pen 
ances, conduits, stations, location and arrangement of tracks, and so 
forth, shall be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 


The Secretary will first 


ia. 

. 5. t the said corporation shall at all times keep the space 
1 . tracks and ralls and 2 feet exterior thereto in such 
condition as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, or their 
successors, may direct, and whenever any street occupied by said rail- 
road is paved or repaired or otherwise improved the said corporation 
shall bear all the expense of improving the spaces above described. 
Should the said corporation fail to comply with the orders of the 
Commissioners the work shall be done by the 1 officials of the 
District of Columbia, and the amounts due from said corporation 
shall be collected as provided by section 5 of the act entitled “An act 

roviding a permanent form of government for the District of Colum- 
ia,” approved June 11, 1878. 

SEC. e That if the said railroad be operated by overhead wires, the 
corporation shall furnish and maintain such lights along its line as the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia may direct, without cost to 
the District of Columbia; but no overhead wires shall be constructed 
or used within the limits of the city of Washington. 

Sec. 7. That nothing in this act shall prevent the District of Colum- 
bia at any time, at its option, from altering the grade of any avenue, 
street, or highway occupied by said railroad, or from altering and 
improving streets, avenues, and highways, and the sewerage thereof. 
In such event it shall be the duty of said company at once to change 
its said railway and the pavement so as to conform to such grades 
and improvements as may have been established. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be lawful for said railroad company, its succes- 
sors or assigns, having first obtained the permission of the Commis- 
sloners of the District of Columbia therefor, to make all needful and 
convenient trenches and excavations in any of said streets or places 
where said company may have the right to construct and operate its 
road, and place in such trenches and excavations all needful and con- 
venient devices and machinery for operating said railroad in the same 
manner and by the means herein provided, but shall forthwith restore 
the street to like good condition as it was before. But whenever such 
trenches or excavations shall interfere with any sewer, „or water 

ipes, or any subways or conduits, or any public work of the kind, then 
Fhe expense necessary to change such underground constructions shall 
be borne by the said railroad comori, 

Sec. 9. That the said company shall, before commencing work on 
said railroad on such street, deposit with the Treasurer. of the United 
States, to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct, such sum as the Sec- 
retary of War may consider erent, to defray all the expenses that 
may be incurred by the United States in connection with the inspection 
of the work of construction of said railroad on such street, and in mak- 
ing good any damages done by said company or its works, or by any of 
its Catracting agents, to any of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus, and 


in completing, as the Secretary of War may consider necessary, any of 


the work that the said company may n 
and that the Secretary of 


lect or refuse to 828 
of said mains, fixtures, or a 


ar may consider necessary for the safe 
aratus; and the said company shall also de- 
pan as aforesaid such further sums for said purposes at such times as 
he Secretary of War may consider necessary: Provided, That the said 
sum shall be disbursed like other moneys gf foo ore for the Wash- 
ington Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of said deposits at 
the end of one year after the completion of said railroad in such street 
shall be returned to said company on the order of the Secretary of 
War, with an account of its disbursement in detail: And provided 
also, That disbursements of said sepon shall, [aye 4 in cases of emer- 
gency, be made only on the order of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 10. That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, to erect and maintain, on private grounds, at such 
convenient and suitable points along its lines as may seem most desir- 
able to the board of directors of the said corporation, and subject to 
the approval of the said Commissioners, an engine house or houses; 
boiler house, and all other buildings necessary for the successful opera- 
tion of its railroad. 

Src. 11. That the line of the said railway company shall be com- 
menced within one year and completed within three years from date of 
the pa e of this act; and in default of such commencement or com- 
pletion within the time in this section 8 all rights, franchises, 
a rivileges granted by this act shall immediately cease and de- 
ermine, 

Sec. 12. That the said company may run public carriages propelled 
by electric power; but nothing in this act shall allow the use p? raan 
power in locomotives, or of overhead trolleys within the limits of the 
city: Provided, That if electric power by trolley be used, that the said 
Company shall be liable for all damages made thereby to subsurface 
metal pipes and to other public and private property : vided further, 
a continuous connection oyer the route 

company shall haye the right to cross 
all eh avenues, and highways that may be along the designated 
route. 


Sec. 13. That the said company shall furnish and maintain passen- 
r houses, as required by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
la, and shall use first-class cars on said railway, with all the modern 
apro venienti for the convenience, comfort, and safety of passengers, 
and shall run cars as often as the public convenience may uire, in 
accordance with a time-table to be subject to the BpprOvA: of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. Every failure to com ly with 
the conditions of this section shall render the said corporation Tiable to 
a fine of $50 for each offense, to be recovered in any court of competent 
jurisdiction at the suit of the Commissioners of said District. 

Sec. 14. That all articles of value that may be inadvertently left in 
any of the cars or other vehicles of the sald company shall be taken to 
its principal 1 and entered in a book of record of unclaimed goods, 
which book shall be open to the inspection of the public at all reason- 
able hours of business. 

Sec. 15. That said company shall, on or before the 1st of February of 
each year, make a repor to Congress, through the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein 
and the amount of stock held by each, together with a detailed state- 
ment of the receipts and expenditures, from whatever source and on 
whatever account, for the preceding year ar December 31, and such 
other facts as may be uired by any general law of the District of 
Columbia, which report shall be verified by the affidavit of the presi- 
dent and secretary of said company, and said report is not made at 
the time specified, or within ten days thereafter, such failure shall of 
itself operate as a forfeiture of this charter, and it shall be the duty of 
the Commissioners to cause to be instituted oe are judicial proceedin; 
therefor; and said company shall pay to the District of Columbia 2 
lieu of personal taxes upon personal propery including cars and mo- 
tive power, each year, 4 per cent of its gross earnings in the District 
of Columbia, which amount shall be payable to the collector of taxes at 
the times and in the manner that other taxes are now due and payable 
and subject to the same panga on arrears; and the franchise and 
property of said company, both real and ian to a sufficient amount, 
may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided by law 
for the sale of other property for taxes; and said per cent of its gross 
oa shall be in lieu of all other assessments of personal . — 
upon its property used solely and exclusively in the operation and man- 
agement of said railway: Provided, That its tracks shall not be taxed 
as real estate. 

Sec. 16. That said company may receive a rate of fare not exceeding 
5 cents per passenger; and the several street railroud companies in 
the District of Columbia shall enter into mutual arrangements each 
with the other for the interchange of tickets in payment of fare on 
their respective lines: Provided, That within the limits of the District 
of Columbia six tickets shall be sold for 25 cents. 

Sec. 17. That the said company shall have at all times the free and 
uninterrupted use of the roa 11 subject to the rights of the public, 
and if an person or persons shall willfully, mischievously, and un- 
lawfully aoe ruct or impede the passage of cars of said railroad com- 
pany with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any manner molest 
or interfere with 3 or operatives while in transit, or destroy 
or injure the cars of said railway, or depots, stations, or other prop- 
erty belonging to the said railroad company, the person or persons 80 
offending shall forfeit and pay for each such offense not less than 
twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, to be recovered as other 
fines and penalties in said District, and shall remain liable, in addition 
to said penalty, for any loss or damage occasioned by his or her or 
their act as aforesaid; but no suit shall be brought unless commenced 
within sixty days after such offense shall have been committed. 

Sec. 18. That the said railroad company shall have the right of way 
across such other 3 as are now in operation within the limits 
of the lines granted by this act, and is hereby authorized to construct 
its said road across such other railways: Provided, That it shall not 
interrupt the travel of such other Sau 1 in such construction. 

Sec. 19. That no re shall be prohibited the right to travel on 
any part of said road, or be ejected from the cars by the company's em- 
pe ban for any other case than that of being drunk, disorderly, or con- 
ta 


That for the 1 of makin 
hereinbefore described the sai 


ously diseased, or refusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to com- 
ply with the lawful general regulations of the company. 

Sec. 20. That the said Great Falls and Old Dominion Railroad Com- 
pany, for the purpose only of constructing and equipping its railroad, 
as herein authorized, shall have the right to issue bonds or other obli- 
gations, secured by mortgage or deed of trust upon its right of way, 
property, and franchises, bearing interest not to exceed 5 per cent per 
annum and payable at such time as the officers of the company may 
deems expedient : Provided, however, That the issue of said bends or 
other obligations shall not in the aggregate exceed the amount neces- 
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sary for the construction and equipment of its railroad and buildings, 

in accordance with the provisions of this act: Provided further, That 

no bonds or other obligations shall be issued except the same be fully 

paid for at not less than their par value in money or its equivalent. 

ee 5 That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 
act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report is 
called for. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suggest that it will not be 
necessary, in reading the report, to read the copy of the Dill 
which has just been read. It may be omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on agreeing to the motion of the junior Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that, notwithstanding—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood that the reading of the re- 
port was called for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point that it is out of order to 
read the report before the bill is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That request, the Chair un- 
derstands, has been withdrawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Michigan renews it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therefore, the pending ques- 
tion 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator from Maine asked that the re- 
port be read. I was not aware that the request has been with- 
drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the junior Senator from Virginia, that, 
notwithstanding objection, the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not understand exactly the situation. 
I understood the Senator from Maine to call for the reading of 
the report. Has that request been granted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would hardly be in order at 
this time, unless by unanimous consent, or until the bill is prop- 
erly before the Senate. The bill has been read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the report 
be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the report on the pending bill be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I must object to that, Mr. President. I 
think we had better get the bill before the Senate, if there are 
votes enough so to order, and then the reading of the report will 
be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the read- 
ing of the report. The pending question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the junior Senator from Virginia that, notwithstand- 
ing objection, the Senate proceed to consider the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the bill be recommitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
senior Senator from Maine that the bill is not yet before the 
Senate. The question now is whether the Senate will take up 
the bill and consider it. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will make that motion whenever the 
rules permit it to be made. Let us have the yeas and nays on 
the question of proceeding to the consideration of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], who 
is absent. I do not know how he would vote. Therefore I 
withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. In his absence, I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). May I inquire whether the junior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. MeCunnzn] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed he has 


not. 
Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana. I haye a general pair with that 
Senator, and therefore, in his absence, I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. BAILEY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and he has not voted on this 
question. So I think perhaps I ought to withhold my vote. 
Mr. MARTIN. There is no doubt that the Senator from West 


Virginia would vote to take up the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I should yote “nay.” 
ought to withhold my vote. 

Mr. MeLAURIN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Foster], and therefore withhold my vote. 


So perhaps I 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] is 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. CRANE]. The 
Senator from Alabama has yoted “nay.” I am advised by the 
colleague of the Senator from Massachusetts that if present he 
would vote “nay.” I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Crane], and will vote. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLARnUnN ], who is absent. I under- 
stand that if present he would vote “yea,” and I should vote 
“nay.” But I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana (after having voted in the affirma- 


tive). I am paired, and therefore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 24, as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
Bacon Foraker McCreary Platt, Conn, 
Bate Gallinger Mallory Scott 
Burnham Gamble rtin Simmons 
Sa ibson Hard Stewart 
Cockrell Gorman Money Taliaferro 
Daniel Hansbrough Overman Warren 
Dietrich Kittredge Patterson 
Dubois Latimer Perkins 
NAYS—24. 

Alger Cullom Hopkins Pettus 
Allison Dolliver ge Platt, N. T. 
Bard t is den Tong 3 

rbanks 0 ner 
Barros Hale Nelson Teller 
Clapp Heyburn Newlands Wetmore 

NOT VOTING—36. 

Aldrich Clark, Mont. Foster, La. McCumber 
Allee Clark, Wyo. Foster, Wash. McEnery 
Ankeny Clarke, Ark. Frye McLaurin 
Bailey Crane ton Mitchell 
Ball Culberson Hawley Penrose 
Beveridge Depew Kean Quarles 
Blackburn Dick Kearns Smoot 
Burton Dillingham Knox Stone 
Carmack Elkins McComas Tillman 


So Mr. Martrn’s motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I submitted a proposed 
amendment to this bill, which was printed. I wish now to with- 
oy that amendment and to substitute the one I send to the 

esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire presents an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not necessary to read it. It is sim- 
ply a proposition to run a single track on M street east of 
Thomas circle, coming back on N street. That is all. It need 
not be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to present an amendment to the 
pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois pre- 
sents an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new section, to be 
known as section 34, the following: 

Sec. 33. That the owners of and those interested as lessees and mort- 
gagees of real estate abutting upon any of the streets, avenues, alleys, 
and public places along and over which the said railroad company con- 
structs and operaia its road in the city of Washington, as provided in 
this bill, shall have a right of action against said road, its successors, 
and assigns for any injury or damage arising to any of said real estate 
or propre located thereon by reason of the construction and operation 
<= road along and over said streets, avenues, alleys, Os iy public 
p 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not care to have the amendment taken 
up until the bill is considered in detail. Then I shall desire to 
submit some remarks on the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and on 
that motion I desire to say a few words. 

I have no arraignment to make of the committee that has re- 
ported the bill, and I do not know but that it has received fair 
consideration. But I am impressed by the number of letters 
and statements that have come to me from parties living upon 
the scene where this road is projected who have had no oppor- 
tunity to be heard, and I believe it will be in the interest of 
good legislation if the bill be sent back to the committee and 
hearings be renewed and parties who are greatly, seriously, and 
earnestly interested be permitted to appear before the commit- 
tee so that all sides and all interests may be properly brought 
before the Senate for its action. 
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I do not find either—perhaps I am incorrect, and if so, the 
Senator reporting the bill will correct me—that the hearings 
which haye taken place, and which cover or should cover the 
testimony of the parties who have been fortunate enough to get 
before the committee, have been printed for the use of the com- 
mittee. It may be they have. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To the extent of 124 pages, I will say to 


the Senator. It was advertised in the newspapers that the 
hearings would be had, and everybody was invited to come. 

Mr. HALE. My point just now is, have these hearings, as 
contained in this document, been printed for the use of the 
Senate or simply for the use of the committee? I was not able 
until this morning to get a copy of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They were printed for the use of the 
Senate, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I was not able until this morning to get a copy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have been in the document room 
and available ever since the date of the hearings, which were 
in last April. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Were they distributed on our desks? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not do that work, and hence can not 
answer the Senator. I have no doubt they were. Certainly 
they were not suppressed by the committee, I will say to the 
Senator. : 

Mr. HALE. I have been watching this project, and I have 
always sought all the information I could get upon it; but I 
never saw a copy of the hearings until to-day, and from glanc- 
ing them over I can see, when I consider them in connection 
with other letters and statements that have been made to me, 
that they represent only a small portion of the people who are 
deeply interested in this project. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator had been in the room of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia this morning he 
would have discovered a town meeting there on a subject that 
is of concern to the District. Had he been there last April he 
would have discovered that room packed with citizens of the 
District 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. For three or four days. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; coming there upon the announce- 
ment in the newspapers that hearings were to be had on this 
subject. Those meetings were held; the committee unani- 
mously reported this bill; the testimony was printed for the use 
of the Senate; and no criticism will lie against the committee 
in this respect. It may lie against the judgment of the com- 
mittee, but not against its procedure. 

Mr. HALE. I stated that I had no arraignment to make of 
the committee. I see now from this report that there have 
been, as I had known, certain hearings, but there certainly have 
come to me additional statements, that are entitled to some 
consideration, of parties who desire further hearings. 

I am told also that amendments are contemplated which in- 
yolye new locations, involve a new development of this plan, 
which have never been considered in hearings, and that the resi- 
dents upon the lines which are now by these amendments pro- 
jected into this bill have not been heard because their localities 
were not before threatened. 

Tf that is the case, certainly in the interest of good legislation 
it is not asking too much that the bill shall be recommitted and 
an opportunity be given to everybody, not only upon the original 
line as laid out and as heard before the committee, but upon the 
other streets that have been brought in by amendments, with 
the sanction of members of the committee, of the chairman, per- 
haps of the Senator who reported the bill. 

My interest in this matter, Mr. President, is general. I know 
very little about the scheme or the parties who are behind it or 
what its future value will be; but I do know that we have gone 
on and gridironed this fair city with railroads in every direc- 
tion. North and south, east and west, northeast and southwest, 
and southeast and northwest we have gridironed the city with 
these roads. There are only comparatively small spaces that 
are left free. We have gone so far in the privileges that we 
have granted to railroad companies that nobody now is discom- 
moded. Along the line where this road is projected with its 
general course from the west to the east every three or four 
blocks are lined with railroads, running through the city north 
and south, that accommodate nine-tenths of the people of the 

ity. 
‘There is no demand, Mr. President, none has been shown, and 
I think, so far as I have been able to-day to look at this docu- 
ment, nothing is shown here as a demand from the residents of 
the city, the people themselves most interested, in favor of this 
scheme. It is demanded by the corporation that seeks to extend 
its road through the city. : o 4 : 


on GALLINGER. And combated by the existing corpora- 
ons, 3 

Mr. HALE. That I do not know anything about. It would 
be natural enough that they should combat it, but whether they 
do or not they are not here, so far as I know, in evidence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They appear conspicuously in the testi- 
mony. 

Mr. HALE. We are called upon to give away unduly a valua- 
ble franchise in a tract of the city that has thus far been unmo- 
lested by these roads, but which yet is reached by valuable lines 
for the accommodation of the people, and we ought to hesitate 
long before we give away another valuable franchise simply 
at the request of a corporation which has built a road under 
certain rules and regulations (and I shall touch upon that not 
now but afterwards in the discussion) which are sought to be 
enforced in this District, that will be offensive to every man 
when they are stated and read. We ought to call a halt. In 
my judgment it is time to call a halt before we give away any 
more of these franchises. 

I have plenty of material that later will be used, but in making 
this motion to recommit to the committee I have stated only the 
general proposition. It can do no harm; if it is a good case that 
this road has it will not be hurt by a rehearing. If it is a bad 
proposition, it is better to let light into it.and let it be seen, 
and let the Senate know, as it does not know now, all the facts 
in the case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word at the present 
time. At some future time if this bill is up I shall want to 
discuss it more fully. 

This is a most extraordinary motion of the Senator from 
Maine. Of course, it is clearly within the rules, and I do not 
know that anyone should complain of it. Here is a committee 
trying to do its duty, not seeking this work any more than the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Bax], who says he has no taste for 
acting as mayor or councilman of a city. Probably there is not 
a member on that committee who would not be willing to ex- 
change his place with any other Senator on any other committee 
of the Senate. 

That committee gave very careful consideration to this meas- 
ure. A hearing was had which in print makes 124 pages. The 
matter was then referred to a subcommittee, consisting of the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansproveH], the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. GAMBIE], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], who went over the 
route, examined it carefully, and reported to the committee that 
it was a proper request this corporation had made, and the full 
committee without a dissenting voice agreed to it and reported 
the bill to the Senate. 

Now, it is proposed to recommit it, the Senator from Maine 
says, for further hearing, and this motion is made before the 
report of the committee is read and before the bill is debated. 
Mr. President, I have on my desk at least twenty requests for 
hearings from citizens of the District on almost every con- 
ceivable bill, but I have not received one letter nor had one 
suggestion made to me since this bill was reported from any 
citizen of the District of Columbia that further hearings were 
wanted on this bill. If the Senator from Maine has made the 
discovery that the people here are in arms and want another 
town meeting on this bill he has discovered something that has 
not come to the chairman of the committee, and I venture t 
say not to any member of the committee. i 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question? ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Taking the line as projected by the original bill 
or covered by the amendments that have been introduced and 
will be urged, how many resident owners of property has the 
Senator found who are in favor of the bill or the amendments? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A great many. I received a letter this 
morning from the owner of a large apartment house on th 
corner of M street who says he wants this bill to pass. A 

Mr. HALE. That is one. 

Mr: GALLINGER. That is one. If the Senator will read the 
testimony he will find a hundred there. . 

Mr. HALE. Hardly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. The committee were of opin- 
ion, after running over the matter very carefully, that the prot- 
estants and adyocates of the bill were about equally divided. 

Mr. HALE. The statements have been made to me by people 
whom I have faith in, that the number of resident owners of 
property upon these streets is very few who are not strongly 
opposed to the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The testimony does not show that. But 
even if that were so, it would not be different from what it has 
been when railroads are built in this city or in any other city, 
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so far is I know. Property owners in this city always protest 
that their property is going to be destroyed. In their judgment 
that may be true, but after the road is down the Senator from 
Maine would not dare to introduce a resolution here to tear up 
a rod of any of these roads. Not one rod has been laid down 
without a protest from the property owners along the road, and 
not a rod could be taken up without a riot. 

Mr. HALE. What that means is, that in chartering new 
roads attention should be paid to the requirements of the cor- 
poration seeking the charter and not to the people living on 
the line of the road? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is an 
imputation on the committee that the committee will not silently 
endure. J 

Mr. HALE. Is not that a fair deduction from what the Sena- 
tor said? x 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not a fair deduction. The Senator 
probably is not aware of the facts. The Senator has not 
served on this committee. I have been on it for fourteen years. 
I have been in favor of this cross-town road during those four- 
teen years. This city is not gridironed with railroads; as the 
Senator asserts; far from it. The Senator probably does not 
know that in the northeast part of this city there are from 
30,000 to 40,000 people who have practically no railroad accom- 
modations. 

Mr. HALE. Does this road reach them? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does absolutely. The existing roads 
have refused to extend their lines into that territory, or they 
have not done it, and this road comes in here and says, “ We 
will give facilities for the northeast part of the city, that to-day 
is absolutely without any railroad facilities.” If the Senator 
will read the testimony he will find what the Northeast Citi- 
zens’ Association of this city say about it. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to read it if I have time, or get this 
matter referred back to the committee. I propose to read it 
very fully. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish the Senator had done it some time 
ago. 

Now, Mr. President, this committee reported the bill, respond- 
ing to what they believed to be a demand on the part of men 
who use street cars in the city of Washington, not on the part 
of men who, more fortunate than some of us, ride in their 
carriages, but on the part of ordinary men and women who 
travel in the District and who want such facilities. There is 
not a railroad from Georgetown within five blocks of the route 
projected here to Thomas circle, and there is no railroad run- 
ning from that point to the northeast part of the city. There 
are one or two little spurs, but there is not any railroad running 
across to that part of the city, and the people there are abso- 
lutely without railroad accommodation, as will appear, if the 
Senator will take the trouble to read the testimony which the 
committee has had printed. 

I say, Mr. President, this city is far from being gridironed 
with railroads. This city has running north and south a rail- 
road on First street, a railroad on Sixth street, on Seventh 
street, Ninth street, Eleventh street, Fourteenth street, but when 
you come to the east and west what do you find? We have the 
Pennsylvania avenue line, the H street line, and we have a line 
running down New York avenue. We have a little spur run- 
ning from the U street line across to Seventh street and there 
it stops. There is no city in my knowledge so inadequately 
supplied with railroad facilities as the city of Washington is in 
lines running east and west. 

Mr. HALE. There is a line along boundary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On U street, running down to Seventh. 

Now, Mr. President, this committee, in trying to find just 
grounds upon which to legislate, gave this matter very serious 
and careful consideration, and have reported this bill, which 
they think ought to pass. Of course we all understand that 
there are powerful influences against it. The existing railroad 
corporations are against it, and the bondholders of this consoli- 
dated company, who live in New York and elsewhere, are against 
this bill. There is no question about that. The committee is 
not ignorant of the opposition that is arrayed against this bill. 
All you have got to do is to go into the Marble Room to discover 
it, and we fully understand it. But we are going to advocate 
it, it being our mature judgment that it ought to pass. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire who has charge of the bill as to section 15. I see 
that section 15 provides that 4 per cent of the gross earnings 
shall be paid as a tax. I should like to ask how the other roads 
now operating are taxed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They pay 4 per cent, precisely the same 
as is here provided. 

Now, Mr. President, I apprehend 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The Senator from New Hampshire reflects by implication upon 
every Senator in this Chamber who is opposed to this measure, 
He declares that certain powerful influences are against it, 
naming New York bondholders and stockholders of Washington 
railroads as the ones who are potential in the opposition. He 
thus implies that the Senators who are opposed to this bill are 
subjected to that improper influence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he means to intimate that that is the only influence 
that is opposed to the passage of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am surprised that the Senator from 
Texas has asked me that question. I had no such intention— 
not the least in the world. I have received letters on this sub- 
ject, but they were proper letters. I have had interviews, but 
they were proper interviews. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have had letters from many of the property 
holders on M street. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I had no 
intention of reflecting upon any living man. I think the bond- 
holders of these roads have a right to protect their interests, if 
they think them endangered. The existing corporations have a 
right to protest against this charter if they think it is to their 
detriment to have it granted, but after these protests have been 
made it is the duty of Congress to take such action as the wel- 
fare of the general public may seem to demand. I do not ques- 
tion the sincerity of anybody, and, as far as Senators are con- 
cerned, of course I hope the Senator from Texas knows me well 
enough to know that that was the furthest from my thoughts. 

Mr. HALE. I can say here, Mr. President, that I have never, 
early or late, day or night, here or elsewhere, heard from a single 
representative of the interests the Senator refers to. When the 
Senator says these powerful infiuences, these bondholders, are 
behind this opposition he states what I for one know nothing 
whatever about. My interest in the matter comes not from 
any communication with them or any knowledge of their ex- 
isting on the face of the earth. It comes from my objection to 
chartering more railroads in this city and from appeals from 
residents whose property is practically confiscated by this bill. 
I have never known or heard of any other influence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I will proceed, be- 
cause I have only one minute. I wish I had a little more time 
to-day ; but I will take occasion later on, if this bill shall be be- 
fore the Senate, to make myself clear on this point. 

We had before us Mr. George T. Dunlop, a very worthy man, 
who has become wealthy in running a railroad here—the most 
lucrative charter, I think, that perhaps was ever granted in this 
city. He is a very great railroad man. One of his first remarks 
to the committee was: I protest against the passage of this bill 
on the ground that it invades the rights and privileges granted 
to my company some forty-two years ago.” 

Now, I am at a loss to know how we are inyading Mr. Dun- 
lop’s rights and privileges. He has got his charter, and he is 
running his road and making a lot of money out of it; and this 
corporation, in my judgment, will not take a penny out of the 
coffers of that road if this bill should become a law. He op- 
posed this bill on other grounds. He said, for instance, concern- 
ing this proposed road, that “there would not be enough hauled 
in a year to pay for the oil on the wheels going to the Union 
Station.” To my surprise the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
rows], who opposes this bill very strongly, offered a substitute 
granting Mr. Dunlop’s road the right to run over exactly the 
same route that is provided in this bill. I confess that that is 
very puzzling to me. I do not quite comprehend that; perhaps 
the Senator will explain it later on, and perhaps Mr. Dunlop 
will also explain it. 

Now, Mr. Dunlop talked about “our territory;“ and on one 
oceasion, if you will read the record, you will observe he says: 
“Why, that is General Harries’s; that is the territory of the 
other corporation.” I do not understand that Congress has di- 
vided up the territory of the District of Columbia to street rail- 
road corporations. I do not understand that they have given 
General Harries a half of it and Mr. Dunlop the other half, and 
I think it was an impertinence to make that appeal before the 
committee. Mr. Dunlop went further and said that the Old 
Dominion Railroad Company, which by law has the right to 
come across the Aqueduct Bridge—and they spent $50,000 in 
putting that bridge in repair so that they could come across it, 
and secure the right to come into the District of Columbia 

ee PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one minute more to 
finish my sentence. Mr. Dunlop said if they had ever asked to 
extend their lines into the District from the Union Station he 
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would not have allowed them to get the charter to come across 
the bridge. Now, I think we have a right to say that there are 
powerful influences, aggressive influences, potential influences, 


against this bill. We expected it, and we expect they will find 
expression in the debate which, I trust, will be had before the 
bill is finally acted upon, and in saying this I reflect upon no 
man or corporation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. This bill goes to the Calendar? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands it, 
under the rule. 

STATEHOOD BILL. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and a State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand that the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Stumons] is ready to address the Senate on the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, before I had investigated the 
proposition to make two States out of these four Territories I 
was disposed to support the pending bill, although, in my opin- 
ion, each of the four Territories was prepared for statehood and 
entitled to separate stathood, because I thought that this propo- 
sition was the only one which had a reasonable chance to pass 
Congress now or at any time in the near future, and I was un- 
willing to vote longer to deny to the people of these Territories 
the right of self-government. After hearing the speech of the 
Senator from California [Mr. Bard] and in consideration of cer- 
tain statements recently made to me as to the sentiments of the 
people of Arizona with reference to the consolidation provided in 
this bill, and as to the conditions which prevail in that Terri- 
tory by a high official of my own State, a man of large ability 
and close observation who spent several months during the last 
summer in that Territory and mingled much with its people, 
I decided to make an investigation of the subject for myself, 
and as a result of that investigation I find myself unable to 
vote for the bill in its present shape without doing violence to 
what I regard as a settled policy of this Government in the 
admission of Territories, and without doing, in my judgment, a 
great wrong to the peuple of these Territories, especially to the 
people of the Territory of Arizona. 

I feel differently with reference to the proposition to unite the 
Indian Territory and Oklahoma in one State from the way in 
which I feel with reference to the proposition to unite New 
Mexico and Arizona. I believe, as I said, that all of these Ter- 
ritories are prepared and entitled to be admitted into the Union 
as separate States, and so admitted would, in a comparatively 
short time, grow into great and powerful Commonwealths. But 
the people of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory seem to 
prefer this union, however obnoxious, to continued Territo- 
rial government. In deference to that sentiment of the people, 
and on account of my dislike of the Territorial system of gov- 
ernment—a system which I regard as wholly alien to the genius 
of our institutions, and which, in my judgment, ought not to be 
continued in any part of the territory of the United States—es- 
pecially in continental United States—one minute beyond the 
period of necessary preparation for statehood—if I am redueed 
to that alternative, I may prefer to vote for joint statehood for 
these two Territories, as a choice between that and continued 
Territorial government, though I am not now prepared to say 
definitely what I will do if that alternative shall, unhappily, 
ultimately confront me. 

I am more favorably inclined to the proposition to consoli- 
date Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, not only because the 
people of those Territories seem to assent to it, but because for 
many and, I think, manifest reasons the union of these Terri- 
tories would be less objectionable than the union of New Mexico 
and Arizona would be. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I shall direct my remarks, 
as my investigations have been directed, chiefly to the proposi- 
tion to unite New Mexico and Arizona. And as New Mexico 
seems to be willing to the union and Arizona is alone protesting, 
and as that Territory would undoubtedly suffer most from the 
consolidation, I shall direct my argument mainly to an inquiry 
into the rights of Arizona to separate statehood, and to the effect 
upon Its material, social, and political interests of the proposed 
consolidation. 
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Now, what are the rights of Arizona in this behalf? Of 
course, I do not contend that the people of Arizona have any 
rights in this matter which Congress has not the power to ig- 
nore without in any way impinging upon its powers as de- 
clared and defined by the Constitution. But I do contend that 
Arizona has rights in this matter, both in connection with its 
claim to independent statehood and in connection with its pro- 
test against forcible annexation or consolidation with New 
Mexico, which Congress can not disregard without repudiating 
a rule of action which it has established by a line of precedents 
which have ripened into a national policy, upon which the peo- 
ple of Arizona had a right to rely and have relied and do now 
rely to secure them on the one band in their claim to state- 
hood, and to protect them on the other hand against the wrong 
of this proposed annexation. 

It is true, Mr. President, the Constitution does not prescribe 
the requisites of statehood. It is also true there is no positive 
or written law prescribing these requisites. Undoubtedly, in 
the absence of positive law prescribing the requisites of state- 
hood, Congress has discretion as to the time, the manner, and the 
prerequisites for the admission of Territories as States. The 
material question, then, is what is the extent and scope, what is 
the character and the nature, of that discretion? Is it an arbi- 
trary and unrestrained discretion or is it a limited and circum- 
scribed discretion? 

Mr. President, when power is conferred upon any tribunal or 
body in the absence of specific provisions for its exercise the 
discretion thus necessarily created is not ordinarily an arbi- 
trary discretion. It must be exercised with due regard to the 
principles of human right and universal equity. But after that 
power has been exercised for a long period of time in a manner 
reasonably uniform and consistent, even though it may have 
been by right arbitrarily exercised at first, the discretion may 
no longer be exercised arbitrarily, but is modified and limited 
by the line or rule of action which has grown up under its long- 
continued exercise. 

So, Mr. President, Congress is bound in the exercise of its 
power and discretion to admit Territories to observe the prin- 
ciples and policies which it has itself established as the stand- 
ard of right and privilege in the admission of the thirty-odd ~- 
Territories which have become States since the adoption of the 
Constitution. In short, like any ether body possessed of a dis- 
cretion originally unrestrained, Congress has become bound, in 
morals, at least, by the limitations it has imposed upon itself 
in admitting the Territories. The,Parliament of Great Britain 
is omnipotent. It can do what it pleases, yet in practice it 
holds itself bound by precedents which have ripened into a line 
of policy as firmly as Congress is bound by the Constitution. 


-Congress may do many things that violate the rights of indi- 


viduals and communities without impinging upon the Constitu- 
tion, but in this domain of legislation it is as much bound by 
precedents which have ripened into a line of national policy as 
is the British Parliament. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate in discussing the 
proposition whether during the last one hundred and seventeen 
years, in the admission of thirty-two Territories into the Union, 
Congress has established a reasonably uniform and well-defined 
national policy as to the admission of Territories into the Union. - 
I think that proposition is so well established that it is not 
necessary to reenforce it with argument. A casual study, Mr. 
President, of the history of the admission of these thirty- 
two States into the Union will disclose that Congress, in the 
exercise of its power and the discharge of its duty in this re- 
gard, has established two general propositions which have be- 
come a part of our national policy upon this subject. First, 
when a Territory by reason of extent of domain, size of popu- 
lation, and amount of taxable wealth is reasonably fitted for 
statehood it is entitled to admission as a separate State; and, 
secondly, when the Territory applying for admission is so large 
and unwieldy as to make intercourse between all of its com- 
ponent parts difficult and expensive and government costly, it 
should be divided into smaller and more compact States in the, 
interest of convenience, community intercourse, and econom- 
ical government. 

Tried by the test of the extent of domain, of population, and 
of taxable wealth, Arizona undoubtedly is entitled to separate 
statehood; and tried by the rule looking to the division of large 
and unwieldy areas into smaller States, both New Mexico and 
Arizona have a right either to be admitted as separate States 
or to continue in their present Territorial condition. 

Now, let me analyze and apply to the Territories of New Mex- 
ico and Arizona these policies, which I contend have been 
evolved out of the exercise of this power and the discharge of 
this duty by Congress during the past one hundred and seven- 
teen years. There is nothing in the admission by Congress of 
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the Territories definitely prescribing the extent of territory re- 
quired. The areas of the original States were unequal. The 
areas of the Territories admitted to statehood are unequal; but, 
Mr. President, a consideration of the size of the various Terri- 
tories that have been organized into States under the Constitu- 
tion will, I think, show that Congress has observed what I 
might describe as a happy medium between very large States 
on the one hand and very small States on the other hand. 

In two instances Congress has given a significant hint as to 
its conception of the proper size of a State. In the case of the 
Northwest Territory, covering, I believe, about the same extent 
of area as is comprised in New Mexico and Arizona, the ordi- 
nance of 1787 provided that that Territory should be divided 
into not less than three and not more than five States. This is a 
significant provision in the consideration of this questjon. It 
shows, to my mind, very clearly the Congressional idea of the 
size of a State, and it shows a preference on the part of Con- 
gress for smaller over larger States, because when Congress 
subsequently came to.exercise the power conferred upon it by 
that ordinance, instead of creating out of this Territory three 
States it created out of it five States. 

Again, Mr. President, in admitting Texas Congress gave an- 
another hint of its conception of the proper size of a State. 
That territory was admitted under exceptional conditions; but 
when it was admitted so strong was the idea of subdividing 
large and unwieldy areas into smaller States lodged in the Con- 
gressional mind that it was provided that it might subsequently 
be divided into five States. Texas contains, I believe, about 
268,000 square miles, and this proviso for its subdivision into 
five States may reasonably be construed as showing the opinion 
of Congress as to the appropriate size of a State. 

A study of the several acts of admission and of the size of the 
Territories admitted will, I think, show that Congress has all 
along had in mind the idea that small and compact States could 
better discharge the functions and duties of self-government 
under our system than States of larger areas, and actual results 
have, I think, amply justified the wisdom of that policy. 

It is admitted that Arizona has a sufficient area of territory 
113,000 square miles—to make a great State, even two great 
States. 

But it is contended that a large part of this immense domain 
is sterile and barren and unproductive, and that when that 
portion is eliminated possibly there will not be enough left 
that is capable of productive and profitable use to make a State 
of sufficient resources to discharge the functions of govern- 
ment without imposing too great a burden of expense upon 
the people of the Territory. Mr. President, I know it is a 
popular conception that a large part of the Territory of Ari- 
zona is sterile and unproductive, but it is an erroneous opin- 
fon. There is no part, or if any part a very inconsiderable 
part, of this Territory that is not valuable and wealth pro- 
ducing. Its valleys—and there are twenty-one of them, I be- 
lieve—comprise in themselves an area sufficient to make a 
great State. It is true that some of this valley land is arid 
and at present unproductive, but with the success of the 
scheme of national irrigation which is being applied in that 
Territory—and that it will be successful I think there is no 
doubt—every foot of this valley land will not only become 
productive, but it will become the most wonderfully productive 
soil in all America; it will become as fertile as the valley of 
the Nile, which it very much resembles, and it is as large in 
extent as the valley of the Nile, which, it is said, at one time 
sustained 60,000,000 people. 

Arizona has about 10,000 square miles of forest, but it is not 
scrubby forest. It is not a forest with trees so small or of such 
a character that they are not of merchantable value; on the 
contrary, this whole 10,000 square miles is covered by the finest 
pine timber to be found anywhere in the United States. It is 
being worked; it is being felled, and these lands are being re- 
duced to a condition for cultivation just as the territory of the 
Northwest, which was covered by forests, was reduced to a 
state of cultivation. 

But there is this difference. The men who cut away the for- 
ests Of the Northwest Territory found its timber practically 
valueless, because there were no uses to which it could be ap- 
plied. But the timber from the forests that are being cleared in 
Arizona is at the same time it is cut manufactured into a prod- 
uct that is in great demand throughout the length and breadth 
of this country and is a source of immense national wealth. 

The balance of that country is highlands. The general idea 
is that these highlands are deserts and of no value. That is 
not true. These lands, from one end of the Territory to the 
other, grow a grass that is the most remarkable grass I 
have ever read of in history or agricultural bulletins, and I am 
somewhat of a farmer and give a great deal of study to subjects 


of that sort. I wish that this particular grass would live and 


grow in North Carolina. If it could be successfully trans- 
planted to the South and the Bast and even to the Middle 
States, it would add greatly, in my judgment, to the value of 
the grazing lands of those sections. The peculiarity of this 
grass is that it is not only good pasturage in the spring and sum- 
mer, but that it cures a magnificent hay without being cut, 
which may lie upon the ground without losing its nutrition dur- 
ing the whole winter. 

These uplands of course are not subject to irrigation. It can 
not be irrigated. It is too high for that. But it produces this 
grass from the small rainfall of that section, which I think 
ranges from six to twenty inches annually, according to alti- 
tude. Besides, there are 30,000 square miles of this land which 
is the receptacle of the richest deposits of gold and silver and 
copper on the continent. Therefore, Mr. President, there is 
nothing in the contention that while the area of this Territory 
is ample in number of square miles, it is not sufficient by reason 
of its lack of productive value. 

Mr. President, are there enough people in Arizona to make a 
self-governing community according to the American idea? Are 
they sufficiently thickly settled to admit of the application of 
the county-government and the township-government systems 
which obtain in all the States? There are, according to the 
last census, 123,000 people in this Territory. That is a popula- 
tion of about 100,000, excluding Indians, and I think they 
ought to be excluded, because they are not taxed, and really 
in that Territory not civilized. I am not going into the ques- 
tion of the accuracy of these census figures, although I think 
it could easily be shown that they are incorrect. According to 
the registration of 1902—and I use the figures of that registra- 
tion instead of that of 1904, because the hearings before the com- 
mittee deals with that instead of the registration preceding the 
last election, and we all know that a great many people who are 
entitled to yote do not register, and especially is that so where 
a large part of the people are engaged in mining, as in this 
Territory—according to the registration of 1902 Arizona had at 
that time, I believe, about 32,000 registered yoters, and, meas- 
ured by the test of 1 voter to every 5, its population ought to 
be, I should say, at least 145,000. , 

Tried by the test of the number of children enrolled in the 
schools, to wit, 40,000, her population ought to be at least a 
hundred and fifty or a hundred and sixty thousand. And 
tried by the numerous local enumerations which have been 
made, exposing inaccuracies in the census and showing a much 
larger population in communities and municipalities than the 
census accord to them, it ought to be, I should say, at least a 
hundred and sixty thousand. 

Moreover, we have the positive statement of the Delegate 
from that Territory, reenforced by the statement of the gov- 
ernor of the Territory, that there is undoubtedly to-day a popu- 
lation of at least 150,000 people in Arizona. 

But, Mr. President, not going into the field of speculative 
estimates, and relying entirely upon the showing made by the 
census, I submit that there can be no denial of statehood to 
Arizona upon the ground of lack of population. Of the thirty- 
two Territories that have been admitted into the Union since 
the adoption of the Constitution, twenty-four had a less popula- 
tion, according to the census last before their admission, than 
Arizona had four years ago, and of the three Territories last 
admitted into the Union two of them at least—Idaho and Wy- 
oming—had a population at the time of their admission less 
than Arizona has now, according to the census. 

Now, let us consider the question, and to my amazement that. 
question has been raised, Are these people of sufficient virtue 
and intelligence to entitle them to be invested with the rights 
and duties of a self-governing community? Let us for a moment 
consider the nationality and character of the people of this Ter- 
ritory. About 5 per cent of them, according to the hearings, 
are of Mexican descent, and only about 700 of them are natives 
of Mexico. These constitute the least intelligent part of the 
population, but even they are not ignorant. The great majority 
of them know how to read and write, and speak the English 
language. Their children attend the common schools, which 
are taught in the English language. 

These Mexicans, of whom it is said they are unfitted to be 
American citizens, to exercise the functions of self-government 
under the American Constitution, are the descendants of a 
people who have a system of government identical with ours 
and who under the leadership of one of the greatest men in the 
oe to-day are demonstrating their capacity for self-govern- 
men 

About one-fifteenth of the population, I believe, leaving out 
the Indians—and I am doing that in all these statements—are 
foreigners; but they are not that class of foreigners who 
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to-day are filling the slums of our great cities, who have come 
to our shores imbued with the principles and spirit of anarchy, 
and whose greatest concern here, as in the country from which 
they come, is to disrupt and overthrow the government under 
which they would live. They are a class of foreigners that 
any State in this Union would be proud and glad to welcome 
as a part of its citizenship. They are of a class of foreigners 
who have come and settled in other Territories and States in 
this country and have made them in a few years Common- 
wealths equal in dignity and in wealth to the greatest. 

They come from England, from Germany, from Ireland, from 
Canada, from Sweden, from Scotland, from Austria, from 
France, from Switzerland, and from Denmark. It is true 
a number of them come from other countries, but four-fifths of 
them come from the countries I have named. 

There is not a State in the Union to-day that would not be 
glad to receive into the bosom of its citizenship immigrants 
from the countries from which they have come. 

The remaining 80 per cent of the people who live in this Ter- 
ritory and constitute its citizenship have come from the States 
or they are the descendants of those who have come from the 
States—your State, Senators, and my State. Two thousand 
three hundred and twenty-four came from New York, 2,000 
came from Ohio, 1,672 came from Pennsytvania, 3,152 came 
from Vermont, 5,099 came from California, 2,659 came from 
Illinois, and more than a thousand of them came from each of 
the States of Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, and Kentucky. 

They are the same class of people who have gone out from the 
States and settled all the other Territories of this country, 
whether it was the Northwest Territory or the Louisiana Pur- 
chase Territory or the Gadsden Purchase Territory. The same 
class of our own people who in the past have felled the forests, 
braved the wild beasts and the insalubrity of climate and other 
harassing and hampering conditions of frontier and Terri- 
torial life, and erected great States and Commonwealths out 
of these once wild wastes of forest and desolation. 

These people, like their predecessors in frontier life, have not 
left their homes and broken up the associations of a lifetime 
because of indolence, but because of ambition. They have not 
gone out there because of their weakness, but because of their 
strength. They have not gone out there because of cowardice 
in meeting the conditions of life and battling with them, but 
they have gone out there because of their courage in dealing with 
the problems and hardships of life. They may be called adven- 
turers, and in a sense they may be adventurers, but they are 
men of courage, men of grit, men of determination, men of am- 
bition, men whose ambition and determination for better things 
would not permit them to stay home and put up with the or- 
dinary, but led them to brave hardships amid new and untried 
conditions in a strange land in the hope that they might achieve 
for themselves and their posterity better conditions and things 
than the old home had to offer to those who had nothing to 
build upon except brawn and muscle, guided by courage and in- 
telligence and character. 

To say that this class of people—and they constitute 80 per 
cent of the people of the Territory of Arizona to-day—are not 
capable of self-government, that they do not possess sufficient 
virtue and intelligence to discharge those functions, is to repu- 
diate and to deny the experience of our whole history in the 
settlement of Territories and the development out of them of 
great and powerful Commonwealths. 

Mr. President, has Arizona sufficient resources—sufficient 
taxable property, actual or potential—to support an independent 
government without imposing too heavy a burden upon the 
wealth and incomes of her people? At present there is upon 
the tax books of that Territory forty-three millions of taxable 
property. But that does not represent the real amount of the 
taxable property in the Territory, either actual or potential, 
but even upon that small valuation a revenue is realized, from a 
rate of taxation not at all oppressive or unusual, sufficient to 
discharge all the expenses of government, economically ad- 
ministered, and to-day I am advised there is a surplus of 
$100,000 in the treasury of that Territory belonging to the 
school fund. 

But, Mr. President, it is a fact, thoroughly authenticated in 
the hearings had upon this subject—and I am speaking entirely 
from the hearings, so far as this part of the subject is con- 
cerned, because my readings have not gone outside of the 
hearings—property is assessed for taxation in this Territory 
for only about 20 per cent of its actual value. If the rule 
for the assessment of property for taxation that obtains, I 
think, pretty generally throughout the United States—that is, 

upon a basis of approximately three-fourths of actual value— 
was applied in this Territory, the taxable property would be 
nearly four times what it is at present. That four times its 


present amount would not more than cover the actual value 
of the property in that Territory is made clear by the undis- 
puted statistics of its presently developed resources. There 
was in that Territory two years ago—and the mileage has been 
considerably increased since then—in actual operation, 1,400 
miles of railroad, the original cost of which was $70,000,000, 
and which to-day probably could not be bought in the open mar- 
ket for less than that amount. 

According to the statements of all the witnesses examined by 
the committee in this matter, there was last year in gold and 
silver and copper taken from the mines of Arizona—which, by 
the way, are the most extensive and the most valuable, I sup- 
pose, of any State in the Union—$43,000,000, to say nothing about 
the value of its meat and timber and farm products and the re- 
sources of its various other occupations and industries. This 
statement of undisputed resources makes it perfectly manifest 
that $200,000,000 is not an overestimate of the present taxable 
value of the property of Arizona. Not one-half of the Territories 
that have been admitted into the Union had at the time of their 
admission taxable property equal to that of Arizona. Not one- 
third of them had upon the tax list as much property as is upon 
the tax list of Arizona to-day. 

Then, Mr. President, why deny these people statehood? “What 
haye they done during the years that they have been a Terri- 
torial government to demonstrate their capacity for statehood? 
They have established a system of government there that com- 
pares favorably with the system obtaining not only in other 
Territories, but in the more advanced States of this Union. They 
have their court-houses, where justice is administered as faith- 
fully and as rigidly and as thoroughly as in the States. They 
have established splendid public buildings at the capital for the 
use of the legislative, the executive, and administrative branches 
of the government. They have erected asylums for the care of 
the afflicted and the indigent and the bereft, and they have built 
a penitentiary for the-imprisonment of the rascals. They have 
a university that would be a credit to any State. They have two 
normal schools, as good as any. They have ten high schools, one 
of which is said to be in its appointmentS and equipments the 
superior of any like institution in the United States, except 
only one in California and another in New York, 

They have a common school system that covers the whole 
Territory, and there are enrolled in these schools 40,000 pupils. 

Better than that, Mr. President, as indicating the interest of 
the people in education, as indicating the advance that they have 
made in the direction of universal education, they have what 
very few States in this Union have—a compulsory system of 
education. Whoever goes to that Territory and takes his chil- 
dren with him will learn soon after he gets there that he has 
got to put his children in school and educate them or move on 
to some other less progressive community. 

Mr. President, the people of that Territory are not an ignorant 
people. They are just as intelligent as any part of the popula- 
tion of the United States. In fact, the governor of that Terri- 
tory in his testimony before the committee said that, excluding 
Indians, there was not 1 per cent of illiteracy in the Territory, 
and that is a very remarkably low rate. The people who have 
gone there from the States and who are going there every day 
in the year from the States and filling up the waste places of 
that Territory are, of course, not all educated people. But it is 
a fact, authenticated and vouched for by the witnesses, by the 
statements before the committee, that there are a large number 
of graduates, of college men, of university men among those 
who have gone and continue to go into this Territory from the 
States; and that there are but few who can not read and write 
in the English language, and who do not actually in the every- 
day affairs of life transact their own business and do their own 
writing. 

There are, of course, Mr. President, some uneducated men 
there who have come from the States, but they are not ignorant. 
They are well posted and informed as to the ordinary affairs of 
life. They are intelligent. 

The class of men who leave home and break their associations 
and go into a distant and strange land, even though they may 
not be versed in the learning of the books, in one way or an- 
other get to be well-informed people. They pick up and absorb 
the knowledge necessary to success under the conditions of 
American life. For this kind of knowledge this class of “ rough 
and ready“ people of Anglo-Saxon blood and American bred are 
always on the alert and of it they are intensely covetous. Among 
the many other things which they learn in this way are the 
principles of self-government as applied in this country, and 
that is the true test in this case and in the consideration of 
this question. Mr. President, I would hesitate long before I 
would admit that any man of Anglo-Saxon blood and American 
raising, however unlettered, did not in a general way under- 
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stand the principles of self-government. In the absence of 
book learning, the American boy learns these principles at the 
fireside or in the court-house and from the hustings. Eighty 
per cent of the population of Arizona is American born and 
American reared, and they understand the principles of self- 
government, and they have imbibed the capacity of self-govern- 
ment from their ancestors. To say people like these are not fit 
for and are not entitled to the right of self-government is to 
lose sight of the most patent and the most potent fact in our 
history. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire for a short time to direct my at- 
tention to a consideration of the proposition to annex Arizona 


to New Mexico. I say “annex,” for I regard this as a proposi-. 


tion for annexation rather than consolidation; for if Arizona 
is united with New Mexico under the terms and provisions of 
this bill it will have no more power, no more influence in de- 
termining the policy of that government, its legislation and ad- 
ministration than if it were a small strip of territory attached 
to it to square and fill in and round out its physical boundaries 
or supplement its inadequate population. It amounts in actual 
results, so far as the people of Arizona are concerned, to an- 
nexation as contradistinguished from union. 

Mr. President, if any one policy more than another ‘has been 
evolved out of the history of the admission of Territories in the 
Union it is that Congress will not impose upon the people of a 
Territory unnecessary burdens by reason of organizing States 
out of large and unwieldy Territories. That policy has been 
uniformly pursued by this country throughout its whole history, 
beginning with Vermont in 1791, when Congress carved that 
area out of New York because the two made an unwieldy State. 

That policy was again applied when later Congress carved 
Maine out of the State of Massachusetts and made two States; 
and it was followed again when Congress made Mississippi a 
State and left Alabama, which at that time was a part of the 
Territory of Mississippi, a Territory; and it has recently in a 
very celebrated instance been applied in the organization of two 
States from the Territory of Dakota. 

When the bill came before the Senate to create a State out of 
the Territory of Dakota this whole subject was exhaustively 


discussed. Senator PLarr made a speech on that occasion which. 


was exhaustive and illuminating, the crux of which was the cost 
and inconvenience of administering the affairs of a State of 
such an immense area. In the course of this speech, after re- 
citing the facts and figures showing the great size this State 
would be compared with other States, Senator Prarr said: 

The Territory of Dakota contained 149,100 square miles, so that as 
one State it would embrace, in round numbers, 27,000 square miles 
more than the United Kingdom of England, Ireland, Scotland, and 
Wales. It is practically as large as New York, Pennslyvania, New 
Jersey, Maryland, and Virginia. Just think for a moment of putting 
all these States into one State. 

Mr. President, the Territory of Dakota was but little larger 
than that of Arizona, and only about one-half as large as the 
combined Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. 

Yet, when it wis proposed to erect that into a State it was 
contended that it was too large, and that contention prevailed 
and it was divided and admitted as two States. You will find 
in the Recorp no other reason given for it except the size. 
There was no suggestion in that case, as in this case, that this 
. Territory was inhabited by people of different classes and dif- 
ferent habits. There was no contention that there was any 
difference in the laws and the customs and the jurisprudence 
of the people of the two sections of that Territory as is shown 
to exist in the case of the people of New Mexico and Arizona. 
They were the same people; they had grown up under the same 
system of laws; and yet they were separated by Congress for 
the sole reason that the Territory was unwieldly and too large 
for economical government. 

Mr. President, I do not regard this as an open question 
so far as the Territory of Arizona is concerned. I think the 
very question that I am discussing now, the very question that 
is involved in this proposition, to unite these two Territories 
into one State, has been decided by Congress and has become, 
I might say, to use the language of the lawyers, res adjudicata. 
‘Arizona was, at the time New Mexico was organized into a 
Territory, a part of New Mexico. That was in 1850, I think. 
It remained a part of New Mexico until 1863, I think. 

Then a bill came before Congress haying the sanction and 
approval not only of President Lincoln, but of ex-President 
Buchanan, who some years before that had recommended that 
the territory now covered by Arizona should be separated and 
detached from New Mexico and organized into a separate Terri- 
tory, for the reason that the Territory was too large for efficient 
and economical administration. 

The question was exhaustively considered in both branches 
of Congress. The Will did not pass during the Congress in which 


it was first introduced. It was discussed during several ses- 
sions of Congress, as I recollect it, by some of the most promi- 
nent men in publie life at that time, and in all these discussions 
the argument relied on by the advocates of the dismemberment 
of New Mexico by detaching the Arizona Territory was its in- 
convenient and unwieldy dimensions. 

Mr. Watts, then the Delegate from New Mexico, stood in the 
House of Representatives and, for the reasons I have just as- 
signed, asked that his own Territory be partitioned and dis- 
membered. Representing, as he declared, the wishes and the 
interests of his people, he demanded this partition. 

In that debate Senator Wade took an active part. He called 
attention to the fact that the Territory of New Mexico, including 
Arizona, was altogether too extensive for any municipal busi- 
ness to be transacted in its extreme portions; that the principal 
point of population in Arizona was 700 miles from the seat of 
justice in New Mexico, and he declared that because of the 
great size of the Territory, it being five or six times larger than 
the State of Ohio, the bill dividing it should surely pass. 

For that reason, Mr. President, and for the additional reason 
that this Territory was divided by a line of mountain ranges 
running through the center of it 100 miles wide and with a 
height ranging from 4,800 to 7,400 feet above the sea, it was 
divided. 

Now, Mr. President, if these were good reasons for the dis- 
memberment of this Territory in 1863, are they not as good, yea, 
are they not better, reasons why those two Territories should 
not now be reunited and consolidated into a single State? At 
that time there was no difference between the system of laws 
governing the one part and the other part of New Mexico. The 
Territorial laws were the same on both sides of the great conti- 
mental divide which separated them. There had not grown up 
at that time as great racial, social, and political differences, leav- 
ing out divergence in laws and jurisprudence, as there exists 
to-day. The people of both Territories were more nearly in 
affinity by reason of race and customs and habits and jurispru- 
dence than they are now. 

The forty years that have interyened between then and now, 
during which time each one of these Territories has had a sys- 
tem of Territorial government of its own, has broadened and 
intensified the original differences in the characteristics of these 
two peoples and widened the gulf between them. The chief 
population of Arizona is Anglo-Saxon. A large part of the popu- 
lation of New Mexico is Mexican. More than two-fifths, I 
believe, of that Territory is Mexican, while only about 5 per 
cent of that in Arizona is Mexican. On account of the small- 
ness of this element in proportion to the whole population in 
Arizona, it is easy to assimilate and Americanize it—indeed it 
has already been largely Americanized. But on account of the 
large proportion of Mexican to the total population of New 
Mexico this process has been more difficult and comparatively 
little headway has been made in that direction, and the Mexican 
in his natural condition, with his natural instincts and tastes, is 
a powerful element to-day in that Territory, while in Arizona he 
has long since ceased to be a factor. 

The difference in race and temperament and habits and cus- 
toms of these two peoples has, during these long years, found 
expression in their laws and jurisprudence. In one Territory 
the old common-law system obtains, in the other what is 
known as the “code” system has long been in force, while the 
genius and spirit of their laws and administrative methods are 
widely and radically different. 

Think of the confusion and chaos which must ensue from the 
attempt to harmonize these differences in laws and systems— 
not to enter upon the larger question growing out of the inevi- 
table temperamental clash. In the conflict one system or the 
other must succumb, and then what, Mr. President? Conten- 
tions, bitterness, hatreds, and “ confusion worse confounded.” 

Tucson, then the chief town of the Arizona Territory, was 700 
miles from Santa Fe, then the seat of government of New Mexico, 
and upon that ground Senator Wade in 1863 demanded the di- 
vorcement of these widely separated areas. Since that time 
the distance between Tucson and Santa Fe has not diminished, 
but the population of Tucson has multiplied many times, and 
many other towns and cities quite as far away from Santa Fe, 
which is again to become the seat of government of the con- 
solidated Territory if this bill passes, have come into existence, 
and there are now thirteen county seats—court-house towns— 
in Arizona, whose average distance from Santa Fe is over 500 
miles. Mr. President, how much more should the convenience 
of all of these towns and cities weigh against this scheme of 
consolidation than the inconvenience of the people of the little 
village of Tucson weighed in 1863 in bringing about the separa- 
tion of these Territories? 

But, Mr. President, when you consider the fact that in coy- 
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ering that distance you have got to cross the great Continental 
Divide, which divides these two Territories, which, as I said a 
little while ago, is 100 miles wide, and has a height of from 
4,800 to 7,400 feet, and which is impassable except at a few 
places, these distances become appalling. If the proposition be- 
fore us succeeds, the people of the thirteen counties of Arizona 
will have to go these distances across this great mountain range 
to attend the meetings of their legislature or to transact the 
most ordinary business of the citizen, and there are few citizens 
who do not have some business with the governor or subordinate 
officers or departments at the capital. 

But there is another reason why Arizona is entitled to sepa- 
rate statehood. It grows out of the act of its admission as a 
Territory. That is a very peculiar act, Mr. President. That 
act provides in general terms for the establishment in this 
Territory of a temporary government. It does not stop there. 
Immediately following that declaration is a proviso that Con- 
gress shall have the power to subdivide this Territory. What 
does that signify? It signifies that the Congressional mind 
at that time was not satisfied that Arizona was not in itself 
too large for one State, and that it might become expedient to 
divide it into still smaller areas instead of attaching it, as now 
proposed, to another area larger than itself. 

The fact that Congress did not expressly reserve to itself the 
power to subsequently consolidate this Territory with some 
other Territory, while expressly reserving to itself the power 
to subdivide it, shows it had no purpose ever to exercise the 
power over this Territory proposed in this bill. The people 
of the Territory had a right to put this construction upon that 
proviso and to treat it as an assurance and promise that their 
Territory should never be annexed to another without their 
consent. They had the right to apply the familiar principle 
of construction that the inclusion of the one excluded the other 
power or purpose. 

But this remarkable act went further. Immediately follow- 
ing this provision there is another proviso. It is as follows: 

Said Territorial government shall be maintained and continued until 
such time as the people residing therein shall, with the consent of 
Congress, form a State. 

What does that mean, Mr. President, if it does not mean that 
this- Territorial government, which was established in the very 
first section of the bill, should never be changed by Congress 
except by organizing this Territory into a State? It means by 
every rule of construction that until these people shall come 
to Congress and knock at the door for statehood and get the 
consent of Congress to become a separate State the Territorial 
government provided by that act shall continue in force. It 
is, Mr. President, a promise of autonomy either as a State or a 
Territory. 

Mr. President, what is the attitude of these people? They 
want statehood; they have wanted it for long years; they are 
ready for statehood; they are entitled to statehood by every 
standard that has been established by the admission of thirty- 
odd States during a period of one hundred and seventeen 
years; but they say “ Rather than submit to the inconvenience, 
to the outrage of union with a people foreign in language, for- 
eign in race, foreign in customs, habits, and laws, separated by 
a barrier a hundred miles in width towering toward the skies— 
rather than do that we will exercise our rights, secured to us 
in the act creating us a Territory, to remain a temporary gov- 
ernment and a Territory of the Union.” The question is, Will 
they be accorded that right, or will they be forced into this 
union so obnoxious to them? I want to say for myself, Mr. 
President, that there are no reasons under the sun that could 
induce me to yote for such a proposition as that—absolutely 
none. It would be an outrage. It would be an iniquity. 

Mr. President, I have already detained the Senate much 
longer than I had intended to do. In conclusion, let me say, I 
presume no one will deny that the central principle of our system 
of government, the principle from which all its other principles 
radiate and around which they all revolve, is the principle of self- 
government. I presume no one will deny that the Territorial 
system finds uncongenial soil in the United States; that it is 
alien to the spirit and the genius of our institutions, and that 
fidelity to those institutions requires that it should be continued 
not one hour beyond the period of necessary preparation for the 
application of the rights and principles of self-government, and 
that ordinarily doubts as to whether that time has arrived in a 
particular case should be resolved in favor of the paramount 
principle. When the people of a Territory are ready for state- 
hood according to the standards we ourselves have made and es- 
tablished, whether by positive law or immemorial practice, to 
deny that people statehood and the resulting right of self-goy- 
ernment for political or sectional reasons not only inflicts a 


wrong upon that people and the country at large, but constitutes 
an offense against the most vital principles out of which our 
Government sprang and by virtue of which it exists. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, we perform no more impor- 
tant function of government than the creation of States from 
Territories. The responsibility differs from that resting on the 
founders of the nation only in degree, and the measure thereof 
can not be fully realized until time and experience shall have 


demonstrated the relation which the new State is to bear to the’ 


nation in the future. A given area of territory possessing nat- 
ural resources a part of which are known, and an infinitely 
greater part of which are yet to be discovered, presents a 
problem in the solving of which we must draw on the history 
of past experience under like or similar conditions and make 
large allowance for the progress of knowledge and adyance- 
ment of method. The past and the present are only sugges- 
tions of future possibilities in the growth of new States. A 
State is a geographical subdivision of this country not based 
upon personal numbers. The State would exist geographic- 
ally though every inhabitant left it. We might create it 
before opening the door to habitation and provide for the 
formation of its government by the people to be admitted to 
residence ‘within it. In doing so we would base our action 
on the natural resources of the area of which the State was 
comprised and its capacity to attract and maintain a popu- 
lation sufficient in number and capacity to maintain a State gov- 
ernment on the footing of other States of the nation, and would 
admit such State to the Union only when such settlement had 
reached that point. The Senate differs from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in this, that the representation here is based on 
geography, and there it is based on population. We must bear 
this in mind in creating the proposed States or in not doing so. 
Not only must the geography be considered, but its present and 
future relations to government and the people must be taken 
into account; its present capacity to maintain State govern- 
ment, and its natural resources, in which rest the promise of 
future growth and greatness. It is not new for the present gen- 
eration to look with skepticism upon the future. In imagina- 
tion I can see our forefathers, when they met to consider the 
formation of the Government, regarding with some disdain that 
great section of this country lying west of the range of moun- 
tains and the limit of the then settled portions of the country 
which now constitute so important a part of the wealth, civiliza- 
tion, and greatness of our country. I believe that had America 
been discovered on the Pacific coast and the foundation of set- 
tlement laid under the warmth of its skies and genial climate, 
amid its opportunities for comfort of living, rich reward for 
labor and enterprise, the frontier would have moved more slowly 


eastward than it has toward the Pacific coast, and the civiliza- 


tion and development of this coast would have been as yet 
but a hope. I make this statement upon the conditions existing 
within our country and disregarding exterior conditions of 
proximity to other countries and trade centers of commerce. 
In looking at the census of the United States I find that, taking 
a period of fifty years from the foundation of the Government, 
what is known as the northeastern group of States but little 
more than doubled its population. This group is comprised of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 

I do not speak in disparagement of those States or their 
great prosperity and possibilities for the future, but I shall use 
this illustration as a basis of the argument that I propose to 
advance in favor of consideration for the possibilities of deyel- 
opment in the States under consideration. 

The western division of the United States, which by the 


census is classified as such, comprises Montana, Idaho, Wyo- 
ming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, Washing- > 


ton, Oregon, and California. In fifty years that subdivision 
of the United States went from a population of 178,819 in 1850, 
when the empire crossed the Mississippi and the Missouri 
rivers, to 4,091,000—from a population of less than 200,000 to 
a population of 4,091,000—while the North Atlantic division, 


which practically constituted the original colonies, in fifty. 


years went from 1,968,000 to 6,761,000. In the first fifty years 
the growth of this section of our country, of which we are so 
proud, only went from a little less than 2,000,000 to a little less 
than 8,000,000. Upon that we base our prophecy and the ar- 
gument that flows from it as to what we may expect of this 
new country, which came to us after our Government was 
perfected. 

Something has been said as to the interpretation to be placed 
upon the provision of our Constitution which permits Congress 
to admit new States. Upon an examination of the proceedings 


of the convention, in their discussion of that article of the 
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Constitution, I find that the debates ended with the concession 
that it had no application to any existing condition or any- 
thing then under consideration before the convention. So what- 
ever interpretation is to be placed upon it must be placed upon 
it rather in the light of things that have occurred since than 
of things or conditions which then existed. 

Mr. President, I again suggest that in making States we are 
dealing with the question of representation in Congress, so far 
as we are concerned. The industrial conditions are something 
that interest the people there, and to be there, more than they 
interest us. Taken as an average, every part of the United 
States, geographically speaking, is as good as every other part. 
In one section we find one class of natural resource and in 
another we find the entire absence of that resource, but a sub- 
stitute for it. So that it is not becoming in us, nor are we 
justified by the facts, to charge that any section of our country 
has not the natural resources that may sustain the population 
and the civilization necessary to constitute a State. 

The same discussion that we hear to-day in regard to the 
relative size or sizes of the States occupied the attention of the 
framers of our Constitution. Perhaps the most strongly con- 
tested question in that convention was that of equal repre- 
sentation in this body, because it was argued that the great 
State of Virginia, the great State of New York, and others of that 
class were entitled to a larger representation here in the 
Senate than was the State of Delaware and other States of 
that class. 

But recognizing the existence of these States as independent 
political organizations necessary for the convenience of the Gov- 
ernment, absolutely demanded, through motives of home or 
patriotism, by those who represented them, resistance against 
any possible threat of their dismemberment or absorption, the 
Constitution came from the hands of the framers as we have it, 
recognizing that the dignity of a State in this body depended 
upon its geography and not upon the number of its representa- 
tives. When the Senate sat for the first time there was a Sena- 
tor in this body for every 13,000 people; that was the average 
representation for each Senator. There was a vast difference in 
the size of the States. The largest State was no larger than 
some of the counties In some of the new States; two of the 
States of the original thirteen were not as large as my neighbor- 
ing county; but that did not enter into the question as to 
whether Massachusetts should have a certain number of Sena- 
tors, Delaware a certain number, or Virginia a certain number. 
We can not change the Constitution by indirection. We can not 
avoid its mandates by disregarding the plain principle upon 
which the Government is to be divided to be represented. We 
are bound to keep those principles in mind. 

We took this territory by treaty. So far as New Mexico is 
concerned, it came to us by two treaties—the treaty with Texas 
and the treaty with Mexico. Arizona came to us solely through 
the treaty with Mexico. By the third article in that treaty it 
is provided that the people of that Territory shall be admitted 
to the Union on the same footing as the other States of the 
United States. It is a solemn compact that we entered into. 
No time was fixed when this should be done; but it was stated 
by Albert Gallatin, in discussing the question of Oregon, I be- 
lieve, that it was a recognized right of a portion of this country 
to be admitted as a State when the conditions that would sus- 
tain a State existed; and he contended that whenever 60,000 
inhabitants dwelt within a geographical division of the United 
States they were entitled ipso facto to statehood. That was his 
position. There was a contention over it; but in settling the 
Oregon question it was not necessary to consider the 60,000 rule, 
because she had over 90,000. 

But we are here to deal not with conditions that exist to-day 
alone; we are here to deal with conditions that will exist in 
that Territory fifty, one hundred, aye, centuries from now. We 
have no right to close the door upon the hope and the possibili- 
ties of that section of the country. Suppose that our ancestors, 
in the certainty of their guess that the country lying west of the 
Allegheny Mountains would always be an Indian reservation, 
would always be an unproductive and uninhabited country, upon 
the strength of that assurance had admitted the Northwest 
Territory as one State, notwithstanding the Articles of Confed- 
eration. When the Constitution was adopted it became the 
supreme law of the land, and Congress had the power to admit 
the Northwest Territory, which now comprises five of the great- 
est States in the Union, as one State. Its population was not as 
large as that of Arizona to-day; its population was less than 
that of Idaho. Had they stopped with the then existing condi- 
tions, and had they adopted the rule that has been urged in the 
discussion of this question, they would have said: “The North- 
west Territory has only about 160,000 people, and even though 
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it is a vast extent of country, it is not entitled to be divided, 
and we will admit it so that it will have two United States 


Senators.” The result is obvious. 

So, going farther west, it may be interesting to compare the 
figures between the country east and that west of the Missis- 
sippi River. In giving these figures I shall not take Texas into 
consideration, because Texas came to us under a treaty. The 
fact that she was made a State by an act of Congress still leaves 
her standing as a section of our country with rights peculiar to 
herself such as no other State has. She reserved her public 
lands; she reserved the right to create other States out of her 
Territory when she chooses to exercise it. We can neither com- 
pel her to do it, nor can we deprive her of the right to do it. 
Thus she stands peculiarly situated among the States. 

The average size of the States west of the Mississippi River 
is upward of 87,000 square miles—that is, those west of the orig- 
inal States—because they all claimed to the Mississippi River. 
It was rather an indefinite, shadowy claim, but no other coun- 
try claimed it. Fifty years from now, if the ratio of growth of 
the last fifty years is maintained in those States, they will have 
three times the population of the country east of the Mississippi 
River. We are legislating for fifty years hence in the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

The population of Arizona at this time is 162,000, in round 
figures, and she has an area of 113,000 square miles—almost 
twice as large as the average size of the States west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, almost as large as all the Middle States. Ari- 
zona and New Mexico lack only a little of being as large as all 
of the thirteen original colonies. 

Now, does it become us to stand here and quibble over the 
number of acres under cultivation to-day, over the number of 
bushels of wheat that Arizona or New Mexico produces, or the 
number of cattle that are fed upon her plains and her moun- 
tains? The things of to-day are the impossibilities of fifty years 
ago. One of the greatest statesmen of the country, a man whose 
name is a synonym of wisdom, political and otherwise, stood in 
the Senate of the United States and proposed to give away 
what constitutes to-day the most productive section of the 
United States. He proposed to give away the great corn fields 
of our Western States, the great grazing lands, and the mines 
that have produced the wealth upon which the safety and pros- 
perity of this country has rested for fifty years. He proposed 
to give all that away. Why? Because he had no criterion by 
which to measure the possibilities of that country. Because it 
had not developed, he reasoned that it would not; because its 
resources had not been exploited, he reasoned that they did not 
exist. The great granary of this country to-day, the great lum- 
ber fields of this country to-day, and the mines and the pasture 
lands lie within that country that Mr. Webster, on the floor of 
the Senate, when the Senate was considering a question similar 
to that which occupies our attention to-day. said was not worth 
holding. It was not an accidental, irresponsible prophecy or 
statement; it was one evolved from his consideration, from his 
standpoint, in the light of that day. 

If this Territory has within it the natural resources upon 
which a State may rest in the fuure, and if the condition of 
these people is such that they may not at this hour be intrusted 
with statehood, then our duty is not to press them to statehood, 
but to allow them to rest and grow until they are fit for state- 
hood. ‘ 

One of the first considerations that should present itself for 
our attention is: Are the individuals living within this geo- 
graphical subdivision fitted to conduct the affairs of States? 
Have they the personal character, and manhood and womanhood? 
Have they shown themselves capable of building up the local in- 
stitutions that constitute civilization, because civilization is sim- 
ply a question of units and items? It is the public schools and 
the morals of the home that constitute civilization. Have these 
people those attributes? If they have, then the next question is: 
Can they maintain the fixed charges of a State government, be- 
cause there are duties as well as liberties in self-government? 
I sometimes think that self-government is more a duty than a 
privilege. I believe at times that we should compel people to 
assume the duties of self-government; that it is not a question 
of yielding to their importunity, but when they have the attri- 
butes—when they have around them those things that, by being 
made proper use of, would constitute a State—they should be 
compelled to exercise the rights and assume the duties and the 
burdens of self-government. But in this case the people of the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico do not want statehood. 
I have here—and I intend to ask the privilege of having it read 
by the Secretary at the proper time—protests from responsilile 
men and bodies of men and women in New Mexico against state- 
hood under the conditions of the pending bill—not shirking the 
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responsibility of self-government should it come to them under 
proper and tolerable conditions, but resisting the formation of a 
State that will unite them with incongruous and impossible con- 
ditions. The same objection comes from Arizona. 

The population of these two Territories is as widely different 
as though they were separate nations. Arizona was compara- 
tively uninhabited when it came to us from Mexico. The re- 
sult is that such inhabitants as are there went there from the 
various sections of our country, and they are largely American. 
New Mexico was largely inhabited when we acquired it. There 
was a nucleus of a Spanish-American population there that has 
grown and drawn to itself from below the line until to-day the 
prevailing sentiment in New Mexico is Mexican. They have a 
religion peculiar to themselves. It predominates. There is not 
that freedom of choice, unembarrassed by the results, that flow 
trom the exercise of their choice in New Mexico that there is in 
Arizona. New Mexico predominates in population to that ex- 
tent that Arizona would be but a county in New Mexico in the 
practical operation of the government should they be united. 

We have not the right to create a State composed of such in- 
congruous conditions and elements as these. We must consider 
the result as to statehood from a personal, individual standpoint, 
so far as the government of the State is concerned. It is the 
people living within this Territory, of which it is proposed to 
make a State, who must bear the burden. The State will be a 
successful and pleasant affair to them according to the harmony 
that exists in their interests from an individual standpoint. 
New Mexico can make the constitution for Arizona. She can 
send a majority of the delegates to the convention. She can 
send them there of one religion, if she pleases to do so, and Ari- 
zona will have to take such a constitution as New, Mexico makes 
for her. If they vote together upon the adoption of the consti- 
tution, on the question of their admission, New Mexico can drag 
Arizona into the Union as a part of her. Is that fair? 

It seems to me it is not within the spirit and intent of the law, 
which says that Congress may make new States. It is not 
within the spirit or the intent of the treaty with Mexico, the 
ninth article of which said the United States guaranteed those 
people admission to the Union on a plane with the other States. 
Is that admitting them on a plane with the other States? All 
of the Mexican territory which came to us under that treaty 
carries with it that guaranty. We are bound to keep the faith. 
Would it be keeping the faith to constitute of that Mexican ces- 
sion one State with two Representatives upon this floor? 

I want to speak plainly in regard to another feature of this 
case—that of representation. It was the intention of the fram- 
ers of the Constitution that the representation in this body 
should maintain an equilibrium of power. This does not suggest 
that there is an antagonism between one part of this country 
and another. It does not necessarily mean that we are contem- 
plating the time when there will be a conflict between the East 
and the West or the North and the South. But it is neverthe- 
less to be considered in determining the subdivision and the 
manner of subdivision of this country for the purpose of repre- 
sentation in this body. N 

The interests of the two oceans by which we are bounded are 
widely separated and widely different. Great questions arise 
that have a local tone to the East or the West, to the North or 
the South—things of interest to the people of the Pacifie coast 
and of no interest to the people of the Atlantic coast, or of con- 
flicting interest. The people of each section of this country are 
entitled to have it so divided, so far as it results in affecting 
representation in this body, that the balance of power shall be 
maintained, whether that power is ever necessarily used or not. 
It should exist. That was the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution and the founders of the Government. 

The united area of New Mexico and Arizona is larger than 
any other subdivision of the United States except Texas. The 
States have been growing larger and larger as they have been 
coming up for statehood. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] in opening this 
discussion went into some detail with reference to the produc- 
tions of Arizona, and argued from the census reports that 
Arizona was a small and insignificant subdivision, not worthy 
-of statehood by herself. If that is true, allow her to remain 
upon the map as she is until her natural resources have been 
developed. I think I heard someone say in discussing this 
question that these resources had been developed; that they 
had practically reached the limit of development. They have 
thought that of every new section of the Western country 
since it was first known to exist—that it had reached the limit 
of development. : 

The southern portion of Idaho, which has been paraded upon 
the maps of the United States for the last twelve years as 


Snake River Desert, with dots over it as they indictate the 


deserts of Africa, is to-day being placed under water and is 
destined to be one of the most fertile garden spots of the world. 
We have 4,000,000 sheep, 500,000 head of cattle, a vast number 
of horses living upon what has been termed the “desert of 
Idaho;” and now, through the wise action of Congress, the 
reclamation act comes to our relief, and we are bringing 
millions of acres of land under water and under cultivation, 
storing water for that purpose during the flood seasons of the 
year, 

The same thing will be true of these great southern Terri- 
tories. They tell you to-day that there is not a sufficient 
natural water supply to make their development by irrigation 
successful. The next generation will demonstrate to you that 
the wisdom of this generation was folly. 

The Agricultural Department of the United States is develop- 
ing new grains that require less water, that flourish under 
conditions that were impossible twenty years ago. The age 
of development is not past. The possibilities for to-morrow 
are greater than those of to-day, because human intelligence 
moves along like a problem in arithmetical progression and 
grows with its own growth. The wisdom of to-morrow is the 
principle that should guide our actions here to-day so far as 
we can see it. r; 

But let us not discount the future. Let us give it credit for 
all we know it has, and leaye a wide margin for future dis- 
covery. 

To close the door forever against this area of the United 
States, as large as four of the great central Mississippi States, 
in the representation in the United States Senate, would be to 
do an injustice that you can never undo. You can not unmake 
a State. Texas stands in a position-peculiar to herself. She 
can unmake herself and divide the State into five States. But 
no other State can do so. No other State has ever been divided, 
with the single exception of Virginia, and then under conditions 
which afford no rule for action in any other case. 

The question is, Are you going to close this door upon that 
section of the country? How many Senators and how many 
Representatives have ever seen it, and how many seeing it, in 
the light of their experience, could estimate it correctly as to its 
possibilities in the future? The people living there went there 
because they had faith in it, and they stay in it because they 
have proven their faith. Arizona has shown a larger percentage 
of growth in the last ten years than any State that lies along 
this ocean; New Mexico the same. Leave them to grow. Do 
not close the door on them. Do not do anything with them now 
if they are not fit for statehood. 

I hope that the amendment to this bill, which is proposed by 
the Senator from California [Mr. Barp], to strike out all 
reference to Arizona and New Mexico, will be adopted, and let 
us take up unembarrassed by this proposition of merging the 
two, at the proper time, the consideration of the question as to 
whether either or both of them are fitted for statehood and capa- 
ble of maintaining statehood on the high plane of this country 
and its civilization. 

I might go into a table of comparison between the present 
population and the production of these geographical divisions 
of the country with those that represent its origin, the original 
thirteen States. But I will not do it. I will merely say that 
they have grown so much more rapidly, that they have made 
so much more substantial gains in material wealth and products 
than these States have made, that it should cause us to pause, 
to think before we act. There is no hurry about admitting them. 
There is no hurry about passing an enabling act. The great 
majority of the States have come in without an enabling act. 
Most of them have made their constitutions and voted upon them 
before they came to Congress at all. That was the rule. It 
is only in a few instances—eleven, I think—that Congress has 
passed enabling acts. One might suppose from the pressure 
that is brought to bear here for the enactment of this bill that 
it was necessary, in order to give those people an opportunity to 
express their wishes, that Congress should grant them that 
power. If they want statehood and are fit for it, let them meet 
in conyention and bring the result of their wisdom here, present 
it to us, and we will know from an examination of it whether 
they are fit for statehood or not. 

New Mexico fourteen years ago undertook to frame a consti- 
tution, but the people repudiated it at the polls. They will 
give you all sorts of reasons why they did, but I know why they 
did it. We in Idaho were engaged in the same occupation at 
that time. We were making the constitution of Idaho, and 
Washington was making its constitution, and Montana was 
making its constitution. So we were all keeping close watch 
as to what the other was doing. I remember when New Mexico 
voted down in her constitutional convention a provision requir- 
ing the English language to be taught in the public schools 
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maintained at public expense, and I know that the country de- 


nounced them as unfit for statehood and self-government, as 
dangerous to the liberties and the welfare of the people who 
would be intrusted to their government. I do not believe they 
would do it to-day. I know that New Mexico and Arizona and 
every other part of this country have advanced in intelligent 
comprehension of the duties of citizenship and of government; 
that they would not make that mistake again. I only cite the 
instance, not to belittle the people of New Mexico, but to illus- 
trate the benefit of time in the interest of intelligent action. 
Why put them to the expense of holding a constitutional con- 
vention—whether the expense fall on them or on the Govern- 
ment makes no difference—and an election for the adoption or 
rejection of the constitution without knowing whether they will 
succeed in adopting a constitution and ratifying it? Let them 
come here with the accomplished work like Idaho and Montana 
and Washington and a majority of the States; let them come 
here with the proof of their ability to do so, and we will look at 
it and consider it, as President Washington did when Tennessee 


came here with her constitution. He said “it is evident from 


* 


the documents and papers that they possess the ability to organ- 


ize a government.” 

So I would urge upon the Senate that no steps be taken at 
this time toward the admission of either Arizona or New Mexico. 
Let them take the responsibility according to their own lights 
as they exist to-day, frame their constitutions, present them 
here with the ratification of their people, and we will determine 
whether they ought to be admitted or not. 

As for the Indian Territory and Oklahoma, my own personal 
judgment is that Oklahoma ought to be admitted without any 
delay. I have great doubts as to the propriety of uniting the 
Indian Territory to Oklahoma for the purpose of statehood, be- 
cause I am afraid when they have the power which statehood 
gives them the people of the Indian Territory will be a political 
plaything for the State of Oklahoma—an element to be handled, 
traded, to do business with. I am afraid of it. I may be 
wrong. My personal knowledge of the inhabitants of the In- 
dian Territory is not gathered from any residence among them, 


but only from what I read about them and what I know about. 


Indians. On the principle that none of us can succeed in ob- 
taining everything we want, I should be willing to vote for the 
admission of Oklahoma with the Indian Territory as a part 
of it as the least of eyils if Congress is determined at this ses- 
sion to admit States. But as to Arizona and New Mexico, there 
are so many reasons why this bill should not be enacted as it 
applies to them—and I know of none in favor of it, unless it be 
a desire which I can not believe exists, to shut the door on the 
West against future possibilities of representation in this body— 
that I can not support their admission as one State. I do not 
believe any Senator is actuated by that desire, but I have on my 
desk an editorial from one of the leading newspapers of this 
country demanding that the door shall be closed forever against 
these western people. That is the spirit—not personal to the 
Members of Congress—but it is that indefinable thing that helps 
to form public opinion which finds its way into the minds of 
all of us. 

I believe it would be an unholy thing for Congress to close 
the door of just representation upon so large a territory. It 
would be as much of an outrage in this period of the existence 
of the Government as it would have been to have made the 
Northwest Territory one State, with two Senators. I speak in 
no invidious sense when I compare this condition with that of 
New England, with twelve Senators in this body; and New 
England is 4,000 square miles smaller than the single State in 
which I live. I have no desire to lessen the representation or 
the power of New England in this body or in the other. It has 
been a great influence and power for the good of the country and 
the civilization of the world. But we are dealing here with a 
practical question, and we must rid it of its sentiment. It goes 
to the future, not to the present. The Territories of Arizona 
and New Mexico have over 400,000 people within their borders. 
They have a permanent population almost as large as that of 
any of the original thirteen States, except Virginia, when they 
were admitted into the Union, and larger than most of them. 
Shall we shut it off to-day as though it had no future? That 
would not refiect credit upon the intelligence of this legislative 
body. 

Mr. President, there can be no other reason for crowding this 
question of statehood than to get rid of it, as the papers say. 
I have heard said on this floor, We want to get rid of this 
question of statehood.” I have read it for years before I came 
here and I have heard it here repeatedly. We do not want to 
get rid of any great question like this until we have disposed of 
it justly. The spirit and intent of the founders of this Govern- 


ment was that there should be harmony between the varying 
interests and the varying sections of the country. 

Before you close your minds to this question and cast your 
votes, I hope you will take the census report of 1900 and make 
a comparative analysis of the growth of that country and of 
this. Make a comparative analysis of the product, the value 
and the increase in the value of the product of that country 
and this. I am sure when you have done so you will be con- 
vinced that that country represents the future of as great a de- 
velopment, of as great a civilization as you have around you 
here in the magnificent East. They are entitled to-day to be 
represented upon this floor, if they are States, because they are 
States, and not because they are 6,000,000 people. Disasso- 
ciate in your minds the comparison based upon population. 
Does it not appeal to you that this body should protect itself 
against curtailment for the future as well as for the day? 
Your honor, the credit to your wisdom, rests with the future. 
They will measure you. They will inquire why their prede- 
cessors were so shortsighted that they were willing to include 
an area as large as that proposed in one State at the expense of 
the representation and membership of this body. 

Mr. President, this is a subject that can not be disposed of 
in an hour in an argument that would satisfy a body of men 
such as compose this Senate. But this body gains little from 
what anyone may say upon such a subject, because they are 
each and all capable of analyzing and determining the question 
for themselves. But I could not refrain this afternoon from 
submitting my views upon this question of proportionate repre- 
sentation, of the balance of power, not only for the day, but for 
the future, when this new country shall have so advanced that 
the portion lying west of the Mississippi River will be of equal 
if not of more importance from the standpoint of wealth and 
productiveness with that lying east of it. 

I have heard some unkind suggestions—perhaps that is put- 
ting it too strong—in regard to Nevada, criticising the wisdom 
of our predecessors in admitting Nevada. I have always had 
a warm place in my heart for Nevada. She gave us two hun- 
dred and fifty-two millions in gold during a period of our history 
when it was worth fiye times what that sum would be to-day. 
She made our credit good. She filled our Treasury with gold, 
and then she stopped for a breathing spell. She has been 
standing there quite a while in this breathing spell. But she is 
starting up again, and to-day in Nevada they are opening up the 
greatest mines in the world. She will treble her former con- 
tribution to the wealth of this country in the next few years. 

More than that, the waters are being preserved through res- 
ervoirs and other systems there. Great valleys—valleys as big 
as some of the Eastern States—are being brought under culti- 
vation in Nevada. That is only promise of what her neighbor- 
ing States and Territories on the south are capable of. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. . 5 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator is speaking of the wealth that 
Nevada has produced and what she is liable to produce in fu- 
ture. What does the Senator say about increase in population? 
As I remember the last election the vote there recorded was 
less than 12,000 as against twelve hundred thousand and more 
in States like Illinois, Pennsylvania, and New York. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In reply I will say that the time when the 
State of Illinois was admitted into the Union she could not cast 
12,000 votes at an election. We are not considering now how 
a State will be when it becomes great, not how many votes she 
can cast in fifty years from now, because Illinois was fifty years 
old when Nevada was born. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the Senator does not answer my ques- 
tion. When Illinois was admitted as a State she had the soil, 
the climate, and every other element which indicated that she 
would have as great a population as the future has demon- 
strated. The Senator was speaking of the wealth Nevada will 
proauee: I ask the Senator what amount of population she will 

ve? 

Mr. HEYBURN. She will produce the population. I re- 
member when Illinois was not very populous. I remember I 
heard it said when I was a boy what a great State Iowa would 
be if they could raise corn there. The early settlers in Iowa 
had their corn frosted the first season or two, and it was not 
until after a few years that they really began to realize that 
they could raise corn. Illinois, a splendid State, rich both in 
the past and in the future possibilities, may be no greater than 
Nevada. A State, aside from the individual, is great because 
of that which it produces, and I do not care whether it be 
wheat or corn or gold or silyer or lead, it is the thing that con- 
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tributes to tlie wealth of the people. Nevada has area enough 
in her valleys to support a population as large as that of the 


State of Illinois. I think there is one county in Nevada about 
the size of Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, it is not the 
area or the gold and silver that is produced to which I am call- 
ing his attention. Are the climatic conditions, the soil, and 
everything else relating to Nevada such that in the future she 
will develop a population of men rather than develop a few 
millions of money, and will she be enabled to be represented on 
this floor by an intelligent constituent rather than by a few 
hundred millions of gold? 

Mr. HEYBURN, Well, there is a field for prophecy. Our 
ancestors indulged in it, and if we were to indulge in it to-day 
probably we would fail. No man can say to-day what the future 
of any of those Western States will be in fifty years from now. 
I went to a State where there were, I think, 14 votes cast in 
the county where I lived when I went there the first time. We 

„Cast 6,000 now, and I have voted there for a little over twenty- 
one years. I have seen that State make the largest gain be- 
tween the last censuses of any State in the United States, I 
do not want to boast of the State that I am from, but I use it 
to illustrate. I can not use a State for illustration that has not 
yet proven itself. But Nevada has eyery variety of climate 
that exists in the United States. She has her orange groves 
in the south, and she has her mountains with timber and the 
mines in the north. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But is not her population less to-day than 
it was when she was admitted as a State? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is true of several States of the Union. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not true of Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; and it is true of several other States. 
But admitting the fact, we naturally inquire as to the cause. 
I am not here to defend Nevada. I was using that State simply 
as an illustration, 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the Senator has said that it is true of 
other States. I do not call to mind any other State. I do not 
call to mind any other State that to-day has a less population 
than when it was admitted as a State, and if the Senator has 
the statistics I think he will be doing the Senate a favor by pre- 
senting them in his argument at this time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The enlargement of the statement by the 
Senator, of course, takes it out of the rule of my statement. I 
did not refer to the time of their admission. I referred 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, as Nevada has become a 
subject of controversy in this debate, I wish to say in response 
to the inquiry made by the Senator from Illinois it is true that 
the population of Nevada to-day is not as large as it was a few 
years after it was admitted as a State; but I wish to state, fur- 
ther, that the period of lowest depression has been passed. It 
was passed some years ago, and for the last four or five years 
the population of that State has been steadily increasing. I 
think it has now 10,000 or 15,000 more in population that when 
the last census was taken. 

Now, the cause of the depression of Nevada was that this 
State was mainly devoted to mining. The people paid little at- 
tention to agriculture. Irrigation was difficult, because of the 
unequal flow of the streams, torrential in the spring, when the 
snow on the mountains was melting, and reduced to a mere 
thread when water was most needed for ripening the crops. 

Besides that, the whole spirit of the State was a mining 
spirit and a speculative spirit, and agriculture was conducted 
as a mere incident to the supply of the mining camps. 

The depression in the price of silver caused by legislation 
prostrated the mining industry. The result was that Nevada 
passed through very serious conditions. But she has gathered 
her energies and is now devoting herself to a proportionate and 
harmonious development of the entire State, and of every 
ocenpation and industry in it; and to-day there is going on a 
development of railroads, of commerce, of agriculture, and of 
manufacturing hand in hand with the development of the 
mines. 

The future of the State never looked so bright as now re- 
garding mining, and as the mining camps furnish the best 
markets in the world for agricultural products we will find 
that the vast areas of land that are now being opened up by 
the Federal Government through the storage of water under 
the national reclamation act will be quickly settled and the 
products will be sold to the mines and farmers will be pros- 
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I see no reason why, within a reasonable time, Nevada should 
not support a very large population. I am sure that she has 
the resources for the support of over 1,000,000 people, and that 
is the confident belief of all the Government engineers who are 
engaged in the reclamation service and who are very familiar 
with the entire State, its topography, and its resources. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Idaho for so long a 
digression, but when invidious reflections are made regarding 
one’s State it is only fair that the representatives of the State 
should be heard. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to disclaim making any criticism 
upon the State of Nevada, and I feel sure that if the Senator 
from Nevada had been present when the colloquy between the 
Senator from Idaho and myself commenced he would have seen 
that Nevada was not brought forward by me as an illustration 
of the small population that is possessed by some of the West- 
ern States. It was brought forward by the Senator from Idaho, 
and then the question came up as to whether that State was 
in a condition to increase its population to any great extent 
in the future. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCreary in the chair). 
Does me Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I do not wish to interfere with the colloquy, but 
as it is now 5 o’clock and the Senator from Idaho is not through 
with his remarks it will be perhaps agreeable to suspend until 
to-morrow, and let us have an executive session. 

Mr. HEYBURN. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
I desire to occupy the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was under the im- 
pression that the Senator from Idaho yielded to the Senator 
from Tennessee in order that an executive session might be 
moved, with the understanding that the Senator from Idaho will 
have the floor when the bill comes up to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield for me 
to submit a conference report? 

Mr. SPOONER. And have it acted upon? 

Mr. LODGE. Perhaps it is too late to have it acted upon 
now. I will let it go over until to-morrow, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fiye minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 17, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations 9 by the Senate January 16, 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Vespasian Warner, of Clinton, III., to be Commissioner of 
Pensions. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Charles F. Ordway, of Florida, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Tampa, in the State of Florida. 
POSTMASTERS, 
OHIO. a 
Charles C. Dewstoe to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 
OREGON, 
George M. Richey to be postmaster at La Grande, in the 
county of Union and State of Oregon. 
WISCONSIN. 
Laurel G. Andrews to be postmaster at Mukwonago, in the 
county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 
Frank J. Salter to be postmaster at Prentice, in the county of 
Price and State of Wisconsin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 16, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested : 

II. R. 9799. An act to remove charge of desertion from mili- 
tary record of John Dorsey. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 5944. An act repealing an act entitled “An act to extend the 
time for presenting claims for additional bounties,” and its 
amendments and extensions, so far as they limit the time for 
presenting claims for additional bounties granted to soldiers by 
the twelfth and thirteenth sections of the act of July 8, 1866; 

S. 5763. An act granting certain property to the county of 
Gloucester, N. J.; 

S. 5506. An act to acquire certain grounds for a Government 
reservation; 

S. 5441. An act in relation to the assignment of diplomatic and 
consular officers ; : 

S. 5439. An act for the relief of Capt. George E. Pickett, pay- 
master, United States Army ; 

S. 4699. An act to relinquish and quitclaim to Jacob Leipps, 
of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, and T. E. Welles, of 
Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, respectively, all the right, 
title, interest, and claim of the United States in, to, and on cer- 
tain properties in the city of Pensacola, Escambia County, Fla. ; 

S. 3754. An act for the relief of Henry T. Clarke; 

S. 3343. An act to authorize the Anacostia, Surrattsville and 
Brandywine Electric Railway Company to extend its street rail- 
way in the District of Columbia; 

S. 3228.-An act making it a felony to make impressions or 
counterfeit the great seal of the United States; 

S. 656. An act providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy; and ‘ 

S. R. 69. Joint resolution to provide for the loan of obsolete 
rifles, together with belts and bayonets, to posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and other organizations. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

II. R. 16284. An act to transfer Fayette County from western 
to southern judicial district of Texas; and 

II. R. 7279. An act for an additional circuit judge in the first 
judicial circuit. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


‘A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4897. An act granting an increase of pension to Reubin 
‘Allred—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4121. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Beasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Flora B. 
Bonham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5939. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5938. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen A. 
iWilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5940. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason R. C. 
Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

S. 5757. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Luther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6321. An act granting a pension to Hattie F. Davis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6092. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. 
Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6091. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 184. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bart- 
lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 355. An act granting a pension to Sarah Jane Simonds—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4239. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6130. A act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5426. An act granting a pension to Henry O. Kent—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5961. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren P. 
Tenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5958. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5842. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Parish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6004. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Hulme—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson P. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5975. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Lytton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1420. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustayus 
S. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4888. An act granting an increase of pension to Pierpont 
H. B. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2707. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Clemens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4760. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5527. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Kingman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Woodruff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6194. An act granting an increase of pension to William §. 
Moorhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2572. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 141. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kinkead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5943. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Prindle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2074. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Harper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5698. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schubert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1794. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Walkinshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6193. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob O. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
William Stickley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5953. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5451. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Benedict—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5941. An act granting an increase of pension to Alma 
Yohun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8635. An act granting a pension to John M. Godown—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 4135. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane Fran- 
cis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2419. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. 
Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6195. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Feigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6191. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Van Norman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6196. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4159. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3939. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Miller—to She Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4691. An 
Lancaster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5550. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Mack—to the Committee oa Invalid Pensions. 

S. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Jessie Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 830. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Muchmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 69. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis C. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 104. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


act granting an increase of pension to Leonard L. 
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S. 5432. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias Still- 
well—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 3074. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Da- 
visson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 826. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bertolette—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 5802. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther M. 
Barlow—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5812. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 5808. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell—to the Committee on Pensions, 

S. 6074. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6152. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5766. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew S. 
Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4823. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5971 An act granting a pension to Cordelia Bird—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3435. An act granting a pension to Mazilla Lester—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4722. An act granting a pension to M. V. Trough—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2828. An act granting a pension to Phoebe E. Lyda—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3517. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hammers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2189. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Minnick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6351. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin J. 
Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5809. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Wetherell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5455. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeanie G. 
Lyles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4075. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Shepherd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 159. An act to extend the provisions of sections 5399 and 
5406 of the Revised Statutes to the preliminary examinations 
held before a commissioner lawfully appointed by any court of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, > 

S. 1284. An act to restore to the active list of the Navy the 
name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. : 

S. 2514. An act. to amend the act of March 2, 1895, entitled 
“An act for the suppression & lottery traffic through national 
and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States ”—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 4699. An act to relinquish and quitclaim to Jacob Lipps, of 
Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, and T. E. Welles, of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., his heirs and assigns, respectively, all the right, title, 
interest, and claim of the United States in, to, and on certain 
properties in the city of Pensacola, Escambia County, Fla.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 3754. An act for the relief of Henry T. Clarke—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 3343. An act to authorize the Anacostia, Surrattsville and 
Brandywine Electric Railway Company to extend its street 
railway in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 3228. An act making it a felony to make impressions or 
counterfeit the great seal of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

S. 656. An act providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the Nayy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

S. 5944. An act repealing an act entitled “An act to extend 
the time for presenting claims for additional bounties,” and its 
amendments and extensions so far they limit the time for 
presenting claims for additional bounties granted to soldiers by 
the twelfth and thirteenth sections of the act of July 28, 1866— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5489. An act for the relief of Capt. George E. Pickett, pay- 
master, United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5441. An act in relation to the assignment of diplomatic 
and consular officers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


S. 5506. An act to acquire certain ground for a Government res- 
ervation—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 5763. An act granting certain property to the county of 
Gloucester, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

S. R. 69. Joint resolution to provide for the loan of obsolete 
rifles, together with belts and bayonets, to posts of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and other organizations—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
15225) to amend the act relating to the printing and distribu- 
tion of public documents, and for other purposes, now on the 
Speaker’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a 
House bill with Senate amendments. The Clerk will report the 
title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ments. Á 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the request of the Senate 
for the appointment of conferees on the part of the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the House amend- 
ment to Senate concurrent resolution 91, providing for the print- 
ing of the report of the Commissioner of Corporations. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move further to insist on 
the amendment of the House and that the committee of confer- 
ence requested by the Senate be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS, Mr. 
PERKINS, and Mr. TATE. 

COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following privileged report and concurrent resolution from the 
Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. I ask for the reading of the reso- 


lution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the two Houses of 8 shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Wednesday, the 8th day of February, 1905, 
at 1 o'clock in the afternoon, pursuant to the requirements of the 
Constitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice- 
President of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall 
be their presiding officer; that two tellers shall be 13 ap- 

inted on the part of the Senate and two on the part of the House of 
Representatives, to whom shall be handed, as they are opened by the 
President of the Senate, all the certificates and papers purporting to 
be certificates of the electoral votes, which certificates and papers 
shall be opened, presented, and acted upon in the alphabetical order of 
the States, beginning with the letter A; and said tellers, having then 
read the same in the presence and hearing of the two Houses, shall 
make a list of the votes as they shall appear from the said certificates ; 
and the votes having been ascertained and counted in the manner an 
according to the rules by law provided, the result of the same shall be 
delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall thereupon an- 
nomnee the state of the vote, which announcement shall be deemed a 
sufficient declaration of the persons, if any, elected President and 
Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of the 
votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
resolution be agreed to. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
APPOINTMENT OF TELLERS. 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
adoption of the following resolution: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That pursuant to Senate concurrent resolution No. 84, to 
which this House has a the Speaker be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to appoint two tellers on the part of the House 
of Representatives to perform the duties devolving upon such tellers 
by the act of Congress of February 3, 1887, and said concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate No. 84, upon the assembling of the two Houses of 
Congress to count the electoral votes, on February 8, 1905. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE HOUSE GALLERY. 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following resolution and move its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, February 8, the whole of the gallery, 
except that which is designated as executive, diplomatic, and rt- 


ers’ galleries, and two sections of the east end of the public gallery 
shall be reserved for the use of the families of Senators, Mem ot 
the House of Representatives, Delegates, and their visitors. 
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La 88 shall strictly enforce this order. 
seers shall issue to each Senator, Member of the House of 
. per Bn and Delegate, two cards of admission, and only per- 
sons holding cards shall be admitted. : 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from West Virginia. As I understand it, this is 
the occasion simply of the counting of the electoral vote for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, and the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia is that no one shall 
witness that performance except those who have cards from the 
Members of the House for admission to the gallery. Is that the 
purport of the resolution? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. In a sense only that is the 
purport of the resolution. There is a portion of the gallery 
which is not reserved. But, Mr. Speaker, this is the customary 
resolution which has been adopted every four years for a long 
time for the purpose of determining the seating of the gallery on 
the occasion of the assembling of the two Houses to count the 
electoral votes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says a portion of the gal- 
lery will not be reserved. What portion of the gallery will the 
public desiring to witness the performance be entitled to use? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The resolution states the 
portions of the gallery that are excepted. I will say to the gen- 
tleman that in order to accommodate those persons who would 
get the cards given by Senators and Representatives it is impos- 
sible, on account of the limitation of the size of the galleries, to 
reserve a large portion for the public. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says some portions of the 
gallery are reserved for the public. As I caught the reading of 
the resolution, the only parts of the gallery that were excepted 
were the diplomatic and executive galleries, which the public 


can not enter. . 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Let the resolution be read 
again. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the resolution. 
core was no objection, and the Clerk again read the resolu- 

n. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

STATISTICS RELATING TO COTTON. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House joint resolution 185, au- 
thorizing and directing the Director of the Census to collect 
and publish additional statistics relating to cotton. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Director of the Census be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to collect and publish on the same dates and 
at the same time he makes publication of the ginners’ reports of cot- 
ton production provided for in section 9 of an act of Congress entitled 
“An act to pe ide for a permanent Census Office,” approved March 6, 
1902, annual! statistics of the consumption of cotton, the surplus of cot- 
ton held by the manufacturers, and the quantity of cotton exported. 


The following committee amendments were read: 

Line 9, after the word “ two,” strike out the word “ annual.” 

Line 11, after the word “ exported,” add the following: “ the statis- 
tics to be summarized as of ptember 1 each year, so as to show 
the cotton production and consumption of the preceding year.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply 
supplements this law, so as to require the collection of statistics 
in relation: to the quantity of cotton consumed and exported 
in order that we may have accurate information in relation to 
the quantity of cotton in sight. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. . 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

ee MADDOX. Is this resolution subject to an amendment 
now 

The SPEAKER. The request is for unanimous consent to con- 
sider the resolution at the present time. The Chair is of opinion 
that if the House gives unanimous consent it will be subject to 
amendment, in the absence of the previous question. It will be 
for consideration under the rules of the House the same as any 
other resolution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that unani- 
mous consent had been given. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was in doubt, and the Chair is 
informed that it has not been granted. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the right 
to object. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield briefly to the gentleman 
from Texas, 


The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the question of 
consideration ought to be settled before the merits are 
unless it is the sense of the House that it should be otherwise. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would like to inform the gentleman 
from Georgia on any question that he is in doubt about in rela- 
tion to the advisability of the enactment of this resolution. Is 
there any question that the gentleman wishes to ask? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not know. This resolution says “ statis- 
tics of cotton held by manufacturers, and the quantity ex- 
ported.” If the gentleman will hear me just a minute, I will 
say that I do not think the report is full enough to accomplish 
the purpose the gentleman seeks to accomplish. The manufac- 
turers do not hold all of the cotton. If you want to know the 
whole-thing you must collect the statistics of all the cotton held 
by everybody. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. ‘The resolution requires the quantity 
of cotton consumed and the amount exported, and that will 
cover the whole field. I yield to the gentleman from Texas, 
who was the author of the resolution. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, in response to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Georgia, I submit that having for a given 
season the amount of cotton grown, the amount consumed by the 
mills and on hand unconsumed, and the amount exported, it is 
easy of ascertainment—a mere matter of mathematical calcula- 
tion—to ascertain the amount of cotton still held at ports ready 
for shipment by the merchants and in the hands of the produ- 
cers. ‘This is the sum of information to be had on the subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heretofore had occasion to direct at- 
tention to the fact that no product of the farm is the subject 
of so much speculation as is cotton. It has been for years the 
earnest desire of the producer and the consumer of cotton to 
reduce to a minimum the influence that the immense amount 
of speculation in this great product exerts on its market price. 

The greatest factor in lessening the influence of the specu- 
lative element on the price of cotton has been the statistical in- 
formation in the way of estimates of the crop and ginners’ re- 
ports prepared and published to the world by the Bureau of 
Statistics in the Agricultural Department and the Bureau of 
the Census. 

It goes without saying that all statistical information to be 
valuable must be complete and accurate, and it is only by mak- 
ing it so that the confidence of those interested can be secured. 
This confidence has now been established, and those best in- 
formed accept the estimate of the cotton crop issued by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment as the most trustworthy given out from any source. The 
ginners’ reports issued by the Director of the Census are also 
now relied upon by everyone as being approximately correct. This 
information is, of course, of material value to the growers and 
consumers of cotton because it serves to eliminate doubt and 
uncertainty as to the crop conditions, thereby reducing the in- 
fluence that the cotton speculators can exert on the market. It 
is the condition of uncertainty that enables the speculator to 
bring about sudden and violent fluctuations in market prices. 
The purpose of the measure under consideration is to supple- 
ment the work now being done by these two Bureaus and make 
more complete the statistical information with reference to this 
most important crop. 

Mr. Speaker, one need not think a second time to reach the 
conclusion that the continued prosperity of the cotton grower 
depends in a large measure, if not entirely, on the continued 
growth and development of the cotton manufacturing industry. 
When the cotton spinner is prosperous and is broadening his 
field of trade, it follows as a necessary consequence that there 
will be an increased demand for cotton, and the demand for 
more cotton means a better price to its producers. 

Statistics disclose that there are now at work in America, 
Great Britain, and Europe 105,000,000 cotton spindles, in round 
numbers, requiring for consumption every week approximately 
235,000 bales of cotton. 

And I desire, in this connection, to direct attention to the 
fact that whereas Great Britain has increased her number of 
spindles during the last ten years by only 5.1 per cent, and the 
European continent by only 264 per cent; that in our own South- 
ern States there has been an increase of spindles amounting to 
247.7 per cent; that during the same period the mills of Great 
Britain and the European continent combined increased their 
annual consumption of cotton by 1,044,000 bales, the mills of 
the Southern States during the same period increased their an- 
nual consumption of cotton 1,156,000 bales. 

During the coming year the South will increase her mill 
capacity by approximately 900,000 spindles, and this, too, in 
face of the fact that the demand for cotton goods has decreased 
fully 70 per cent in China, which has heretofore afforded one of 


tlie markets for the products of the southern mill because of 
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the character of its manufactured goods. During the year 

1902-3 China took from the United States, and largely from 
the South, 277,071,500 yards of cotton cloth, but owing to the 
disturbed trade conditions in the Far East, occasioned by the 
Russo-Japanese war, China, during the year 1903-4, took from 
us only 76,886,534 yards of cotton cloth. 

It is a significant fact that notwithstanding this unfavorable 
trade condition the South continues to increase the number of 
her cotton spindles. 

With raw material close at hand, with an abundance of labor, 
and with a season always propitious there is no reason why the 
South should not manufacture the bulk of the cotton she pro- 
duces. When this time comes the question of cotton supply for 
foreign mills will become acute indeed, and I believe that the 
natural advantages the cotton-producing area in the United 
States has over all other countries will enable it alone to meet 
this demand. 

A careful examination of statistics discloses that the world 
requires each succeeding year an increase of cotton to the ex- 
tent of approximately 300,000 bales to meet its necessities. 
At one time it was thought by some that the production of cot- 
ton would not keep pace with its consumption, but such appre- 
hensions are readily allayed when one considers that in Texas, 
Arkansas, the Indian Territory, and Oklahoma there exists the 
requisite area of suitable land, easily productive of a 10,000,000- 
bale crop. 

During the present cotton year, 1904-5, the Agricultural De- 
partment estimates that there was planted in cotton in the 
United States 31,730,371 acres, an increase of approximately 
3,000,000 acres over the acreage of the year before. In 1903-4 
the United States produced 10,014,455 bales of cotton, 670,000 
bales less than was made during the year 1902-3. Two short 
crops in succession brought about a great scarcity of raw cotton. 
This scarcity of raw cotton last year and the violent fluctuations 
of its market price, caused by speculation on the part of the New 
York cotton gamblers, brought together at Zurich, Switzerland, 
a most remarkable assembly, The European International 
Cotton Congress.” 

The purpose of the congress was, of course, the extension of 
the cotton supply. It desired to widen the area of cotton culti- 
vation in the colonies and dependencies of European countries, 
so as to afford an additional supply of cotton to the European 
mills, thereby making them less dependent on the American 
supply. Before this the British Cotton Growers’ Association 
had been organized having the same end in view. This work has 
been actively carried on since then, but the question as to 
whether their efforts are to be followed with successful and 
permanent results remains to be seen. 

Such efforts as these are by no means new. For years Euro- 
pean countries have been endeavoring to promote the cultivation 
of cotton in new fields, and money has not been spared in the 
prosecution of the enterprise, subsidies having frequently been 
offered, and every encouragement furnished to grow cotton 
wherever it was thought possible. 

In an address recently delivered by Mr. A. B. Shepperson, of 
New York, before the school of commerce of New York Univer- 
sity, he discusses this question in a most interesting way. 

It may be accepted as a fact that no substantial increase in 
the production of cotton which will benefit the European spin- 
ner may be looked for from India, Turkestan, or any part of 
the South American continent. The quantity produced in China, 
Korea, and Japan does not and can not exert the slightest influ- 
ence on the situation. It remains, then, to ascertain what can 
be done in this direction on the continent of Africa and in the 
West Indies. Egypt, under most favorable conditions, assum- 
ing that the extensive irrigation proposed by the construction of 
the great dam at Assouan will result in accomplishing all that is 
expected, can increase her yield by only 250,000 bales, and the 
cost of its production will be much greater than the cost of pro- 
duction here. - 

With reference to other portions of Africa and the West In- 
dies, I shall quote from the admirable address of Mr. Shep- 
person. 


For the efforts of money expended by the Euro 
romote the cultivation of cotton in new fields o 
ual results have been pitifully insignificant. 

In reply to my inquiries on the subject, my friend, Mr. Peter Brown, 
the secretary of the Liverpool Cotton Association, wrote me on March 
17 that the receipts of cotton into England from East and West Africa 
during the year ending August 31, 1903, were 68,180 pounds, or equal 
to 136 bales of 500 pounds net, while the receipts since that date were 
176.400 pounds, or the equivalent of 353 bales. From the West Indies 


n associations to 
production, the ac- 


81.000 pounds, or equal to 160 bales of 500 pounds, were received since 
eptember 1, 1903, while no receipts were recorded during the previous 
season. 


Mr. Brown has filled with signal ability his present official position 
for abont twenty-five years, and he compiles the weekly reports of the 
association, giving the English imports, exports, stocks, and prices of 
cotten. 


Mr. Wilckens, the secretary of the German Colonial Association 
writing officially from Berlin on March 24, gives the importation of 
German colonial cotton into Germany from September 1, 1902, to Au- 
gust 31, 1903, as 112 bales of 500 pounds from Togo, West Africa, and 
the importations from September 1, 1903, to March 24, 1904, as 88 
bales of 500 Sie from Togo, and 96 bales of 500 pounds from Ger- 
man East Africa. 

yrs friend, Mr. F. Dennis, of the Havre Bourse, wrote me on March 
17 that the importations into France from all of her African colonies 
(Dahomey, Soudan, etc.), since the spring ot 1903, were 2,428 pounds, 
or the equivalent of less than 5 bales of erican cotton. 
Surely the new supplies of cotton are—to use a trite phrase —ve 
backward in coming forward. An amusing feature in connection wit! 
my efforts to ascertain the actual quantity of cotton received in Eng- 
land from new sources of supply Bing the fact that in reply to Inquiries 
on my behalf by my friend, Mr. Richard J. Allen, secretary of the Man- 
chester Cotton Exchange, the secretary of the British Cotton-Growing 
Association, stated on March 19 that he was unable to furnish the in- 
formation desired. I have 8 received a printed coj of an 
address delivered in Manchester on February 10 last, by Mr. J. Arthur 
Hutton, vice-chairman of the British Cotton-Growing Association, in 
which he discussed at length the past, present, and future work of the 
association. He refers to the possibilities of cotton production in 
about every section of Africa and in the British West Indies, but failed 
to mention the actual receipt in England of a single bale of cotton 
from any of the prospective sources of production. This omission is 
the most significant portion of the address, for if any practical results 
had been achieved, or were likely to be achieved in the near future, 
Mr. Hutton would undoubtedly have mentioned them. : 

In a recently polished report of Mr. Frank H. Mason, United States 
consul-general at Berlin, this gentleman writes that “ whether we like 
it or not, the day will come, sooner or later, when the cotton of our 
southern uplands and valleys will no longer be king beyond the fron- 
tiers of the United States.” 
As the representative of the most strenuous Administration we have 
ever had in Washington, Mr. Mason seems ta have been badly rattled 
by what he has read in the German and English journals respecting 
cotton cultivation in the German and English colonial dependencies in 
Africa and elsewhere. If he had ascertained the actual quantity of 
cotton received from those sources, I do not think his“ fenden would 
ave oozed out at his fingers’ ends” to the extent indicated by the 
sentence quoted. 


Thus we see that the cotton industry from the standpoint of 
both the American producer and the American manufacturer 
is not only one of the greatest importance, but also of immense 
possibilities. Š 

Mr. Speaker, it can readily be seen that every year there is a 
necessity for an increased supply of cotton. Every country con- 
suming cotton beyond the amount of its own production, except 
the United States, is striving to increase the supply. Why it is 
under these conditions that cotton should go below 8 or 9 cents 
can only be explained on the theory that this great staple is 
constantly kept within the domain of wild speculation. 

Last year through the port of New York there was shipped 
only 569,310 bales of cotton, and through Galveston, New Or- 
leans and other southern ports there were shipped abroad 
5,681,282 bales. Furthermore, New York manufactures but little 
cotton compared with other States, yet that State exerts a 
marked influence on the market price of cotton. Why is it? It 
if for no other reason than that the necessary market transac- 
tions in the actual cotton are very small compared with the 
stupendous transactions in cotton futures taking place on the 
New York Cotton Exchange: 

The price of wool, silk, and flax are determined by the legiti- 
mate and equitable laws of supply and demand, and why it is 
that of all the textiles cotton alone should be the subject of such 
reckless speculation is beyond my comprehension. 

Climatic conditions of course exert an influence on the price 
of cotton. From the time the seed is put in the ground it is 
either too wet or too dry, too hot, or too cold. During the grow- 
ing season we hear of premature shedding of leaves or the 
throwing off of fruit. We hear of lice, and boll worms, cater- 
pillars, and sharpshooters, and lastly, the boll weevil. All this 
information is circulated among those interested with a view of 
affecting the price, but, Mr. Speaker, many facts about the con- 
sumption of cotton, the amount exported, and the amount held 
by the manufacturer are not known to the grower until it is 
too late to be of substantial benefit to him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is due the producer of cotton that he be given 
all information necessary for his protection when he is ready 
to sell his crop. 

This resolution was drawn primarily in the interest of tho 
producer of cotton, but it will prove of equal benefit to the con- 
sumer of cotton—that is, the manufacturer. It is a measure 
that has recently been much discussed by those who are en- 
gaged in the production of cotton. Every newspaper in the 
cotton-producing section that has discussed the resolution has 
approved it. Only a few days ago a meeting of 500 cotton 
growers in the State of Georgia unanimously indorsed it. It 
will provide for more complete and accurate information about 
the cotton crop, and this information will serve to lessen the in- 
fluence of the speculator on the cotton market. I ask that the 
joint resolution be permitted to pass. 2 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this resolu- 
tion ought to be amended. It reads this way: “Is hereby au- 
thorized to collect and publish on the same dates and at the 
same time he makes publications of ginners’ reports.” The gin 
reports are stopped in January, and unless you provide for 
ginners’ reports by the Census Office beyond January you will 
get no reports until the next gin report comes out, which is 
August 1. That is one difficulty in this resolution. The other 
is in the close of the resolution: “The statistics to be sum- 
marized as of September 1 each year, so as to show the cotton 
production and consumption of the preceding year.” That, 
Mr. Speaker, would break the market every time it is issued. 
It amounts to this—that the cotton carried over between the 
ginners’ report as to total production and the amount consumed 
or sold for consumption at the Ist day of September would be 
the amount of cotton held or carried over from one year to 
the other by the producers. Suppose this year there should 
be carried over 2,000,000 bales and that fact is shown in Sep- 
tember. I just want to ask the House what effect would that 
haye on the market? Would it not unsettle it; would it not 
break it? Stability, as much as possible, is one great want 
by producers. I think, however, the serious objection is the 
one I first mentioned—that the gin reports expiring by limitation 
on the 1st of January, no other report being made until August 
1, you could get nothing unless you make additional appro- 
priation and authorize the Census Office to continue these gin 
reports for February, March, April, May, June, July, and Au- 
gust. However, the author of the resolution says that the 
amendments that I suggest will be made in the Senate. If this 
is done, I have no objection to the passage of the resolution. I 
assert again that the cotton producers demand that all cotton 
reports or estimates should be accurate, frequent, and with as 
much publicity as to sources of information as possible. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this measure. 
I recognize the difficulty of framing a resolution that will accom- 
plish its full intent. What seems desirable is that as complete 
returns as possible should be obtained of the unconsumed cotton 
in the country. This is no less in the interest of the planter 
than of the spinner. 

I believe, however, that under this resolution the Director of 
the Census will find a way to collect the necessary data for a 
. more accurate report of the cotton in the country than we have 
ever had. 

Certainly the manufacturers ought to be willing to aid in this 
matter as far as possible. It does not mean that each particu- 
lar cotton spinner will be reported as to his stock of cotton on 
hand, but the sum of the cotton in the hands of all of the mills 
of the country will be given at the same time the report of the 
ginners’ output is made. 

There is frequently a large amount of cotton that is not in 
the hands of the planters, or the railroads, or the manufactur- 
ers. There is often a large amount of cotton held by factors 
and bankers, sometimes for their own account and sometimes 
for the account of spinners who do not care to advance the 
money for their full year’s consumption, and so it happens that 
this cotton is frequently carried in warehouses by bankers for 
their account. I believe that the Director of the Census will 
find a way to have this cotton, whatever it is, included in his 
report. 

Nothing is more in the interest of the speculator than a con- 
dition of uncertainty. 

Nothing is more in the interest of the cotton grower and the 
cotton spinner than a condition of certainty. So that unless 
the planter or the spinner desires to become a speculator he will 
welcome the fullest and most accurate reports called for in this 
resolution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word about the cotton in the South. 
All the world to-day concedes that an enormous crop of cot- 
ton has been grown and ginned, variously estimated from 
thirteen to fifteen million bales. The knowledge that this cot- 
ton crop is grown sets the minds of the spinners at rest, and 
they are not in the least anxious because the cotton does not 
come into sight. The fact is the cotton may be held for some 
little time. 

The spinners of the world have already taken eight-tenths of 
their year’s consumption of American cotton, and it will require 
hardly two and a half million bales more to carry them to the 
next crop. They will take their time and pick this up at their 
leisure, knowing that after they have taken all they need there 
will be as much more left to be carried over. 

Some of the planters, in the first flush of disappointment at 
not receiving a high price for their cotton, may withhold it, but 
us sure as the sun sets it is going to be for sale. They are not 
foolish, and the knowing ones are going to count their own in- 


terest, and by no possible calculation can it be for their interest 
to hold it over to another season. 

If they can not get 8 cents they will take less. If they can 
not get 7 cents they will take less. If they can not get 6 cents 
they will take less, They know that 6 cents to-day for their 
cotton is better than carrying it for a year and selling it for 74 
cents. The interest, insurance, and warehouse charges in car- 
rying it and the inevitable shrinkage of 12 pounds per bale on 
every 500-pound bale in the first year is a very serious consider- 
ation for the planter to face in undertaking to carry his cotton. 

The spinner realizes this, and knows perfectly well it would 
be better for him to let the shrinkage and all these carrying 
charges be borne by the planter, 

It is not perhaps generally known that there is a great shrink- 
age in cotton after it gets into the hands of the spinner, and this 
always has to be taken into consideration in reckoning the cost 
of the cotton. ‘The wise cotton trader in the South understands 
this, and is always anxious to get his cotton off his hands while 
it is fresh and before it becomes desiccated. 

Cotton is not low to-day. It is only relatively low as com- 
pared with last year. 

We hear a great deal said about a concerted movement to 
earry cotton in the South. A few days ago I saw a statement 
that a syndicate with a hundred million dollars was to be 
formed to “ boost” the price of cotton. That was the language. 

What is this but a trust? It is a trust, pure and simple. It 
is in direct violation of the Sherman Act. It is a conspiracy in 
the restraint of trade, and I do not see how any man who advo- 
cates it can ever again stand up on the floor of this House and 
inveigh against the beef trust or any other trust. What meat 
is to the stomach cotton is to the back—a necessity of life. 

Of course, farmers haye a right to hold back their cotton. 
They have a right to cut down their acreage next season, but we 
may rest assured they will do neither of these two things to any 
great extent. 

As to cutting down the acreage, that generally means that 
the other fellow is going to cut down his acreage and I am not 
going to cut down mine, or, if I am under any pressure induced 
to cut down a few acres, it means that I shall use every possible 
means to cultivate and raise the largest crop on the smallest 
acreage. 

I am credibly informed that it is possible to raise a bale to an 
acre, and in some cases 2 bales to the acre. So I do not look 
for much reduction in the crop in another year, excepting it may 
come from the vicissitudes of the weather. It certainly will not 
come through efforts of individual planters. 

Human nature is very much the same the world over. I re- 
call a plan which was entered upon in New England for the 
curtailment of cloth. The subject was brought up in a meeting 
of mill treasurers, and one treasurer, while advocating it, said 
that he could not cut down his own production, as it would in- 
crease the cost of his output. Nevertheless he signed the agree- 
ment to curtail, and when reminded of his statement that he- 
could not curtail, he said, “I do not intend to cut down, but I 
signed it for the moral effect,” and that is about what these reso- 
lutions in the South will amount to among the cotton planters, $ 

But allowing they should cut down the acreage next year eren 
10 per cent, and that is more than they have ever cut down in any 
one year, they would still be cultivating 28,800,000 acres, .and 
who believes that any planter will purposely cultivate his crop 
so poorly as to give him a minimum product, and again suppose 
that the year should be a favorable one and as much cotton be 
grown per acre as was in 1898 and 1899, which was 232 pounds 
on the average, his next crop would amount to over 13,000,000 
bales, to which should be added the 3,000,000 bales he will carry 
over this year, making 16,000,000 bales to market next year, or 
even suppose that he got no more than 200 pounds of lint to the 
acre, it would mean about 11,500,000 bales, which added to 
8,000,000 bales carried over would amount to 14,500,000 bales 
next year. 

There is absolutely no relief from this situation excepting by 
selling the crop to-day at the best price obtainable. I believe 
that cotton raising even at present prices is the best business in 
the country to-day. What should really be done is to seek new 
fields for the use of cotton, and nothing will find the new field 
more surely than a fairly low price. 

If the New Orleans convention would address itself to the 
question of new outlets and new uses for cotton, it would be do- 
ing a greater service to the planter than if it spent its time and 
efforts in merely devising means to hold back the cotton and 
old up the price of the present crop. 

In the course of some remarks on this subject made here a 
few days ago I took occasion to point out the possibility of 
greatly increasing the consumption of cotton through the enact- 
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ment of legislation removing the tax from alcohol rendered unfit 
for use as a beverage. The adyantages which would result from 
such legislation in promoting the establishment of many new 
and important industries and largely increasing our domestic 
and foreign trade, thus giving additional employment to labor, 
are probably familiar to you all, and I need not, therefore, dis- 
cuss the general benefits which would follow the removal of the 
heavy burden imposed on industry by the present excessive 
alcohol tax. The absurdity of a law which taxes an important 
domestic industrial material 1,000 per cent on its original cost 
is self-evident. 

I wish, however, to emphasize my former statement, that in 
one line of industry, the manufacture of articles in which nitro- 
cellulose compounds are the principal raw material, the increased 
production of such articles which would directly follow the 
removal of the tax from denaturized alcohol would require the 
use of very large quantities of cotton. These articles, which 
include celluloid in its various forms, artificial leather, smoke- 
less powder, lacquers, artificial silk, artificial rubber, photo- 
graphie films, etc, are now manufactured in comparatively 
limited quantities, owing to the high cost of the solvents used 
in their production. With cheap alcohol prices would be re- 
duced to a point at which their general consumption would be 
enormously increased. : 

The present use of cotton in these industries is no criterion 
of the amount that would be used under the favorable condi- 
tions that would be created by an untaxed alcohol law, and I 
am confident that in a few years after such a law went into 
effect the quantity annually used for this purpose would be 
increased one hundred fold. r 

The only ostensible reason why this country has so long de- 
layed making a distinction between alcohol used in the arts and 
manufactures and that used as a beverage, a distinction made 
by the tax laws of all other commercial nations, is the alleged 
loss in revenue which would, it is said, result from the removal 
of the tax from industrial alcohol. I am satisfied that the loss 
in revenue would be inconsiderable, for the sufficient reason 
that our heavy tax rate has forced manufacturers to use in- 
ferior untaxed substitutes, and there is consequently very 
little taxed alcohol now used except as a beverage, or for 
manufacturing preparations, in which denaturized alcohol 
could not be used. It is doubtful whether the total loss in 
revenue which would follow the exemption of denaturized 
alcohol from taxation would be more than $1,000,000 annually, 
and it is probable that it would be considerably less. In any 
event the slight loss in revenue is of no importance as com- 
pared with the widespread advantages which would result 
from cheap alcohol. 

The leading foreign nations, such as France, Germany, Great 
Britain, Austria, Russia, and Italy, impose no tax on denatur- 
ized alcohol, notwithstanding their difficulties in providing 
reyenue are much greater than with us. While every possible 
source of revenue is resorted to by those countries, no sugges- 
tion is ever made of restoring the tax on alcohol, which is re- 
garded as a material being entitled to exemption from internal- 
revenue taxation for the same reason that pig iron and other 
domestic raw materials are not taxed. The benefits to our 
manufacturers, labor, and agricultural interests which would 
follow an untaxed alcohol law would far outweigh the possible 
small loss in revenue from this source. 

In this connection I may state that the benefits to the farm- 
ers of the country alone, through the creation of an addi- 
tional demand for corn and other farm products from which 
alcohol is distilled, are of far more importance than any ques- 
tion as to the revenues. 

The value to our industries of free alcohol is so clearly set 
forth in the accompanying statement that I desire to include 
it in my remarks. 

t APPENDIX. 


GROWTH OF AMERICAN INDUSTRIES AND LARGE INCREASE IN EMPLOYMENT 
-OF LABOR WHICH WOULD FOLLOW THE ADOPTION OF AN UNTAXED 
DENATURIZED ALCOHOL LAW. 

No bill introduced in Congress for many years is of more importance 
to American labor than the Boutell free-alcohol bill (H. R. 9302) now 
in the hands of.the Ways and Means Committee of the House. This 
bill provides that alcohol for use in manufa and the industrial 
arts shall be free of tax, when suitably denaturized or made undrink- 
able by mixture with noxious substances. 

In all the leading commercial nations of the world except the United 
States a distinction is made between distilled spirits intended for bey- 
erage consumption and alcohol intended for industrial pu While 
the former is invariably taxed, and often very heavily, it is established 
as a sound principle of vernment that alcohol for Industrial 
3 should be made as cheap as ble, and all European nations 

ve laws permitting the use of alcohol free of tax when denaturized 
according to official prescribed processes. In Germany (our Sag 
rival, next to England, for the world's trade) the laws governing the 
industrial uses of alcohol are particularly effective. 

In the United States no distinction is made between alcohol used for 
industrial purposes and distilled spirits intended for beverage consump- 


tion. For of taxation they are both classed as distilled spirits 
and subjected a tax of po on the proof gallon of 50 per cent alco- 
hol. This is the normal strength of alcoholic beverages. The Frana 
of commercial alcohol is 94 cent, and as this is 1.88 es the 
strength of the proof gallon, the tax on it is nearly $2.07 

Alcohol is and cheaply produced, the Go 
the Department Agriculture reporting 
alcohol testing 94 per cent coul 
abont 15 cents per on, and other authorities have asserted that 
under a demand and favorable conditions it would be profitable to 
sell it for 10 cents per gallon. © 

In certain manufactures where alcohol was formerly employed the 
manufacturers have been forced to adopt substitutes, usually more 
expensive than untaxed alcohol would be, generally less advan 
and in many instances dangerous. Among such substitutes are w. 
aleohol, benzole, naphtha, acetone, acetic acid, carbon bisulphide, borax 
and boracie acid, benzine, gasoline, and many others. these sub- 
stitutes for grain alcohol are free from internal-revenue tax, and they 
are resorted to not because they are better than grain alcohol, but 
solely because of the necessity of using a chea agent than tax-paid 
grain alcohol. Thus we have different domestic materials capable of 
use for the same tsa! — in industrial pursuits, all free from tion 
except alcohol made from farm products, which is taxed by the Govern- 
ment to the extent of 1,300 per cent. Comment upon the unjust dis- 
crimination of such a system seems unnecessary. 


VARIED INDUSTRIAL USES OF ALCOHOL. 


The industrial uses of alcohol are la and widely extended, and in 
all countries where it is tax free, and therefore cheap, it is used to an 
enormous extent and employment for hundreds of thousands of work- 
men is found in Min not possible in this oona where an internal- 
revenue tax of $2.07 per on practically prohibits the use of grain 
alcohol in all but a few industries. 

Alcohol is a better fuel for the automobile and internal-combustion 
engines (commonly known as gasoline engines) than line. It is a 
better fuel for domestic cooking and ae either coal or 
line. As an illuminant, when used with the incandescent mantle, it 
rivals the electric light and is superior to kerosene. Alcohol is neces- 
— 9 in the manufacture of more than a thousand different articles, 
and is a heavy item of expense in the manufacture of varnishes, lac- 
quers, gilding, and bronzing. It is a solvent for the stiffening of felt 
hats and straw goods, and the box toes of fine shoes. In the manufac- 
ture of the best smokeless powder 14 pounds of alcohol are consumed in 
maxing 1 pound of powder, and the tax on the alcohol more than 
doubles the manufacturing cost of the powder. 

In the manufacture of celluloid large quantities of alcohol must be 
used, and it is the same with the manufacture of photographie films @ 
and paper, of fulminating powder“ and many other mate 5 the 
manufacture of the various colors for silk, cotton, and woolen goods, 
wall paper, printer’s inks, etc., it is one of the most important and costly 
of the necessary raw materials, and in dyeing it is a valuable agent in 
fixing the colors. There is scarcely a manufacturer in the country who 
does not use alcohol, a solvent ved from alcohol,* or an inferior 
substitute, to a greater of less extent, in the production of his 
and aside from manufacturing purposes it has a very wide field as a 
preservative, and for cleansing, burning, bathing, and other domestic 


purposes. 

In regard to the industrial importance and efficiency of alcohol in 
manufacturing processes no higher authority need be — than that 
pat international body of industrial scientists, the ety of Chem- 
cal Industry, which for the first time in its history has this year 
held its annual convention in the New World, in the city of New York. 
The annual report of the council of the society having special reference 
T aa citeasion OF the um of taieraal echebcatlon ength 

“The extension o e use of in co; on es and the 

uent increase in the demand for volatile fuel have also directed 
son a to 3 8 ce meh — — a employment of de- 
natur sp) ‘or domestic use and heating 
Bi ase creas a tate a tains acer eed 
as erence to the culties the chemical indu 
has experienced in com with Germany, the reports states that— 

“The concessions by the British Government in respect of the use of 
untaxed denaturized alcohol for manufacturing purposes have not yet 
proved of general value in chemical manufac There have been 
some variations in the denaturants used in some instances, notably in 
the manufacture of fulminates and celluloid, both of which manufac- 
tures are under continuous supervision by revenue officials. The 


r gallon. 

vernment chemists of 
that under present conditions 

if not taxed, be sold profitably for 


Photography has become a great factor in modern life, and it is 
estimated (Report of Special Committee of Congress on Alcohol in the 
Arts, vol. 2, eed that the ple of the United States spend at 
least $175,006, yearly for finished 3 in the form of por- 
traits, views, art, and commercial work. The alcohol tax adds greatly 
to the cost of the artificial leather used in covering cameras, of the 
varnishes and lacquers used in — — them, and of the chemicals used 
in the manufacture of films, sensiti plates, and papers. Films are 
made of practically pure collodion, which also forms the coating of the 
best plates and papers. The cost of collodion is very largely increased 
by the alcohol tax. In the photographic industry there are {s factories 
manufacturing apparatus, 105 manufacturing materials, 7,553 photo- 
graphic galleri and 204 photo-lithographing and oto-engraving 
establishments. alcohol would, by 1 g their cost, greatly 
increase the demand for the poau of these industries, and would 
thus give more employment to labor in produ and distributing them. 

d Fulminate of mercury, the explosive material of percussion caps, 
is not now made in this country, its manufacture having been driven 
out by the high tax on alcohol. It is imported from Canada, at a cost 
of from $1 to $1.50 per pound cheaper than it could be made here at 
the present cost of alcohol. With tax-free alcohol the manufacture 
would be. resumed, thus giving employment to American instead of 
Canadian workmen. Large quantities of fulminate are consumed in this 
country for various purposes. 2 

© Fusel oil, one of the most important solvents used in the arts, is 
a by-product of ethyl alcohol distillation, and the present abnormal 

rice of $1.60 per gallon is entirely due to the heavy internal-revenue 
Pax limiting the produre of alcohol. With tax-free alcohol the price 
of fusel oil would fall to a normal price, estimated by the distillers to 


be about 25 cents lon. The price of amyl acetate, a form in 
which fusel oil is y —— would, of course, be correspondingly 
ced. solvents are of especial value in the manufacture of 


uers, celluloid, artificial leather, and in kindred industries, and the 
reduction in their cost, which would result from tax-free alcohol, would 
greatly stimulate these industries. 
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of denaturants should be tly 
drinking or ‘illicit distillation’ is 
probable as a consequence of granting concessions to British manufac- 
tures under guaranty. The council regards with satisfaction the 
indications that the subject of reductions in the differential duty on 
British made alcohol, and an alteration in the regulations for the sale 
of suitably denatured spirit are receiving the sympathetic considera- 
tion of the authorities.” 


council is of opinion that the ran 
extended, and that no increase o 


If in England, where a denaturized-alcohol law has been in force for 


many years, the chemical industry finds itself seriously handicapped 
on account of the conditions of the law being not so favorable as those 
of the German law, how much more serious is the handicap to the 
chemical industry of this 8 apparent from the fact that the 
American chemist has not had the advantage of free alcohol in any 
form. ‘The consequences are that only those chemicals in the making 
of which alochol is not necessarily an important item are made in this 
country, and many fine chemicals have to be imported, to the great 
loss of American capital and labor. Doctor Schweitzer, the secretary 
“i the American section of the Society of Chemical Industry, states 


t— 

“The tax leyled on alcohol most seriously injures chemical manu- 
facture in this country. Alcohol is practically indispensable in our 
industry, and although American — forced by the great expense, 
introduced substitutes in the form of wood alcohol, acetone, and other 
organic solvents, in some branches of manufacture alcohol still remains 
a sine qua non in the majority of cases. If we were called upon to give 
an instance of blood tax we would point out the internal-rexenue tax 
on alcohol for manufacturing purposes, and for this reason: Sulphuric 
ether is one of the most important derivations of grain alcohol, which 
must necessarily be employed in its manufacture. 

“Ether is most extensively employed as an anesthetic in surgical 
operations, and the enormous consumption of ether in the United 
States becomes apparent by the fact that one New York hospital alone 
used 2,900 pounds last year. The price for ether is 60 cents 2 od 

und, whereas in Germany the same quality, made from tax-free alco- 

ol, is sold for 73 cents per poun : 

“ Owing to the tax on alcohol a number of articles can not be manu- 
factured here at all and must be imported. 

It is absolutely imperative for our Government to follow the ex- 
ample of Germany if we wish to see the manufacture of fine chemicals 
as flourishing here as it is there.” 


HOW TAX-FREE ALCOHOL WOULD PROMOTE MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. 


It would make this article unnecessarily long to give in detail evi- 
dence regarding the effect of cheap alcohol on each particular industry. 
but such treatment of two or three of the minor industries affected 
will illustrate the importance of the proposed legislation in developing 
American industry and enlarging the field of employment for labor. 
Taking the industries of manufacturing picture frames and transpar- 
bo ae the following statements from authoritative sources are sub- 


PICTURE FRAMES AND MOLDINGS. 


{From a petition presented to Congress by the picture-frame manu- 
facturers.] 

“There are in this country over 130 factories, employing about 
12,000 hands, in this industry. Present use of alcohol in the trade is 
estimated to exceed 650,000 gallons annually, seven-eighths of which is 
wood alcohol. Grain alcohol is absolutely necessary for some purposes 
and would be used for all if the tax was removed. Wood alcohol is 
used because it is cheaper than taxed grain alcohol, and competition 
makes imperative the use of the chea article. : 

“The foreign trade is almost wholly in the hands of European com- 

titors. Owing to tax-free grain alcohol the manufacturers of Great 

ritain and Germany are enabled to produce a finish in all grades of 
work at a cost far below that which is possible in this country. Even 
under these adverse conditions, however, a limited amount of erican 
s are now selling in Central America, Mexico, Australia, South 
frica, Canada, and eyen in Great Britain, and a few other points. 
With tax-free alcohol the advantage would be with the American man- 
ufacturers, and under these conditions they guarantee that this coun- 
try would quickly lead the world in this industry. x 

“To supply the new markets which free alcohol would open up to 
American picture frames and moldings would more than double pres- 
ent output and give employment to m five to seven thousand addi- 
tional hands.” ; 
TRANSPARENT SOAP. 


[From the testimony submitted to Congress by James S. Kirk & Co. 
(Senate Report 55-411, pp. 42-47.) J 


“Transparent soap is the finest soap manufactured, and the sales 
throughout the world are enormous; the annual sales of one manufac- 
turer, Pears, of 0 in the United States alone have been about 
100,000 gross, or 14,400,000 es. g 

“The cost of manufacturing transparent ee in this country is in- 
creased over $5 per gross on account of the internal-revenue tax of 
$2.07 per gallon on alcohol. This is what effectually prevents our 
competing with foreign manufacturers of transparent soap in our own 
country, and keeps us from entering foreign markets, where we dispose 
of many thousands of gross of ordinary toilet soaps annually. Under 
present conditions Pears can undersell us about $2 per gross, and the 
— | of the $5 per gross due to the tax would give the American 
manufacturers the advantage. With free alcohol the home market 
would be absolutely in the hands of American manufacturers, and they 
would secure a large centage of the foreign trade in addition. In 
soap manufacturing alone free alcohol means the employment of thou- 
maiore than 10,000 actorie ting 30 distinct industri 

ore than 10, or les, representing net indus With 
an aggregate capital exceeding 8500, 000,000, and employin 300.000 
hands, use alcohol, a solvent derived from alcohol, or an inferior sub- 
stitute, as a raw material of manufacture. In ali these factories the 
cost of manufacture is greatly increased by the tax on alcohol. In 
many the cost is more than doubled. The wth of domestic trade is 
thus greatly hampered and the deyelopment of the foreign trade ren- 
dered impossible. The cost of alcohol free of tax would not exceed 15 
to 20 cents per gallon. The tax of $2.07 per gallon increases the cost 
twelve to fifteen times. 

The removal of this excessive burden of taxation would result in an 
enormous expansion of both the domestic and export trade in all the 
alcohol-using industries. The extent of this increase it is, of course, 
impossible to estimate. In the te it would certainly provide 
employment for at least 60,000 additional workmen in the alcohol- 
using industries already established, and in addition to this tax-free 


alcohol would result in the reestablishment of those industries which 


_ployed, and 


have been destroyed or driven to foreign countries by the excessive tax 
and the creation of thousands of new factories, thus providing employ- 
ment for many more. 

The smaller alcohol-using establishments employing only a few men 
each are not included in the above. If these were included 20,000 ad- 
ditional establishments would have to be added to those already given, 
and even this would be far from completing the list, or of those which 
would find it profitable to use it if free of tax. 

In addition to the above the great increase in the use of alcohol as 
an illuminant, as fuel for cooking and heating, and for the internal- 
combustion engines, which would follow the removal of the tax, would 
result in a widespread demand for special Age apparatus, stoves, and 
internal-combustion engines of all kinds. The alcohol incandescent 
lamps would be in demand on the farms and in the rural districts in 
every section of the country, and to supply this demand the lamp man- 
ufacturers would have to employ additional help, and would be rushed 
with orders for years to come. 

It would be the same with stove manufacturers. The 1900 census 
report states that there were 1,414 factories, with 20,000 employees, in 
these two industries. Thus in these two industries alone the employ- 
ment of thousands of additional workmen would be certain. 

The influence on the manufacture of incandescent mantles would be 
even more marked. ming up the rural districts and maeng Ctd 
one of the residents of the s er cities and towns and the 5,737, 
farmers of the country p: ve customers would so extend that 
industry as to make the 5 large output of incandescent mantles 
comparatively insignifican 

CHEAP ALCOHOL FOR USE AS A MOTOR FUEL. 


In the motor field the effect of free alcohol in giving employment to 
thousands of workers is apparent. The industr value of the in- 
ternal-combustion engine is now generally recognized, and the impor- 
tance of facilitating the extension of its use to the largest possible 
degree is being more and more appreciated. So conservative an 
authority as the Iron Age, commenting on the steady increase of these 
engines in small units, especially on the farm, says: The advantages 
are so obvious that it is only a question of time when every farmer 
will have one to aid in all the varied work of the farm.” eir use 
also is extending in manufacturing and for boats and vehicles. In the 
latter the pleasure machines largely 3 to-day, but in the 
near future the commercial machines will far outnumber those intended 
simply for pleasure. Gasoline is practically the — motor fuel avall- 
able to-day, the development of this industry is seriously handi- 
capped by the high cost of this fuel, which under the growing demand 
is steadily increasing in price. Alcohol is in every way a superior fuel 
to gasoline, being free from all obnoxious qualities and far less dan- 
gerous, and with the tax removed would quickly take its place. 

It has been estimated that alcohol fuel available for use free of tax 
would double the power uses of this country. With free alcohol no 
region would be remote from a cheap fuel supply, and wherever produc- 
tion is now delayed or hampered on account of dear fuel free alcohol 
will set mechanics at work and the wheels of industry turning. In all 
parts of the country productive processes will be cheapened, opening 
up employment for thousands of additional bands. 

The effect of free alcohol in opening up the vast arid regions of the 
great West Tor settlement must also be considered, as the ultimate In- 
crease in wealth and population from such settlement may overshadow 
all other possibilities combined. The irrigation of these lands, thus 
making them among the richest and most productive in the world, is 
largely a question of cheap power, and alcohol will furnish this in 
unl mited abundance. The alcohol engine would water the ground on 
which the material for the distillation of its own fuel would be pro- 
duced. These lands are capable of supporting millions of people. 

A Pacific coast engine manufacturer has pointed out that the alcohol 
engine is the ideal engine for irrigating purposes; and supplies data 
to show that in California alone the demand for this purpose would 
not be less than 30,000 engines, ‘alifornia is only a small part of 
the territory to be served. In the manufacture of these engines and 
in their sale and distribution many thousands of men would be em- 
the number who would find homes on the reclaimed lands 
and those in turn who would be employed to manufacture the articles 
for their consumption and attend to their commercial necessities would 
run into the hundreds of thousands. 

INDIRECT BENEFITS OF CHEAP ALCOHOL. 


To supply the wants of the workmen and their families, for whom 
free alco! would create employment, would create a demand for labor 
in every industry. The makers of houses, of house furnishings, of 
clot „of food stuffs, of 5 and books, would all be bene- 
fited. cater to the wants of such a large increase in population 
would necessarily mean the employment of many thousands more in 
trade and in all lines of manufacturing. This in turn means greater 
prosperity to the farmer. To supply the raw material for making the 
alcohol and the food supply of this large increase in the population 
rhage also call for the employment of many additional thousands on 

e farm. 

All the facts indicate that the consumption of alcohol for its in- 
finitely varied uses would, if made tax free, in the course of time rival 
that of petroleum, the consumption of which runs into billions of gal- 
lons annually. However this may be, it is certain, based on the evi- 
dence of present demand and the accomplished facts of other countries 
which are png the advantages of tax-free alcohol, that the con- 
sumption in this coun would very quickly reach 300,000,000 proof 
gallons. To supply this would regane the employment of several 
thousand additional men in the distilleries and the investment of mil- 
lions of additional capital in improvements. 

The transportation problem involved is one of no small itude. 
The carrying of grain and other material to the distilleries, the dis- 
tribution of the alcohol and by-products, the handling of the finished 
products of manufacture, and the supplies to feed, clothe, and house 
the workmen and their families would call for the constant use of 
thousands of additional freight cars and the employment of many addi- 
tional train crews, and in the manufacture and maintenance of this 
new railroad equipment large numbers would be employed. 

With the ind al development which would result from the enact- 
ment of tax-free alcohol legislation there would be a corresponding 
growth of the subsidia ndustries whose finished products are the raw 
material of the industries in the alcohol-using group. In the develop- 
ment of the chemical industry, for instance, there will arise great 
demand for glass bottles and other retaining vessels, and in the increase 
ot Re photographic dry-plate industry for glass plates of the highest 


The volume of this business is, of course, impossible to estimate, but 
it is beyond question that the glass production of Germany, incidental 
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to their great chemical Industry, is very large. 

these chemicals thousands of tons of German glassware are distributed 

all over the world, a large portion of it being sent to this country. 
po! 


In the distribution of 


This would cease to be rted, and our own glass manufacturers 
would soon be sharing with their European rivals the profitable busi- 
ness of supplying the glass needed in the chemical export trade of the 
world. Small and comparatively insignificant as it is to-day, the glass 
manufacturers fully oo the importance of the present demand 
for gthss the chemical and other alcohol-using industries, and tax- 
free alcohol would enormously increase this demand. 

The steel and iron 1 will be directly and immediately bene- 
fited by tax-free alcohol. e resulting industrial development wiil 
eall for the building of hundreds of new factories and in the enlarging 
and improying of many old ones. Large quantities of new machinery 
will be required: to . — these factories and to handle and effectively 
distribute the new industrial material, the equipment of special rollin 
stock, and the building of warehouses, etc., will be necessary. In alf 
these the principal materials of construction are steel and iron, and 

reased demand 


there is no question but that the effect of the ine: on this 
industry will be a powerful factor in tend to maintain good prices, 
at least during the years of rapid indus development — ately 


following the introduction of free alcohol. 
This is far from being all that can be said of the interest of labor in 
free alcohol, for these estimates are based on the minimum results 
which may be 8 to follow the cheapening of this important raw 
material and fuel. The actualities. may double and even quadruple the 
above figures. No account has been taken of the large increased 
demand for labor in the export and shipping industries which will 
necessarily follow the development of the export trade which will result 
from tax-free alevhol. This would certainly mean the employment of 
thousands of workers, to say nothing of the commercial agents and 
traveling men who would be required to attend to the development of 
the trade in all parts of the world. Neither has any account been 
taken of the tendency to increase wages generally that would follow 
the lessening of the pressure in the labor market, as a result of findin 
new employment for thousands of men, and making of them buyers o 
labor products, instead of competitors for jobs. 
REMOVAL OF TAX FROM DENATURIZED ALCOHOL WOULD INCREASE PEBLIC 
REVENUES. 


A national expenditure of $100,000,000 would be a small price to 
pay to secure such possibilities, but instead of it costing the Govern- 
ment anything to free industrial alcohol from taxation, it would result 
in an increase in the revenues. It is a matter of dispute among experts 
whether there would be any falling off in the revenues from distilled 
spirits even, many contending that the increased consumption of tax- 
paid spirits that would necessarily be a part of such industrial develop- 
ment would more than offset any losses from either tax-reduction or 
shifting of industrial consumption to the free list. Assuming, how- 
ever, that there might be some slight loss in the revenues from alcohol, 
this loss would be more than offset by the increased use of other articles 
subject to internal-revenue tax, and the Increase in customs revenues. 
These revenues reflect in a large measure the general conditions. In 
dull 1 when the purchasing power of the people is low, revenue 


es when the purchasing power of the le will permit. 
z fa ulgtihg general prosperity, 


Another important fact which will haye a marked influence in in- 
r in 
usin 


possibly occur. 

The question of reyenue however, of minor importance. This is 
shown ty the fact that England, Fran Germany, Russia, Holland, 
Denmark, Norway, Sweden, Austria, Switzerland, Italy, and several 
other minor European governments, impose no tax on denaturized 
alcohol. These countries have expensive military and naval estab- 
lishments which strain their revenue resources to utmost. In 

* Russia, Italy, France, Germany, and Austria in particular no method 
which could be safely adopted for increasing the revenues, or of divid- 
ing the present enormous burden of taxation, would be neglected. 
The fact that alcohol is regarded by all these countries as a material 
ually entitled to freedom from internal-revenue tax as pig iron or 
other kinds of domestic raw material, and that no matter how pressing 
the need of revenue may be alcohol required for industrial ee e 18 
never taxed, shows that the advantages to the manufacturing and 
farming interests of those countries of their liberal alcohol policies far 
outweigh the benefit from any revenue they might be able to secure 

from this source. 

CONGRESS SHOULD ACT PROMPTLY. 

There is no country whose power to raise revenue is so great as that 
of the United States, and yet the possibility that some loss of revenue 
might be involved has been sufficient to deter Congress from the enact- 

ve our manufacturers conditions 


that will 
y ter. 


Jö; ee ester tes guaranty Of © euinbu wae 
ses, and expan s markets; 
and ‘efficient fuel for the internal combustion engine for time ; 


loss: Congress has simply to enact legislation to modernize our anti- 
quated alcohol laws and place them on a ty with those of the 
nations which are our ri for the commerce of the world. 

The most important service that can be rendered to labor by Con- 
gress is the enactment of legislation which will result in the opening 
up of new opportunities for empl ent and the extension of 
industries. will be accomplished by removing the tax from alco- 
hol used for industrial purposes, thus conferring a great and perma- 
— enas on the wage-earners and business interests of the entire 
country. 


WISDOM OF THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION DEMONSTRATED BY FIFTEEN 
YEARS’ SUCCESSFUL OPERATION OF A SIMILAR LAW IN GERMANY. 


Germany haying the most favorable alcohol law leads the world in 
the industria! use of alcohol, and our consuls in that country have 
frequently called attention to the resulting benefits. Hon. Frank II. 
Mason, our consul-general at Berlin, has made a number of special 
reports on the subject, and after a thorough investigation thus sum- 
marizes his conclusions as to the wisdom of this law: 

The law ‘governing the technical uses of alcohol was enacted in 


1887, and, by reason of both its 8 causes and practical re> 
sults, is wo: of study as an example of Intelligent, far-seeing fiscal 
legislation. It was at that perlod—about fifteen years ago—that Ger- 


man agriculture began to feel severely the effeets of competition from 
the cheaply grown cereals of the United States, waa eng and 
Australia. The landowning class 1 legislation which 
would save the waning profits of husbandry. It was 9 
decided to make alcohol for technical uses as cheap as possible, an 
S promou — all practicable means its production and consumption 
n this country. 

“The exposition of this year confirms and reenforces the Impression 
made by the display of 1902 that the law of 1887 governing the manu- 
facture and use of untaxed alcohol for technical pü was one of 
e 1 and most far-seeing enactments in the legislative record of 
the Empire.” 


RESOLUTIONS REPORTED TO THE NATIONAL BOARD OF TRADE AT ITS . 
ANNUAL CONVENTION, HELD IN WASHINGTON, D. c., JANUARY 20-22, 
1904, BY M. N. KLINE, ESQ., OF THE PHILADELPHIA TRADES’ LEAGUE, 
AND UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED. ; 


Whereas alcohol is a necessary material in the manufacture of 
many important articles of commerce; an 

oo Fe an important group of American industries has thus far 
been dwarfed by the lack of free alcohol in the arts and manufactures, 
and for the ostensible reason that it was difficult for our revenue 
authorities to prevent its use otherwise than for these pu ; and 

Whereas competing nations, notably Germany, France, ano) 
sae no difficulty in prescribing and enforcing regulations to preveni 
such use. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the National Board of Trade it is 
the duty of Con and our revenue authorities to afford our manu- 
facturers equal facilities in this respect with those of competing na- 
tions, and at the same time benefit our agricultural interests by afford- 
ing an increased use for onr greatest cereal crop. We therefore favor 
the of the bill introduced by Representative Boutell (H. R. 
9302). 


[Mr. MADDOX addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 


[Mr. SIMMS addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WIIIIAus]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a good deal of 
what my friend from Georgia has just said is the expression of 
a position correctly taken; but whether this resolution passes 
or not we are going on collecting these statistics in relation to 
the production of cotton. This resolution is merely to tabulate 
at the same time and to publish at the same time statistics of 
eotton consumption. z 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam in favor of that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all this resolution 
does. Now, the idea is this: The country ought to have both 
sides of the equation in order to arrive at an accurate conclu- 
sion of a cotton condition. As it is now, while the country gets 
abundantly the statistics of production, it is perfectly possible 
for the mills to conceal the status of consumption so as to bear 
the market, it being evidently to their interest as bears to bear 
the market in case they are spinners and weavers and have no 
other interest. They would naturally do that as far as they 
honestly could. The whole thing, in other words, is to give 
both sides, so that everybody may arrive at a conclusion, and 
to give both sides frequently, so that the market may be as 
stable as possible and not be rushed up and down all at once. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WIIIIAxs] yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
cotton spinners would conceal the amount of cotton they had on 
hand for the purpose of forcing down the price, and that they 
would do it “ honestly.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant legitimately. My 
father was once asked, Kit, is So-and-so honest?“ and my 
father replied by saying, He is law honest.” I am talking of 
keeping within the law. Of course a manufacturer has a per- 
fect right to refuse to give any information about the amount 
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of cotton he has and the amount he has spun and the amount 
he has woven, as well as the amount he has exported, and if it 
was to his interest not to give the information I take it he 
would not give it; and I see nothing dishonest about one’s with- 
holding information relative to his business when the informa- 
tion is not required by law. Now, we desire to require it by 
law. That is all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentlemen who desire to speak upon this question 
may have five days in which to print remarks that are pertinent 
to the resolution that is under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] asks unanimous consent that the gentlemen who desire 
to speak upon the resdlution now before the House may have 
five days in which to print remarks pertinent to the same. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the 
resolution. ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amend- 
ment be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “ annual.” 

Line 11, after the word “ rted,” add the follo Tey sta- 

exported, wing the 


tistics to be s' as of September 1 each year, so as to show the 
cotton production and consumption of the preced year.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution as amended was passed was laid on 
the table. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BrincHAM) asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill H. R. 15895, the legislative bill, disagree with 
the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania moves to nonconcur with the Senate amendments and 
ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Lrrrauxn, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, ordered to be printed: 

Jo the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I rg ge eres yo the enigni of 8838 Kr asar 

to'the Commission of the civil governor of the island and of the heads 


of the four departments. 
I also inclose a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting the re- 


port for my consideration. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE HOUSE, January 16, 1905. 


IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 

Mr..CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it is creditable to both the 
Federal judiciary and to the people of our country that the 
power to impeach United States judges has been so infrequently 
invoked. It has been well-nigh forty years since such an ofi- 
cer—Judge Humphreys, of Tennessee—was impeached. The 
record in the pending case will show that the people of Florida 
and elsewhere who have had business with Judge Swayne 
have suffered long and patiently, and it is to their credit. They 
have suffered long and patiently because of the reverential 
respect on the part of the people there, as elsewhere through- 
out the Union, for the judiciary. They haye thus endured, 
furthermore, because they knew the process of impeachment 
to be long, tedious, and doubtful. But, Mr. Speaker, the people 
of Florida during the present Congress have paid to the party 
in power here and in every department of government the 
highest compliment. In bringing their memorial and this cem- 
plaint here they have impliedly said to the Congress that they 
believed no partisan feeling will control the deliberations of 
this House or the Senate, and that the issue joined between the 


people and this judge will be fairly and correctly tried. Speak- 
ing for myself, knowing the patriotism and the honesty that 
actuate the membership of this House, I can not doubt that the 
result here of the pending resolution will be in accordance with 
the facts as presented and the law and justice in the case. I 
say this, Mr. Speaker, without regard to what the outcome may 
be, for whatever conclusion may be reached here, I trust, sir, 
that it shall not lessen my respect for this House nor my confi- 
dence in the correctness of its judgment. 

I propose, Mr. Speaker, after these observations, to speak to 
the case. On the 13th day of December last I had the honor to 
address this House in this case on its general and preliminary 
phases. During that discussion I took occasion to read the 
statute fixing the traveling and attendance expenses of the Fed- 
eral judges; but, with your kind indulgence, I shall again re- 
cite this provision of law. The act of June 11, 1896, provides— 


For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 
2 to pole court out of their district, not to exceed $10 Big y- 
ea 

Specifications 1, 2, and 8 of the articles here charge Judge 
Swayne with having rendered a false claim and certificate for- 
more money than he expended for travel and attendance. It is 
not my purpose to make at this time any elaborate argument on 
this specification. Let me say, however, at the present time 
that the statute is plain and mandatory, that it is a statute 
fixing expenses and allowances, and that the well-established 
rule of law is that such statutes as this are to be construed 
strictly, and that they are never to be construed equitably, if 
you please. Now, I have heretofore referred to the authorities 
in support of that proposition, and I have not heard in the 
course of this debate anyone to dispute the soundness of the 
cardinal rule of strict construction which obtains in case of a 
statute providing for payment of the expenses of a public officer. 
The testimony—and I shall not read it—shows that Judge 
Swayne in some cases was guilty of drawing $10 a day for 
alleged expenses, when the testimony shows that he paid out 
only $1.25 a day for his board; and further, that his expenses 
for travel and going to and from that court where he spent 
only $1.25 a day for board did not exceed $50. It is unneces- 
sary for me to recite in detail the evidence relating to such ex- 
penses. That has been done in this debate and the record is 
here and all who desire to look at the figures can do so in a 
few moments. : 

The statute has been violated. The proof has been made and 
the fact has been admitted by the respondent's champions in 
this discussion. But excuse has been offered, and that, too, in 
this case of a judge who is supposed to be an exemplar, who 
ought to hold up the standard of observance of the law so high 
that all men might rightly imitate his conduct. And yet there 
are suggestions made now which were not made at the hearings 
of this case when the testimony on both sides was adduced. 
Improper matters have been thrust into this case during this 
debate, matters that have not come throngh the regular and 
legitimate channels, suggestions and hearsay evidence, news- 
paper stories, and immaterial facts, all thought by Judge 
Swayne’s friends to be exculpatory. In regard to the charge con- 
tained in articles 1, 2, and 3, Judge Swayne offered no excuse 
and no explanation in his two statements made before your com- 
mittee. Indeed, in his last statement, when this charge was 
under investigation, he said not a word in reference to it, and 
we find that even in the printed views of the minority members 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, including those who have 
spoken against impeachment, these gentlemen have said, all 
have said, that the subcommittee and the whole committee 
were correct in holding that what other judges may have done 
in like cases was not and is not pertinent. These minority 
members went further and held that Judge Swayne by his 
silence, by his refusal to offer any exculpatory explanation, 
stood convicted, and upon that ground joined in with all the 
members of such committee and recommended impeachment to 
this House. 

I do not know what has come over the spirit of the dreatns of 
some of these gentlemen, nor do I care. It is no concern of 
mine what may actuate any gentleman here. As long as his 
conduct is satisfactory to his own conscience, I have nothing to 
do with it. But I recite these facts to show that some sort of 
a strange evolution or revolution has taken place in some minds, 
and endeavor is now made to excuse a judge in high position 
from a plain violation of the law, a violation so plain that even 
his friends here at one time, before they became warmed up 
with the zeal of advocates, admitted that he stood guilty. 

Let me refer to another matter involving at least a grave 
impropriety. This circular, of which I have a copy here, headed 
“Swayne not alone,” has been handed around here. It is not 
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a part of the evidence. It was never put before this House in 
any regular or legitimate way. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The committee would not per- 
mit it to be presented, would they? 

Mr. CLAYTON. This was not offered to the committee. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Is not that what Judge Swayne 
was going to offer? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Judge Swayne did offer, through his counsel, 
to show that other judges had charged $10 per day for expenses. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], chairman of 
the subcommittee, ruled that what other judges may or may not 
have done was not pertinent to the issue in the case; that 
Swayne was on trial, and that it would be time enough to try 
other judges when articles of impeachment were presented 
against them. The Judiciary Committee, the majority and 
minority, all agreed that the ruling of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. PALMER] and the subcommittee on that subject 
was correct, and that such testimony could not be brought in 
here. It was not brought before the committee nor into the 
case until after this debate was begun. If it was not proper to 
bring it before the committee in the regular way, it can not be 
proper to bring it in here now in this irregular way. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I was just going to suggest 
this: That if the committee would not permit him to show that 
it was the custom of Federal judges to charge up their expenses 
at the maximum rate, a failure to do that should not be com- 
mented upon by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman ought to be lawyer enough 
to know 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I am no lawyer. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, permit me to say sincerely that the 
profession missed the acquisition of an ornamental member. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I grant that if to be a law- 


Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to dwell further upon this ex- 
cept to say that I repudiate the charge or insinuation that 
other judges have been guilty of offending like Judge Swayne 
has. I do not believe that the judges of this country have been 
in the habit, when they went out of their districts to hold court, 
of putting up at a dollar-and-a-quarter-a-day boarding house 
and then charging $10 a day, paying the $1.25 out of their 
pockets and putting into their pockets $8.75. I repel the charge 
that the judges of this country are guilty of that. I have no 
doubt that in many of the cities of our country some of the 
judges, when holding court there away from home, do spend 
$10 a day for travel and board. It is perfectly legitimate. If a 
judge goes to New York City, for instance, it is perfectly right 
and proper for him to liye in the same style that he does at 
home. It is proper for him to go to a modern hotel; it is 
proper for him to have not only his bedroom with modern con- 
yeniences, but also to have his parlor or place to do that part of 
his work that is not usually done in the court room, but in an 
office. For this he would not be censurable. 

The grayamen of this charge is, not that Judge Swayne spent 
$10 a day, not that other judges spend $10 a day, but that, under 
the guise and pretense of hotel bills and traveling expenses, 
Judge Swayne has charged and collected in one case $410 for 
forty-one days, whereas he paid out in that instance only $57.50 
for board, and in no event more than $50 for railroad travel for 
both ways, making $107.50 actually expended by him, if he paid 
his railroad travel, and I assume that he did, being all told 
$107.50 that he actually paid out, whereas he drew $410 on his 
certified statement that he had expended $410. His offense . 
consists of putting into his pocket as private gain the differ- 
ence between $410 that he certified to and collected and $107.50 
that he actually expended. Now, that is the case, and the tes- 
timony bears out the facts as stated and that are involved in 
the contention. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If Judge Swayne could have 
shown that a considerable number of other judges, or all of 
them, were charging $10 a day when they were only expending 
$2.50 or $5, or any sum less than $10 a day, to what extent 
would that have justified a modification in the construction of 
this statute? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It would not have justified it at all. The 
fact that one man has done wrong would not justify another 
man charged with the same offense at the bar of any court 
anywhere. Were an accused man to say, “It is true I com- 
mitted the larceny, as charged, but A and B also committed 
like larceny, and therefore I ought not to be convicted,” would 
not be considered a good defense, either in law or morals. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not true that the only suggestion in 
the paper that has been exhibited here is that some of the 
judges have charged the full amount, but that there has never 
been a suggestion from the parties that any judge had not ex- 
pended the amount he drew? 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is true. I stated that. I may say in 
this connection that the cee thought if they Nan that 

showing. sort of wholesale or general allegation or insinuation to be 
r No i tor the reasons just stated by me. made against the other judges, it would be no more than right 
After several debates and after several hearings when the tes- | and fair to bring the other judges here and give them an oppor- 
timony was printed and considered there was no suggestion of | tunity to show that they did expend the $10 a day, and that 
that sort made. The gentleman misapprehends my statement. | would have been without authority and would have presented 
But let me proceed anore and protracted investigation of others not under any 

N LEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- charge. 

ee i ea ai : Mr. BARTLETT. The record from the Auditor for the State 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. Department which was published in the Post newspaper some 

Mr. SHERLEY. Did Judge Swayne ever offer to testify that | time ago, a copy of which you referred to, simply contains the 
his construction of the law entitled him to take the $10 a day? | fact that some of the judges, 40 per cent it is said, did charge 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; Judge Swayne never did offer to testify | the full amount? 
to that. He made no offer to testify himself in regard to this. Mr. CLAYTON. Exactly. 

The question arose when his counsel was cross-examining the Mr. BARTLETT. But there is nothing in the record to 
witness Bradley. It arose in that connection before Judge | show or no suggestion made that they did not actually expend 
Swayne last testifed in his own behalf, and he never offered to | that amount? - 

make any explanation and never referred to the subject. Mr. CLAYTON. No; and I presume that every one is an 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House seemed to have been at one time | honest man and that every one of these judges involved in that 
unanimously of the opinion that Judge Swayne should be im- statement who charged $10 a day actually expended in travel- 
peached upon this ground. All its Members seemed to have con- | ing and hotel expenses that amount of money. That is a cor- 
curred in that conclusion at one time, though it is fair to state | rect presumption. 
that during the colloquy, which occurred between the gentleman Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There was not anything on 
from California [Mr. GILLETT] and the gentleman from Illinois | record there in the Treasury Department that Judge Swayne 
[Mr. Mann] in December, it did not appear clearly how the gen- | did not expend this amount. 
tleman from California, a member of the committee, stood on that Mr. CLAYTON. I don’t know what was on record there 
proposition. He can answer for himseif when his time comes. except what was shown at the committee hearings. 


er— 

É Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. I have given this explanation. If the gentleman 
thinks proper to take a view different from mine, he is at liberty 
to do so. I believe any impartial lawyer would assent to the 
proposition that the ruling of the committee was correct. It 
has no place in this case, but that is my opinion, and the gentle- 
man. can entertain his own view. If he wants to try this case 
on something that is not properly before this House, some hear- 
say testimony, some rumor, some document that never was in- 
vestigated by the committee, the gentleman is certainly at 
liberty to do it, and I make no complaint; but I say that we ap- 
pointed a committee to take the testimony in this case upon the 
assumption that we would try it here upon the testimony taken 
by the committee, and this committee brought that testimony 
here. The rulings of the committee bringing in testimony and 
excluding testimony were approved by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. The matter has been under investigation repeatedly 
by the House, and no complaint of any dereliction on the part 
of the committee was ever made until this time. That is my 
position. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I want to make one further 
suggestion, and that is, that in view of the fact that the commit- 
tee would not permit him to show that it was the custom of 
other judges, it is not fair to Judge Swayne to take him to task 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 16, 


will pardon me. There are three statutes governing it. The 
first is: 

Eve 
and J 
Attorney-General, in such form as he may prescribe, a written return 
for the half year ending on said days, respectively, of all the fees and 
emoluments of his office, of every name and character, and of all the 


clerk of a district court shall, on the first days of January 
y, in each year, or within thirty days thereafter, make to the 


necessary expenses of his office, including necessary clerk hire, together 
with the vouchers for the payment of the same for such last ha year. 
He shall state separately in such return the fees and emoluments 
payable under the bankrupt act. Said return shall be verified by the 
oath of the officer making them. 

The next statute is this: 

No clerk of a district court shall be allowed by the Attorney-General 
to 577 5 of the e = 5 of his office ai ue rsonal com- 

sation, over and above his necessary expenses, inclu necessary 
ark hire, to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $3,500 a year for any such district 
clerk, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year. 


Again: 

Every clerk shall, at the time of making his half-yearly return to the 
Attorney-General, pay into the Treasury, or deposit to the credit of the 
Treasurer, as he may be directed by the Attorney-General, any surplus 
of the fees and emoluments of his office which said return shows to 
exist over and above the compensation and allowances authorized by 
law to be retained by him. 

Under this statute this clerk collected $3 for every naturali- 
zation paper. It was the custom for years—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman will pardon me, but I do not 
understand what he is driving at. Will you please start your 
question again? 

“ Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will permit me to 
state it again 

Mr. CLAYTON. I yielded to the gentleman for a long time 
to read his statute; now, if the gentleman is going to make a 
long statement 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, let the gentleman read the syllabus. 
The gentleman will have an opportunity in his own time to make 
an argument. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will only be too glad. The gentleman 
yielded to me to read the statute. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone- 
WortH] will not thrust into my argument 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am simply trying to point out the fact 
that in my opinion evidence should have been allowed as to 


custom. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not question the gentleman’s purpose. 
What do you want to know of me? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I want to know—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let the gentleman read the syllabus, and I 
will see. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It was the custom of the United States 
courts in Massachusetts, known and approyed by the judges, for 
the clerk to charge $3 as fees in naturalization proceedings. 
The clerk of the district court never included these fees in his 
return, although it was provided in statute. This fact was 
known to the judges, to whom the accounts were semiannually 
exhibited, and by whom they were passed without objection. 
And the court held that the statute, being of doubtful inter- 
pretation 

Mr. CLAYTON. That does not apply to this case at all. 
Now, if the gentleman is through, he has his authority injected 
into the record and has his position stated. I will continue my 
remarks. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then the position of the gentleman is 
that this statute is absolutely plain on its face? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is absolutely plain and admits of no 
doubt. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And that no other interpretation was 
made of it by any other judges? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No other construction, in my opinion. But 
if so, that has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. LONGWORTH: By any other judge? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think any other judge could put 
any other construction upon it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And therefore no evidence ought to be 
allowed as to the custom? ‘ 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It seems to be a court of final 
resort. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Surely the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone- 
WorRTH] will not expect me to answer all his conclusions in my 
time. 

Mr. PRINCE. As I understand, I want to have the gentle- 
man himself clear upon this proposition, that there are no 
stenographers in the United States district courts. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, no; I never said that. Do you say there 
are? 
Mr. PRINCE. I say that in some of the courts they have 


stenographers, but not under any act of Congress. 


Mr. CLAYTON. But they are provided by law? 

Mr. PRINCE. I am told that that is the practice in Texas, 
the State where Judge Swayne is charged with having falsified 
his accounts. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will say that his statement in regard to the practice in Texas 
is correct. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I know as a matter of fact that in Alabama 
the judges do have them. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let me say that in the State of Texas 
we have four district judges, and each one of the district judges 
is provided with a stenographer. His compensation is fixed, 
whether allowed or not by the Attorney-General, and I know 
personally that they have a court stenographer in each one of 
those courts, and I understand they have them in many other 
Federal courts. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will say for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Prince] that there is a bill now pending 
before the Committee on the Judiciary in this House providing 
for stenographers throughout the country and for the rate of 
their compensation. ‘ 

Mr. PRINCE. That was just the point I was getting at. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is no doubt about that, but as a mat- 
ter of fact, wherever I have been, the judges do have stenogra- 
phers; and the Attorney-General of the United States, under 
some allowances intrusted to him, pays them out of that fund, 
and the judge in no case pays them. Now, is that clear? 

Mr. PRINCE. It is clear from your standpoint, but the point 
I was seeking to show ` 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let me advert briefly to the question asked 
by the gentleman from Ohio. In the case cited by him payment 
had been made under doubtful statutes and suit was brought to 
recover back, and the court held the statutes (the gentleman 
from Ohio has just read them) doubtful. And, further, that 
because the heads of departments and accounting officers had 
contemporaneously and continuously interpreted them in favor 
of the payment, the obligor on the principal’s or payee’s bond 
had a right to rely on such interpretation. 

This is the syllabus of the case of United States v. Hill (120 
U. S. 169, 170), which has been referred to: 


It was the custom in the United States courts in Massachusetts, 
from 1839 to December, 1884, known and approved by the jud for 
the clerk to charge $3 as fees in naturalization proceedings. The clerk 
of the district court never included those fees in his returns. That 
fact was known to the judges to whom his accounts were semiannually 
exhibited, and by whom they were passed without objection in that par- 
ticular. Relying on that custom, and Tink inas those fees formed 
no part of the emoluments to be returned e clerk of the district 
court appointed in 1879 did not include those fees in his accounts. 
This was known to the district judge when he examined and certified 
the accounts, and his accounts so made out, to July, 1884, were exam- 
ined and adjusted by the accounting officers of the Treasury. Under a 
rule made by the district court in 1855 the clerk had charged and re- 
ceived $3 as a gross sum for examining, in advance of their presentation 
to the court, the application papers and 9 to the court whether 
they were in conformity with law; and had made no division for spe- 
cific services according to any items of the fee bill in paragraph 823 et 
seq. of the Revised Statutes. In a suit brought in December, 1884, on 
the official bond of the clerk against him and his surety, to recover the 
amount of the naturalization fees: 

Held, (1) the 3 in section 823, taken from section 1 of the 
act of Februa 6, 1853 (c. 80, 10 Stat., 161), that the fees to clerks 
shall be “ taxed and allowed,” applies, prima facie, to taxable fees and 
costs in ordinary suits between party and party prosecuted in a court; 
e e is no specification of naturalization matters in the fees of 
clerks. 

(2) The statute being of doubtful construction as to what fees were 
to be returned, the interpretation of it by judges, heads of departments, 
and accounting officers, contemporaneous and continuous, was one on 
which the obligars in the bond has a right to rely, and, it not being 
clearly erroneous, it will not now be overturned. 


It is easy to differentiate the proceedings here from that case, 
Let me name a few of the salient features involved in the con- 
troversy here. This is an impeachment case, and it is sui 
generis. It is not an action to recover back money voluntarily 
paid under statute uniformly held by proper authoritiy that the 
payment was lawful, which statute was afterwards held by the 
court to be at least doubtful, and that for this reason and under 
these circumstances the obligor on the defendant’s bond should 
be excused from refunding. The statute providing for expenses 
of judges is in this language: 

For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 1848er 
directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be paid on written certificates of the judges, and such 
payment shall be allowed the marshal in settlement of his account with 
the United States. 

This required Judge Swayne to certify to the amount he had 
expended for travel and attendance on the court. It provides 
no sort of fees, perquisites, or compensation. It does not pro- 


vide $10 per day as commutation for travel and board. It takes 
care that the judge shall be refunded what he actvrallly paid 
and no more. There can be no doubt that if Judge Swayne had 
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certified that he had attended the court in the instance which 
I have mentioned, forty-one days, and had expended railroad fare, 
including meals and sleeping-car berth en route, $50, and $57.50 
for board and lodging and no more, the Auditor would have al- 
lowed him $107.50 and no more. This doctrine would have been 
approved : 

Acts relating to the fees and compensation of public officers are 


strictly construed, and such officers are only entitled to what is Sey 
Iven by law. A law will not be construed as giving an officer addi- 

onal tay pre for past services unless the intent is clearly ex- 
p I ay charter provided that “the aldermen shall not be 
allowed to receive more than $100 each in any year as compensation 
for their services.” The charter made them ex officio members of the 
board of registration in their respective precincts and inspectors of 
election. It was held that they were not entitled to any additional 
compensation for these ex officio services. (Lewis's Sutherland's Stat- 
utory Construction, vol. 2, 2d ed., p. 1298.) 

Dunwoody v. United States (22 Ct. Cls., 269, 278) and Here- 
blein v. City of New Haven (54 Atl., 298-299; 75 Conn., 545), 
and United States v. Shields (153, 91) lay down the rules goy- 
erning the construction of the statute allowing expenses and 
fees to public officers. 

Mr. PRINCE. There was no provision of law, no general 
law, by which the district courts were allowed stenographers. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Lou are correct in that. 

Mr. PRINCE. But there is a bill of that character before 
your committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON (continuing). And yet they are provided in 
the manner in which I have told you, and not at the expense 
of the judge. So that, coming back to this case and not to any 
other case, it is a case of a plain statute; and taking the ante- 
cedent statutes and taking the statute now on the books, which 
is no such statute as the gentleman refers to, but a plain stat- 
ute, prohibits the judges from receiving any compensation ex- 
cept their salaries. To guard against any possible miscon- 
struction on the subject, this statute was made plain, limit- 
ing the expense for traveling and attendance. So that this 
statute does not admit of doubt. There is a section of the 
Revised Statutes which says that district judges can not take 
any compensation except their salaries. This statute, under 
which he drew $10 a day, is itself a statute restrictive in its 
nature. The words are “reasonable expenses for travel and 
attendance.” I submit if the statute does not mean for rea- 
sonable expenses for travel and reasonable expenses for attend- 
ance when attending his court out of his district—his expenses 
of travel and board incurred necessarily in attendance upon 
court—not compensation. It would be a violent stretch of this 
statute to put any other construction upon it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to dwell longer upon this, 
the first ground of the impeachment. Of course, if gentlemen 
of this House think that it is proper for them under this evi- 
dence to excuse the judge for the violation of positive law, for 
taking more money than the law allowed, for putting $8.75 a 
day in his pocket above his expenses in the face of the provi- 
sion of the statute fixing the allowance at the reasonable ex- 
penses for travel and attendance, and in the face of another 
statute which requires that his compensation shall be limited 
to his salary—if you see proper to excuse him, why, that is your 
concern, not mine. Why not repeal both of these statutes? 
Why not take the limitation off and say that the judges shall 
have $10 a day in lieu of their expenses for travel and attend- 
ance? 

Mr. Speaker, I shall consider now for a few moments the use 
of a private car of the receiver of a railroad company then be- 
ing operated under the authority of Judge Swayne and his 
court. Here let it be noted that in every case where Judge 
Swayne has been charged with any offending he and his friends 
have been resourceful in the invention of excuses. The facts 
charged against him are frequently admitted. This is true, I 
think, in reference to all of the charges. To meet palpable mis- 
behavior in office, the substantial facts, excuses are interposed. 
I submit to the Members of this House if in the course of the 
experience of any man here he has ever heard as many charges 
and like charges as are here brought forward made against any 
upright, law-respecting, or law-observing judge? Not one of the 
judges who have been impeached heretofore had as many ac- 
cusations made against him as are made here. No one has had as 
many witnesses against him as are here introduced, and no one 
has been charged with so many forms of misbehavior in office 
as Judge Swayne. Why, the misbehavior of Judge Pickering, 
for instance, was mild as compared with this case, and yet 
Judge Pickering was impeached and removed from office. 

Let us come to the question of the use of the car by Judge 
Swayne. The minority of your committee seemed to think 
that a vote of censure should be had, or a censure of some sort 
in some way and nothing more, should be imposed upon Judge 
Swayne. The facts are admitted by them substantially in the 


XXXIX——59 


minority views presented, that he did, improperly, according to 
their conception, use the car of a receiver of a helpless corpora- 
tion in his control and power; that he used it from Guyen- 
court, Del., for himself and his family, and that he used it like- 
wise to and from California. But it is said that it was not 
used at the expense of the railroad company. At whose ex- 
pense was the car used and the trips made? He paid nothing 
for the car or its transportation. The receiver in his court 
permitted it to be used at the expense of the estate in his 
hands, in custodia legis, under Judge Swayne’s control. It is 
suggested by some witness in the case or by some gentleman 
here in this argument that the car was improved by use rather 
than by standing idle. Well, I suppose if Judge Swayne had 
taken many, very many, of these trips it never would have cost 
the railroad company anything is the assertion. That a hun- 
dred or a thousand trips never would have been at the cost of 
the company, and that the car would have been constantly be- 
coming better and better; and then we should have had a cu- 
rious thing in nature or mechanics—a piece of machinery made 
by human hands, instead of wearing out by constant use con- 
tinually becoming better and better. But this is “to reason 
most absurd.” 

Of course this use of the car was at the expense of the rail- 
road. It is admitted that the conductor and cook and brake- 
man on this car, wherever they went, were paid by the com- 
pany. What remuneration went to the railroad company for 
the use of these employees by Judge Swayne? If the receiver 
had no use for the conductor, brakeman, and cook that were on 
this car with him on the California trip and on the Delaware 
trip, why did not the receiver, as was his duty, discharge these 
unnecessary employees and save the amount of their wages to 
the railroad? No; he kept them and let them draw wages 
while serving Judge Swayne on his junketing tours on this car 
of the crippled corporation whose property and assets be- 
longed to the creditors and stockholders and not to Judge 
Swayne or his creature, his receiver. 

Now, some gentleman may think that is a mere impropriety 
and not an impeachable offense. It is a misbehavior in office, 
and the judge did not seem to deny the facts in that case. He 
was asked on cross-examination by Mr. PALMER if he thought 
he had a right to do it, and he sought to justify his conduct. 
He went on to say that during a period of six years, while in 
the office of judge, he had had ten railroads in the hands of 
receivers in his court; as much as to say, “such use of the 
assets and employees of the bankrupt estate was a good thing; 
1 haye enjoyed such use not only in this case, but I have en- 
joyed it in nine other cases.” 

Now, will any man rise up here and tell me that an honor- 
able and high-minded judge of the United States court of this 
country would indulge in such practice? Will they offer that 
excuse for Judge Swayne in this misbehavior? I happen to 
know, Mr. Speaker, that in my own State there is a judge, ap- 
pointed by the present Chief Magistrate, and we applauded him 
for the appointment, who not only will not use the private car 
of the receiver, but who is so circumspect that he will not travel 
in any way at the expense of any railroad. 

The wholesale insinuations that have been made in this de- 
bate against the judiciary of the country are improper. I do 
not believe they would be supported by facts upon examination. 
If I did think that they could be so supported, I would feel con- 
strained to introduce into this House a resolution of inquiry on 
that subject, and let the judges be investigated and exposed to 
the righteous indignation of the country. But I entertain no 
such belief. I know that many of these men are high minded 
and above that. For three years, in my humble capacity as dis- 
trict attorney, I came in contact with some of these judges, and 
that association convinces me that the judges would not engage 
in the perfidious practice that is here insinuated in this ease for 
the extenuation of Judge Swayne’s offending. I think that he 
has committed a serious misbehavior in office. A man does not 
have to violate a positive statute, as everybody knows, to be 
guilty of an impeachable offense. He does not have to commit 
larceny or any other crime to be guilty of an impeachable 
offense. 

Impeachable misdemeanor means misbehayior—wrongdoing— 
acts and conduct that would tend to bring reproach and dis- 
grace on the judiciary; acts or conduct that would teach or lead 
the people to lose respect for the judicial branch of our Goy- 
ernment; acts wrong, acts improper, so highly improper, so 
grossly improper as to bring reproach upon this branch of our 
public service. When an act like this here charged is com- 
mitted, colore officii, as in this case, as Judge Swayne did in 
taking and using this car and employees, a misbehavior of im- 
peachable gravity has been committed. Why, any gentleman 
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go California and take my family with me — we 
would all like to go to that great State on the Pacific slope that 
sends our good friend Mr. GILLETT to Congress—if a private in- 
dividual had made that suggestion to the receiver, the receiver 
would have scorned it. 

But the judge, who had control of the receiver, auditing his 
accounts, fixing his compensation, the man in the exercise of his 
power as judge who could feed the receiver liberally or could 
feed him poorly, because he was judge, said that he desired to 
take these trips obtained the car and service free of expense to 
him. He said he and the receiver had had a previous conversa- 
tion about one of these trips. Oh, wouldn't you like to be a Fed- 
eral judge if these things are right and are to be excused? Put 
a railroad into the hands of a receiver and then tell your receiver 
you want to go to Niagara Falls and Canada in the summer 
time, or to the great State of California, or, what is still better, 
that you want to make a trip into the greater State of Alabama. 
[Laughter.] 

You would say to the receiver, “Fit up your private car 
with good things, fit it all up, and give me servants and charge 
it to the railroad.” You, not having paid a cent for this grand 


trip, afterwards come before the public, before the Congress, 


say that you are excusable upon the puny pretext that it did 
not cost the railroad anything, or upon the other equally puny 
pretext that there is no evidence to show that it influenced any 
of the judge’s official conduct. Perhaps not, but it influenced 
the receiver’s official conduct. It influenced the receiver’s of- 
ficial conduct by making him take the judge, who had the 
power to fix his compensation, at the expense of the railroad 
in the matter of salaries for employees, at the expense of the 
railroad in the matter of provisions, at the expense of the rail- 
road for the wear and tear of the cars, at the expense of the 
railroad, it may be, for mileage or trackage—I do not know 
as to that—all at the expense of the railroad, and it matters 
not whether the judge was influenced or not,-the receiver did 
wrong to the detriment and injury of the railroad then in his 
hands, and the judge approved his account of expenses for the 
wrong. That is the contention. Now, if gentlemen think 
slightly of that, think there is nothing impeachable in it, that 
that is not serious misbehavior, that it is to be excused or 
laughed away, all well and good. This is reasoning of a new 
kind and the suggestion of morality of a novel variety. I hope 
if such view is taken here that the high-minded judiciary of 
this country will never subscribe to such a doctrine and engage 
in such a practice. Let me confidently assert that they never 
will. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heretofore argued at length the ques- 
tion of nonresidence. This is another misbehavior that is 
sought to be minimized here. Some of the friends of Judge 
Swayne have in this debate set up a defense in the nature of 
confession and avoidance. It seems that in the arguments 
which have been urged in the contention is that the judge 
should not be impeached on the ground that he did not reside 
in his district, it is assumed that Judge Swayne never acquired 
a residence in the northern district of Florida. He himself 
may be said to have admitted that, and to have insisted that 
his nonresidence caused no trouble, inconvenience, delay, ex- 
pense, or injury whatsoever. Gentlemen in this House argue 
that no harm came of this nonresidence, and that therefore 
he should not be impeached. The doctrine de minimis non 
curat lex has no application here. The plain statute requires 
a judge to reside in the district for which he is appointed judge, 
and the failure to do so is made highly penal, and is in express 
terms a high misdemeanor. The statute allows no discretion or 
excuse. It can not be violated with impunity upon the claim 
that no harm comes of the violation. The statute is plain and 
mandatory, and it really is of no consequence whether or not 
harm came of its violation. The statute denounces the failure, 
the simple failure, to reside there as a high misdemeanor and 
an impeachable misdemeanor. 

I regret that it is of no importance whether injury did or did 
not follow from his nonresidence. But, as a matter of fact, 
injury did follow on account of it. Let us look at the testi- 
mony. C. H. Laney, whose testimony appears on pages 8 and 
9 of the volume of testimony printed, says: 

Q. Do you know whether he has been here except when he was hold- 
ing court?—A. I think it has been Judge Swayne’s custom to come 
I, before he held his court, from here to Tallahassee, 
hold court there, come back by here, a then go away, come back, 
hold the spring term, and then go away for the summer and remain 
away until he came back to attend court in the fall. That has been 
varied recently. He has been here more recently—a good deal this 
year. 


Q. Do you know whether or not that has been since the session of 
last Piorida legislature?—A. Yes, sir; since the resolution passed 


the 


in the last Florida legislature he has been here a lot more uenti; 
than before. trea z 


> * s . . 


* . 

Q. You say J 8 e would finish his courts and away. 
Do you know whe that resulted in detriment to those having busi- 
ness in his court: —A. I think so. 

8 You only think so?—A. I know so, 

. State in what way.—A. Well, in admiralty cases I have heard 
that more as a matter of complaint; I have 


— — very little admiralty 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What page are you reading from? 
Mr. CLAYTON. I am reading from page 9. 

Q. How long have you heard that?—A. Oh, off and on ever since I 
have been knowing him. 

aa I refer to the testimony of W. A. Blount, on pages 19 
and 20. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There Is a good deal of admi- 
ralty practice down there, is there not? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from Tennessee asks me 
about the admiralty practice at Pensacola. I may say that 
Pensacola is one of the leading Gulf ports. I do not myself 
know the extent of the admiralty practice there, but I assume 
that there is a great deal. I know that a great deal of Ala- 
bama coal finds its seaport at Pensacola. It is a great port for 
the exportation of lumber and cotton, and a great many ships 
come from different foreign countries. I assume that there is, 
or ought to be, a great deal of admiralty practice there; but 
the testimony of some of the witnesses in this case tends to 
show that the admiralty practice was diminished because the 
judge was not there to attend to admiralty business, and the 
record also shows 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What witness states that, please? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I said some of the evidence of some of the 
witnesses tends to show that. Now, for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman, I may say he will find that in the printed testimony. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was the gentleman going to read from 
Mr. Blount's testimony? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, presently; but I shall just answer the 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee first. Now, I will 
call attention to the testimony of Mr. Coombs. You will find it 
there. He says he settled a case. I will give you the particular 
reference when I conclude. There are some other witnesses 
who say that they could not get a trial, and the case was com- 
promised. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not Judge Swayne say 
somewhere in his testimony that Pensacola was the principal 
place where he held court? $ 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not remember that he said it in his 
testimony ; but that is a fact, nevertheless. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the principal place. I do not 
know whether he said it or not. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The report of the Attorney-General will 
show that 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the analysis which I made in my 
speech will show it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, I read from the testimony of W. A. 
Blount, on pages 19 and 20. First, I read from page 20: 


Q. Do you know, as a matter of fact, there was complaint of injury 
being RA by his absence?—A. Oh, yes— N 


Says Blount— 


Speaking exactly, I do not know whether there was complaint of 
8 have heard frequent complaints of parties being incon- 


This was Blount, who was amicus curi of the court. That 
is on page 20. Now, I should have read from page 19 first. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Where is it that Mr. Blount complains 
of inconvenience on page 20? 
Mr. CLAYTON. Let me give you first, at the bottom of 
page 19: ; 
Q. Do you know whether his absence has resulted in any detriment 
or injury to those having business in the court?—A. It has resulted 
in inconvenience; whether it has resulted in detriment would be de- 
pendent, possibly, as to whether matters could be decided as well upon 
written_as upon oral argument, and whether certain matters ought to 
be decided ex parte instead of inter partes. 
. Do you know what effect his absence has had upon admiral 
proceedin, whether it resulted in delay and expense to parties liti- 
t 2—A, uming that the cases would have been decided rapidly if 
e had been present, there bas been. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Read the balance of it. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I am going to do that without suggestion 
from my friend. 
j Q. CVT 88 
being done a ce es; speaking exa ’ 
not know whether there was complaint of injury. I ve hosed fre- 
quent complaints of parties being inconvenienced. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the gentleman any objection to 
reading the second question on the top of the page? 
Mr. CLAYTON. None at all. 
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Q. Do you know of any cases which have been delayed his ab- 
sence ?—A. I can not truthfully say that I know of any; Psa bly there 
have been; it is impossible for me to go back and locate them. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to call the attention 
of the gentleman to the statement by Judge Liddon, on page 26, 
in that connection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am coming to that. I will come now to 
the testimony of J. E. Wolf, on page 58: 

I don’t know of my own knowledge of any particular delay or incon- 


venience to business. 
Q. Do you know an about the admiralty practice—delay to 
litigants ?—-A. Well, I had very little admiralty practice; I can't say 


; the only thing I could see arising from 
the judge's absence, where delay would matter much, is where it is 
ne to have orders from the judge to arrest property before leav- 
ing the district, probably some delays in that way. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But he does not specify any delay. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have read the testimony, and the gentle- 
man from Maine can make his own argument. I do not intend 
to be discourteous to the gentleman, but he can make his com- 
ments later. i 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman excuse me for ask- 
ing him another question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Isn't it a fact that Wolfe had been dis- 
trict attorney for two years? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; and the gentleman from Maine so 
stated in his speech the other day. 

Now, on page 59 he says: 

. What proportion of the year would you say Judge Swayne was 
ahora from hie office ?—A. My Tecollection, is that he feld — 5 terms 
of court in Pensacola and a term in Talla! or the usual course 
was for us to hold the spring term in April or May and that term 
would last from ten days to two weeks—sometimes a shorter or longe: 
time. Judge Swayne would — . — arrive here a day or two before 
court met, remain until the business of the court was disposed of ana 

o away; then he would hold a term of court in the latter part of 
October of the same len of time. October—ten s or two weeks, 
possibly a little longer, if the docket was unusually heavy. I should 
say probably six or eight weeks in the year would represent the time 
he was in the district. Possibly he would be here a day or two some 
time in June to approve the accounts of the court officers—be here a 
day or two, attend that and go away again.’ 

Now, A. C. Blount, on the top of page 38, was asked: 

If that notice was given, where did he say that he could be found? 
At Guyancourt, Del., at his home, or where he lived? 

By Judge PALMER: 

Q. Didn't go find it a little bit inconvenient to practice law with a 
judge up in laware ?—A. Somewhat. 

Q. How long did these absences continue?—A. Well, I should say 
from the spring term to the fall term. The ju would be here off 
and on during the winter, as I remember, sometimes holding several 
terms from November to March of more or less length. 

On page 143 is the testimony of Montgomery Marshall, which 
I will read: 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Marshall?—A. At Pensacola. 

Hg pS a 

. Was there an — 
ceedings in — A a this court?—A. Not right recently; o 
95 Ne sie know what W ey | brought them?—A. Mr. Tunison. 

. What time was that?—A. About the last of May or first of June. 

Q. Petition filed in involuntary bankruptex— did you deny your in- 
solvency ?—A. Well, I went before the United States court, Mr. Nichol- 
son was referee—— - 

8. Did xou put in your answer sag og! your insolvency ?—A. No, sir. 

. Why ?—A. My lawyers told me t . was out of the State and 
I could not get a trial before November, and that they could get a com- 
promise for less than it wouid cost to carry me over. 
. Would that break up your business 
udge Avery. We object. 

Q. Why did you compromise?—A, Because the judge was rot here; 
because I could not get a hearing. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does it appear at what time in May 
or June that was? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He says about the last of May or the first 
of June. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the gentleman examined the 
analyses of the times when the judge was holding court in 
other places, so as to be certain that he was not in some place 
outside of Florida? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Possibly he may have been out at that par- 
ticular day holding court somewhere else, but he did not stay 
there the whole summer long and until November. In May 
or June he may possibly have been away holding court, but the 
gentleman from Maine would not contend that he held court 
from the ist of May up to the ist of November outside of 
Florida, or anywhere near that length of time continuously? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Of course not; it would have been an im- 
possibility. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it not a fact, in the practice of that 
court, that they only try out questions of fact at regular terms? 


I had any trouble about de 


115 CLAYTON. There is nothing in the evidence upon that 
point. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I did not know but that the gentleman 
might be familiar with the practice. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think that is the practices I think 
in bankruptcy proceedings where a man’s property is involved 
that they arrange and dispose of that question differently. But 
I do not know about that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is a regular jury trial? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I so understand. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They do not have juries except at regu- 
lar terms? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not that I know. The gentleman may be 
right in that contention. I do not undertake to say. I am 
merely stating what the testimony shows, and I draw my in- 
ferences, and of course the gentleman from Maine is at liberty 
to draw his own inferences. He is as capable of drawing them 
as I am. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My only desire is to have the record 
show, as the gentleman goes along, what the facts are. I simply 
suggest this in order that the record may show as the record 
proceeds. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am much obliged to the gentleman, because 
I want the whole truth. 

Now, I refer to the testimony of E. T. Davis, page 126, begin- 
ning toward the bottom, speaking about a case that had been 
tried, another case, in which he wanted his bill of exceptions, 
He says: 

I prepared my bill of exceptions, presented it to Mr. Blount; he ob- 
jected to it on account of those documents; they were not included. I 
then forwarded it to Judge Swayne at Delaware. I made my replica- 


tion; he came back in June; ordered me to include these documents. 
Some of these Mr. Blount furnished me and Mr. Fisher; the others 


were forwarded back to Tallahassee. I had to there to get tran- 
scripts from the records; made transcripts of all I could get hold of. 
He made his objections; I made my replication. I forwa the 

to Guyencourt. It had consumed nearly two months, and he retained 


it, the last time I sent it to him, nearly two months. 
the last time I wrote a letter stating t my time was very short in 
which to the writ of error. He sent them back to me. 

had filed them I got a telephone message from Mr. Blount ridge he 


had telegraphed Judge Swayne, objecting to my using the bill of ex- 


tions. 
eervilliam McCaleb was associated with me at New Orleans; he pre- 
red the writ of error. When I got back from there I found a letter 
m Judge Swayne, requesting me to submit the bill to Mr. Blount and 
send it back to ; the bill of exceptions was filed. 
* . . s s * s 
I sued out a writ of error; Mr. Blount made a motion to dismiss the 
bill of 1 on the grounds that the bill was not the bill Jud 
Swayne had signed, and certain other things which you will see in the 
record. So afterwards he made affidavit, Judge Swayne made a cer- 
tificate, I made ny sponi and after the papers were presented Mr. 
Blount withdrew motion; the only things which were changed were 
those chan at Mr. Blount's instructions; afterwar Mr. Blount 
took the bill of exceptions and again compared it with which he 
had changed, and he just struck out the name Chaudon and inserted 
the name Jeudon; Jeudon was a party at interest who was introduced 
32 — records, and the records showed it was Chaudon instead of 
eudon. 


By Mr. GILLETT: 

Q. What is the point In this?—A. The point is to show the embar- 
rassment and injury 5 having to secure this writ of error 
and prosecute suit to a trial. 

By Judge PALMER : 
. That was because the judge was not here?—A. Yes. 
% ene backward and forward, in settling the bill of ex- 
ceptions ?—A. Yes. 
S After signing it somebody sent a telegram to him to change it?— 
es. 
Q. But the bill of exceptions was already filed?—A. Yes. 
By Mr. GILLETT: 


2. You have lost none of your rights in the courts?—A. We have 
lost money. 


By Judge PALMER: 


Q. And you have lost 
expensive case; it cost $2, 
By Judge CLAYTON : 
. You were put to great inconvenience?— A. Yes. 
. If the judge had been here in the district you would not have had 
to do all this?—A. No, sir. 


By Mr. GILLETT: 


Q. What expense were you pa to?—A. Going before Judge Shelby 
for writ of error; going to Tallahassee to get records. If the records 
had been permitted to remain here in court by Judge Swayne—I wrote 
him a letter to Pensacola after I got to Tallahassee—and if he had 
been there I would not have had to incur the ee tees of another trip. 
3 What were the expense you were put to What did it io 
A. I think it is $14.70; I was there eight days. In fact, I made two 


tri 
8 You mean that the railroad fare was that much? — A. Yes. 
By Judge CLAYTON : 
1 22 If the judge had been there you would have been saved that ?—A. 


: g: What was the expense to Huntsville?—A. Thirty-seven dollars, 


e of mind?—A. Yes. This was a very 
to make up the record—a lot of money. 
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By Judge PALMER: 

Q. And all this extra time and ener; eae you doing this for fun, 
or was your client paving for it Lrg they were for it. 

Q. Was there delay?—aA. Yes; two or days’ time 
before my time would have expired, I tiad a ea here that — —— the 
writ of ewror had been issued by Judge Shelby I met Mr. Marsh on 
the street one day and * told Bg he had been eted not to t 
me to use that record. told Mr. Marsh that he had no x 
as the writ of error had W issued. I had 9 an agreement 
with him if I made up the 1 he would divide 
The whole amount would be about $300. I think $147 is the fee I 
aid him in a check. He told me he would not accept the check then; ; 
e would see me that evening. I told him 1 wni call that ev 
I wanted to take the record with me. I came back he stated he 
did not have the record quite finished, but he would send it over, so I 
paid him his check and the next morning the paper came over. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, may, I ask the gentleman 
a question? 
Certainly. 


the fees with me. 


Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Whether or not this instance that Mr. 
Davis refers to did not occur during the summer vacation? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; I think it was some time during the 
summer. I will state to the gentleman that when I looked the 
record over and print, if I can, I shall ascertain the date and 
Insert it in the Recorp, or some gentleman opposed to impeach- 
ment can do so. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it not also true that the record 
substantially discloses that if this Mr. Davis had been diligent 
in preparing his bill of exceptions at the time the case was tried 
he could have obviated all the difficulties? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think not. I think he was diligent and 
did his “everlasting best,“ to use a vulgarism, to get the 
record. I think he was put to great trouble and expense and 
inconvenience on account of Judge Swayne not being there. 
That is my inference from the 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly, I do ‘not complain about it. 
Is not this substantially the only reasonably well-authenticated, 
specific instance of inconvenience in the whole record? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; I think not. I think these other cases 
that I have referred to show that, though they do not go into 
the particulars that Mr. Davis does. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They do not give any specific instance. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, because, as Mr. Blount says, he made 
no particular note of these matters as they occurred from time 
to time. He did not charge his memory with them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Blount says that he did not know 
of any case. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He said, in effect, that he could not recall 
any. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, that is the substance of it, is it 
not? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He could not recall. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What a man can not recall he does 
not know. 

Mr. CLAYTON. However, we will have no difference about 
that, because I have read Mr. Blount’s testimony and that will 
appear in the record. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And the gentleman will draw his conclu- 
sions from it and I shall draw mine. The gentleman will re- 
member that I stated in the outset that whether or not Judge 
Swayne’s absence created cost and inconvenience was, in my 
opinion, immaterial, but it seemed to weigh with some of the 
gentlemen here, because of some of the views expressed by 
them during this trial, and for the benefit of those gentlemen I 
desire to point out in the record cases where it was alleged in- 
conyenience and expense and trouble had arisen because of 
Judge Swayne’s nonresidence in the district, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman says that it seemed to 
weigh in their minds during this debate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. During this discussion here. Now, I think 
that is true of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran], 
as evidenced by some of the questions that he asked the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. CLAYTON. About the inconvenience and expense. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was the question that he asked the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And I am citing this testimony and refer- 
ring to it not because I think it is at all material to the case, 
but some gentlemen differ from me. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand the gentleman perfectly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, Liddon, on page 22: 

Q. During the 2 you lived in Pensacola nag lt what | of 
time, approximately, you know Judge Swayne spent in Pensacola.—aA. 
Well, I can't state Ae the amount of time he was here or the time 


he was gone. I know he was gone ah pai deal of the time. I have 
fall; in mind a case of f libel of bark Captain Steiner. 


spec: 
I think that libel was filed about July. We wanted to get it 
Our ürm— the firm of Liddon & Eagan, as it was 6 


— Swayne would be back, and we ascertained he would not return 


November. 
What part of the year was that?—A. July, x Art the records 
t be back until No- 


wit show. Our information was that he woul 
vember. We were forced to compromise the case. SER SAIMS Sig t 
was absolutely impossible for him to remain here all that time. e had 
to m the case. Mr. Tunison brought the suit—tibel. 


as any sum of money out by the captain of that vessel 
JFF M 

z arge sum ?—. arge is a relative term. recollec' 
is he paid $400. We told him he had a good defense; — . ee 
paid anything if we could have gotten to a judge. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will look on page 84 
he will find that Judge Liddon was recalled for the purpose of 
cross-examination and he testified to this same libel, and in- 
stead of being brought in July it was actually brought January 
25, 1897, and the præcipe was filed February 12, 1897. 

Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the significance 
there, where it shows that Judge Liddon was mistaken in the 
first instance, and if the gentleman will allow me, if he will 
examine the abstract showing the places where Judge Swayne 
was holding court, he will find that practically during that pe- 
riod in 1897, January 25, the judge was holding court elsewhere 
under instruction of the ‘superior court. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman also find that he held 
court continuously elsewhere from January on to November? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; but the gentleman will find in 
this instance Judge Liddon complained of that the judge was 
properly and legally away. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Probably properly away for the time being— 
= holding court—but he is away for months and months at 
a e. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But this particular instance falls to 
ach cipro and that is the reason I call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think so, because the judge was 
probaly properly away by assignment two or three weeks. That 
does not show he had the right to stay away three or four 
months or from January to November. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But if he was away and they settled 
the case during the time he was properly away that could not 
be charged against his nonresidence. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The reason they settled it was he would 
not come back until November, and that is the reason they 
complained in January and the suit was brought. Naturally 
they wanted to try it, but they knew they could not try it until 
November, because they could not have a special term or spe- 
cial jury without a judge. 

1 LITTLEFIELD. Now let me call the gentleman's at- 
tention 

Mr. CLAYTON. And they were going by his past history, 
his habitual nonresidence, his staying away. That is the infer- 
ence I draw. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that is the inference, 
but I am trying to show the gentleman that the inference is 
contrary to the facts, which do not happen to sustain it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think they do. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On page 84 you will find it appears 
there was a term of court the following April, and they settled 
that case before that term; so they did not settle that case 
because there was no term of court until November. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. This was in the spring; he 
was there shortly afterwards. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Perhaps that may explain the Liddon inci- 
dent. As I stated in the beginning, I do not think whether 
injury occurred or not has anything to do with this case, but 
injury has occurred in several cases of the other witnesses 
whose testimony I have read. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman read the 
testimony, beginning at the bottom of page 596? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Garnes] calls my attention to the bottom of page 596. This 
is Judge Swayne’s testimony. 

By Mr. PALMER: 

Q. You say you rented the Simmons cottage In October of what 
year?—A. 1900. 

Q. Now, I recollect before that it was testified you 1 the 
cottage for a few months, and t —— went north — Christmas time. 
= 111 — — sp Sint oF ot yn — 75 ou and your family live 
in the 8 Simmons cottage A. do not kn z 7, A 

Q. Can you give us — K estimate of far: 2 of months you lived 
in the Simmons cottage I can not. I know that my son was 
taken seriously sick, — 2 aon in college from nervous prostration, 
an J pad 5 — h home,” to Guyencourt, co 
a Ste was in Wilmington, Dal, with bis sister; and 1 went ži 


to Delaware, where I was bor, s and . with 
him, and came back to hold court. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How far is Guyencourt from 
Wilmington? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know. Delaware is not a very 
large State and I do not believe it is a great distance, but I do 
not recall that the testimony shows how far Guyencourt is from 
Wilmington. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do you construe that lan- 
e? 
aes CLAYTON. It seems that he claimed Delaware as a 


residence instead of Florida. Some other witnesses stated that 
he called Delaware his home; A. C. Blount stated that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It looks to me like he gave here 
his own construction of where his real home was when he said 
he had to hurry home to see his sick son in Delaware, and Guy- 
encourt is in Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, you will find in my remarks on 
December 13, 1904, the testimony that Judge Swayne first gave 
contrasted with the testimony that he last gave before the 
committee, and inasmuch as the gentleman from Maine made 
criticism of this on yesterday I am very glad, and it is highly 
to the credit of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], 
that he corrected or permitted the gentleman from California 
IMr. GULETT] in his time to correct the misapprehension that 
the gentleman from Maine labored under, and on account of 
which misapprehension he made some strictures upon the sub- 
committee which took this testimony. 

I call attention to this to show that when the gentleman from 
Maine makes a mistake I belieye he will correct it when his 
attention is invited. On page 807 of the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp of January 13, you will find this about the testimony not 
-being printed: 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker 

And he said this on Mr. Lirrierrerp’s invitation— 
all I have to say in relation to this matter is that when the statement 
of Judge Swayne was taken before the committee and was tran- 
scribed, it ap to be very inaccurate and garbled, so much so that 


peared 
it was the opinion of both myself and Mr. PALMER that it was not a 
fair statement of his side of the case, and that a fair statement t 


to be made and that that statement should not be published. I find 
that some part of it has been published, and the that was in Mr. 
PALMERS report, read by Mr. LITTLEFIELD y „ was a state- 


ment 

And that is the part that I put in my remarks, and upon which 
he animadverted— 
that he made at that time, and the evidence that he gave at that time, 
and is correctly stated in Mr, PALMERS report, ugh it was not 
edited into the record itself. 

Now, it was as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PAL- 
MER] stated, and as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] That was pursuant to an agreement be- 
tween the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], repre- 


senting the majority, and the gentleman from California [Mr. 


Giterr], representing himself, the minority. I am glad that 
statement has been put in the record. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will allow me, I do 
not understand that the gentleman from California [Mr. Gu- 
LETT] said that he agreed that that testimony should be omitted 
from the record. I do not know as to that, as he is not present 
at the moment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I said that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. PALMER] made the statement. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understood you to say the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] misapprehended that statement. I was unfortunate in 
what I said, perhaps. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What I wanted to call attention to was that 
that part of the testimony which you recited and which was set 
out in the report of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] was not “ emasculated,” using the language of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Larrrerierp]; that it was not 
“ garbled,” again using the language of the gentleman, and that 
it was not “ edited,” once more using the language of the gen- 
tleman. That is what I mean to say. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CLAYTON] this: How does it happen that testimony 
got into the report and did not get into the record, when the 
report was printed after the record was printed? I would like 
to know how that came about. There is a piece of testi- 


mony—— 
Mr. CLAYTON. I have just explained to you. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] has, I think, told you 
that. I do not care, with the gentleman's pardon, to renew the 
controversy on that subject. I merely wanted to call attention 
to it. I thought it had been settled. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Very well. 


Mr, CLAYTON. With the gentleman's permission, I would 
like to proceed with my remarks, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, I will not press it, if the gentleman 
does not wish to answey. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have answered it, and have told the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Lirriertetp] what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] said. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask a further question in rela- 
tion to it? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The question is this: Inasmuch as the 
report was printed after the record was printed, how does it 
happen that that testimony appeared in the report and did not 
appear in the record? 

Mr. CLAYTON. As I was informed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylyania [Mr. PALMER] it was by an agreement between 
himself and the gentleman from California [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That it shouid be printed in the re- 
port and not in the record? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; that is not correct. I do not know 
why it was left out of the record, but no injury has occurred, 
because it was printed in the report, and it is here in this case 
in a regular and legitimate way, and is not garbled, edited, or 
emasculated. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I suppose that the gentleman will con- 

cede that the context from which that extract is taken will not 
appear in the record. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I do not concede that there is any context 
at all upon the subject to which this relates. The rest of 
Judge Swayne’s statement made at that time was his argument 
and not his testimony. All of his testimony on the subject of 
residence or nonresidence is embraced in this paper. It is all 
there. I can recollect one thing that was omitted from that 
statement. I remember that Judge Swayne appeared there 
and made a statement, an argument, gave testimony—it would 
be hard to classify his utterance—and that during the course 
of it he recited some doggerel, rhymes about a dog and a 
squirrel, and I recollect that an employee of the Committee on 
the Judiciary attempted to take stenographically all he said, 
but he failed to take Judge Swayne's doggerel, and that that 
did not appear in the transcript. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you mean that his remarks were 
garbled, emasculated, or edited, in that his rhymes, not to say 
poetry, did not appear, that is correct. If the fact that this in- 
vocation of the muse can not be found in this printed book of 
the testimony is going to help Judge Swayne or support your 
criticism, you are welcome to it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have consumed more time than I in- 
tended, on account of these interruptions, and I trust that I may 
have no further interruptions, so that I may conclude, as there 
are other gentlemen who desire to address the House. 

Permit me to call attention briefly to what Judge Swayne 
himself says in regard to the charge of nonresidence. 

It will be remembered that St. Augustine, where he claimed to 
have a residence in 1894, was put by act of Congress in that year 
in the other district of Florida. In the first testimony given 
by him he said that he did not remove his furniture nor his 
family from St. Augustine for the reason that he thought that 
the succeeding Congress would restore his district back to its 
original form during the next two years after the boundaries of 
the northern district were changed. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkins] in his mnan- 
swerable argument invited your attention to this statement: 
For two years Judge Swayne said he did not change his resi- 
dence, and he avowed that he did not intend to change it, and 
gave as his reason for not changing his residence into his new 
district and as his reason that he did not even intend to make 
such change for these two years were that he thought the dis- 
trict would be legislated back by the next Congress to its orig- 
inal form, and that it would, therefore, be unnecesary for him to 
take up his residence in the northern district as then and as 
now constituted. Again, he said that he told friends at Pensacola 
that he had concluded not to move his furniture, and it was well 
understeod by the people there. Now, why this conduct and 
these statements? The reason I have just stated. He gave the 
reason for this determined noncompliance with the statute—he 
thought his district would be changed back to its original form 


-and it would be unnecessary for him to take up residence in the 


changed district. He says in substance that he was there in 
Pensacola for a considerable period, sometimes early in October 
and sometimes a little later, and was there all the time he was 
needed, unless holding court somewhere else. 

Then he afterwards said that he spent his summers in Dela- 
ware when he was not holding court somewhere else. In July, 
1900, he went with his family to Europe, and in 1900 he held 
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court in Birmingham; after that went to Pensacola and rented 
a house. He went North with his wife and son and spent 


Christmas, and on January 12 he was 
ther asserted that: 


After two weeks, perhaps, I returned and held court and finished 
what I had to do and got back to Delaware some time that summer, 
and was back in Pensacola in October. 


But that was after it was well known that the movement to 
impeach him had been begun, and not until then did he so much 
as pretend to have taken up residence in the northern district. 
Again, to be fair, let me quote him: 


I resided in St. a oy with my family, and, about the time when 
the bill making the change in the district which has been spoken of re- 
ceived President Cleveland's signature, after a consultation with my 
friends in Jacksonville and vicinity they urged me not to move my fur- 

niture nor my family, saying that the next Congress would be Republi- 
can and the district would be placed back in its usual form. urni- 
ture was allowed to remain, and I went at once to Pensacola. found 

a leading Democratic friend there, and I stated to him that I had con- 

cluded not to move my furniture there, and it was all well understood 

by the people there. was there for a considerable period, sometimes 

early in October and sometimes a little later, and I was there all the 

time I was needed unless holding court somewhere else. By special 

assignment for five months I was in the court at Dallas. 
july I went with my family to Europe. In the spring, in 1900, I was 
hol in court at Birmingham, where I had a great many friends, and 
after that I went to Pensacola and rented a house. 

Mr. GILLETT. Was that in 1890? 

Judge Swayne. That was in 1900. I think I moved there early in 
October. I then went North with my wife and son to spend Christmas 
week in Wilmington. On the 12th of the following January I was in 
Tyler, Tex., and two days later I got a telegram about the breakin 
down of my son's health, but I stayed on until February and finish 
the case and then came back, as his condition was very critical and 
serious, and, after a week or two, perhaps, I returned and held court 
and finished what I had to do and got back to Delaware that spring. 
In ee 1903, I was again in Tyler, Tex., and went early to Wil- 
mington. In the spring we bought the roe that had been formerly 
occupied a A. C. Blount, in Pensacola, and moved in it the 
Ist of October. 

I never was a registered voter and I have not voted In fourteen years. 
When I left Delaware I moved my domicile, and have taken no part in 

litical questions arising in the State of Delaware or Florida. Mr. 

rner, whom Mr. Laney said he did not know, was an attorney for 
my matters for four years. My father died in 1889 and left property 
to my mother for life. She is still living, and the property comes to 
me and my sister as a residuary legatee at the time of her death. But 
that has never been my home, but I have spent my summers there 
mostly, arriving sometimes in June and sometimes in July, and from 
that point I could always reach Pensacola in thirty-six hours, and the 

record will show I have always been there to attend to anything of a 

serious nature. 

My recollection is that no one has ever suffered because of my ab- 
sence, and I can offer testimony which will entirely clear up that 
proposition. My recollection is that, from the testimony taken, the 
most the committee has on this point before them is that counsel may 
have been sometimes inconvenienced in the summer time during my 
absence on vacation. As near as I can recollect, these are the facts 
which cover the period since I have been on the bench. 

Mr. Siriane d the business of the court sufer because of your 
absence 

Judge Swarxn, I never heard of it. 

Mr. GILLETT. The summer time was the time usually taken for vaca- 


wen Swayne. Yes; I so understand it. Another su, tion was 
that the only wey to get rid of me would be to do away with the dis- 
trict entirely. ut do not suppose the ties care very much 
whether the office is abolished or not, just so long as they can get the 
individual. 

But there is this mandatory statute requiring his residence, 
and here is his evidence, presented by himself, which shows 
that he did not live up to this statute. 

Now, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] in his 
minority views rather seems to suggest some sort of a statute 
of limitations in defense of Judge Swayne’s nonresidence—be- 
cause the judge claims now to reside and to have resided 
since 1903 in his district all his derelictions from 1894 to 1903 
should be pardoned by this House. Well, there is no statute 
of limitations. That is one excuse now offered for his failure 
to comply with the positive requirement; and the other excuse 
now interposed for such failure is the allegation that no harm 
or injury resulted from such failure. 

Now, again, as to inconvenience and injury, there is not a 
lawyer in this House who does not know that in a seaport city 
like Pensacola, with an admiralty practice and large shipping 
interests, where the business of the court was held in the north- 
ern district of Florida and at Tallahassee, inconvenience and in- 
jury were suffered by the parties litigant, the people, and the 
lawyers in that district. Congress knew that the absence of a 
judge, that the nonresidence of a judge, from his district would 
cause inconvenience, annoyance, trouble, and expense to the peo- 
ple having business in that court, to the people who might want 
to have business in that court, to the lawyers, to the parties 
at interest, and sometimes to the Government itself having 
business in the court. Congress knew that the nonresidence of 
a district judge would create inconvenience, trouble, and annoy- 
ance and probably unnecessary expense, hence they passed this 
mandatory statute requiring the judge to reside in his district. 
The statute does not say that he can be excused upon any 
ground. He must acquire and maintain this resjdence; not of 


at Tyler, Tex. He fur- 


In 1890, in 


course that he must stay there every day, but that he must have 
an actual legal residence, that he must be there a least accord- 
ing to all reasonable demands in that district, so as to be able, 
ready, and in position to respond to the duties of his office. 

It does not meet this positive law to say that since these im- 
peachment proceedings were begun the judge has taken up his 
residence there. Congress passed the law and it requires resi- 
dence in the district, and, as if to emphasize this requirement, 
as I have said, it states that a noncompliance with the statute 
shall be a high misdemeanor. Perhaps it would have been 
a high misdemeanor without so stating, but in terms the statute 
says that it is a high misdemeanor, 

I have here a list of witnesses who testified as to his non- 
residence: C. H. Laney (pp. 8, 9, 10, 11), W. A. D’Alemberte 
(p. 18), W. A. Blount (pp. 19, 20, 21), W. H. Northup (p. 66), 
A. H. D’Alemberte (pp. 21, 22), T. N. Adams (pp. 50, 51), J. J. 
Sullivan (p. 38), J. C. Keyser (p. 39), J. E. Wolffe (pp. 58, 59, 
60), Montgomery Marshall (pp. 143, 144), E. T. Davis (pp. 126, 
ans 128), George P. Wentworth (pp. 78, 79), B. S. Liddon (pp. 

23). 

I come next to the case of Belden and Davis. The facts in 
the case of Belden and Davis upon an alleged contempt are dif- 
ferent in some minor particulars, as the evidence itself will re- 
veal. The facts are that in February, 1901, Messrs. Paquet and 
Belden, lawyers, residing at New Orleans, brought ejectment in 
Judge Swayne’s court on behalf of Florida McGuire and others, 
plaintiffs, against the Pensacola City Company and others, in- 
cluding Messrs. Blount and Fisher, lawyers, for a tract of land 
sometimes called the “Gabriel. Rivas” tract and sometimes 
called the Cheveaux” tract. I pronounce that name as if it 
were spelled B-l-u-n-t. It is the same gentleman who was fre- 
quently referred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] as B-l-o-u-n-t. He is the lawyer who made the motion for 
the rule for contempt against Davis and Belden. Blount is a 
rather common name in some parts of the South. One of the 
counties in Alabama is named Blount, and it is pronounced as 
though is were spelled B-l-u-n-t. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Was there not a Congressman of 
that name? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. The first case of impeachment in the 
United States Senate was that of Senator Blount. 

At the spring term of the court, 1901, the case was not ready 
for trial. Now, Belden says that during the summer of 1902 the 
rumor was general through the town of Pensacola that Judge 
Swayne had purchased lot 91 of the Rivas or Cheveaux tract, 
which was in litigation before him as judge of the circuit court. 
In his testimony, page 116 of the printed hearings, Belden said 
that the rumors were so definite and of such form as to leave no 
doubt in the minds of counsel of the purchase. On October 19, 
1901, Belden and Paquet addressed a letter to Judge Swayne 
requesting him to recuse himself, because he was a party at 
interest, and to notify Judge Pardee, so that he could assign a 
disinterested judge at the November term. Judge Swayne made 
no reply to the letter. On November 5, or during the week—a 
day or two afterwards perhaps—at the fall term of the court, 
Judge Swayne announced that a relative of his had purchased 
the land, and on the following day he said from the bench that 
the relative he referred to yesterday or the day before was his 
wife, and that she had paid for it from funds from the estate of 
her father. Further, in substance, that the bargain for the land 
had not been consummated for the reason that Edgar had of- 
fered a quitclaim deed and not a warranty deed. He never at 
any stage of the proceedings intimated or insinuated that he de- 
clined to recuse himself upon the ground that he had not nego- 
tiated for, or that he did not know that block 91 was involved 
in litigation in his court. 

The testimony shows that Watson & Co., Edgar’s agents, 
with whom Judge Swayne negotiated the purchase of lot 91 and 
another lot, wrote to him at Guyencourt, July 19, 1901, that 
Edgar refused to give a warranty deed to this block, but gave 
a quitclaim deed, and that they had recently made an abstract 
of title to this lot, and that they would just as soon have one 
deed as the other. On the 21st Judge Swayne replied: 


PR — may omit block 91 and send papers for the others along, and 
oblige. 


Afterwards the agents wrote him: 
In reply to yours of the 20th instant, we herewith inclose you new 


mortgage and note for you and Mrs. Swayne to sign, leaving the 
amount blank in both mortgage and note. 5 


Neither Belden nor Davis knew of this correspondence be- 
tween Watson & Co. and Swayne. 

In October, 1901, when the letter to Judge Swayne asking 
him to recuse himself was sent, there was a suit pending in the 
State court against Edgar for commission on the sale of this 
block 91 to Judge Swayne. In July, 1901, Edgar’s agent had 
taken Judge Swayne over the tract of land and agreed upon tbe 
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terms of sale. At this November term, 1901, the criminal busi- 
ness of the court was concluded, about 5 o’clock on Saturday 
afternoon. Judge Swayne then took up the case of Florida 
McGuire and declined to recuse himself, and stated that the case 
would be heard on the following Monday, unless legal grounds 
for postponement could be shown. 

Paquet, for the plaintiff, asked that the case be set for trial 
on the following Thursday, claiming that it was too late to 
summon witnesses that night, and that they could not be sum- 
moned on Sunday, and therefore the case could not be ready 
for trial on Monday. Judge Swayne ruled that the case would 
go on on Monday. Shortly after this the court adjourned for 
the day. Neither Belden nor Davis was present in the court at 
the time Judge Swayne made any of these statements. Belden 
was sick and was at his hotel, and Davis says he was not 
there, and the only witness who undertakes to show Davis was 
there or had any connection with it is Marsh, clerk of the court, 
who is dependent for his place upon the good wishes of Judge 
Swayne, and even Marsh does not say so positively. Davis was 
not an attorney or counsel in the case. His name had not been 
attached to any pleadings, his name was not on the appearance 
docket of the court, he was not an attorney of record, and he 
says he was not an attorney in the case in any wise. Now, it is 
very strange, if Marsh is right and Davis is wrong—that he was 
an attorney—that his name was not entered as an attorney in 
the case, that his name was not signed to any of the pleadings. 
He states positively that he had no connection with this case up 
te the time the court adjourned on Saurday. He states that on 
Sunday morning after that Paquet telephoned to him that he had 
a telegram calling him home on account of illness in his family, 
and remarked upon the fact that Belden was too feeble and ill to 
go to the court-house the next day—Monday—and requested 
Davis to take an order of dismissal for him. This is, in sub- 
stance, the conversation, and Davis says he told Paquet he would 
go to the court room next morning—Monday—on account of this 
request of Paquet, not because he had been an attorney in the 
case, and take the order of dismissal, and that, accordingly, 
on Monday, the day the court met, he arose in his place and got 
an order from Judge Swayne dismissing the case. Now, then, 
going back to Saturday night, Paquet drew up the papers in 
this action of ejectment against Judge Swayne in the State 
court, and had the papers all ready before Davis went to 
Pryor’s store, where they were drawn. 

The contention was, on the part of Davis and Belden, that 
they had the right to sue Charles Swayne for lot 91 upon the 
theory that he had contracted for the land with Edgar, who 
claimed to own it. Neither Belden nor Davis had been in 
court and heard Swayne's disclaimer. They knew that a suit 
had been brought against Edgar for commissions on account 
of selling the land to Swayne. Belden had heard the rumor, 
persistent and general in the town, that Judge Swayne had 
bought lot 91. He was wholly ignorant of Judge Swayne's 
disclaimer, and so was Davis. If there was any counsel for 
plaintiffs in the McGuire case who knew of Judge Swayne's 
disclaimer it was Paquet. Belden says that upon the theory 
that Judge Swayne had contracted for the land with Edgar 
and claimed to own it—Edgar had admitted that he was in 
possession and the contract was existing between them—that 
the title of the alleged owner could be tried in the State court, 
Swayne standing in the shoes of Edgar. That is in substance 
what Belden says. At the time on Saturday night when this 
suit against Swayne was brought it was agreed that the case 
of Florida McGuire against the Pensacola City Company, pend- 
ing in Swayne’s court, should be dismissed on Monday morn- 
ing. Pursuant to such agreement, Monday morning at the 
opening of the court Davis for the first time appeared in the 
case and asked for and obtained from Judge Swayne an order 
dismissing the suit. I have stated about the facts leading up 
to his appearance in the case on Monday morning. The reason 
that Davis made the motion was, as I have said, because 
Paquet was called home on Sunday and had requested him, 
over the telephone, to do this. 

After the order of dismissal was made—mark you, after dis- 
missal, and not before W. A. Blount, one of the defendants to 
the suit which had been dismissed, and who was an attorney in 
the case—the McGuire case—arose and suggested that Paquet, 
Belden, and Davis had been guilty of a contempt of the court 
by bringing the suit in the county court of Escambia County 
against Charles Swayne. Paquet was the man who drew the 
papers in the suit against Swayne and was the leading counsel 
in the McGuire ease. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Where did Belden live? 

Mr. CLAYTON. In New Orleans, La., and he was an old 
man of 70 years and was suffering from facial paralysis. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Did Mr. Paquet live there also? 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Paquet lived at New Orleans. Previous 
to this action on the part of Blount he and Judge Swayne had a 
conference before the court met on Monday. Swayne called 
Blount up on Sunday over the telephone and asked him if he 
bad seen a statement of an action against him in the State court 
published in the morning paper, and called Blount’s attention to 
it and they discussed it. Now, as to what conclusion was 
arrived at can be, perhaps, inferred from the testimony. All 
that they said we do not know; what they may have agreed 
upon or not have agreed upon we do not know. 

In an unsworn statement prepared and presented to him by 
Blount, Judge Swayne ordered a ruling to show cause to be 
served on Paquet, Belden, and Davis. Paquet had gone home to 
New Orleans on Sunday. Davis and Belden appeared and sub- 
mitted an answer purging themselves of contempt and averring 
their right to bring the suit against Charles Swayne. 

I do not agree with my learned friend from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] that they did not purge themselves. If I under- 
stood his argument correctly, his idea is that before a man can 
purge himself of an offense he must under oath deny the facts. 
In other words, that one can not in a contempt p ad- 
mit his conduct as charged and justify upon the ground thatit 
was righteous conduct; that that would not be purging. If he 
takes that view I dissent. Any judge might cite a lawyer to 
show cause why he should not be punished for doing a per- 
fectly lawful and proper thing. Would any man say that be- 
cause the lawyer came in and admitted and asserted his right to 
do this lawful and proper thing that he had not purged him- 
self? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Crayron] claim that the purging was done in the answer 
filed? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LIrrLEFŒLD] will not interrupt me now, because I desire to 
finish this statement. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well; then I will not do so. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There was testimony to show that the suit 
had been brought against Judge Swayne and process had been 
served on him Saturday night at about 8 o'clock, and that 
Paquet had written an article which was printed in a newspaper 
at Pensacola on Sunday. Neither Davis nor Belden wrote that 
article. After the trial of the contempt case of Belden and 
Davis, lasting about thirty minutes, Judge Swayne adjudged 
them guilty. Belden says it was a very short trial—I believe 
his language was it was a very summary or perfunctory trial, 
lasting about thirty minutes. Judge Swayne adjudged them 
guilty of the charge, because he contended that they had vio- 
lated the dignity and good order of the court and were in con- 
tempt thereof. Now, that is the language of the judgment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I interrupt the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I was going to ask the gentleman this: 
It is a fact, is it not, that neither Belden nor Davis testified? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think that is true. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If they were not guilty of the charge, 
and their answer raised the issue, why did they not testify? 

Mr. CLAYTON. They introduced other witnesses. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You concede first that their answer 
was not on oath? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly, and neither was the charge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It did not have to be on oath. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It did not have to be on oath where the 
offense was committed in facie curae, but the almost universal 
practice is, if it is an indirect contempt, to require it under 
oath. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, then, the Supreme Court 
of the United States has held that it was not necessary. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I know what the Savin case is; I under- 
stand that case, but I am talking about the general rule. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask the gentleman this, inasmuch as 
this question involved in the declaration of the answer was in 
relation to the judge’s own declaration on the record of the 11th 
of November, 1901, does not the gentleman think it a fair propo- 
sition involving control of the question of fact, that the re- 
spondents should haye made that answer on oath or by their 
own testimony, and failing to do that the judge could only have 
found one way? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman has shown throughout this 
question that he is a most excellent critic, and if I had been 
Davis’s and Belden’s lawyer I should certainly have agreed 
with the gentleman from Maine. I would have put it in that 
form; but they did not put it in that form. If I had been 
Blount I would have had the motion for the rule verified by 
affidavit. If I had been the judge I would have required that 
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this be done. But it was not. He treated Blount’s motion and 
treated Belden’s and Davis's answer as complete. 

Mr. GILBERT. Forming an issue. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Forming the issue; and evidence was intro- 
duced for and against the contention of Belden and Davis in the 
case. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 


Mr. CLAYTON. And he heard it in great haste. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will pardon me, the 
ease shows that evidence was introduced in relation to the pub- 
lication of that notice in the paper made by Paquet and Prior, 
who was associated as counsel, thus making that part of the 
statement 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman will not burden my 


speech. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not going to interrupt the gentle- 
man without his consent. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to complete the statement. I was 
glad to hear you the other day. I am always pleased to listen 
to you speak. You spoke for something like four hours and 
thirty-five minutes the other day, and you certainly ought not 
to want to make me speak that length of time. If I could speak 
as well as you, then I would not mind speaking so long. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On that basis you are entitled to talk 
ten hours. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Thank you. Now, I am not going to try 
this case, with due deference to the gentleman from Maine, 
upon any fine-spun theory about pleadings. I want to get at 
the merits of this case of wrongful imprisonment and imposi- 
tion of fine. I want to get at the facts. Perhaps if I were hair- 
splitting and refining I could find fault with the judge’s judg- 
ment. He uses language not used in the statute. He adjudged 
them guilty of “a substantial contempt of the dignity and good 
order of this court.” Now, the statute does not use such lan- 
guage as that. If I was going to be precise and wanted the 
pleadings all to conform with the best practice, and wanted 
judgment to conform to the letter of the law, I would criticise 
the judge’s order of contempt, because the statute of 1831 speci- 
fies the cases in which a man may be punished for contempt. 
The judge finds them guilty of some sort of omnibus charge and 
does not specify. The first section of the statute of 1831 is em- 
bodied in section 725 of the Revised Statutes, in this language: 


The said courts shall have the power to im and administer all 
necessary oaths, and to punish, by fine or imprisonment, at the discre- 
tion of the court, contempts of their authority: Provided, That such 
power to punish contempts shall not be construed to extend to any 
cases except the misbehavior of any person in their presence, or so 
near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the misbe- 
havior of any of the officers of said courts in their official transactions, 
and the disobedience or resistance of any such officer, or by any party, 
uror, witness, or other person, to any lawful writ, process, order, rule, 
ecree, or command of the said courts. 


And the second section of the act of 1831 is found in Revised 
Statutes, section 5399, in the following language: 


Every person who corruptly, or by threats or force, endeayors to in- 
fluence, intimidate, or impede any witness, or officer in any court of the 
United States, in the discharge of his duty, or corruptly or by threats 
or force obstructs or impedes, or endeavors to obstruct or impede, the 
due administration of justice therein, shall be punished by a fine of 
moe meee than $500, or by imprisonment not more than three months, 
or 


The leading exposition of section 725 of the Revised Stat- 
utes is the case of ex parte Robinson, 19 Wallace. There the 
statute is analyzed and construed. There it is said: 


The power to punish for contempts is inherent in all courts; its ex- 
istence is essential to the preservation of order in judicial proceed- 
ings, and to the enforcement of the judgments, orders, and writs of 
the courts, and ö to the due administration of justice. The 
moment the courts of the United States were called into existence and 
invested with jurisdiction over any subject, they became possessed of 

is power. But the power has been limited and defined by the act of 
Congress of March 2, 1831. The act, in terms, applies to all courts; 
whether it can be held to limit the authority of the Supreme Court, 
which derives its existence and powers from the Constitution, may per- 
haps be a matter of doubt. But that it applies to the circuit and dis- 
trict courts there can be no question. These courts were created by 
act of Congress. Their powers and duties depend upon the act calling 
them into existence, or subsequent acts extending or limiting their 
eee The act of 1831 is, therefore, to them the law specify- 
ng the cases in which summary punishment for contempts may be in- 
flicted. It limits the power of these courts in this respect to three 
classes of cases: First, where there has been misbehavior of a person 
in the presence of the courts, or so near thereto as to obstruct the ad- 
ministration of justice. Second. where there has been misbehavior of 
any officer of the Courts in his official transactions; and, third, where 
there has been disobedience or resistance by any officer, party, juror, 
witness, or other person to any lawful writ, process, order, rule, de- 
cree, or command of the courts. As thus seen the powers of these 
courts in the punishments of contempts can sy be exercised to insure 
order and decorum in their presence, to secure faithfulness on the part 


of their officers in their official transactions, and to enforce obedience 
to their lawful orders, judgments, and processes. 


In Rapalje on Contempts, page 14, it is said: 


The tenden 
ednition of the offense, dimin 


of legislation in this country, however, has been to 


narrow the d ish the class of persons to 


whom it can be imputed, ‘and restrict the power over It of the courts, 
especially by limiting their power to fine and imprison. 


This statute defined the authority of the district and circuit 
courts, but Judge Swayne did not follow that statute, and I do 
not see where under that statute he could have found in this 
case that Davis or Belden was guilty of any contempt of the 
court, as I shall undertake to show further along. ° 

In sentencing Belden and Davis Judge Swayne used very 
harsh language. 

In passing judgment upon Judge Swayne in the matter of the 
punishment of Belden and Davis it is our duty to consider the 
law under which it is asserted he acted and the facts antecedent 
to and existing at the time of his pronouncement. It is also our 
duty to consider his manner and language used at the time he 
sentenced the alleged offenders, By this we can better judge of 
the reasons, the motives of Judge Swayne, and whether his con- 
duct was a misbehavior in office. If he convicted and sentenced 
these men merely because of some personal grievance, real or im- 
aginary, or because of some pique or feeling of spite, then he was 
guilty of seriously wrong conduct. He did use harsh language, 
and this tends to show his reason and motive for finding them 
guilty. The testimony of Davis and Belden on this point is, in 
effect, uncontradicted. 

Davis said (page 124 of testimony) : 


E. T. Davis, witness for the complainant, 


Direct examination by Judge Lippon: 


. What is your name?—A. E. T. Davis. 

. Your residence?—A. Pensacola. 

. What is your profession?—A. I am a lawyer. 

. How long have you resided here?—A. I haye been here about 
three and a half years—I think it is about that long. 

. Now, you have heard of the case of Florida Meduire v. Blount, 
Fisher, et al.—one of these cases was discontinued, according to the 
testimony—did 1 have any connection with it?—A. The one that 
was discontinued I had no connection with except to dismiss the case 
Mende morani t 

5 en was the first time you were spoken to and retained in that 

case ?—A. On Sunday, I believe it waa On Saturday I was called 
over to Mr. Pryor’s store; Judge Paquet told me he wanted to asso- 
ciate me with him In a case against Charles Swayne in the State 
court; they employed me in that case. The other case I had no con- 
nection with until Monday morning; on Sunday Judge Paquet tele- 
honed for me to come down, showed me a telegram he had received 
rom some of his family in New Orleans; some one was ill, and General 
Belden was very feeble, could hardly talk; he wanted me to present 
the motion. I had it signed by the joase and filed by the clerk. 

. You say Judge Paquet was called away 7—A. Yes. 

k He 2 7 ont F town 5 Les. i 

. Now, what capacity were you in that case, as a courtesy t 
Judge Paquet ?—A. Yes, sir. 2 d 2 

. You filed the motion to discontinue?—A. Yes, sir. 

. That was your frst and only connection with that case —4. 

Q. Then you were connected with the case in the State court?—A, 
Yes. They afterwards employed me in the suit which was tried in as- 
sociation with Judge Paquet und General Belden. 

Q. Now, speaking of these contempt proceedings, had you been em- 
ployed in an ejectment suit or in the United States court before that 
time ?—A. No, sir; I had not been employed. « 

Q. All the service you had rendered was to discontinue the case as 
a courtesy to Judge Paquet?—A. Yes. 

. Now, you have seen the record of this contempt proceeding ?— 
A. Yes. Immediately upon my filing the motion, the court stated to 
Mr. Blount, who was sitting there on that side; he said the case is 
withdrawn. Mr. Blount immediately raised up and made a motion to 
77 the counsel for contempt; upon his motion the court appointed 

im and Mr. Fisher to prepare the motion. I believe he said it should 
be in writing. The rule was served next morning, to show cause why 
we should not be punished for contempt. We filed our answer; there 
was some testimony. He sentenced us to ey a fine of $100, be impris- 
oned for ten days in the county jail, and two years disbarment. Mr. 
Blount stepped up to the bench and said something; I understood him 
to say he could not disbar in a ing of this kind. After that 
the penalty of disbarment was withdrawn and we were taken to prison. 

. You were imprisoned ?—A. Yes; I got Mr. Tunison to represent 
us in the matter of habeas corpus. He took it up before Judge Pardee. 
At that time we had some discussion of the jurisdiction of Judge Pardee, 
and Mr, Tunison said he had looked the matter up, and would carry 
it through all right. Judge Pardee allowed us to give bond. The case 
was set for hearing in New Orleans, I think, about two weeks after- 
wards. We went down there for the hearing. After the hearing Judge 
Pardee withheld his decision. Later on, he rendered his decision, say- 
ing he had no jurisdiction, but as Judge Swayne had exceeded his juris- 
diction, he would leave it to our preference, to serve out the time in 
jail or pay the fine. To get the matter straight, I went down and paid 
my fine, and General Belden served his term of imprisonment. 

. You? He was actually imprisoned ?—A, Les. 

. How long?—A. Three days. 

. What service did you say was rendered by Mr. Tunison?—A, Yes; 
he represented us as counsel. 

. Was that before the penalty was imposed or afterwards?—A. 


4% het ted in the habeas roceedings?—A. M 
represen you in the ha corpus p ings ?—. r. 
He obtained the writ. 

. Then what happened?—A. A few days after Mr. Tunison came 
back I found a letter on my desk stating that he had abandoned the 
suit. I took the letter to him; asked him what it meant. He said he 
understood there was going to be some black linen washed over this 
thing. He said, “ Judge Swayne is a friend of mine; I won't go back 
on him for anything.” 

Did he return you the fee?—A. No, sir. 
You had paid the fee?—-A. Yes; I had 

. He refused to represent you and di 

money ?—A. No, sir, 


aid him a hundred dollars. 
not give you back your 


1905. 


Q. At the time of ak ve this sentence, what was Judge Swayne's 
vi 


manner?—A, Very ab e. 

Q. Can you state what he sald?—A. I don't know that I can state 
It da so many words. He called us ignorant; said our action was a 
stench in the nostrils of the people, and a good many other things I 
can not repeat. 

Q. His manner was very harsh and abusive?—A. Extremely so. 

C. Do you know whether e Belden K 5 Mr. Tunison any- 
thing ?—A. It was b together. paid Mr. Tunison $50, and I af ter- 
wards ve him a check for $50. On his return I paid him $50. 

Q. What was the specific contempt he said you were guilty of ?—A. 
He said, You have as much right to sue me as anybody elese. It is 
not the fact of your suing me, but the manner in which it was 


brought. 
Q He did not claim contempt in open court?—-A. Not a bit. The 
he answer was, he had no juris- 


sult was brought in the State court. 
diction in the State court. 
Q. Did he claim that it hindered in any way the ends of justice ?—A. 
He did not claim that from the bench. 
Q. Did he claim that there was ey misbehavior of you or Judge 
Belden in the presence of the court?—A. No, sir. 
a Nor near thereto—obstructing the administration of justice 
. No. 
Q; You mr he did not object to being sued, but it was the method in 
which you did it?—A. He made that statement from the bench, 
Q. Did P hac make oy reference to the suit in the State court at the 
time you discontinued the other suit?—A. No. 
a Then these contempt proceedings were begun after the case in the 
Federal court was discontinued ?—A. Yes; immediately after. 
Q. Did you make it known to the judge that you had no connection 
with the suit in this court?—A. Yes. 
. On what theory did he punish you?—A. I can’t say what theory. 
. You are curious to find out, I presume?—A. Yes. 


Belden said (page 115 of testimony) : 


Q. What is your name?—A. Simeon Belden. 
D 1 Where do you live?—A. In the State of Louisiana, city of New 
rleans, 

. What is your business or profession ?—A. Attorney at law. 

. Now, you have lived in New Orleans how long?—A. I am a 
native of Louisiana, resided in the city of New Orleans thirty-five 
years. 

Q. Have 
ana ?—A. 


Q 
bir have been ever since we have had a party in our 8 


. Back to what year?—A. Before the death of Mr. Lincoln. 

. Have you had any business in Judge Swayne's court here?—A. 
Yes; I have had off and on here, at long intervals, for the last eight- 
een years, business in the United States circuit and district courts here. 

Y Were you connected with the case of Florida McGuire v. Blount, 
Fisher, et al.?—A. I was employed to assist Judge Paquet—Louis 
Paquet—an attorney from New Orleans, 
an attorney from New Orleans. 

Q. You were employed to assist him?—A. Yes; he being an helr 
to the Gabrial de Rivas tract of land in the eastern portion of this 
corporation, Judge SAGIS brougbt suit in equity; then we brought 
the suit referred to; it developed it should have been a suit at com- 
mon law; we then instituted suit in ejectment. 

Q. Were you present in court at the time Mr. Marsh has testified 
about, when Judge Swayne called the case?—A. Yes, 

Q. At what time of day was it called?—A. At 5, or perhaps a little 
later, Saturday afternoon. 

Q. State what occurred then.—A. Well, it was the close, at that 
moment, of the criminal term of court, and he had supposed at least a 
day would be fixed for the trial of the civil suit, by which we could 
have time to subp@na our witnesses, but objection was made to the 
continuance longer than the following Monday morning. Sunday 
ervenn, which left us without an opportunity of securing our wit- 


nesses, and we had to discontinue tbe case. 
8. How many witnesses were there? —A. Forty or 50. 
b upon what ground did the court refuse to set it for any certain 
day ?—A. No; we wanted to set the case for the Thursday following, 


to have time to get our witnesses and evidence before the court, but he 
declined, and ordered us to be prepared on the following Monday morn- 
ing at 10 o'clock. Sunday intervening, forced us to discontinue the 


case in order to avold a defeat. 

. Do you know anything about Judge Swayne or his family becom- 
ing interested in the lands involved in this litigation ?—A. iy, yes; 
the Florida McGuire case against Blount et al. was instituted early in 
the year but was not ready for trial at the spring term. During the 
summer of 1902 the rumor was general through the town that Judge 
Swayne had purchased lot 91. 

Lot or block?—A. Well, it is a block—some call it a lot—block 
91 of the De Rivas tract, which was in litigation before him as judge 
of the circuit court here. The rumors were so definite and of such 
form as to leave no doubt in the minds of counsel of the purchase. So, 
the 19th day of October, anaga Paquet and myself addressed a letter 
to Judge Swayne 88 im to recuse himself, for the reason I 
have just stated, belng a party at interest; to recuse himself and 
notify Judge Pardee, so he could assign a disinterested * at the 
November term. He never replied to the letter at all, and so far as I 
know, never informed Totes ardee, the circuit judge, of the circum- 
stances surrounding himself and the case. The November term I was 
sick—had an attack of facial peraiysie -vut our clients telegraphed 
me to come over, though I could not appear before the court. Later, 
on the 9th or Iith, he replied to our communication, in which he 
declined to recuse himself, and went on to state he had not purchased 
the land, that a relative of his had purchased the block of ground in 

nestion, and that he had got hold of the deed and returned the deed 
o the vendor of the deed. The vendor of the deed was C. H. Edgar, 
a party defendant in the suit in question, and he being a party 
defendant, made Judge Swayne a party defendant through him, as we 
sup) He stated that the deed had been sent on to this relative 
at Guyencourt, and he returned it, as he had no interest whatever, 
The following day, without ay reference to the case whatever, the 
judge called up this, and in his statement he said: The relative I 
referred to 8 or the day before, is my wife.“ He went on 
to say that his wife had paid for it from funds from the estate of her 
father in Delaware. 

Q He said she had paid for it with these funds?—A, Yes; that is my 
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recollection. It was so itive that she had purchased it, and we also 
learned that a suit had been brought by Watson & Co. v. Edgar for 


co! 
inst Judge Charles Swayne; the first thing we 
ore be an terry was transacted, was to discon- 
e Judge Paquet had 2 the plead- 
ings to eject him from that property. We sued him as Charles Swayne, 
but I was brought up here for contempt. 

Q. Did you file your answer—purge yourself —A. Yes; there were 
three of e er Davis, and myself; we were condemned to pay a 
tine of a hund dollars, ten days in the county jail, and disbarred 
from practicing for two years in this district. 

Q. Were you sentenced ?—-A. Yes. Mr. Blount told him he could not 
impose the sentence of disbarment—that was withdrawn. That left the 
sentence of fine of $100 and ten days’ imprisonment. From that I took 
habeas corpus. Mr. Tunison took it to Judge Pardee, and he decided 
that he had no jurisdiction in the matter except in so far as Judge 
Swayne had exceeded his authority as r ; that he could not impose 
imprisonment and fine both, so Judge Pardee left it discretionary with 
us as to whether we paid the fine or were imprisoned, having no juris- 
diction in that. So there being no relief, I, in my paralyzed condition, 
served out my time in the county jail. 


Q. You said you filed answer purging yourself of st we Ohl 0 
no; I knew I had committed no offense, and 1 did not apolog ze. I woul 
have stayed in jail until now before I would have apalo d. 


. When was that ?—A. In December, as I recollect. 

. In what year?—A. 1901 or 1902—the record will show the date. 

. Did you protest against the jurisdiction of Jud 
had thought so; that was my opinion; I was sick at the time; I 
thought he should have been sued, he taking the place of Edgar, who 
was a defendant in the suit, but I think it was generally understood 
that it was doubtful if we could get justice for the heirs. First, we 
brought it to see if he had bought the property, to proceed to find con- 
clusion and ascertain the title. But these contempt proceedings he in- 
stituted—we could not proceed without going to jail. 

Q. The sentence penalty was $100, ten days in the county jail, and 
two years suspension from the practice in court here — A. Yes; the 
"apes from practice was revoked. 

. Do you know why?—A. I understood that it was suggested by 
transcended his authority. 


$ How old are you?—A. Seventy—nearly 71 years old. 


Swayne?—A. We 


counsel here that he ha 

Q. Now, I will ask you what was the manner of Judge Swayne when 
he was inflicting this penalty ?—A. Well, it was gross and offensive; he 
entered into a slanderous attack on the attorneys. 

. Very slanderens?—A. Yes. 
. Tell what he said?—A. I don’t recollect his words exactly; it 
was published in the newspapers here. 

Q. It was harsh and offensive?—A. Very, indeed. 

And if it were proper for us to consider the matters de hors 
the record or outside of the testimony brought here by the com- 
mittee, I think the newspaper accounts of the conviction of 
Belden and Dayis by Judge Swayne, which accounts were read 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] during this 
debate, corroborate Davis and Belden in the statement that 
Judge Swayne did use very harsh and insulting language. No 
man can read these newspaper articles and conclude that the 
judge, in sentencing these lawyers, used rhetorical boquets or 
flowers. He used such language and manner toward them as 
was wholly unnecessary—harsh, offensive, and vindictive—such 
language as no man in his private place would undertake to use 
toward any brave man, such as is my friend from Maryland 
[Mr. WACHTER], who pays me the compliment of listening to my 
remarks. It is true that Judge Swayne says that the language 
was not unnecessarily harsh, 


Q. You used no harsh language in imprisoning them? i 

Judge Swayne says: 

A. I . Ge used no unnecessarily harsh language. I think I spoke to 
them as they deserved to be spoken to by a judge speaking to lawyers 
under those circumstances. I can not recall my words. 

. You say it was not unnecessarily harsh?—A, I say not unneces- 
sarily harsh, 

Well, let us say reverently God forbid that we should know 
what sort of language Judge Swayne thinks unnecessarily 
harsh, if he thought that this was not unnecessarily harsh, 


Although it might have been too harsh, I 3 speak to a 
prisoner when I sentence him as I think he deserves. It must be at 
all times very unpleasant for the peones there is no question about 
that. But tbat is not the fauit of the court. 

I should like to have the gentleman from Maine [Mr, LITTLE- 
FIELD] interrupt me now, because he is my biblical authority. 
I believe it is said somewhere in the Scriptures that “out of 
the abundance of the heart the mouth speaketh.” Now, if I am 
in error in that quotation, I will thank our theologian to correct 
me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will give me the page 
of the Concordance that he found it on, I will look it up. 

Mr. PALMER, You had better look at your own concord- 


ance, 

Mr. CLAYTON. And then there Is another quotation that 
“the tree is known by his fruit.“ [Laughter.] I know that is 
right, because I once quoted it to a distinguished divine and he 
said: “You are wrong; you used the masculine gender.” I 
said, “I am not wrong.” And I went and got my Bible and 
looked it up, and it says, the tree is known by his fruit.” You 
laughed too soon over there. You ought to study the Bible a 
little more and laugh less. Imitate my brother from Maine 
(Mr. LirrLertetp] and my brother from Missouri IMr. CLARK] 
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and study the Bible more and laugh advisedly. 
wisdom in it than can be found in any other book. 
I cite as my law in this case the decisions that I have read, 
the Statutes and Constitution of the United States, and the wis- 
dom of the Bible, and assert that all combine to support the 
contention that Charles Swayne, is not a just and upright judge. 


There is more 


There is another quotation: “ When the wicked rule, the peo- 
ple mourn. 

The people of Florida haye mourned while this man has ruled 
all these years. They have mourned and forborne until pa- 
tience ceased to be a virtue, and they have come to you, gentle- 
men, knowing your political complexion and knowing the polit- 
ical complexion of the Senate, conscious of the fact that the 
great House of Representatives would bury out of sight the 
despicable suggestion of partisanship and would vote upon 
this question according to the law and the facts. They did it 
knowing that should this case go to the Senate as a high court 
of impeachment that august tribunal would do justice to itself 
and to all concerned and would pass upon this case according 
to its facts and merits, not upon newspaper articles, not upon 
suggestions made outside, but in the light of the law and the 
evidence given. The majority here bring you sworn testimony. 
They have examined it and weighed it. They bring it and ask 
you to predicate these impeachment charges upon that and not 
upon newspaper suggestions, and they are confident that you 
will be guided by the testimony and not by any extraneous 
suggestions or matters. 

Now, for the benefit of some of our brethren who are not 
lawyers—I have tried to be one for some years myself—I want 
to make a brief suggestion about the habeas corpus case that 
went before Judge Pardee. That went off purely upon the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. Whatever the court may have said in the 
opinion which has been read to you, other than as to the mere 
question of jurisdiction, had nothing to do with the decision 
and was mere dicta. They did not undertake to go into the 
merits of the controversy. It is an anomaly under our free 
institutions in this country that there is one sort, contempt, 
of a case in one tribunal, the judicial, and only one sort of a 
case and in only one sort of a tribunal where there is no power 
to review on the merits the conduct of the man making the de- 
cision. That is in a direct and what is called a “ criminal con- 
tempt” proceeding before a United States judge, where jurisdic- 
tion is conceded. The courts will not go into the merits of it. 
If they find that the court below had jurisdiction according to 
the facts and the subject-matter involved, and did not exceed 
his jurisdiction, they will not disturb the findings on the facts. 
The poor miscreant who suffers by the unjust judgment of a 
malevolent or vicious judge can never have the merits of his 
case looked into. The answer is that it is a contempt proceed- 
ing, sui generis, and the appellate court will not inguire into it. 
They say simply that the judge had jurisdiction, acted within it, 
and that he found the facts against the prisoner, and the facts, if 
true, as the court below found them, which is assumed, show 
a contempt, and we will not review the case further. 

Let me quote Rapalje on Contempts (page 198) : 

Ev 
of pat Hae sgh conten gi yl and dignity Crang rae E een 3 
the . of every such court in of contempt at common 
law ane conclusive and not reviewable by any — tribunal 
ich in other cases would 9 Ale exercise appellate 

elther on writ of error or y author by stat- 
ute. Nor can such decisions —.— = moe G certiorari, Kh in a 
few States where, upon this writ, the qu ction 22 be 
eee into; which question, however, is most and mi 
raised b means of the writ of habeas corpus. 
tate there is a dictum to the effect that where one Is 


ured by such judgment his modes of redress are (1) by habeas co: = 
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1 sae tae aro — power; (3) perhaps by civil suit against 
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dication of contempt 
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an injunction; for such an order is — In Minnesota it is held tha 
= of the defendant in disposing of a trust fund can not be reached 
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risonment is rendered against the “responce ree ‘or a contempt in wil- 
lly disobeying an order of court, the 3 aggrieved is entitled to an 
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And further, note this: 

The Supreme Court of the United States have decided that proceed - 
ing in the court below for contempt of court is not a sole = appeal 
or writ of error. 5 es v. Fischer, 12 Otto, U. 8. arte 


Kearney, 7 Wheat., U. S., 38; New Orleans v. Bheataantp í co. 20 Wall., 
U. S., 387.) 


What is the remedy? It is impeachment where the judge 
knowingly and unlawfully adjudges a person guilty of a con- 
tempt of court and in such wrongful case imposes fine and im- 
prisonment. The object is to remove the judge who would be 
guilty of such conduct, so that he may not offend again and so 
that the punishment in his case may be an example to deter 
others from a like offending. 

Now, on the habeas corpus proceedings by Belden and by 
Davis the sentence imposed by Judge Swayne was modified to 
the extent that they were allowed to take punishment in the 
alternative, the statute being in the alternative. It is strange 
that Judge Swayne and Mr. Blount should have been so hasty 
in taking away the personal liberty of these men and rushing 
them into jail that they seem not to have stopped to read the 
statute of 1831. They seemed not to have stopped to consider 
what the Supreme Court has uniformly held from the Robin- 
son case down. They seem not to have proceeded orderly, 
properly, legally, understandingly, but they seem to have pro- 
ceeded harshly, hastily, and vindictively; they were both doubt- 
less boiling with indignation. 

Blount says that the case had been tried eleven times before, 
and I take it that Blount had become irritated over it, and 
Judge Swayne seems to have angered. They acted hastily and 
without due consideration and deprived these men of their lib- 
erty unjustly. A sentence was pronounced which was not au- 
thorized by law—two years’ disbarment. Why, any man that 
had looked at the statute—any tyro—would have said that not 
only was disbarment not authorized, but that fine and imprison- 
ment both could not be imposed. Blount, apparently without 
having scrutinized the statute, suggested that the disbarment 
was without authority in such proceedings. If he had exam- 
ined the statute, or if the judge had done so, the lack of power 
to inflict the double punishment—fine and imprisonment— 
would have been manifest. But the statute was not examined. 
The judge seemed to have been ignorantly or knowingly will- 
ing 55 trample the law and the rights of these defendants un- 
der t. 

A judge not only ought to be the personification of Integrity, 
of honor, of uprightness, but he ought to be an example of calm- 
ness, of patience; a man exhibiting a love of justice. He 
should be such a man, when he comes to try the rights of 
his fellow-man, as to be without passion, without emotion, 
without irritation. He ought to try the accused as If it was 
the law that had been offended, not he himself, not a mere per- 
sonal grievance to be considered, but an offense against the 
majesty of the law. He ought to carry the idea in his mind 
that is embraced when we typify justice as a blind goddess 
holding the scales, blind to extraneous matters, blind to all 
improper things, and holding a steady hand, unswerved by the 
vibrations of human passion, so that justice may be admin- 
istered according to his best judgment, uninfluenced by malev- 
olence. [Applause.] 

Now, I have stated the connection of Belden and Davis with 
this matter. I want now to refer briefly to the statute of 1831. 
We have heard it stated here during the debate as to the 
origin of this statute. At the conclusion of Judge Peck's trial 
in 1831 the old statute was deemed not satisfactory by Con- 
gress, and a bill was framed and introduced, I believe, by Mr. 


ings, are subject to review on appeal. 
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Draper, but reported by Mr. Buchanan, and it is published in 

_ the bound volume of the Peck trial. This act is embodied in 
sections 725 and 5399 of the Revised Statutes. This is the 
original act: 

Sec. 1. That the power of the several courts of the United States to 
Issue attachments and inflict summary punishment for contempts of 
court shall not be construed to extend to any cases except the misbe- 
havior of any person or persons in the presence of the said courts, or 
so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the misbe- 
havior of a of the officers of the said courts in the official transac- 
tiogs, and the disobedience or resistance by any officer of the said 
courts, party, juror, witness, or any other person or persons, to any 
lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of the said courts. 

Sac. 2. That if any person or persons shall corruptly, or by threats 
or rores, endeavor to intiuence, intimidate, or impede any juror, witness, 
or officer, In any court of the United States, in the discharge of his 
duty, or shall, corruptly, or by threats or force obstruct, or impede, 
or endeayor to obstruct or impede the due administration of justice 
therein, every person or persons, so offending, shall be liable to prose- 
cution therefor, by indictment, and shall, on conviction thereof, be 
Poured by fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment not exceeding 
5 months, or both, according to the nature and aggravation of the 
offense, 

It was to meet wrongs that had been done in the Peck case; 
it was to abridge the power of judges in the matter of con- 
tempts. It defines and limits the power of the United States 
circuit and district courts to punish for contempt. It had been 
contended, as in the Peck case, before the passage of this act 
that these courts had the almost unlimited power of the English 
or State courts in contempts. Therefore this restrictive statute 
was enacted. 

The Supreme Court, in Ex parte Robinson (19 Wallace), says 
that it limits the power of the judges and that Congress had the 
right to impose this restriction on the circuit and district courts, 
but leaves it a query as to whether Congress could so limit the 
power of the Supreme Court of the United States, that having 
been created by the Constitution, the other courts having been 
created by Congress. 

That is upon the theory that what Congress had created 
could be regulated and controlled by Congress, but that the 
Supreme Court being of equal constitutional rank with Con- 
gress, created by the Constitution just as Congress was, can 
not have its authority abridged by Congress. But I will not 
stop to discuss this query, as it has nothing to do with this case. 

Now, section 1 of this act of 1831 is found in the Revised 
Statutes (sec. 725), as follows: 

Sec. 725. The said courts shall have power to impose and administer 
all necessary oaths, and to punish, by fine or imprisonment, at the dis- 
cretion of the court, contempts of their authority: Provided, That such 
power to punish contempts shall not be construed to extend to any 
cases except the misbehavior of any person in their presence or so near 
thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the misbehavior 
of 7 the officers of said courts in their official transactions, and 
the disobedience or resistance by any such officer, or by any party, 
juror, witness, or other person, to any lawful writ, process, order, rule, 
decree, or command of the said courts. 

Now, take the case of Davis. Of what particular act or of- 
fense was he held guilty? In a habeas corpus proceeding and 
elsewhere, the testimony shows, Judge Swayne held that Davis 
had been guilty of contempt of court on account of some act 
committed by Davis in his official capacity as an attorney of 
the court. Let me repeat that. The contention was that 
Davis was guilty of contempt of court because he had violated 
his official duty as attorney toward thé court in an official 
transaction. Now, let us see. He had not been an attorney 
of record in the Florida McGuire case. He had not been in 
court when Judge Swayne made his disclaimer. He had no 
connection with the Florida McGuire suit at all, except to dis- 
miss it on Monday morning. He had no official conduct as an 
attorney in Judge Swayne's court in regard to this case, except 
in one particular, and that is to take a respectful order of dis- 
missal. That is all that Davis had to do with this case. That 
is the only thing as an attorney that he did in the Florida 
McGuire case or in Swayne’s court or in any case or matter 
therein. Then, in his official transactions as an attorney of 
Judge Swayne’s court, tell me where and how and when he 
was guilty of any official misconduct. It will not do to defend 
Judge Swayne on the plea of offended dignity. It will not do to 
defend him upon the idea that a newspaper publication had been 
made. Judge Swayne dared not predicate his decision in this 
case upon the idea that the press had no right to publish the 
account or story that gave him umbrage. Doubtless he knew 
the error of Judge Peck in a similar instance. Besides, what 
Davis may or may not have printed in a newspaper—and the 
evidence shows that Paquet wrote that and not Davis—it was 
not done in his capacity as an attorney. That was not a misbe- 
havior of an officer in an official transaction. It was unofficial. 
It was not in his capacity as an attorney of Judge Swayne's 
court. 

How can it be said that Davis’s conduct made him guilty of 
any wrongdoing in his official capacity in Judge Swayne’s court? 


Judge Swayne said in his statement that they had a right to 
sue him. Of course they had a right to sue him, but he ob- 
jected to the manner of suing him. Now, I desire to submit 
this proposition to any lawyer: If Davis had the right to bring 
that suit, how could he commit a wrong in bringing it at the 
nighttime or at the noonday? If he had the right to institute 
that suit, how does the fact that he brought it at 8 o'clock at 
night—and the testimony shows that Paquet prepared all the 
papers—alter the case? Suppose he had the right to bring the 
suit, as Judge Swayne said he had, and that he had waited 
until Monday, would it have been wrong? Or if he had brought 
it in the noonday of Saturday, would it have been wrong? 

No, gentlemen; the fact is that Judge Swayne’s bosom was 
filled with unjudicial feelings and wrath on Monday morning 
on account of that publication. He dared not punish them for 
the newspaper publication. He knew he could not uphold that. 
He knew he would be on dangerous ground, so he adjudged 
them guilty in general and unspecified terms of contempt of 
court. What did Davis do that was a contempt of court? It 
did not consist in his bringing the suit. It could not have been 
in printing the newspaper article, because Judge Swayne did 
not predicate his judgment upon that. Then, tell me where and 
how in his official capacity Mr. Davis was guilty of contempt of 
court. He brought the suit in a State court. The publication 
was in a newspaper and written by Paquet. 

Let me quote again from the statute: 


That the power of the several courts of the United States to Issue 
attachments and inflict summar; 9838 for contempts of court 
shall not be construed to extend to any cases except the misbehavior 
of any person or persons in the presence of the said courts, or so near 
thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the misbehavior of 
any of the officers of the said courts in their official transactions, etc. 


It was not done in the presence of the court. It was not done 
so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice. 
Mr. Blount, Judge Swayne's friend, in his testimony says that 
the bringing of the suit would not have hindered Judge Swayne 
from trying the McGuire case. It could not have obstructed 
him. But it was some sort of indignity, more imaginary than 
real, that actuated the Judge. Now, let us examine a little 
more into that matter. How did Davis, in his official transac- 
tion as an attorney of Judge Swayne’s court, commit an offense? 
Let me refer again to the statute: 


That the power of the several courts of the United States * * 
shall not be construed to extend to any cases except the misbehavior 
of any person or persons in the presence of the d courts © 
in their official transactions, etc. 


Now, that means the official transactions of a receiver in a 
case, of a master in a case, of a clerk in his business as clerk, 
of an attorney in his conduct in some case in a court, and mis- 
behavior by the marshal, etc. I am not now considering that 
part of the section which refers to the misbehavior in the pres- 
ence of the court, for there is no contention here that it was 
in the presence, actual or constructive, of the court, and it was 
not so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, 
but that it was the misbehavior of an attorney in his official 
capacity in that court. Tell us where, when, and how that 
occurred. 

Mr. Speaker, I had intended to say something about the 
O'Neal contempt case. That is the other question involved in 
this matter. But I have already consumed more time than I 
intended to take and I shall therefore have to leave that part 
of the subject for others to discuss, contenting myself with say- 
ing that if O’Neal was liable to any punishment by Judge 
Swayne’s court he was liable by indictment under the second 
section of the act of 1831, embodied in section 5399 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, being the second section of the act of 1831 and 
intended to cover such cases. I have read it in your hearing. 
And that if O’Neal committed any offense he could have been 
tried under an indictment and not otherwise. 

And I want to say right here and now to this House that 
if the gentleman from Maine has been zealous, or if I have 
been zealous, that zeal comes from the fact that we entertain 
certain convictions as to what should be done in this case. It 
does not come from any spirit or desire on the part of either 
to appear as an advocate on either side of this controversy. We 
want justice done. Your committee, whom you instructed to 
bring in articles after you had voted with practical unanimity 
to order impeachment of this judge, has brought in these 
charges and the evidence to sustain these charges, and your 
committee is of opinion that if these articles are adopted by 
this House that relevant evidence can be introduced under them, 
and that the true character and picture and representation of 
Judge Swayne and his misbehavior in office can be presented to 
the Senate. They can judge him as he was and as he is. That 
is the only power that can judge of him. The people judge us 
by what we do and say. 

Let the Senate take this record, let the Senate hear all the 
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testimony—because the case will be tried de novo—let them ex- 
amine the witnesses, and let them pass upon it. We have 
brought here charges which we think can be sustained. We 
have offered evidence which we think warrants that conclu- 
sion, and I ask this House to exercise its impartial judgment, 
listening to the appeal of no man. I would not be vain 
enough to suggest that any Member of this House would upon 
any feeble persuasion of mine cast any vote contrary to his con- 
victions. The gentleman from Maine was careful to disclaim 
that he would advise any man how he should vote on these arti- 
cles. I am not vain enough to imagine I could advise any man 
how he should vote. I trust, gentlemen, the rest of this debate 
may be continued on the high plane upon which it has been 
pitehed, and that this House and the Senate of the United States 
may reach a just and fair conclusion. [Applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, how does the time stand now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Powers of Maine). The 
Chair will give it to the gentleman from Pennsylyania in a mo- 
ment. Seyen hours and eight minutes have been consumed by 
your side, and upon the other side six hours and forty-five min- 
utes. You have consumed twenty-three minutes more than the 
other side. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman from California use some 
of his time now? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from California is out, 
but he told me the understanding was you were to use time 
enough to even up. 

Mr. PALMER. We have evened up and more, too. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know how that may be. I 
think that he had a misapprehension about it, because I got the 
impression from him that you were to occupy perhaps all of the 
afternoon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from California told me 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] would go on. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I suggest that Mr. GILLETT is coming; 
he was up in the gallery, and he is coming now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that upon going over the time 
again the Chair has been informed that the majority has been 
charged with one hour too much; that the amount the majority 
has consumed is six hours and eight minutes and the other side 
six hours and forty-five minutes, so that the majority has thirty- 
eight minutes more. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That the majority have thirty-eight 
minutes more? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the minority has con- 
sumed thirty-eight minutes more. 

Mr. PALMER. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
IMr. BrantTLey] one hour. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the 
House while, as briefly as I can, I present some of the legal 
phases of this case as they occur to me. I feel, Mr. Speaker, 
although I am perfectly willing to concede that I may be mis- 
taken in it, that as a member of the committee haying in charge 
this matter, and having devoted some time and given some 
thought and consideration to it, I should make to the House my 
contribution, however small it may be, to this discussion. I 
shall not attempt to discuss this case in its entirety—my time 
is too limited to do that. I shall not attempt to go into detail 
as to all the various specifications, but I wish to state in the 
outset that I indorse the report of the majority of the committee. 
I believe that Judge Swayne should be impeached upon each and 
every specification set forth by the majority of the committee. 

As I understand the situation, the House on December 13 last 
passed this resolution: 

Resolved, That Charles Swa, 
the northern district of Flori 
demeanors. 

The Senate was notified of this action and a committee was 
appointed to prepare articles of impeachment, so that all that 
remains to be done by the House is to agree upon these articles. 
Shall we present to the Senate in this case a complete picture 
of Judge Swayne? Shall we present him to the Senate for his 
judicial acts and judicial conduct, or shall we limit our presenta- 
tion to the mere ministerial act upon his part in falsely certify- 
ing his accounts? 

This charge of false certification only came into the record a 
few weeks ago. It is not the thing that provoked the hostility 
and aroused the people of Florida. They did not complain of it, 
for they knew not of it, but they have complained and do com- 
plain of his judicial acts and his judicial conduct, and it seems 
to me, upon the record as it is here made, that this House can 
not afford by simply voting for one specification—to wit, that of 
a false certification of his accounts—to thereby indorse all the 
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judicial acts and conduct of Judge Swayne about which com- 
plaint has been made. 

I know that it is a serious matter to impeach a judge, but in 
my judgment it is a more serious matter to continue in office an 
unworthy, unjust, and corrupt judge. If we will turn to the 
Constitution, we find that the purpose of an impeachment is not 
to punish anybody. The purpose of an impeachment is to pro- 
tect the people and the punishment that falls, in the shame and 
humiliation to the officer impeached, is but an incident to and 
is not the purpose of the impeachment. 

The framers of our Constitution were zealous for the imde- 
pendence of the judiciary, and so they deemed it advisable to 
make the term of office long, but they did not make it for life; 
they made it during good behavior. The framers were zealous 
in many ways for protecting the judiciary, and so they provided 
not only for long terms but provided also that the compensation 
of our judges should not be diminished during their continuance 
in office. They did not provide that it should not be increased. 
Their intention was that a hostile legislature should never pun- 
ish a judge by reducing his salary for some opinion that he 
had rendered. But zealous as these men were for the inde- 
pendence of the judiciary they were equally as zealous for the 
protection of the liberties of the people. And while they threw 
these safeguards around the judiciary, they were careful to 
provide that the tenure of office of a judge should be only during 
good behavior and, then, to provide that any civil officer might 
be impeached and removed from office for treason, bribery, or 
other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. Speaker, the only provision in the Constitution of the 
United States for the removal of a judge is the provision for 
impeachment. Many of the States, perhaps a majority of them, 
have provisions for removing an unjust judge in other ways 
than by impeachment; but the framers of the Constitution of 
the United States provided no other way for removing an unjust 
judge than by impeachment. It seems to me, therefore, that it 
would be a waste of words and a waste of time to undertake to 
demonstrate that the term “ high crimes and misdemeanors,” as 
used in the Constitution, comprise and include, broadly speak- 
pi eyerything that is not good behavior upon the part of a 

udge. 

The term of a judge, as fixed by the Constitution, is during 
good behavior. The moment the good behavior ceases, under the 
very letter of the Constitution, the term of office expires, and 
the Constitution provides, by impeachment, that the term of 
office shall be declared at an end and the incumbent removed. 
Many authorities could be cited to sustain these propositions, 
but I will not detain the House long enough to cite more than a 
few of them. 

Article II, section 4, of the Constitution provides: 

The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United 
States shall be removed from office on impeachment for and con- 
yiction of treason, bribery, or other high crimes and eanors. 

Article I, section 3, provides: 


The JÈ r both of the superior and inferior courts, shall hold 
their ces during good behavior, and shall at stated times receive 
for their services ee which shall not be diminished during 
their continuance in office. 


Article I, section 3, provides: 


Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extend further than 
to removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any 
office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States; but the 
convicted shall, nevertheless, be liable and subject to indictment, 
judgment, and punishment according to law. 

In the writings and speeches of Samuel J. Tilden, volume 1, 
page 474, this language occurs: 

Impeachment, as it exists In the United States, under the Federal 
Constitution and State constitutions, is a proceeding for the removal 
from public office of a public officer, if cause therefor is found to exist. 
Its object is not to punish the individual, but to Yee the people. 
Even a disqualification to hold office, if it be superadded to the removal, 
is more preventive than penal, 


And on page 480 we find this: 


Any conduct in a judicial office which degrades it In the public es- 
teem, which scandalizes the administration of justice, or which justly 
impairs the respect and confidence of suitors of the bar and of the peo- 
ple generally in the impartiality, purity, and trustworthiness of the 
court is an impeachable offense. 

In the History of the Constitution of the United States, by 
George Ticknor Curtis, in volume 2, page 260, is found this lan- 
guage: 

The purposes of an impeachment lie wholly beyond the penalties of 
the statute or the customary law. The object of the 1 is to 
ascertain whether cause exists for removing a public cer from office. 
Such a cause may be found in the fact that, either in the discharge of 
his office or aside from its functions, he has violated a law or com- 
mitted what is technically denominated a crime. But a cause for re- 
moval from office may st when no offense against positive law has 
been committed, as when the individual has from immorality or imbe- 
cility or maladministration become unfit to exercise the office. 
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In the Commentaries on the Constitution of the United States, 
by Roger Foster, volume 1, page 569, this statement is made: 

The object of the grant of the power of impeachment was to free the 
Commonwealth from the danger caused by the retention of an un- 
worthy public servant. 

Again on page 586, this statement: 

The Constitution provides that “the ju 
and inferior courts, shall hold their office du 


This necessarily implies that they ma 
But no means, except impeac 


both A — Supreme 
good avior.” 
be Ne ved in case of bad 


behavior. ent, is provided for their 
removal, and judicial misconduct is not indictable by either a statute 
of the United States or the common law. 


Again on page 591, this statement: 


An we, pense offense may consist of treason, bribery, or a breach 
of official duty by malfeasance or misfeasance, including conduct such 
as * * * an abuse or reckless exercise of a discretionary power. 

In Rawles on The Constitution, page 201, in speaking of the 
court of impeachment, it is said: 

The subjects of its jurisdiction are those offenses which 
the misconduct of public men, or in other words, from 
violation of some public trust. 


In Story on The Constitution (5th edition), section 796, it is 


roceed from 
e abuse or 


said 


Is the silence of the statute book to be deemed conclusive In favor 
of the party until Congress have made a legislative declaration and 
enumeration of the offenses which shall be dcemed high crimes and mis- 
demeanors? If so, then, as has been truly remarked (citing Rawles 
on the Constitution), the rc of impeachment, except as to the two 
expre: cases, is a complete nullity and the pany is wholly dispun- 
ishable, however enormous may be his corruption or criminality. It 
will not be sufficient to say that, in the cases where any offense is 
unished by any statute of the United States, it may and ought to be 

eemed an impeachable offense. It is not every offense that by the 
Constitution is so impeachable. It must not only be an offense, but 
a high crime and misdemeanor. 5 

Now, bearing in mind that the purpose of impeachment is 
simply to remove an unworthy publie officer and not primarily 
to punish anyone, it will not be amiss for this House to con- 
sider for a moment the situation as it exists in the State of 
Florida. Gentlemen may take this record, and if they read it 
through they will find throughout its pages the statements of 
attorneys and other citizens that Judge Swayne bears the repu- 
tation in that State of being an unjust and being a partial judge. 
very lawyer knows—and the majority of the membership of 
this House is made up of lawyers—every lawyer knows the 
great power that a Federal judge possesses, and members of 
the bar for more reasons than a proper desire to observe the 
respect and decorum due to the court are careful not to 
needlessly antagonize him. When volunteers are called for to 
give the death stab to the pride and honor of a judge by pre- 
ferring articles of impeachment against him there are not many 
to respond; and to my mind it is a thing of vast significance 
that lawyers with large interests to protect have come before 
our committee and testified as to the bad character and the 
bad reputation of this judge. 

It is, to my mind, strong evidence that the complaints made in 
this case have a solid basis of fact to rest upon. But going a 
step farther, we find that the legislature of Florida on two oc- 
casions, at an interval of, I believe, about ten years have 
declared that this judge bears the reputation of being a corrupt 
judge, and they have asked the Congress of the United States 
to remove him. I know that gentlemen upon this floor have 
said that these resolutions were “lobbied” through the Florida 
legislature, but I do not know where they get authority to attack 
the honesty and the integrity and the virtue of the highest law- 
making body of one of the sovereign States of this Republic. 

It seems to me that it is beneath the dignity of a Member of 
this House to stand in his place upon the floor and assert upon 
this record now before us that these resolutions were lobbiea 
or were corruptly or improperly passed through the Florida 
legislature. 

A sovereign State, through its chosen Representatives, has 
placed upon its permanent records and given broadcast to the 
world the statement that the people of Florida doubt the in- 
tegrity of this judge and believe that his official actions are sus- 
ceptible to corrupt influences and that they have been cor- 
ruptly influenced. The Congress, the only body on earth pos- 
sessiug the power to grant relief, is petitioned for that relief. 

Will the Congress spurn the petition and deny the relief? 

Will Congress add to a condition already deplorable and des- 
perate a charge of dishonesty and corruption against the law- 
making body of the State? 

Can we who love our Government and love the law as its 
mainstay and support send this judge back to the people of 


Florida and expect the law, as represented in his person, to be 


respected? Can we expect the people to believe that he will 
hold the scales of justice evenly? Will we not, by such a course, 
make of a situation already bad a situation infinitely worse? 


I do not ask this House to impeach Judge Swayne because 
the Florida legislature passed these resolutions, but I do ask 
the House to bear these resolutions in mind, as furnishing fur- 
ther and conyincing proof of the bad reputation that this judge 
by his walk and his conduct builded for himself in the State of 
Florida. If gentlemen upon this floor would bear in mind 
this reputation, known to all the bar and all the people of his 
State, they would be at no loss in understanding all that was 
said and done in the contempt proceedings complained of, as well 
as in the other proceedings concerning which charges are made. 

FALSE CERTIFICATIONS. 

Now, as I said, I am not going to take the time of the House 
to discuss all of the specifications. So far as the specification 
for making false certifications of his expense account is con- 
cerned, I believe the House is practically a unit in agreeing that 
dishonesty is a ground for impeachment. I hope the House 
with nearly the same unanimity will agree that dishonesty ought 
to be impeached. 

The Jaw provides that judges of the United States courts 
shall not receive other compensation than the salary provided 
by law. It also says that judges when holding court outside 
of their districts shall receive “for reasonable expenses for 
travel and attendance” a sum “ not to exceed $10 per day,” to be 
paid on the certification of the judge. The record shows that 
Judge Swayne invariably certified for the $10, and that his 
actual expenses were far below $10. The record shows that 
during his incumbency of office he has added to his salary an 
average sum of $1,000 per year by these false certifications. 

Now, I do not intend to discuss this ground. It has been dis- 
cussed fully and completely already. I want to make one sug- 
gestion with reference to it. We have had circulated among the 
Members of this House the statement that other judges certi- 
fied to the full $10. Well, suppose they did. As has been well 
said, it is no evidence that they did not expend the $10. But 
my suggestion goes beyond this. This same paper furnishes us 
with the evidence that many of the judges, a very large per- 
centage of them, never certified for the $10. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
with these facts before us, that many of the judges never certi- 
fied for the $10, that Judge Swayne invariably certified for the 
$10, and invariably never expended it; shall we, by refusing to 
impeach him on that ground, say to all those judges who have 
never certified for the $10 that they have been fools to be honest, 
and that they have made a mistake in not taking the money 
themselves? Shall we slap their honesty in the face, because, 
at least as to them, their honesty is established by the record? 


NONRESIDENCE. 


In reference to the specification as to nonresidence a great 
effort has been made to becloud what- is a very simple issue. 
Section 551 of the Revised Statutes reads: 

“A district judge shall be appointed for each district, except in 
eases hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the 
district for which he is appointed, and for offending against this 
provision shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor.” 

Now, Judge Swayne either complied with this law or he did 
not. ‘The issue presented is not one of presumption, of intention, 
or of law. It is one of fact. Judge Swayne either resided in 
his district or he did not reside in it. The record before us 
shows that from 1894, the year in which Congress changed the 
lines of his district, to 1900, a period of six years, he was physic- 
ally not in his district but about sixty days a year, or was 
there only during the actual time in which he was engaged in 
holding his court. He had no family in the district, no home, 
nor place of residence. He had no property and paid no taxes in 
the district. He did not vote, nor was he on the list of voters. 
There was no place in the district where service of legal process 
on him could be perfected by leaving at his most notorious place 
of abode. There was no post-office in the district known as the 
one where a letter would reach him. When out of the district 
the general understanding was that mail would reach him at 
Guyencourt, Del. In 1900 he and his wife occupied a rented 
house in Pensacola, in his district, for two or three months, and 
from then on until in 1903, when the Florida legislature passed 
its resolutions of impeachment against him, he made no pretense 
of residing in the district. He did not possess, from 1894 to 1900 
and from 1900 to 1903, one single attribute of ci in his 
district. On this record, therefore, I submit that he should be 
impeached and sent before the Senate, there to submit for the 
consideration of the Senate the various excuses he has offered 
for not residing in his district. ‘ 

` THE USE OF THE PRIVATE CAR. 

In reference to the use of the private car it has been said 
by some gentlemen that this did not involye much cost to the 
bankrupt estate. One gentleman, I believe, said that the use 
of the car from Delaware to Florida did not cost the bankrupt 
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Revised Statutes and the second section as section 5399 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

At the time of the passage of this act there was another law 
somewhat akin to the second section of said act in force. It is 
e in section 5398 of the Revised Statutes, and reads as 

ollows: 


Every person who knowingly and willfully obstructs, resists, or o 
any officer of the United States in serving, or attempting to 
serve or execute any mesne process or warrant or any rule or order 
of any court of the United States, or any other legal or judicial writ or 
proce ar dt 1 beats, or het scat any 3 or pee pel person duly 
serving or execu any wr e, order, process, or 
warrant, shall be imprisoned, etc. fice á d as 


The act of 1831 was construed by the Supreme Court in the 
Robinson case (19 Wallace, 505) to limit and define the powers 
of the court to punish for contempt. It was held that a judge 
could not, under said act, punish for contempt except in three 
classes of cases. He could punish, first, where there was mis- 
behavior in the presence of the court, or so near thereto as to 
obstruct the administration of justice. He could punish, second, 
the misbehavior of an officer of his court in his official trans- 
actions; and, third, he could punish the disobedience to or re- 
sistance of any lawful writ or command or decree of his court. 

Now, the power of the courts to punish was by this act lim- 
ited to these three specific instances. 

Before we can undertake to say whether Judge Swayne went 
beyond the power given to him and violated this law, we must 
look to the record and see what these defendants charged with 
contempt were charged with doing. We must take the rules 
that were issued by the court agairist them, and we must square 
them by the law in order to see whether or not the judge 
kept within the limits of his power. It will not do to allow 
this judge to come before us two or three or more years after 
this incident happened and assign a reason why he punished 
these men. The record is-made up, and that record shows 
wiy he punished them, and what he charged them with having 

one, 

Now, so far as I recall, the rule that was served upon Davis 
and Belden, the two lawyers who were punished for contempt, 
has not been called to the particular attention of this House. I 
want this House to take this rule and see what the court said 
these lawyers did, and then square it with the law and see if 
the judge did not exceed the power given him under the law. 
Now, the rule was: 


And now comes W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor at law of 
this court, and practicing therein, and as amicus curie, and moves the 
court to cite Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys 
and counselors of this court, to show cause before this court at a day 
and hour to be fixed by the court, why they shall not be punished for 
contempt of the court in causing an 3 as attorneys of the 
circuit court of Escambia 8 Fla., a summons in ejectment, 
wherein Florida McGuire is plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne is 
defendant, to be issued from said court and served upon the judge of 
this court, to recover the possession of block 91 in the Cheveaux tract, 
in the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a contro- 
versy in ejectment then pending in this court in a case wherein the 
said Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company 
et al. were defendants, upon the grounds: 

1. That the said suit in ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Mrs. Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. had 
been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and after 
the said judge had stated in open court and in the presence of the said 
counsel, Simeon Belden and uis Paquet, that an allegation of the 
said petition, that he or some member of his family were interested in 
or owned property in said tract, was untrue, and had stated that he 
had refused to permit a member of his family to buy land in said 
tract because the said suit of Florida McGuire, involving the title to 
the said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

2. That after the said declaration of the said judge, the said coun- 
sel were aware that neither the said judge, nor any member of his 
family, were the owners of or Interest in any part of the said 
tract, and had no reason whatever to believe that he or they were so 
interested, and knew, or could easily have known, that the said 
block wan) not in the possession or control of anyone, but was entirely 
unoccu 

3. That the said suit against the said judge was instituted on Sat- 
urday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court had 
overrul the motion of the said attorneys to stpone the trial of 
the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. for a 
week or more, and after the said judge had announced to the said 
counsel that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 
11, 1901, and would then the case, unless counsel for plaintiff 
made a showing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had 
announced that they would make such showing. 

4. That the said E. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the said 
sult against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth, 


This is signed by W. A. Blount, attorney of record, and fol- 
lowing that is a rule directed to the respondents to show cause 
why they should not be committed for contempt. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
application is sworn to? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It is not sworn to. Now, this rule states 
all the alleged grounds of contempt. When you come to put 
them together, striking out the superfluous words, there is noth- 
ing in the grounds except the allegation that these attorneys, 


estate more than $20; but the question before us is not how 
much it cost the bankrupt estate, but did this judge engage in 
practicing a waste to any extent of the bankrupt estate sub- 
mitted to his care? To my mind it is bad enough and unpardon- 
able enough in a judge if he permits others to commit waste 
upon a bankrupt estate committed to his care, but it is simply 
inexcusable if he commits the waste himself. This specifica- 
tion has been so fully discussed by others that I will not 
consume time in discussing it. 
THE HOSKINS CASE. 

As to the Hoskins bankruptcy case I shall not take up the time 
of the House in detailing the facts or in discussing it. I assume 
every Member of this House is now familiar with the case, 
but if he is not, he can easily make himself so by taking this 
record and going through it. We have disclosed in the record 
of the Hoskins case the baleful, corrupt, and demoralizing ef- 
fects of Judge Swayne's administration of the law in the State 
of Florida. 

We have here a case where a man worth $40,000 and owing 
only $10,000 is forced into bankruptcy by conspirators, who de- 
mand blood money from him. He is forced into bankruptcy 
over his protest, over the protest of his lawyers, and over the 
protest of his largest and principal creditor, and all because he 
will not pay blackmail or blood money. We have disclosed the 
most remarkable ruling, the most remarkable deduction of law 
or of administration, that it has ever been my fortune to read 
or to hear. We have here this judge declining to take up the 
Hoskins case and dispose of it, declining to hear Hoskins's wit- 
nesses, because, as he announced from the bench, he would not 
believe them if they testified. 

Mr. Speaker, the great wrong done in this case happened 
either through the stupidity, or ignorance, or corruption, or in- 
difference of this judge, and it matters not to us which one. To 
my mind, where such things are possible under the administra- 
tion of any judge, that judge ceases to be a fit man to hold the 
office longer. 

THE DAVIS AND BELDEN CONTEMPT CASE. 


I wish now to discuss a trifle more at length, but still briefiy, 
the contempt cases that have been brought into this matter, be- 
cause to my mind they furnish the most serious of all the cases 
alleged against Judge Swayne. They deal with the depriva- 
tion of human liberty, which, next to life, is the most sacrea 
possession of each citizen of this Republic. 

I will not weary the House with recounting the history in de- 
tail of the law with reference to punishments for contempt, 
but I wil! call to the attention of the House the fact that from 
1789 up to 1831 there was no law providing what was or was 
not a contempt of court. The courts were left to exercise their 
free, unlimited discretion in defining and in punishing con- 
tempts. 

Under the law as it thus stood a judge out in Missouri, Judge 
Peck, sentenced a young lawyer to twenty-four days in jail and 
to disbarment from the practice of the law for two years be- 
eause he had published in a newspaper an anonymous letter 
criticising an opinion that the judge had handed down, an opin- 
fon, by the way, that the Supreme Court subsequently reversed. 
Because of this act of that judge he was impeached by the 
House of Representatives and impeached notwithstanding the 
fact that there was no law defining a contempt of court; that 
there was no law limiting the power of the judge to punish for 
contempt. The House impeached him, but in the Senate he was 
acquitted by a vote of 22 for conviction to 21 for acquittal, and 
immediately afterwards the Congress, in 1831, passed the pres- 
ent law of contempt. 

That law as originally passed read as follows: 


CHAP. XCIX.—An act declaratory 5 the law concerning contempts of 
court. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the power of the several courts of the 
United States to issue attachments and inflict summary punishments 
for contempts of court shall not be construed to extend to any cases 
except the misbehavior of any person or persons in the presence of the 
said courts, or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of 
justice, the misbehavior of any of the officers of the said courts in their 
official transactions, and the disobedience or resistance by any officer 
of the said courts, party, juror, witness, or any other person or persons, 
w 1775 see writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of the 
said courts, 5 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any person or persons 
shall, corruptly or by threats of force, endeavor to influence, intimi- 
date, or opena any juror, witness, or officer in any court of the United 
States in the discharge of his duty, or sball, corruptly or by threats of 
force, obstruct or impede, or endeavor to obstruct or impede, the due 
administration of justice therein, 8 person or poas so offending 
shall be liable to prosecution therefor by indictment, and shall, on con- 
viction thereof, be punished by fine not exceeding $500 or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding three months, or both, according to the nature and 
aggravation of the offense. 

Approved, March 2, 1831. 


The first section thereof is now known as section 725 of the 
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after 6 o'clock one evening, entered suit this judge in a 
State court. That is the first allegation. The second is that the 
judge had no interest in the property for which they sued him, 
and therefore there was no foundation for the suit; and third, 
that the judge had previously declared to them that he had no 
interest. In other words, the sole and only allegation in this 
rule is that these attorneys sued this judge after this judge had 
stated in open court that he was not subject to be sued. That 
is the sum and substance of the rule brought against them. 
There is no allegation in the rule that bringmg this suit was 
conduct constituting misbehavior in the presence of the court. 
There is no averment in this rule that it was misbehavior so 
near the court as to interfere with the proper administration of 
justice. There is no averment that it did so interfere. There 
is no averment in this rule that the bringing of this suit by 
these attorneys was misbehavior on their part in their official 
conduct. There is not an averment bringing the rule within the 
act of 1831. 

There was absolutely nothing in the rule except the recital of 
the facts, that these attorneys sued the judge, and sued him 
after the judge had announced that he was not subject to be 
sued. Now, when these attorneys came to answer, some dis- 
cussion has arisen as to why they did not purge themselves, as 
to why they did not make a denial. If you will but read the 
rule, you will see that they were charged, in the first place, with 
having sued the judge. Surely they could not deny that, be- 
cause they had sued him. It was charged in the rule that the 
judge had announced in court that he was not subject to be 
sued. That appears to have been a fact also, and they could 
not enter a denial to that. They were also charged in the rule 
with having had notice of a disclaimer of title or a disclaimer of 
interest by the judge, and that they did deny, and that charge 
was the only averment of fact in the rule that gave the court any 
pretense of justification to punish them for contempt, and it 
did not give him jurisdiction to do so. 

1 take it, Mr. Speaker, that their answer was more in the 

ture of a demurrer than it was an answer. They came into 
court, and this was their answer: 

Before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge circuit court United States, 
northern district of Florida. 
In re matter of contempt proceedings a Simeon Belden, Louis 
Paquet, and E. T. vis. 

And now comes Simeon Belden and B. T. Davis, and for reasons why 

* should not be punished by contempt, showeth: 
irst. That the grounds u which the said contempt is based, to 
ssued from the circuit court of Eseambia 


Charles Swayne was defendant, that said proceedings is in the juris- 
diction of the cirenit court of Escambia — Ha., and that this 
court is without jurisdiction thereof. 

Second. That the petition to recuse referred to in said motion they 
had nothing to do with before this court, nor were they present on the 
Sth day of November, when submitted, as stated in d motion, nor 

resent when any statement made by the judge concerning his connec- 

m with any of the property, except the statement made by said judge 
on November 11, after court convened and after the motion to discon- 
tinue the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. was 


de. 
mira. To the second paragraph showeth: As above stated, they 
heard no declaration made by the judge referred to in said paragraph, 
and as for reasons to believe that he, Ju Swayne, or some — a 
of his family was interested In block 91, Rivas tract of land- named in 
said summons, we simply refer to the declaration made by Hon. 
Charles Swayne on November 11, 1901, when said motion was made 
by the Hon. W. A. Blount, and that after said declaration, 
believe that there is in existence a deed to Mrs. les Swayne, un- 
canceled, and that they have no knowledge of its repudiation, and as 
the negotiation for the property named in said deed was one made by 
Mrs. Charles Swayne in her individual right, that no act of the said 
Hon. Charles nd, dog would udiate or render null and void any 
vices made by Mrs. Charles Swayne with her own money or 

‘operty. 
mark That E. T. Davis for himself showeth: That this court had 
no jurisdiction over him in said matter of Florida McGuire v. Pensa- 
cola City Company et al., until he requested the court to mark bis 
name as attorney for plaintiff on the morning of November 11, when 
he presented the motion to discontinue the aforesaid suit. 

SIMEON BELDEN, 
E. T. Davis. 

Now, here was a complete denial of the only allegation of 
fact in the rule that could have furnished the basis of any justi- 
fication or claim of justification by the court to punish them. I 
can not find, so far as my research goes, that the conduct of 
these lawyers, as alleged in the rule, constitutes any contempt, 
under the definition of “contempt” as laid down in the act of 
1831. Surely we have not reached that point where it is a con- 
tempt of court to sue a judge. Does the fact that a man is judge 
of a court put him beyond the pale of the law that he is bound 
to enforce? Ah, Mr, Speaker, when a lawyer sues a judge who 
says he is not the subject of a suit, is the lawyer in contempt 
because he does not believe him and brings the suit anyway? 

These lawyers were denounced by this judge as being a 
stench in the nostrils of the people. They were fined $100 
each and sentenced to ten days in jail, and in the original sen- 
tence they were disbarred for two years. This latter sentence 


was withdrawn when another lawyer, better Informed than the 
judge, advised him he could not disbar as a punishment for 
contempt. These men were thus sentenced for what? For 
suing Charles Swayne, after Charles Swayne had said he was 
not subject to be sued. Mr. Speaker, if the lawyer representing 
a plaintiff brings a suit against any ordinary defendant after 
that defendant has told him he is not subject to suit, does the 
lawyer become a stench in the nostrils of the people and become 
a criminal? If not, why does he become so because the de- 
fendant chances to be a judge? Gentlemen upon this floor 
have stood in their places and extolled the conduct of Judge 
Swayne in this matter as being the conduct of a brave and a 
righteous and a noble judge. Let us see what he proposed to 
do, and did do. He issued a rule that these men having sued 
him, after he had announced that he was not subject to be sued, 
should show cause why he should not punish them for contempt, 
and then before their trial on the rule takes place he solemnly 
adjudieates the case in advance of the hearing by spreading 
upon the records of his court the statement that he was not 
subject to be sued. Before he arraigns them he puts upon the 
records of his court a finding of fact against them. 

I will not weary you by recounting all that took place prior to 
the suit in the State court, because my purpose is to limit the 
discussion to the question whether or not the rule issued against 
these Iawyers stated a ease of confempt. I contend that it does 
not. What went before the filing of the suit in the State court, 
however, but adds to the awkward and unenviable position of 
the judge. Unquestionably he had been personally dickering for 
the purchase of some of the land in controversy in the suit before 
him, whether for himself or wife is immaterial. A sale had been 
actually agreed upon. Some of the lawyers wrote him before 
court convened asking him to recuse himself. He did not an- 
swer the letter. Bearing in mind the reputation he bore, and 
even without this reputation, this failure to write seemed suspi- 
cious. If he had purchased the land, he was disqualified to try 
the case. If he had not purchased it, but had passed upon the 
title with a view to purchasing he was disqualified. It was com- 
mon rumor that he had actually purchased—I ask Members of 
this House if, under these circumstances, there is any Member 
here, if he had been judge, who would have tried this case? 
With such facts existing, and with the lawyers questioning his 
competency, his fairness, and his impartiality, do you know any 
judge, save Judge Swayne, who would have insisted on trying 
the case? 

At the time Davis and Belden were punished for contempt 
the other lawyer, Paquet, was not tried, because he had gone 
to New Orleans, where he resided. Some months later he 
filed in Judge Swayne’s court this statement: 

That upon full and mature consideration of his actions and conduct 
in the matter referred to in the motion made as the basis of the above- 
entitled proceedings, through excessive zeal in behalf of his clients 
he did so act that this honorable court was justified in believing that 
the said actions were committed in contempt thereof and as showing 
disrespect refor. This respondent regrets exceedingly the course 
taken by him in this matter, and now appears in court and 
that he be permitted to apologize for his behavior and file wi 
records in the above-entitled cause this paper. 

Whereupon Judge Swayne did not punish him, and much 
capital is sought to be made for the judge out of this state- 
ment and his action thereon. All that I get out of it is that 
Paquet had before him the experience of Belden and Davis and 
he profited by it. It is to be noted also that he does not admit 
that he had been in contempt or had done anything that would 
justify the court in punishing him. He admits only that the 
judge was justified in thinking or believing that disrespect to 
him was intended. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not subscribe to the view that some Mem- 
bers of this House have expressed about contempts. It seems 
to me, if I understand them correctly, that some Members are 
of the opinion that if some other court had sustained this judge 
in this matter that is the end of it. I do not subscribe to that 
proposition. We might just as well say that Judge Swayne 
passed upon it and rendered a judicial opinion construing the 
law of contempt, and therefore that is the end of it. Why has 
not his court as much standing as any other court? My view 
about this matter is that the Congress of the United States had 
the jurisdiction and the right and the power to define by law 
what shall constitute a contempt. They did so define by law 
what constitutes a contempt. 

How are we going to get away from this law? Are we going 
to allow a judge to construe the law away? If so, we might as 
well never have enacted it, and, in these contempt cases, if we 
ean not call Judge Swayne down, what judge can we call down? 
If one judge can interpret the law of contempt to suit himself, 
if he can punish that which the law does not authorize him to 
punish, another judge may do likewise, and the protection to 
liberty that Congress intended to provide is gone. Mr. Speaker, 


uests 
the 
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In construing the act creating the circuit court of appeals 
with reference to its power to review contempt proceedings, the 
Supreme Court, in 194 United States, 338, said: 

On such a writ only matters of law are considered. The decision of 
= Kae tribunal, court or jury, decides the facts, is conclusive as to 

In Ex parte Kearney (7 Wheat., 45) the Supreme Court said: 


Wherever power is lodged it may be abused. But this forms no 
solid objection against its exercise. Confidence must be re some- 
where; and if there should be an abuse it will be a public grievance 
for which a remedy may be applied by the legislature, and not to 
be devised by courts of justice. 

In American and English Encyclopedia of Law, vol. 3, page 
800, it is said, in reference to contempts: 


The exercise of the power lies solely in the discretion of the judge 


before whom the contempt is committed, and will not be examined or |. 


other court except when the are so 
5 panes be void. The only other . escorting to 
the English and more paa received American doctrine, for any 
error, injustice, abuse of discretion, oppression, or corrupt conduct on 
the part of a judge of a court of the superior order is by resort to an 
impeachment before the legislature. 7 

When Davis got his case before the circuit court of appeals 
that court said, in Ex parte Davis (112 Fed. Rep., 142): 

To hear and decide whether the relator was guilty of such contempt, 
and if found guilty, to punish him for such conduct, was clearly 
within the jurisdiction of the court, and the court having exercised 
such jurisdiction and found the relator guilty of contempt, its finding 
against the relator can not be reyiewed on habeas corpus. : 

When O'Neal got his case to the Supreme Court the court 
said, in 190 United States, page 38: 

be sai be neri 
2 er ge a Sata al or 
which this court has no jurisdiction on error. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that where a judge of a court of gen- 
eral jurisdiction abuses his power in this matter of contempt 
there is but one remedy, and that is the remedy of impeachment. 
These gentlemen who were mistreated by Judge Swayne ap- 
pealed to the courts above, and they were dismissed with the 
statement that “ We can not review the facts in the case.” They 
told O'Neal that Greenhut was an officer of the court, and Belden 
and Davis that they were officers of the court, and that it was 
for the trial court to say whether or not they were in contempt. 

These various matters have come now to the court of last 
resort. Under the system of jurisprudence builded up by the 
courts this Congress is the only body that seems to have the 
power to review the facts in these contempt cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY] has expired. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. May I have a few moments more? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BRANTLEY] fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. Speaker, this House has the power to review the facts 
in these contempt cases. We have not the power to undo the 
wrong that was done to O'Neal, for, as has been said in this 
discussion,.he has gone to his final reward. We have not the 
power to undo the wrong done to that old gentleman, Mr. Bel- 
den, who seryed his imprisonment in jail. But we can con- 
demn these wrongs and prevent their being done to other peo- 
ple by removing Judge Swayne from office. ` 

To my mind we are not concerned in this House with what 
the Senate may do. It is no matter of concern to us whether 
we think the Senate will or will not sustain a particular article 
of impeachment. It is no concern to us what the views of the 
Senate may be. Our concern is, What is our view? Let us do 
our duty and assume that Senators will do theirs. Mr. 
Speaker, I submit that the framers of this Constitution, who 
were endeayoring to safeguard the liberty of the freest people 
on the face of the earth, never dreamed of or intended to pro- 
vide for them the greatest engines of oppression possible to be 
devised, to wit, courts that could arbitrarily, without a jury 
and without being subject to review, take away the liberties of 
the people. 

There is a great question involved in this case, and that ques- 
tion is whether or not the enactment of this Congress, limiting 
the power of a judge to punish for a contempt, shall be enforced 
or shall we allow it to be set at naught. 

Now, I do not wish to consume further time, but in conclu- 
sion I want to submit that in this prosecution there is no at- 
tack upon the Federal judiciary. This prosecution is in defense 
and in protection of the judiciary. We would all maintain and 
preserve this great arm of the Government in ail of its strength 
and in all its purity and in all its independence; but there is 
but one way to preserve it, and that is by purging it of its 
unworthy members. 
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Mr. Speaker, the powers of the judiciary are too vast; its 
responsibilites are too great for us to permit any swerving from 
the straight path of duty by its members. 

We should hold to the strictest accountability those in whose 
keeping we have placed our lives, our liberties, and our fortunes. 
We should honor and praise without stint those who keep inviolate 
the sacred trust confided to them, and pour out unlimited con- 
demnation upon those who prove unworthy. Jefferson declared, 
in his disappointment at the failure of the Senate to convict 
Judge Chase, that “impeachment is the scarecrow of the Con- 
stitution.” Shall we who come upon the stage an hundred years 
later be forced to the same conclusion by reason of the verdict 
arrived at in this case? Rather let us hope, as I hope and be- 
lieve, that impeachment will prove to be the sword of Goliath, 
ever kept in the temple and brought out only on great occasions, 
but when brought out cutting smooth and clean corruption from 
incorruption, tyranny from liberty, and oppression from justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for its attention. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted to me I 
want to confine myself to one legal proposition involved in this 
case, and that is the question as to the allowance of $10 a day. 
As I understand, the Committee on the Judiciary are very much 
at variance in their opinion as to all the other charges; but 
upon this one charge the majority, at least, of them think Judge 
Swayne ought to be impeached. 

I want to call the careful attention of this House to the law 
as contained in the statutes. 

In the first place, the Revised Statutes (the act of 1871 was 
included in these statutes) provided that when a district judge 
was assigned to duty outside of his circuit (sec. 596) he 
shall hold court without other compensation than his ar 
salary, except as provided in the southern district of New York, 
in which district $10 was the maximum of expense for those 
who sat in that district. That was the statute from 1871 to 


1881 and embraced in Revised Statutes of 1873. In 1881 that sec- 


tion was repealed, and in lieu thereof a provision was made 
giving actual compensation for expenses incurred by a district 
judge in holding a court outside of his district. 

Mr. PALMER. Will you not please quote the statute that 
gives actual expenses? 

Mr. LACEY. I will cite the section, and I will incorporate in 
my remarks a digest of every one of these statutes, so that gen- 
tlemen who want to get at the truth in this matter from the 
record need not take the word of anybody upon the floor of 
the House, but can go to the statutes themselves and ascertain 
precisely what the law was. In 1891 there was a law passed 
creating the court of appeals, and in that act there was a provi- 
sion allowing to the circuit judges their expenses. The lan- 
guage was “their reasonable expenses of travel and attendance, 
not to exceed $10 a day.” That was the statute of 1891. In 
1881 the statute had been passed giving to the district judges 
their actual expenses when outside their districts. 

Subsequently a district judge was permitted to participate as 
a member of the court of appeals. So the district judge found 
himself in this situation: When he was sitting in the court of 
appeals he could certify to $10 a day. When he was holding 
circuit or district court outside of his district he had to itemize 
his expenses, but might draw more or less than $10 a day. So 
the question was presented to the Comptroller of the Currency 
(2 Reports of Comptroller of the Currency), before Mr. Bowler, 
in which District Judges Wood, Jenkins, and Showalter are said 
to have made this statement, as recited by Mr. Bowler: 

The contention of these judges is that when district judges hold 
court outside of their own districts by order of the Supreme Court the 
are entitled to be d for their expenses a per diem of $10, eviden 


by their own certificate, and not required to furnish any itemized state- 
ments of their expenses. 


That was in December, 1895. Mr. Bowler held that that law 
applied only to the circuit court of appeals, and did not apply to 
the judges when they were holding district or circuit court out- 
side of their circuits. I commend to the attention of the House 
this decision of Comptroller Bowler. I will insert it in my 
remarks, A 

In 1896 the subject was brought up before the House Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and they put into an appropriation bill 
(29 Stats., 451, June 11, 1896) the following language; or, 
rather, this is the language as it remained when both Houses 
finally got through with it: 

Reasonable expenses of travel and attendance of district judges di- 
rected to hold court outside their districts, not to exceed $10 per day 


each, to be paid on written certificate of the jud and such payment 
shall be allowed to the marshal in the settlement of his accounts with 


the United States. 
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That is the law to-day. It reads the same as the statute for 
the court of appeals. Now, it is instructive to find out how that 
act got into the statutes. We in the House passed that law 
without the provision as to the marshal's accounts and sent it 
to the Senate. When the bill came up in the Senate, the Senate 
put in an amendment providing that— 

Such payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of his 
accounts with the United States. 

The committee put that in and reported the bill to the Senate, 
and on April 24, 1896, it was being debated in the Senate. 

Senator Allen, then a Senator from the State of Nebraska, a 
Populist, an economist, and a former judge, and an able lawyer, 
called attention to the situation. He said: 
> Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 

O a— . 
That is, Senator ALLISON— 


to a fact which came to my knowledge the other day, and it is to the 
effect that under this law, or laws similar to this which have been 


passed, where Congress allows compensation to judges who hold courts 
outside of their particular districts, and especially the United States 
appellate judges, t in all instances they certify to $10 a day, regard- 


less of the actual expenses to which they are put. The evident poli 
of the law was to cover the actual rei ne of the judges at hote — 
for traveling expenses, not to exceed $10 per day. 


A little later on he says that he does not mean to assert that 
all of them do it. He says: 

Not all, I do not say all, but I say that there are judges who do it 
district 8 holding, for instance, courts of appeal. Some of them 
do certify uniformly to $10 a day and take $10 a day out of the Gov- 
ernment in cases where their legitimate are not, and in the 
nature of things can not be, to exceed three or four dollars a day. 

Then he made a motion to put in the following amendment: 

Which certificate shall state in all cases that the judge has actually 
‘Incurred the different expenses therein stated. 

Senator Allso replied to that. Said he: 

The object of the provision, as I stated a while ago to the Senator 
from Nebraska, is to equalize the judges when they travel outside of 
their circuits or districts to hold court. If there are abuses of the 
provision as rapeaa circuit 828 (there can not be abuses with 
respect to distric' judges), if the circuit 4 are in the habit of cer- 
tifying to more than they ought to certify, it would be wiser and better 
to allow the equality to established, and then let the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this body take izance of the whole question a make 
such modifications of the statute of 1891 as will cure the defect or the 
evil which seems to be in the mind of the Senator from Nebraska. I 
hope that will be satisfactory to the Senator and that he will allow 
the amendment to go in without objecting to It. 

But Senator Allen insisted on his amendment, and the amend- 
ment went in, as follows: 

Which said certificate shall state In all cases that the judge has ac- 
tually incurred or paid the expense therein stated. 

The bill went to conference with that amendment in it from 
the Senate, and this House, which is now sitting in judgment on 
Judge Swayne, struck that provision out in conference, that the 
judge should certify that he had actually spent this money. 
This House struck that out, and on page 5821 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Record, May 27, 1896, first session, Fifty-fourth Congress 
(here is the entry), and this conference report was signed by 
JoserH G. Cannon, E. J. Hainer, and J. D. Sayers, conferees on 
the part of the House, and W. B. ALLISON, EUGENE Hate, and 
A. P. Gorman, conferees on the part of the Senate: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 177, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 
ng: “And such payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settle- 
ment of his accounts with the United States;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That is the parliamentary history of the statute. That is 
how it got there. It first became the law in 1891. Senator 
Allen said that the judges—first he said all of them and then 
many of them—took the straight $10 per diem. Three district 
judges submitted the proposition to Mr. Bowler, contending that 
they understood that the $10 allowance applied to them, and 
that they were entitled to the $10 per diem. That was in 1895. 
In 1896 the Committee on Appropriations took up the matter 
and copied literally—verbatim—the language of the act of 1891, 
making an allowance of $10 a day to the judges of the court of 
appeals, and that became the law as to the district judges. 
When the Senate asked to make that perfectly plain by requir- 
ing that the judges certify that they had actually spent the 
money or incurred the expenses the House refused to concur, and 
struck it out. And now, Mr. Speaker, we are asked to sit in 
judgment upon this judge, who simply followed the precedent 
that was stated by Judge Allen in the Senate of the United 
States. 

We have since that time made the appropriation year after 
year for the payment of this same money provided for in the 
act of 1896, and have copied the same identical language in- 
serted in the act of 1896, which was copied literally from the 
act of 1891. 7 

This is the situation, and I do not care to discuss whether, as 


we construed it. 


an abstract proposition, it is properly an allowance of $10 a day 
or not; that is not the question. We are here to determine that 
this judge should be impeached, and when the accounting officer 
of the Treasury, Mr. Bradley, was before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, which was investigating this matter, and Judge Swayne’s 
counsel asked him if it was not usual for the judges, substan- 
tially all of them, to put the same construction upon it, the com- 
mittee refused to allow that question to be answered, and have 
presented the present impeachment before this House and ask us 
to find that that which we had in our minds and refused to put 
into the statute was binding upon these judges, and that they 
should be held criminally responsible. 

Edmund Burke once said, “ You can not indict a nation;” 
and I say you can not indict an entire bench. We can not indict 
more than half of the judges who uniformly adopted this rule 
which the district judges contended applied to them in 1895, 
and which we subsequently applied to them by the appropriation 
bill of 1896. 

We should not convict these men of malfeasance in office, 
moral turpitude; and wickedness. We should not send this charge 
to the Senate without this committee taking up the question 
as to other judges. If Swayne is to be convicted, the whole 
question should be investigated. If this judge goes out, the 
other judges should be tried too, if they made the same mistake. 
On the other hand, if it is a question of construction and it has 
been misconstrued, why dismiss the judge? 

We have just now heard the decision in the Burton case, and 
the judges, five to four, say that the court below made a mis- 
take in the law. It is a well-settled rule that every man is 
presumed to know the law except the judge, and the judge is 
excused from that presumption, for he has the court of ap- 
peals to correct him. If there is a controversy between one of 
these gentlemen and myself about a contract in which a statute 
is connected, we are both conclusively presumed to know the 
statute and to know exactly what it means, but there is no 
such presumption in favor of the judge who tries the contro- 
versy between us. The court of appeals sits to correct him. 
To err is human, and the errors of courts may be reviewed and 


corrected. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is presumed that the judge is learned in 
the law. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, and it is presumed that my friend is also 
learned in the law, but he made a mistake in not going into the 
history of this statute. The committee made a mistake in pre- 
senting this charge before the House without investigating the 
source of this statute, and that, too, on a new charge. This is 
a new charge; it was a snap shot taken at the close; after 
everything else was all in doubt. They say here and now that 
no matter whether it is proven or not, whether other judges put 
the same construction on the law, it shall not be considered by 
this House. But you will take legislative notice of the debates 
of the Senate and House, you will take notice of the debates 
under which this statute was adopted, you will take notice of 
the action in this House upon the report of its own conference 
committee, and if you do, can you say that Judge Swayne vio- 
lated the law to such a degree as to render him criminally 
responsible and liable to removal from the office he now holds? 

3 The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expi 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
question. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The legislative history of that 
amendment, as I understand the gentleman, discloses the fact 
that the House insisted upon the provision which now appears, 
and rejected the provision which qualified it. 

Mr. LACEY. And which would have made it perfectly plain 
and clear. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We not only made the law, but 


Mr. LACEY. We refused to put in the statute that which 
constitutes the position taken by my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON], and with a knowledge of the fact that many judges 
have been drawing the $10 a day on the assumption of the law, 
whether it was a mistaken assumption or not. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
spoke of a certificate from the Department. Does 


I want to ask the gentleman a 


this certificate state that any judge has certified for $10 a day 
when he has spent only $1.25? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no, it could not do that; but the certifi- 
cates show absolute uniformity in more than half the cases— 
absolute uniformity—fixing the exact amount at $10 a day, and 
that, too, in localities where we all know the current hotel rate 
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Is $3 and $4 a day. So that, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that 
this House is practically precluded by its own action from stand- 
ing a moment on the first charge. As to the others, I have 
neither the time, the opportunity, nor the inclination to discuss 
them. They have been discussed at length. Upon those other 
propositions the committee is absolutely divided. The very 
committee of seven that brings in the charge does not come in 
by a two-thirds vote. There is only a four-sevenths vote, which 
is two twenty-firsts less than a two-thirds majority, and yet 
they want to take this case to the Senate of the United States, 
where we have to conyict by a two-thirds vote, and when they 
could not agree by a two-thirds vote of the committee in framing 
the charges. [Applause.] y 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman referred to a deci- 
sion of the Comptroller. I did not quite get what the decision 
was. May I ask the gentleman whether the decision is law? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, it is his construction of the law. 

Mr. MANN. Whether it could be printed? 

Mr. LACEY. It is printed in the volume which I read from 
here. He holds that they were not entitled to the $10 a day— 
the district judges—and that was before the act of 1896. Be- 
fore the act of 1896 they might draw more. They might draw 
$20 a day, provided they expended it. ; 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman commented upon it to us and I 
thought possibly it might be printed. 

Mr. LACEY. I have no other copy except in this yolume, 
which I will pass to the reporters and let them copy it in my 
remarks. 

The decision referred to by Mr. Lacey is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
December 6, 1895. 


Sin: I am in receipt of yours of November 25, inclosing a copy of a 
letter from United States Circuit Judge Woods, Jenkins, and Showalter, 
of the seventh circuit, with copies of letters addressed to them from 
United States District Judges Bunn and Seaman, of the two Wisconsin 
districts, relating to the payment of the expenses of district judges 
while holding court outside of their own districts. a 

The contention of these judges is that when district Judges hold 
court outside of their own districts by order of the circuit ju ge they 
are entitled to be paid for their expenses a per diem of $10, evidenced 
by their own certificate, and are not required to furnish an itemized 
statement of their expenses. You ask my decision whether the mar- 
shals of the United States are authorized to pay. to district judges so 
holding court $10 per day upon their own certificates only. For an 
intelligent answer to this question a review of the legislation in regard 
to the holding of court by district judges outside of their own districts 
is necessary. 

The act of July 29, 1850 (9 Stat., 442), authorized the circult judge 
to designate a district judge to hold court in another district under cer- 
tain circumstances therein enumerated. Section 5 of said act provided 
that such district judge “shall be allowed his reasonable expenses of 
travel to and from and of residence in such other district necessarily 
incurred by reason of such designation and appointment and his obe- 
dience thereto; and such expenses shall, when certified by the clerk 
and the district attorney of his judicial district within which such 
services shall have been performed, be paid by the marshal of such dls- 
trict, and allowed him in his accounts with the United States.” 

It will be noticed that this act provided for the expenses of the 
judges without limit as to the amount, and provided that such ex- 
penses should be evidenced by the certificate of the clerk and district 
attorney. 

Section 8 of the legislative, executive, and judicial nfs gga act 
of March 3, 1871 (16 Stat., 494), provided for the salaries of certain 
jud of the United States, and further enacted: And all provisions 
of Tay providing for additional compensation or allowance to any 
judge for traveling expenses are hereby repealed.” And further, that 
district pan holding court outside of their districts should do so 
“ without any other Compania than his (their) regular salary as 
established by law.” This provision clearly led the provisions of 
the act of 1850, allowing actual traveling and other expenses of dis- 
trict judges while holding court outside of their districts. 

The act of March 5, 1872 (17 Stat., 36), provided that whenever “a 
district judge from another district shall hold a district or circuit 
court in the southern district of New York his expenses, not exceed- 
ing $10 per day, certified by him, shall be paid by the marshal of said 
district, as a part of the expenses of the court, and be allowed in his 
account.” 

By this act not a district judge holding court In the southern dis- 
trict of New York was put upon a different footing from district judges 
holding courts elsewhere, and pgs was authorized to such judges, 
not of a per diem of $10, but of their expenses not exceeding $10 — 
day, and which expenses should be evidenced by the certificate of the 
judge. 

These various statutes were incorporated into the Revised Statutes 
as sections 596 and 597, section 5 pore for the designation of 
district judges to hold court outside their districts and providing that 
they should do so without any other compensation than their regular 
salaries, and section 597 providing for the payment of expenses, not 
exceeding $10 a day, to a district judge holding court in the southern 
district of New York, upon his certificate. 

In the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 1881 (21 Stat., 
454), the following clause was enacted: “And so much of section 596 
of the Revised Statutes as forbids the payment of the expenses of dis- 
e hepa while holding court outside of their districts is hereby re- 
pealed.” And in the same act specific da gg was made for 

ay 


ment of expenses of district judges who may be sent out of their 


Fistriets in pursuance of law to hold a circuit or district court.” 

This provision manifestly was enacted to allow to district judges 
when holding court outside of their districts their actual expenses, 
which had been eke Seer 1 but did not reenact the provision 

„ Which required that these expenses should 


in the act of July 29, 1 
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be evidenced by the certificate of the clerk and district attorney. Had 
it not been for the prohibition upon the 58 of expenses to district 
ju when holding court outside of their districts, such expenses would 
probably have been allowable under the well-established rule that where 
civilian officers or employees of the Government are obliged to travel 
from the place where their regular duties are performed their actual 
expenses may be paid. It has always been required that these actual 
expenses should be itemized and supported by vouchers when the ex- 
penses are of such a character that proper vouchers can be obtained, 
and generally, by regulations to that effect prescribed by the various 
departments, sworn to. When the clause in the act of 1881 allowing 
expenses to be paid to district judges holding court outside of their 
districts was enacted, it was construed by the accounting officers as 
authorizing the payment to these district judges of their actual ex- 
penses without limitation as to the amount, and that these expenses 
should be evidenced in the same manner as the expenses of other civil 
officers or employees of the Government were required to be evidenced, 
viz, by an itemized statement supported by vouchers where possible, 
the provisions of section 597, Revised statutes, relating to the holdin: 
of court in the southern district of New York, both as to the limit o 
$10 per day and the manner in which the expenses should be evidenced 
therein contained, not having been considered applicable to district 
judges when holding court outside of their districts elsewhere than in 
the southern district of New York. . 

That construction has been consistently maintained up to the present 
time, and in consequence thereof district judges have always been re- 
quired when holding court outside of their districts, other than in the 
southern district of New York, to evidence their expenses by an item- 
ized statement, sapported by vouchers where possible, and have been 
allowed such actual expenses even if the same exceeded $10 per day. 
As this construction seems to have conformed to the letter of the law 
and has been consistently followed by the accounting officers ever since 
its enactment, I see no reason why the construction should be changed 
so as to allow district judges to receive their actual expenses upon 
their own certificates only and at the same time to limit those ex- 
penses to $10 per day, such limitation not having been specifically 
made by Congress. It may well be that Congress Intended to limit the 
expenses of the district judge, while holding court in the southern dis- 
trict of New York, to $10 per day, for his traveling expenses could not 


be very t, while it was not intended to limit the expenses of a dis- 
trict judge while cpa, À court outside of his district in many of our 
Western States, where the actual cost of transportation in many cases 


would exceed the total amount allowable to him at the rate of $10 per 
day, in the event that he only held court for a few days consecutively. 

No trouble seems to have n 9 in regard to this matter 
until after the creation of the circuit courts of . by the act of 
March 3, 1891 (26 Stat., 826), which authorized district judges to sit 
in said court in certain cases, and section 8 of which provided that any 
justice or judge who “shall attend the circuit court of appeals held at 
any place other than where he resides shall, upon his written certifi- 
cate, be paid by the marshal of the district in which the court shall be 
held his reasonable expenses for travel and attendance, not to exceed 
$10 per day.” As a result of this enactment district judges when sit- 
ting in the circuit court of appeals were allowed their expenses upon 
their own certificates, but such expenses were limited to $10 per day. 
District judges found themselves, therefore, in this position, that when 
they sat in the circuit court of appeals they were entitled to receive 
their expenses, not exceeding $10 a day, evidenced by their own certifi- 
cate; but when they held a circuit or district court outside of their 
districts they were entitled to their reasonable actual expenses with- 
out limit, but which could only be evidenced by an itemized statement, 
supported by vouchers where possible. No doubt they have been un- 
able to see why such a distinction should be drawn, nor is the Comp- 
troller able to see why any such distinction should be drawn; but the 
distinction seems clearly to have been made by the various enactments 
above cited, and the won egy? finds himself unable to make any 
changes in the laws pa: by Congress. The remedy lies with Con- 


For the reasons above stated district judges, when holding courts 
outside of their districts, elsewhere than in the southern district of 
New York, are not authorized to be paid $10 a day upon their certifi- 
cate, but are authorized to receive actual expenses upon itemized state- 
ments, supported by vouchers where possible. Whether these state- 
ments should be sworn to is a matter for the discretion of the Attorney- 
General, under whose control the appropriation for their payment is 


placed. 

In the letters of Judges Bunn and Seaman it is stated that until 
recently they were not required to make itemized statements of their 
expenses when holding court outside of their districts. In this they 
are mistaken, for the practice of uiring such itemized statements 
has prevailed, as above stated, since the clause in the act of 1881 was 
passed, and an examination of the accounts of the marshal for the 
northern district of Illinois shows such itemized statements, although 
in one case it appears that Judge Seaman was allowed his expenses 
upon his certificate, apparently Lge bby Serf by the clerk who settled 

e account of the marshal, for that particular certificate was with 
some twenty other certificates of judges who were sitting in the circuit 
court of appeals. 


DIGEST OF THE STATUTES. 


The following is the language of the statute which Judge 
Swayne is charged with violating: 

For reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges 
directed to hold court outside their districts, not to exceed $10 per day 
each, to be paid on written certificates of the ju , and such payments 


shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of his accounts with the 
United States. (29 Stat. L., 451, approved June 11, 1896.) 


When this law was proposed in the sundry civil bill in 1896, 
it was passed nearly in the above form in the House. It was 
amended in the Senate April 24, 1896, on motion of Mr. Allen 
of Nebraska, by adding the following: 

Which said certificate shall state in all cases that the judge has ac- 
tually incurred or paid the expense therein stated. (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, 54th Cong., Ist sess.; P. 4364.) 

Mr. Allen said (ib., 4863) that under this form of statute the 
circuit judges in all instances certified $10 a day, and offered 
above amendment to prevent it. 
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In each subsequent appropriation bill the law was reenacted, 
as follows: 


Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 
directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
= Set ey (same as 1896), (30 Statutes at Large, 644, approved 

uly 1, A 
Of pret ER expenses for travel and attendance, etc. (same as 1896). 
(30 Statutes at Large, 1116, approved March 3. 1899. 

Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance, etc. (same as 1896). 
(31 Statutes at Large, 641, approved June 6, 1900.) 

Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance, etc. (same as 1896). 
(31 Statutes at Large, 1183, approved March 3, 1901.) 

Of reasonable, ete. (same as 1896). (32 Statutes at Large, 476, ap- 


proved June 28, 1002.) 
(32 Statutes at Large, 1141, approved March 


Of reasonable, ete. 
8, 1903.) 
(aane as 1896). (33 Statutes at Large, 508, ap- 


3 or reasonable, ete. 
proved April 28, 1904. ‘ 
The following is the present law as to the courts of appeals: 


Sec. 8. That any justice or judge who, in P prancing of the provisions 
of this act, shall attend the circuit court o nt ag held at any place 
other than where he resides shall, upon his written certificate, paid 
by the marshal of the district in which the court shall be held his rea- 
sonable expenses for travel and attendance not to exceed $10 per day, 
and such payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of 
his accounts with the United States. (26 Statutes at Large, 828, ap- 
proved March 3, 1891.) 2 

The Revised Statutes of 1873 forbade the payment of expenses 
of a district judge in holding court outside his district. (Rev. 
Stat., 596.) 

This was repealed March 3, 1881, in sundry civil bill (21 Stat. 
L., 454, approved March 3, 1881), and the following provision 
inserted : 


For payment of expenses of district judges who may be sent out of 
their alstricts in pursuance of law to hold circuit or district court, and 
for other miscellaneous expenses, $300,000. 

This remained the law until the act of 1896 hereinbefore cited. 

The following is the exception of the Revised Statutes as.to 
New York southern district. (Rey. Stat., 597.) 

Whenever a district judge from another district holds a district or 
circuit court in the southern district of New York, in pursuance of the 

receding section, his expenses, not exceeding $10 a day, certified by 
him, shall be paid by the marshal of said district, as a part of the ex- 
penses of the court, and shall be allowed in the marshal’s account. 
(Originating in ch. 35, act of Mar. 5, 1872, 17 Stat. L., 66, and put in 
Rey. Stat. as sec. 597.) 

Under the act of 1881, as to expenses of district judges, the 
following appropriation acts were passed: 


For payment of expenses of district judges who may be sent out of 
their districts in pursuance of law to hold circuit or district court 
18823 as 1881). 122 Statutes at Large, page 336, approved August 7, 


22 Statutes at Large, 661, approved March 3, 1883, was the 
same as page 330, 1882. 

In 23 Statutes at Large, 224, approved July 7, 1884, the ver- 
biage was slightly changed as follows: 

Expenses of district judges who may be sent out of their districts to 
hold court. 

23 Statutes at Large, 511, approved March 3, 1885, was the 
same as 1884. 

24 Statutes at Large, 254, approved August 4, 1886, was the 
same as 1884. 

24 Statutes at Large, page 541, was the same as 1884 (March 
8, 1885.) 

25 Statutes at Large, page 545, October 2, 1888, was the same 
as 1884. 

25 5 at Large, page 878, March 2, 1889, was the same 
as 1 

26 Statutes at Large, page 410, approved August 30, 1890, was 
the same as 1884. 

26 Statutes at Large, 987, approved March 3, 1891, was the 
same as 1884. 

In 27 Statutes at Large, 386, approved August 5, 1892, it was 
slightly changed again as follows: 

Of expenses of district judges to hold court outside of their districts, 
and judges of the circuit courts of appeals. 

27 Statutes at Large, 609, approved March 3, 1893, was the 
same as 1892. 

28 Statutes at Large, 417, approved August 18, 1894, was the 
same as 1892, 

28 Statutes at Large, 910, approved March 2, 1895, was the 
same as 1892. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield fiye minutes to the gen- 


tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear all 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], and I 
am informed that he did not quote all of the Recorp touching 
upon this very matter, and upon the assumption that he did not 
quote all of the Recorp I desire to make a few remarks, I will 
ask the gentleman whether he read it all? 


á 515 LACEY. Oh, no; I had only fifteen minutes and could not 
0 

„ of Tennessee. From whom did the gentleman 
quote 

Mr. LACEY. Senator Allen and Senator ALLISON. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why did not the gentleman goa 
little further? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, the gentleman can go as far as he wishes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Very well. I read from the 
Record at page 4363, April 24, 1896: 


Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator [Mr. Allen] believe that any dis- 
3 or circuit judge is likely to violate the law by maki apies 
certificate? The Senator must remember that this includes all travel- 
ing expenses as well as expenses while at the place of holding court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say some of them do, according to my information. A 
judge — — Rawan 8 0 a =a more of 1 — oe p 5 a 

e Was a me he became a judge. e railties 
at that time, he carries them to the bench with him. 

The proposed statute fixes the maximum in these words: 

“Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district ion 
directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be ps on written certificates of the judges.” 

at carries the implication, which is as clear as language can make 
it, that he shall not receive $10 a day unless his actual expenses 
amount to $10 a day. 

Mr. Gray. His reasonable expenses. 

Mr. ALLEN. His reasonable expenses. Reasonable expenses include 
hotel bill and railroad fare. 


Senator Chandler, in construing this $10 per day provision, 
said: 

The provision is that the judge shall be 4 15 his reasonable expenses 
for travel and attendance, not to exceed $10 per day. The judge of a 
United States court has to certify that that is an expense; that that 
is what he has paid out. Does the Senator mean to say that there is 
a judge anywhere in the United States holding court in that way who if 
his expenses were $7 or $8 or $5 a day would certify that they were 
$10 in order to get the additional pay? 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, Senator ALLISON further on, at the 
bottom of the page, went on to say: 


The object of the provision, as I stated a while ago to the Senator 
from Nebraska, is to equalize the judges when they travel outside of 
their circuits or districts to hold court. If there are abuses of the 
provision as respects circuit judges (there can not be abuses with re- 
oe to district judges), if the circuit judges are in the habit of cer- 
tifying to more than they ought to to, it would be wiser and 
better to allow the equality to be established, and then let the Judi- 
clary Committee of this body take cognizance of the whole question 
and make such modification of the statute of 1891 as will cure the 
defects or the evils which seem to be in the mind of the Senator from 
Nebraska. I hope that it will be satisfactory to the Senator, and that 
he will allow the amendment to g in without objecting to it. 

Mr. ALLEN., I suggest to the Senator from Iowa the pee of in- 
serting after the word “ judges,” in line 21, on page 111, the words 
“which said certificate shall all cases contain a statement that ex- 
penses therein certified have actually been incurred and paid.” 


This amendment was adopted, but it was stricken out in con- 
ference, because every judge who sits on the bench is there upon 
his honor and so honorable that when he spends $1.50 a day he 
will not certify to $10 a day. 

Mr. Speaker, I now read from the sundry civil report of 1896, 
prepared by the present Speaker of this House [Mr. Cannon], 
as follows: 

In presenting to the House the bill making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil of the Government for the year 1897, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations submit the following in explanation thereof, 

In explanation“ thereof, if you please 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now listen. Mr. Cannon fur- 
ther said in this report: 


The e Umitations touching certain branches of the 
service for which appropriations are made and not heretofore im 


That is, not imposed on district judges— 


public 


The words in parentheses are in italics. The distinguished 
gentleman who presides over this body, in effect, said: Gen- 
tlemen, there is a penalty already fixed by a criminal statute 
that makes it a fine for a judge to falsify a certificate to get 
money from the Government, hence the Allen amendment is un- 
necessary. Let us not reflect upon the honor of the judges of our 
great country by adopting this unnecessary amendment,” and it 
was defeated in confenence. Let us keep the judiciary above 
suspicion, but let the judges, each and all, help to do so. So the 
conferees did not agree to the Allen amendment. 

In substance, Senator ALLISON said we should not suspect a 
Federal judge, 2 man who is sworn to support the Constitution 
and the laws, which prohibit such acts, will come along and by 
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his false certificate reach a long hand into the Treasury and 
take a miserable little pittance of $10 from the Government, 
when he had only spent a few dollars per day. That is the gist 
of this whole debate on this subject in the Recorp. Senator 
ALLISON, whom everybody loves, said the judges were too honor- 
able to thus act. That is the short of it. They are too honor- 
able to falsify a certificate. 2 

“ Where is the judge who has done it?” the old man said, and 
the great judge, George Gray, who so long adorned the United 
States Senate, said that the language means “reasonable ex- 

” So said in effect Senator Chandler. So said Senator 
Allen. And I heard the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] in his 
speech compliment Senator Allen as being a great lawyer, and he 
is a great lawyer, and he said: “ We all are human beings when 
we go on the bench and some of us do not take as much humanity 
and common decency on the bench as we ought. Let us put it down 
in black and white that the judge is to certify to the items of 
his actual expenses—so many miles of travel, so much for hotels, 
and, if you please, so many cigars, so many cocktails—put down 
every detail and certify them.” But, Mr. Speaker, you then 
said in reply: “I have put in new restrictions.“ Here are your 
own words, “new limitations.’ The amendment is unneces- 
sary. Those are the words our distinguished Speaker put in his 
report, which is to be found here in the archives of this House. 

We will give, they argued, the district judge who may chance 
to spend $10 that which the circuit judges get, coupled with the 
limitation that the expense must not be over $10, if at all. Sen- 
ator Hate and Senator ALLISON, Mr. Cannon, Governor Sayers, 
who was sitting here a while ago, and Mr, Hainer, the Senate 
and House conferees, said: “ Let us not reflect upon the judi- 
ciary.” Great God! these judges, they argued, will not, in the 
face of a criminal statute, certify they have spent $10 a day 
when they only spent a dollar and a half. That is the whole 
contention on this subject, as the Recorp will show, and this re- 
port; but the way my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] read the 
Recorp the judgment of these Senators was exactly the other 
way. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have the whole of 
this Allen-Allison-Gray-Chandler debate printed in the REC- 
orp to-morrow, so we can all read it. I do not want to do any- 
body an injustice in any way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to have the debate in the Senate to which he re- 
fers printed in the Recorp as part of his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to a fact which came to my knowl the other day, 
and it is to the effect that under this law, or laws s to this which 
have been passed where Congress allows com tion to judges who 
hold courts outside of their particular cts, and especially the 
United States appelate judges, that in all instances they certify to 
$10 a day, regardless of the actual expenses to which they are put. 
The evident policy of the law was to cover the actual expenses of the 
judges at hotels and for traveling expenses not to exceed foal gd day. 

I have information from a source that I am not ma dis- 
close that in many instances where the legitimate = 
Dills are not to exceed three or four dollars a day, where a judge has 
gone to a city and stayed there perhaps for a month or two months—— 
Wotcorr. We can not hear the Senator. . 


bills, remaining there for a month, or, 
cases, or for several months at least, uniformly 
day, which is the full maximum allowed by the law. I call the attention 
of the Senator from fowa to this fact, so that this bill may be amended 
and the law not be abused by the very officer whose duty it is, above 
all others, to see that the law Is observed. This bill provides: 

“That no such person shall be employed Goring vacation; of reason- 
able expenses for travel and attendance of district ges directed to 
hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, 


to be paid on written certificates of the Jalg z i NS 
when wou. 
and it ne be perfectly 


There is a maximum fixed. There ma 
required to cover the expenses of the ju 
proper for him to draw that sum and fy to it: but I submit that 
it is Improper and in violation of the spirit, if not of the language, of 
the statute that the judge, 5 he has the power to certify. 
will be enabled to take from the asury of the United States $10 for 
every day to cover his expenses when his actual expenses do not exceed 
four or five dollars a day. 

It may be a small item; probably it is a small item, but it is not 
small in so far as it develops a disposition upon the part of high judi- 
cial officers of the country to violate the spirit of a law which they 
themselves are engaged in enforcing against criminals and other viola- 
tors of the law. -` 

orn ee Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to intfr- 
ru m 

r. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The provision is that the judge shall be paia his 
reasonable nses for travel and attendance, not to exceed $10 a day. 
The judge of a United States- court has to certify that that is an 
expense ; that that is what he has paid out. Does the Senator mean 
to say that there is a judge anywhere in the United States holding 
court in that way who, if his expenses were $7 or $8 or $5 a day. 
would certify that they were $10 in order to get the additiona! money? 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert, according to my information, and I 
look upon it as reliable, and I think inquiry at the Department of Jus- 


tice would disclose the fact, that there are Federal jud in the United 
States—there is where they belong—who uniform! n to 810. 
They take the maximum under a eertificate covering their 


it—district judges holding, for instance, courts of 275 


fi & district judge on, 
Mr. ALLEN. It can be done in almost every city and town in this 


Mr. CHANDLER. Would the Senator be wi 


c 


„ if he were counsel, to 


m big enough to take the Senator in to make his call. I 
think the Senator, who I know is for economy in public affairs, 
as I am, is disposed to be mean and to cut down the judges under such 
conditions. I certainly do not think the Senator means fo say that 
there is a single judge in the United States who would make a false 


certificate for 3 s papan 

Mr. ALLEN. I had a decent-sized room and a very small-sized 
closet, I could take care of the Senator from New Hampshire and myself, 
There would be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska will observe that the only 
object of this provision is to ee the district judges upon an equality 


with circuit as expenses. 
observe that they are put upon an equality. 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; 
What I am contending for, and what I hope the honorable Senator from 
not be permitted to violate 


Iowa will remedy, is that these men 
the law themselves. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that any district judge or cir- 
cuit judge is likely to violate the law by making a false certificate? 
The ter must remember that this includes all traveling expenses as 
well as expenses while at the piace of holding court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not pes me in the atti- 
8 o3 apg 2 the charge that all Federal judges violate the law, for I 

o not make 
Bras ALLISON. I certainly would not put the Senator in any such 
a e. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say some of them do, according to information. A 
judge is a human He is no more of a man after he becomes a 
judge than he was at the time he became a judge. If he had frailties 
at that time, he carries them to the bench with him. 

The proposed statute fixes the maximum in these words: 

“Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges 
directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per 
day each, to be on written certificates of the judges.” 

Phat carries the implication, which is as clear as language can make 
it, 220 he shali not receive $10 a day unles his actual expenses amount 

0 a 2 
Mr. Gray. His reasonable expenses. 
A . His reasonable expenses. Reasonable expenses include 
hotel bill and railroad fare. I do not suppose it includes the purchase 
vf a new suit of clothes or a box of cigars, but the reasonable, ordinary 
nses of travel, including hotel bills. 

„ in answer to the honorable Senator from New Ha fre [Mr. 
Chandler] I wish to state that so far as my section of the country 
is concerned any district judge, or any other judge, for that matter 
= 3 who wants to be entertained with reasonable liberality 

ve clean and decent, commodious quarters—can sustain himself 
at the best class of hotels, with the best class of food and the best class 
of service, for not to exceed $2.50 a day. There is no hotel where he 
will be charged more than that, and he ought to be compelled to take 
that amount, because it is enough for any decent, respectable man. 

P r the circumstances, should the judges be permitted to cer- 
tify—a mere formality—that their expenses have been $10 a day? I 
regret very much to feel it my duty to call attention to this matter. It 
would be much more pleasant to me, especially in view of the fact that 
I am in trouble here the time with Democrats and Republicans and 
skirmishing between lines, trying to establish the Populist party as the 
e party of this country, to let the matter pass over and say 
nothing more about it. I may sometimes feel the weight of the remarks 
I am making when I 12 Into one of the Federal courts to try a cause. 
At least if the judge should be against me I should have some suspicion 
that by 1 had said here I had incurred his enmity, es; ly 
if the honorable Senator from Iowa concludes to accept my position as 
right, that the certificate should state that the actual ses covered 
braaa Peck re were incurred and paid by the judge. I hope that 
W one. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of the provision, as I stated a while ago to 
the Senator from Nebraska, is to equalize the judges when they travel 
outside of their circuits or districts to hold court. If there are abuses 
of the provision as ts circuit judges (there can not be abuses with 
respect to district judges), if the circuit judges are in the habit of cer- 
tifying to more than they t to certify to, it would be wiser and 
better to allow the established, and then let the Judiciary 
Committee of this e cognizance of the whole question, and make 
such modification of the statute of 1891 as will eure the defect or the 
evil which seems to be in the mind of the Senator from Nebraska. I 
hope that will be satisfactory to the Senator, and that he will allow 
the amendment to go in without objecting to It. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa the propriety of in- 
8 after the word “judges,” in line 21, on page 111, the words 
“which said certificate shall in all cases contain a statement that the 

mses therein certified have actually been incurred or paid.” 

r. ALLISON. I think on reflection the Senator from Nebraska will 
not care to have that amendment inserted in the bill. It is an imputa- 
tion upon the good faith of the judges, and I should greatly prefer that 
the Senator would not press the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not myself look spa it as an impntation at all. I 

yery much to disagree with the chairman of tħe Committee on 
Appropriations, for which ition I have high respect, but there is 
altogether too much of a d tion to take money from this Govern- 
ment upon the thought that the man who occupies the position holds a 
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yery high official position, and therefore it would be wrong to impugn 


either his motives or his purpose. I do not 1 1 this as an imputa- 
tion upon the character of the ju I do not think any honest, con- 
scientious man can object to it. am speaking now of the judges. I 
do not think any clear-minded man can object to it. It does not re- 
quire the specification or itemizing of his nat ag or anything of the 
kind, It simply requires that he shall state the certificates that the 
amount has actually been incurred or paid by him. What can there be 
wrong about that? I do not see wherein it is wrong. Wherever a man 
draws mileage he is required to certify under oath what he has paid. 
Marshals are required to certify and so are bailiffs, and the fact that 
one is a judicial officer and the other an executive officer, it occurs to 
me, should make no difference. 

The disposition which has been fallen into in our 8 and 
especially in certain branches, that some man is to be offended by legis- 
lation, and therefore the disposition to trust too much to his sense of 
honor rather than to trust it to statute, has brought about much of the 
extravagance in this country. Take, for instance, the case which the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Chandler} spoke of a 
moment ago. Here we have in every Federal court in the United States 
23 jurymen summoned at every term of court. We could very well dis- 
pense with 7 of them and come within the common-law rule as to the 
grand jury. The grand jury, according to common law, can not be less 

an 16 nor more than 23, so that 12 shall always constitute a major- 
ity. What objection is there or what objection has there been in the 
last twenty-five or thirty years to cutting off 7 of those d jurymen 
at each term of court? They are as worthless as the fifth wheel to a 
wagon and are a great source of expense. Senators talk about expenses 
increasing constantly, and they are pegged the great detriment of 
the debt-ridden and debt-burdened people. y not take hold of this 
matter at a sensible and reasonable point and cut off expense? If we 
keep up the work of paring off a little here and a little there, where the 
expense is useless, in the course of time the expenditures will be brought 
down to a reasonable sum, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that I will agree, so far as I 
am concerned, to accept his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not only yield at this time, as I 
feel he ought to do, but that he will not be in a yielding mood in the 


committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is rather anticipating what may be done here- 
after, I suggest to the Senator. T always insist upon every amendment 
which the ate insists upon. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the honorable Senator's pardon for the remark, 
but I have been the victim, four or five times, of conference commit- 
tees, and a burnt child always takes warning. 
as move, then, to insert after the word“ cs, Hae in line 21, page 111, 


e words: 
“Which said certificate shall state in all eases that the judge has 
actually incurred or paid the expense therein stated.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 15895) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cuttom, Mr. WAR- 
REN, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4075. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

S. 2913. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
F. Givin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 535. An act for the relief of Charles R. Hooper—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5815. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McKim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5712. An act granting an increase of pension to Sally Dick- 
inson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5705. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Faunt Le Roy 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5678. An act granting a pension to Margaret McKee Pent- 
land, formerly Margaret McKee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

S. 5540. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5509. An act granting an increase of pension to Susie C. G. 
Seabury—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4660. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie B. 
Newton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6116. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Sams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6268. An act granting an increase of pension to Adria M. 
S. Moale—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence O. 
Whitman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5856. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
V. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 1513. An act for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Saulpaw ; 

H. R. 15810. An act to authorize Caldwell Parish, La., to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ouachita River; 

H. R. 6351. An act to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as 
hospital steward, etc. ; 

H. R. 15981. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Pearl and Leaf Rivers Railroad Company to bridge 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi;” and 

H. R. 15606. An act to authorize the county of Itawamba, in 
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the 'Tom- 
5 5 River, near the town of Fulton, in the said county and 

e, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of so much of the 
estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury as refers to the 
boundary between Alaska and Canada and the boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Escu was granted leave of ab- 
sence, for ten days, on account of important business, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. AIKEN was allowed to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers 
in the case of M. C. Dickson, Fifty-eighth Congress, third ses- 
sion, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: : 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the House, a statement of facts relative 
to the dismissal of James C. Keller, Frank Cunningham, Warren 
Tumber, and H. W. Aldrich—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a de- 
tailed statement of the expenditures of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
Printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the completion of the new 
legation building at Peking, China—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for furnishing the legation building 
at Peking, China—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Connecticut 
River between Hartford and Holyoke—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 
5798) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge across 


the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3588); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17297) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. Prosser, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3543) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11114) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William D. Leek, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3544); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17452) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Franklin Savage, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3545); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. : 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15043) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James R. Ferson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3546); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12349) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas D. Horner, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3547) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph S. Thompson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3548); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. > 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16501) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Jaggers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3549); which 
said bill and report were referred to-the Private Calendar. 

Mr, FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16177) granting 
an increase of pension to Chauncey L. Guilford, reported the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3550); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17272) granting 
an increase of pension to Chauncey L. Guilford, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3551); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17084) granting 
an increase of pension to Alonzo P. Spooner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3552): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16932) granting 
à pension to Louisa E. Cummings, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3553); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16364) granting 
an increase of pension to Gustav Tafel, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3554); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17147) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. Gossett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3555); which 
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16551) granting 
an increase of pension to William Morris, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3556) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15861) granting 


an increase of pension to Charles O. Lapham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3557); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16731) 
granting an increase of pension to W. W. Hicks, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3558); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16472) grant- 
ing a pension to Frances A. McQuiston, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3559); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15751) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Aglae Bache, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3560); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16687) 
granting an increase of pension to M. Helen Orchard, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3561) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17244) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Winemiller, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3562); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15616) grant- 
ing a pension to C. C. Krepps, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3563); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16574) 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard C. Davis, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3564) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16968) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Ladd, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report. (No. 3565); which 
said bill and report was referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17443) 
granting an increase of pension to Oscar Hinkley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3566) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15950) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward J. Lewis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3567) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16215) granting an increase of pension 
to Fitz Allen Gourley, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3568); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16684) granting 
an increase of pension to Lena Loeser, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3509); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17290) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Grove, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3570); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17161) granting 
a pension to C. J. Walton, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3571) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17164) granting 
a pension to Solomon Carpenter, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3572) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1551) to in- 
crease the pension of Edward S. Clithero, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3573) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3080) granting a pension to David P. 
Foster, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3574); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHBAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3239) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Ford, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3575) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4461) granting 
an increase of pension to Fredrick Baker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3576); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11501) granting 
a pension to Sarah S. Mulcahay, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3577) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15293) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. Davis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3578); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14108) 
granting an increase of pension to Timothy L. Taylor, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3579); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15252) 
granting an increase of pension to Maria Edmundson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3580) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16573) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Wiggins, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3581) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15960) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David N. Lee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3582); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16920) 
granting an increase of pension to Stilwell Truax, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3583) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15919) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Fike, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3584); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16105) 
granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. Allen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3585) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14909) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert E. Barnes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3586) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6607) granting 
an increase of pension to John Blair, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3587); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17759) granting an increase of pension to 
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Thomas P. Stephens—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17762) to correct the record of discharge of Capt. 
Amos Dahuff—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 17777) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Drinkard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Agnes W. Hills and Sarah 
J. Hills—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 16864) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Tuley—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17638) granting a pension to Andrew Barr— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17757) to increase the rank of William Edwin 
Taylor, United States Navy, retired—Committee on Military 
reg discharged, and referred to the Committee on Nayal Af- 

airs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17780) to regulate the 
practice of dentistry or dental surgery in the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 17781) to supplement and amend 
the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 17782) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of a fish-cultural and biological station on the west 
shore of Lake Michigan, or east shore of Green Bay, in the State 
of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17788) to establish a 
court of transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 17784) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Van 
Buren, Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17785) to 
increase the efficiency of the United States Navy by building 
cruisers and torpedo boats after the design of Richard B. Pain- 
ton—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17786) to em- 
power the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix transporta- 
tion rates in certain contingencies—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17787) to 
grant to the public school board of Hot Springs, Ark., the right 
to use and occupy block 114 of said city as a site for a school 
building—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 17788) extending the time 
of homestead entry in the irrigable portions of Sioux, Cheyenne, 
and Scotts Bluff counties, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 17789) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize W. Denny & Co. to bridge Dog River, 


in the State of Mississippi“ —to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 17790) granting a pension to 
Martha L. H. Spurgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 17791) granting an increase 
of pension to John D. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17792) granting a pension to William H. 
Wiseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17793) for the relief 
of Mrs. R. E. Miller—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 17794) for the relief of 
the estate of Louis C. De Blanc, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17795) for the relief of the heirs of Jean 
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Delille, deceased, and Amelia Olivier, deceased, late of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17796) for the relief of the estate of Ed- 
ward Sigur, deceased, late of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17797) for the relief of Jean Baptiste 
Cheppert, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17798) for the relief of Sylvester Cheva- 
lier, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17799) for the relief of Julien Semere, of 
St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17800) for the relief of the estate of Hiram 
Anderson, deceased, late of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 17801) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Ann Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17802) granting a pen- 
sion to Delos Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17803) granting a pension to Henry Gil- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17804) granting a pension to Francis W. 
Edgerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 17805) granting an increase of 
pension to Ferdinand David—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 17806) to correct the record 
and to remove the charge of desertion standing against Thomas 
J. Shapshire—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 17807) for the relief of the 
heirs of Richard Reynolds, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 17808) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Delaney—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17809) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ostermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 17810) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cyrus Van Cott—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 17811) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John G. Penrose—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17812) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel D. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17813) granting a pension 
to Samuel J. Langdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 17814) granting an increase 
of pension to John Carmical—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17815) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bethurum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 17816) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward J. Mills—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 17817) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sion B. Glazner—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17818) granting an increase of pension to 
Thornton L. Stigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17819) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 17820) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel B. Spinning—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17821) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant an honorable discharge to Mathew Logan, late a member 
of Battery H, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 17822) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles R. Korn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17823) granting an increase of pension to 
William Menke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17824) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Oatman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 17825) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christian Reister—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 17826) granting a pension 
to James H. Rainey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 17827) granting an increase 


of pension to Logan Dunbar—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 17828) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Haney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17829) to correct the military record of 
James Donoyan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 17830) for the relief of the 
Richmond Locomotive Works, successor of the Richmond Loco- 
motive and Machine Works—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17831) granting an 
increase of pension to Helen S. Wright—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17832) granting 
an increase of pension to Malinda Peak—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17833) for the relief of the estate of W. G. 
Hoge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17834) for the relief of the estate of George 
P. Carmichael, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17835) 
15 the relief of H. S. Hawkins to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17836) for the relief of J. Ford Kent to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 17837) for the relief of the 
estate of J. J. Brison, deceased, late, of Wayne County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17838) for the relief of Ev- 
erett Wroe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 17839) for the relief of Alonzo 
a nee of Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17840) for the relief of Floriment Izard, of 
Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17841) for the relief of the estate of George 
Neck, sr., deceased, late of Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17842) for the relief of the estate of Emile 


Lambert, deceased, late of Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17843) for the relief of the estate of Jean 
Marie Tatin, deceased, late of Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17844) for 
the relief of the estate of Martha Keller, deceased, late of Bast 
Carroll Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 17845) for the relief of the 
vestry of the Episcopal Church of The Plains, Fauquier County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17846) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Washington—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17847) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 17848) granting a pension to 
Alice E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 17849) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Freeman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17850) to cor- 
rect the military record of Jacob M. Hames—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17851) for the relief of Dr. Rudolph Schiff- 
man—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17852) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas S. Coley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17858) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIC AT: A bill (H. R. 17854) granting an increase 
of pension to Ebenezer Gill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 17855) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nancy W. Holmes—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17856) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17857) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Butler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 17858) for the relief of 
5 D. W. Blamer, United States Navy-to the Committee on 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17859) granting a pension to 
James W. Ralls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of citizens of Reading, Mass., favor- 
ing a constitutional amendment against polygamy in the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BADGER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
David Bowen, of Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of John S. Gill, 
of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Mrs. R. E. Miller—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of estate of Edward Sigur, of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Jean Baptiste 
Cheppert, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Sylvester Cheva- 
lier, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Julien Semere, of 
St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of Hiram Anderson, 
of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Louis C. 
De Beane, of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of heirs of Jean 
Delille, deceased, and Amelia Olivier, deceased, of Iberia Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of South Dakota, 
against bill H. R. 7874—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. g 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
‘Allen L. Penny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Edw. R. Penny 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Delos Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Henry Gilham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of inquiry relative to military record of 
Francis W. Edgerly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Petition of the Ohio State Board of 
Commerce, favoring international arbitration—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Francis Ankeny et al., favoring bill H. R. 
18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the executive commitiee of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Hampshire, 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors on Government prem- 
ises—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Lee W. Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Arabella M. Marks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 537, Patriotie Order 
Sons of America, of Curweusville, Pa., favoring more stringent 
laws relative to immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 455, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Brisbin, Pa., favoring a law restricting im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the Grand Camp of the Arc- 
tic Brotherhood, asking legislation giving Alaska adequate rep- 
resentation in Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Receivers and Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation of Cincinnati, Ohio, fayoring Government regulation of 
freight rates and abolition of rebates—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Russell C. Paris, favoring bill H. R. 3586—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Burson Knitting Company, of Rockford, III., 
favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of L. E. West, of Rock Island, III., favoring 
regulation of freight rates by the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Heating Company, of Rockford, 
III., favoring giving greater power to the Interstate Commerce 


Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Thomas M. Durking, favoring bill H. R. 
15770, increasing the pension of the widow of Gen. Thomas 
Francis Meagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bradt & Shipman, of Dekalb, III., favoring 
appropriations for good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Millers’ National Federation of Chicago, 
1 the Loyering bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Stephen Long, for estate of 
Nicholas H. Long, asking reference of claim to Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James R. Moore, of Knox County, Tenn., ask- 
ing reference of his claim to Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry J. Kinsel, of Knox County, Tenn., ask- 
ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James R. Moore, praying reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Azle, Tex., for an international peace congress—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles R. Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William 
Menke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William H. 
Oatman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of State Legislative Board of the 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen of Illinois, indorsing bill 
H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Moline Business Men's Association, favor- 
ing the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, favoring international arbitration—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Weirnersville Council, No. 99, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Agricultural and Horticultural Society of 
Berks County, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Ry Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, asking construction of an additional tug for the reve- 
nue service at San Francisco—to the Committee on. Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of Bay State Lodge, No. 88, Broth- 
erhood of Railway Trainmen, of Worcester, Mass., indorsing bill 
H. R. 7041—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 3 5 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 17682, for 
relief of William Ross Hartshorne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ' 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of David C. Hammill, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 13833, for relief of F. A. 
De Georgis—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Malinda Peak—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Seattle Chamber of Com- 
merce, asking the usual 4 per cent differential in next naval ap- 
propriation bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of A. A. Ezell, of Giles County, 
Tenn., asking for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief, asking reference of 
claim to Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of estate of J. J. 
Brison, of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Andrew L. Grimes, of Wayne County, Tenn., 
asking reference of his claim to Court ef Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill 
for relief of estate of Martha Keller, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


1905. 


By Mr. REEDER: Petition of G. B. McBurney et al., favor- 
ing acknowledgment of the authority of Christ and of the law of 
God in the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of ves- 
try of Episcopal Church of The Plains, Fauquier County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Calims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Washington teachers, ask- 
ing for increase of salaries—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Colorado beet-sugar manufacturers, 
against reduction of duties on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. J 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Red Jacket Lodge, No. 88, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Buffalo, N. X., favoring bill 
H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. J. Marlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for increase of pension for 
James T. Burter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Nancy W. 
Holmes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Roth- 
mel, Pa., favoring more stringent laws relative to immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Reynoldsyille, Pa., for more strin- 
gent laws governing immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Alice 
E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, favoring 
international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Fargo, N. Dak., indorsing the bill providing for a tariff com- 
mission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of William Hall, favoring bill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of the Brotherhood of Railway 
Trainmen, indorsing bill H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Bellville Grange, No. 331, 
of Michigan, against repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of the business men of Bir- 
mingham, Ala., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Silt Brothers Company 
et al., favoring bill H. R. 13778—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 641, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Pottstown, Pa., for restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEBBER: Petition of the Epworth League of the 
First Methodist Church of Oberlin, Ohio, against the passage of 
the bill to restore the sale of beer or other intoxicants in army 
canteen—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of the board of directors of the 
Receivers and Shippers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, favor- 
ing granting of more power to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Colorado beet-sugar manufacturers, 
against any reduction of duty on sugar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr WILEY of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Montgom- 
ery, Ala., advocating the ratification of all arbitration treaties 
pending in the Senate of the United States—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Andalusia, Covington County, 
Ala., advocating the ratification of all arbitration treaties pend- 
ing in the Senate of the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas S. Coley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2465, for 
the relief of Mary A. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Austin C. 
Hemphill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. L. Mills and others, of Marengo, 
Crawford County, Ind., favoring exelusion of intoxicating 
liquors in Indian Territory—to the Committee op Alcoholic 
Liquor Traflic. 
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SENATE: 


Tvuespay, January 17, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwanb E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Loner, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. ` 


CLERK HIRE AT THIRD-CLASS POST-OFFICES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the method of application of the sum appropriated for 
clerk hire at post-offices of the third class, and all of the cir- 
cumstances under which the sum appropriated, $700,000, has 
been disbursed; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Petersburg, W. Va., v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy | 
of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fox Hill, 
Va., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C, R. 
McKEnney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the concurrent resolution of the Senate relative to the 
counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States at a meeting of the two Houses of 
Congress on February 8, 1905, at 1 o'clock p. m. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) authorizing and directing the 
Director of the Census to correct and publish additional statis- 
tles relating to cotton; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legisla- 
ture of California, relative to the levying of a minimum tax 
upon the grape brandy now used in the fortification of sweet 
wines manufactured within the United States, etc. I ask that 
the joint resolution be read and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


[Telegram. ] 


CAPITOL, SACRAMENTO, CAL., 

January 16, 1905. 
Senator GEORGE C. PERKINS, f 
Washington, D. C.: 


. joint resolution No. 1, relative to levying a tax on grape 
randy : 
Whereas Commissioner Yerkes, of the internal-revenue service of 
the United States, in his annual > ges to the Congress of the United 
tates, recommends the levying of a minimum tax upon the grape 
brandy now used in the fortification of sweet wines manufactured 
within the United States, amounting to 25 cents per proar gallon ; and 
Whereas undeniabie proof has been presented to this body that such 
tax is exorbitant, unjust, and that, in efect, it would absolutely destroy 
that part of the viticultural interests of this State; and 
Whereas California is the largest grape-growing State in the Union, 
and the largest producer of sweet wines manufactured within the 
United States; an 
Whereas the viticultural interests, both growers and manufacturers, 
in all parts of the State, have unanimously oe against any meas- 
ure being enacted into law by the National Congress providing for such 
tax: Therefore, be it s 
Resolved, That the senate and the assembly jointly uests the Sen- 
ators of the State of California, and hereby requests t 
tives of the State of California in the National Congress at Washing- 
ton, to energetically and unalterably oppose the ena ent into law of 
such an act, or of any act having any such tendency ; be it 
Resolved, That the secretary of the senate is hereby directed to tele- 
graph the substance of these resolutions to each Senator and Represent- 
ative of the State of California in Washington; and be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to send by 
mail, fortwith, certified copies of this resolution to each of our Sena- 


tors and Representatives in Washington. 
And I do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
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of senate joint resolution No. 1,.as adopted by the senate and assembly 
of the State of California. 
Lewis A. HLnonx, 


Secretary of Senate. 


Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted at the Chamber 
of Commerce of Boston by a public meeting of business men of 
Massachusetts, favoring the ratification of international arbi- 
tration treaties. I ask that the resolutions be printed in the 
Record. They are very brief. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolutions adopted at the Boston Chamber of Commerce by a public 
meeting of business men of Massachusetts. 


Whereas it is of the greatest importance to the business interests of 
the country that the settlement of all national differences should be 
accomplished by arbitration through an impartial rather than 
by appeal to force; and 

ereas this method of settling international 4 5 0 is in accord 
with the sentiments of a Christian civilization and high moral and 
humane precepts that should govern nations; and 

Whereas a world court at The Hague has been established by the 
civilized nations of the world for the purpose of securing justice and 
adjusting all controversies that may arise, thus to avoid the horrors 
and the barbarities of war; and 

Whereas the United States had the honor of o 
court and has been foremost in referring causes of 
ful settlement by arbitration; and 

Whereas arbitration treaties have been negotiated between the United 
States and other nations, providing for arbitration of disputes: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, By this mecting of business men of this Commonwealth, 
held under the auspices of this International Arbitration Committee of 
Massachusetts, that we are heartily in favor of the ratification of 
these treaties as soon as practicable, and we earnestl uest our 

resentatives in the United States Senate to exert th influence in 

alf of said treaties and of their prompt consideration and approval 
by the Senate; and it is further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President 
of the United States, the Secretary of State, to the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and to the Senators from this State. 


Boston, MAss., January 10, 1905. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Spokane, Wash., praying for the ratification of inter- 
national arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Spokane, Wash., praying for the adoption of an amendment 
in the naval appropriation bill providing for a 4 per cent differ- 
ential in favor of Pacific coast shipbuilders; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Pro- 
tective Association of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Students’ Literary Club 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Huntington, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented the petition of Angie B. Grout and 
sundry other citizens of Atlantic, Iowa, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of H. B. Mahan and sundry 
other citizens of Guthrie County, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted 
to statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ 
Association, of Sac County; of the Commercial Club of Council 
Bluffs, and of sundry shippers and stock raisers of Greene 
County, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. . 

He also presented petitions of Confidence Lodge, No. 102, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Des Moines; of Fraser 
Division, No. 131, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Sanborn, and of Ne Plus Ultra Lodge, No. 12, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Ottumwa, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called“ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


ning The Hague 
ute to a peace- 


Mr. BACON presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Greene County, Ga., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “statehood bill;“ which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Killington Lodge, No. 
297, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Rutland, Vt. pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Melrose, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors, and also for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection of Indians against the liquor 
traffic in the new States to be formed; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Council of 
Civic Center, of Washington, D. C., and a petition of the Wash- 
ington Branch of the Association of Collegiate Alumnæ, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for compulsory education in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Brightwood Park Citi- 
zens’ Association of the District of Columbia, remonstrating 
against the attitude of Congress in the matter of not making ap- 
propriations for necessary current expenses of the District of 
Columbia, and praying for the passage of the so-called“ Com- 
missioners’ railroad bill; ” which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 537, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Concord, N. H., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Legislative 
League of New York City, praying for the passage of the so- 
called“ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 


AFFAIRS IN KONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have two memorials to pre- 
sent relating to a subject which was brought before the Senate 
at the last session of Congress. The character of the memorials 
is presented in a brief letter, which was written to me, and I 
ask that it may be read, so that the Senate may be informed as’ 
to the memorials. 

There being no objection, the Secretary read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Monday, January 16, 1905. 
Senator Jonx T. MORGAN, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mx Dran Sin: Since the presentation to the Senate of the memorial 
of the conference representing American organizations conducting mis- 
sionary and philanthropic work in the Independent State of the Kongo, 
on the 19th day of April, 1904, additional information has been re- 
ceived in relation to the conditions affecting the well-being of the peo- 
ple of that State. By request of representatives of that conference, I 
send to you the inclosed papers A, in which this information is in 
part presented. The facts refer to in these papers are supple- 
mentary to and in support of the memorial, and are stated upon the 
authority of men whom the conference believes to. be thoroughly in- 
formed and worthy of confidence. They relate to events of recent oc- 
currence in the Kongo State, for the most part subsequent to those 
referred to in the memorial. 

I send also certain papers pes in ny hands for transmission to you 
by the Kongo Reform j PES pala his association, having a con- 
stituency throughout the country, has its headquarters and a local 
committee of conference in Boston, Mass. It has also a general com- 
mittee of 150 gentlemen, representing all sections of the country. 

The enci per “ B,“ bearing the imprint of the Kongo Reform 
Association, is signed by the president and secretary of the conference 
of societies presenting the original memorial. It presents a brief, for- 
mulating the views of that conference with respect to existing condi- 
tions in the Independent State of the Kongo, the rights of its people 
under the laws of nations and under treaties entered into by that 
State, and a statement of the grounds upon which the conference be- 
lieves it to be the duty of the United States to promote an investiga- 
tion of the existing conditions. This brief is accompanied by support- 
ing citations from State papers and other sources. It is asked that 
= will present this paper to the Senate, with the request that it shall 

referred to the appropriate committee. 

The other papers which I herewith transmit are two independent 
memorials, one of which is signed by citizens of many sections of the 
United States; the other, by a committee of nine, representing citizens 
of the United States residing in New York City. These memorials I 
he a ie send you, with the request that you will submit them to 

e na 

I have the honor to request that you will present these several 
papers to the Senate of the United States and request such action 
thereon as that honorable body may consider just and proper. 

With great respect, 
THOMAS S. BARBOUR, 


For the Conference of Missionary Societies and the, 
Local Committee of Conference of the Kongo Reform Association. 
Mr. MORGAN. I now present the two memorials mentioned 
by Doctor Barbour, with the accompanying exhibits, papers 
bad id and “ B.” 
The first is a memorial signed by citizens of many sections 


1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 957 


of the United States, and the second is a memorial signed by a 
committee of nine, representing citizens of the United States 
residing in New York City. 

I ask that the memorials and accompanying papers be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the memorials and accompanying 
papers were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14623) to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of 
civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses,” and to amend an act approved March 8, 1902, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Is- 
lands, and for other purposes,” and to amend an act approved 
March 2, 1903, entitled An act to establish a standard of value 
and to provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Islands,“ 
and to provide for the more efficient administration of civil gov- 
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, hay- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2 and 3, and agree to the same 
with amendments. 

Amendment numbered 2, section 3, page 4, line 4, after the 
word “ legislation,” insert the words “to be approved by th 
President of the United States.” : 

Page 4, line 14, change colon to a period and strike out the 
words “Provided further, That no such municipality shall exer- 
cise the power to issue such bonds without the prior approval 
of the President.” 

Amendment numbered 3, section 4, page 6, line 15, strike out 
the words “chief executive” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words governor-general.” 

Page 7, after line 10, insert the following: “Fourth. That 
after the construction and equipment of said railroad in accord- 
ance with the foregoing provisions and all others of the contract 
of guaranty the railroad shall apply its gross earnings as fol- 
lows: First, to the necessary operating expenses, including rea- 
sonable expenses of the corporation; second, to the necessary 
and ordinary repairs of said railroad and its equipment; third, 
to such betterments and extraordinary repairs of said railroad 
or equipment as may be first by the governor-general of the 
islands, in writing, expressly consented to; fourth, to the pay- 
ment of the interest on the bonds, the interest on which to any 
extent shall have been guaranteed by the Philippine govern- 
ment under this section; fifth, to the repayment to the Philip- 
pine government of any moneys paid to it under said contract 
of guaranty, and, sixth, to the payment of dividends on stock 
or for any other lawful purpose.” i 

Page 7, line 13, strike out the word “same” and insert 
lieu thereof the words “ said contract of guaranty.” 

In the same line strike out the words “ signed and deliyered ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ executed.” f 

Page 8, strike out line 11 and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ said government.” 

Page 8, line 20, after the word “ the,” insert the word “ Phil- 
ippine ” and strike out the words“ have the power to.” 

Page 9, after line 2, insert the following: “ The supreme court 
of the Philippine Islands shall have original and exclusive jur- 
isdiction in all actions, proceedings, or suits at law or in equity 
brought by the Philippine government against any person or 
corporation involving the construction of this section or any 
right existing under, duty enjoined, or act prohibited by said 
section or any contract made in pursuance thereof; and juris- 
diction is hereby vested in the supreme court to make such 
order, to enter such judgment or decree, and to take such pro- 
ceedings in enforcement thereof as may be proper. During the 
vacations of said court the chief justice or any judge thereof 
shall have all the power to grant restraining orders, orders of 
injunction, to appoint receivers, or to do any other act under au- 
thority herein granted that a judge of a court of general juris- 
diction may do in the vacation of court.” 

Page 9, line 6, after the word “ purposes,” insert the words 
“approved July 1, 1902, so far as the same is not in conflict with 
the provisions of this section.” 

Same line, after the word “ corporations,” insert the words 
“the interest upon.” 


Page 9, line 7, after the word “ bon 
any part thereof.” 


insert the words “or 


Hesry CABOT LODGE, 

EUGENE HALE, 

C. A. CULBERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

HENRY ALLEN COOPER, 

J. A. TAWNEY, 

E. D. CRUMPACKER, 

W. C. JONES, 

JohN W. MADDOX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. TELLER. I tried to follow the report as the Secretary 
read it, but it was impossible to do so. I ask that it may be 
printed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the report can be very simply 
stated. It sounds much more complicated than it is. 

All the amendments made to the Senate amendments and 
agreed to by the Senate conferees are verbal amendments with 
two exceptions. The House conferees offered two amendments 
to the Senate amendment relating to railroads, which were sub- 
stantial amendments and which were agreed to by the Senate 
conferees. One of them regulates the distribution of earnings 
and profits, when there shall be any. The other provides that the 
government in all suits arising out of contracts with railroads 
or involving them in any way shall be cognizable by the supreme 
court of the islands. The purpose of that amendment is simply 
to put it before the supreme court and remove it from the courts 
of first instance. 

The Senate conferees did not suppose there would be the 
slightest objection to either amendment. The first amendment 
of the House makes the Senate amendment more restrictive than 
when it left the Senate. The other is merely a provision for 
bringing the cases before the supreme court directly. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that anyway the best course to 
pursue is to have the report printed. I do not suppose the Sena- 
tor expects to take it up now. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to having it printed, of 
course, if the Senator desires it. I suppose if it is printed in 
the Recor it will answer the purpose the Senator desires. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose printing it in the Recorp will an- 
swer the purpose. We can, of course, see it in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will appear in the 
RECORD. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6490) to exclude from the Yosemite 
National Park, California, certain lands therein described, and 
to attach and include the said lands in the Sierra Forest Re- 
serve, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6450) to amend an act entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company 
to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the City of Yankton, 
85 Dak.,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. ` 


INDEX OF CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS RELATING TO FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ? 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 3 
That there be printed and bound in cloth, at the Government Printing 
Office, 1,000 copies of an Index of Con, ional Documents rela’ 
to Foreign Aff. repared under the direction of Mr. John L. Cad- 
walader, Assistant tary of State, from July, 1874, to March, 1877 
and offered to the rtment of State to be placed at the disposal of 
the Government for the pu of publication, of which 300 shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 600 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 100 for the Department of State. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6675) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Halsey S. Curry; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6676) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert S. Hopson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER (for Mr. Quarters) introduced a bill (S. 6677) 
further to define the duties and powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 6678) for the relief of 
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Aimee H. Keller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6679) to define the 
term “ registered nurse,” and to provide for the registration of 
nurses in the District of Columbia; which.was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6680) to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to regulate the business of 
employment agents and employment agencies; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 6681) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Kiser; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6682) granting an increase of pension to Jesse D. 


ve; 

A bill (S. 6683) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bisser (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6684) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
H. H. Jennings. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6685) granting an increase 
of pension to Ferdinand Hercher; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6686) for the relief of the heirs 
of Edmund H. Chambers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6687) granting a 
pension to Mary P. Docker, guardian of minor of Guy Docker; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 6688) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Abercrombie (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6689) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
Robert Bratton (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A. Mounts (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6691) granting an increase of pension to Williain 
A. Routh (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PETTUS (for Mr. Morean) introduced a bill S. 6692) for 
the relief of the Mobile Dock Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (for Mr. Morcan) introduced a bill (S. 6693) for the 
relief of Sarah A. Delashmutt, formerly Sarah Drury; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. . 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6694) for the relief of 
Samuel H. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6695) granting an increase of 
pension to William E. Anderson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I introduce a bill relating to the 
extradition of fugitives from justice from the Philippine Islands. 
It was sent to me with the idea that it might be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, but I think it should be referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

The bill (S. 6696) extending to the Philippine Islands, so far 
as applicable, certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to 
the extradition of fugitives from justice was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 6697) for the relief of Lucy 
L. Bane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6698) granting an increase of 
pension to Charlotte Johnson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 6699) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Moses Frost; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. CLAY and Mr. DOLLIVER submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 
14749) to enable the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Ter- 
ritory to form a constitution and State government and be ad- 


mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; and to enable the people of New Mexico and of Arizona 
to form a constitution and State government and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment authoriz- 
ing the purchase, at the rate of 5 cents per square foot, of all 
the property lying between the Government Hospital for the 
Insane and the rayine west of Congress Heights School, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $300,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to analyze 
food and drinks transported into any State or Territory of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Postmaster- 
General, when, by reason of unusual conditions, it would be for 
the good of the service, to make such additional allowances for 
rent, heat, light, and clerk hire as in his judgment the exigency 
demands, intended to be proposed by him to the post-office appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment authorizing the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department to reopen and restate 
the accounts of the clerks of the United States district courts 
for the Indian Territory from May 31, 1900, to March 3, 1901, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRAKES ON NARROW-GAUGE RAILWAYS. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yesterday, when the Calendar under Rule 
VIII was under consideration, Senate bill 4403 was reached, 
considered, read the third time, and passed. No vote was taken 
on it and nothing was said in regard to it to attract my atten- 
tion. We are still taking testimony in committee on the bill, 
and I should have objected to its consideration if I had known 
at the time that it was about to be disposed of. In view of 
that, and in order that the bill may be retained here until all 
the testimony is taken, I move a reconsideration, and ask that 
the motion may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio 
moves to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 4403 was 
passed. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a bill to amend “An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 
and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, 
and March 2, 1903. 

Since the bill was reported from the committee the committee 
have resumed the taking of testimony with respect to it, and I 
think the bill should not be acted on here until that has been 
concluded. I do not press my motion, because the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Kean] who reported the bill is not present in 
the Chamber at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider 
will be entered. 

STATUE OF FRANCES E. WILLARD. 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. Before the resolution is read, I ask that a letter 
addressed to the President of the Senate by the governor of my 
State may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
letter will be read. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE or ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Springfield, January 10, 1905. 

Dear SIR: Governor Deneen is In receipt of a letter from the chalr- 
man of the Illinois board of commissioners for the Frances E. Willard 
statue, informing him that the sculptor, Helen Farnsworth Mears, 
reports that the model will reach Washington, D. C., on February 11. 
The commissioners express the desire that Governor Deneen advise the 
Senate of the United States and House of Representatives of the com- 
pean of the statue, in order that a date may be immediately fixed for 


ts acceptance by Congress. I am directed by Governor Deneen to com- 
municate this fact to you for your information and such action as 


J. WHITTAKER, S 
Secretary. 


Congress may see fit to take. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, : 
President United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Illinois will be read. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


reception 
tatue of Frances E. Willard, 
erected in 8 Hall, in the Capitol, be made the special order for 
Friday, February 17, at 3 o'clock. 


REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 


Mr. NELSON. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to print from the stereotype plates 2,000 addi- 
tional copies of the Report of the Governor of Alaska for 1904, for the 
use of the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say that the superintendent of the 
folding room states that the cost of the printing will be less 


$500. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
WESTERN ALASKA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY'S RAILROAD. 


Mr. NELSON. Yesterday the Senate passed the bill (S. 5122) 
for the relief of the Western Alaska Construction Company’s 
Railroad. A similar bill came from the House at the last 
session and was passed, so that this bill is unnecessary; there 
is already a law covering it. I therefore move to reconsider 
the vote by which Senate bill 5122 was passed yesterday, and 
ask that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that the various votes by which Senate 
bill 5122, for the relief of the Western Alaska Construction Com- 
pany’s Railroad, was passed may be reconsidered. The Chair 
hears no objection. The votes are reconsidered, and the bill 
will be indefinitely postponed. 


USE OF MONEY IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow, after the routine morning business, I shall ask leave to 
call up the resolution submitted by me on the 4th instant for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks thereon. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Director of the Census to correct and publish additional 
statistics relating to cotton was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census. 

ADOLPHE BESSIE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5739) 
granting an increase of pension to Adolphe Bessie. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert “ forty.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate agree to the 
amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
Senator from Oregon for that purpose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President and Senators, recent events, 
with which you are all familiar, make it incumbent on me to 
come into your presence at this time and make answer to 
charges made against me in the public press and by a grand 
jury, and which charges, if true, unfit me to occupy this seat 
onger. 

The charges, as spread broadcast through the publie press, 
throughout the length and breadth of the United States—and 
this is in substance and effect the indictment reported—are to 
the effect that in January, 1902, in the State of Oregon, I en- 
tered into a conspiracy with Binger Hermann, then Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and with one S. A. D. Puter, 
Horace G. McKinley, D. W. Tarpley, Emma L. Watson, Salmon 
B. Ormsby, Clark E. Loomis, William H. Davis, and others, to 
_defraud the United States out of a portion of its public lands, 
situated in township 11 south, of range 7 east, Willamette me- 
ridian, in the State of Oregon, by means of false and forged ap- 
plications, affidavits, and proofs of homestead entries and settle- 
ment; and, further, it is charged, that in furtherance of said al- 
leged conspiracy, and to effect the objects thereof, said S. A. D. 
Puter did on the 9th day of March, 1902, pay and deliver to me 
the sum of $2,000 in money of the United States, the same being 
paid to me, as asserted by Puter, in two bills of the denomina- 


tion of $1,000 each, to induce me to use my influence as a Sena- 
tor with the said Binger Hermann, Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, to induce him, as such Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to pass to patent 12 homestead entries, then pending 
before the General Land Office, covering lands in the State of 
Oregon, and each and all of which entries, it is alleged, were 
based upon false and forged homestead applications, affidavits, 
and proofs, and that in pursuance of such corrupt conspiracy, it 
is alleged, I did use my influence with said Binger Hermann, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, to induce him to pass 
5 patent said 12 homestead entries, knowing they were fraudu- 
ent. 

These are the charges made against me, and which I am 
called upon to answer. My answer is as follows: 

I assert in the most positive and unqualified manner, that 
each and every one of these charges, in so far as they relate to 
or involve me, are absolutely, unqualifiedly, and atrociously 
false, and I here and now indignantly and defiantly denounce 
their authors, and each and every one of them, and brand them 
publicly as malicious and atrocious liars. 

But I desire to be more specific, and therefore I further 
deny, in terms the most absolute and unqualified which 1 
am capable of using, that I ever, either in the month of Janu- 
ary, 1902, in the State of Oregon, or at any other time or place, 
unlawfully or feloniously, or otherwise, conspired with Binger 
Hermann, then Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
S. A. D. Puter, Horace G. McKinley, D. W. Tarpley, Emma L. 
Watson, Salmon B. Ormsby, Clark E. Loomis, and Willlam H. 
Davis, or with either or any of them, or with any other person 
or persons, to defraud the United States out of any part of its 
public lands located, either in township 11 south, of range 7 
east, in the State òf Oregon, or any other public lands either in 
the State of Oregon or elsewhere. 

I assert, furthermore, in the most absolute and unqualified 
manner, that any and all statements by any person or persons 
to the effect that I ever, at any time or place, entered into a 
conspiracy with all or any of said persons, or they, or any of 
them, with me, to defraud the United States out of any part of 
its public lands in the State of Oregon or elsewhere, either by 
false or forged homestead applications, affidavits, or proofs are 
absolutely, unqualifiedly, and atrociously false, and I defy my 
defamers and challenge them to produce any evidence, other 
than that of condemned thieves, forgers, and perjurers, to sus- 
tain any such charges. 

I further deny in the most absolute and unqualified terms 
that said S. A. D. Puter did, either in the city of Washington, on 
March 9, 1902, or at any other time or place, offer me, or pay to, 
or give me—nor did I on March 9, 1902, in Washington, D. C., 
or at any other time or place, accept or receive from said S. A. 
D. Puter—the sum of two thousand dollars ($2,000) or any 
other amount whatever, either in two one thousand dollar 
($1,000) bills, or any other denomination or amount whatever, 
as an inducement to use my influence with Binger Hermann, 
then Commissioner of the General Land Office, to induce him 
as such Commissioner to pass to patent twelve certain home- 
stead entries, or any homestead entries whatever, or for any 
other purpose. á 

And I here indignantly, with all the force I can command, 
denounce the public statement of S. A. D. Puter, that he, on 
March 9, 1902, at Washington, D. C., paid me two thousand 
dollars ($2,000), in two one thousand dollar bills ($1,000), as 
willfully, maliciously, unqualifiedly, and atrociously false, and I 
denounce the said S. A. D. Puter—this self-confessed and duly 
convicted land thief, forger, and perjurer, who, with his asse- 
ciates, facing the penitentiary, as having under promise of 
leniency or clemency, made by Francis J. Heney, prosecuting 
officer representing the Government, made this infamous and 
atrociously false charge against me for the purpose and with 
the expectation of saving himself and his convicted partners in 
crime from deserved punishment. 

Now, Mr. President, having said this much by way of general 
and specific denial, it is proper I should state precisely what 
connection I ever had with this man Puter and the lands in 
question, and also some of the circumstances connected with 
the actions of the grand jury, and publications in the press of 
the country, of these false charges. 

I now state, I have not the slightest recollection of having 
ever seen or heard of S. A. D. Puter until about March 1 or 2, 
1902, when he called at my hotel in Washington, D. C., and 


presented to me a letter of introduction from Hon. F. P. Mays, 
a prominent attorney of Portland, Oreg., and for many years 
former United States district attorney for the district of Oregon, 
and against whose high character I had never heard a word or 
former United States district attorney for the district of Oregon, 
and against whose high character I had never heard a word or 


960 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 17, 


insinuation. This man Puter, it must be remembered, in his 
statsment to the press asserts that he and I had, prior to March, 
1902, been intimate personal and political friends and that he 
had, as he says, aided me in my political campaign for Senator 
in 1898. And yet he, at the same time, admits he brought to me 
a letter of introduction when he came to see me in Washington 
in March, 1902. It is known to all that I was not engaged in 
any political campaign in the year 1898. 

This was a brief letter from Mr. Mays, introducing Mr. Puter 
to me as a reputable citizen of Oregon, the letter stating, as I 
now remember, that he, Puter, had some business in the Depart- 
ment and he desired my aid, or words to that effect. 

Mays, in his letter, did not state the character of Puter’s busi- 
ness. Puter had with him, at that time, a woman whom he in- 
troduced to me as Mrs. Emma L. Watson, a widow, as he said, 
also a citizen of Oregon. 

On the presentation of this letter, I said in substance to Mr. 
Puter, What can I do for you?” He then told me there were 
twelve homestead entries in Oregon, taken up some considerable 
time before, by as many entrymen, and that this woman, whom 
he introduced as Mrs. Emma L. Watson, a widow and a citizen 
of Oregon, had, some months before, after all the entrymen had 
received their certificates, purchased all these homesteads from 
the different entrymen, and that in making these purchases 
Puter said he had acted as the agent of this woman Watson, 
and that he, Puter, had made examination as to the condition of 
the lands, title, etc., and had reported to her as to the safety 
and advisability of the investment, and that on this report by 
him as her agent she had invested something over eight thou- 
sand dollars ($8,000) in the twelve homesteads, which included 
in all one thousand nine hundred and twenty (1,920) acres. 

Puter said to me further that the woman Watson had ob- 
tained the greater amount of this money—this eight thousand 
dollars ($8,000)—by borrowing it, and had given her notes for 
the same months before, and had secured them by a mortgage 
on other lands owned by her. 

He further stated that these notes were now coming due, 
that the holders were pressing her for payment, and that she 
was in great distress, as she could not raise the money to meet 
the notes until she had received patents for the twelve home- 
steads she had purchased. 

Puter further stated to me at that time that he was being 
placed in a yery unpleasant position, as Mrs. Watson was now 
blaming him as her agent, as he had assured her when she made 
the purchases the patents to these lands would be issued in 
regular course of business before a great while, and certainly 
before the notes she had given for the borrowed money would 
become due. 

Puter further stated to me that it would be several months 
yet before the cases would be reached in their regular order in 
the Land Office, and that his purpose in calling on me was to 
know if I could aid him in getting them advanced for early 
consideration. I told Puter certainly; I would help him in 
case I found them in a condition to be taken up, and inquired 
of him whether the field reports were all in. Puter replied that 
he thought the cases had been fully investigated by agents in 
the field and reported on favorably. 

I had not of course the slightest suspicion that there was 
anything wrong about the homestead entries, or any of them, 
and I told Puter I would go up to the Land Office at once and 
ascertain the status of the cases, and asked him to go along 
with me. He went with me, first giving me an abstract—a 
paper containing a statement of the twelve different entries, 
the names of the respective entrymen, and description of the 
land in each, and the dates of the alleged sales by each to Mrs. 
Watson, together with the amount alleged to have been paid 
by her for each claim. 

We found Commissioner Hermann in his office. Puter went 
in with me and I introduced him to Commissioner Hermann. 
Mr. Hermann said, “I know Mr. Puter; I have met him before,” 
and shook hands with him. I then handed the written abstract 
I have just described to him, and asked him the present status 
of the entries and whether the field examinations had been com- 
pleted. Hermann replied, “I think they have, but can not tell 
you certainly. I believe, however, the reports are all in, but,” 
said he, pointing up in the direction of the division having that 
class of cases in charge, go up and see Mr. Harlan —I think 
it was Mr. Harlan, that is my best recollection—“ chief of the 
division, and he can tell you all about it.” 

I immediately went up and saw the chief, either Mr. Harlan 
or whoever it was in charge, handed him the list of homestead 
entries I have hereinbefore described, and asked as to their pres- 
ent status; he said he would ascertain. He called in and con- 
sulted one of the clerks in that office, whose name I do not recol- 
lect, and I was then told the field reports were all in and the 


cases were ready for examination in the General Land Office as 
soon as reached in their regular order, but that it would be some 
considerable time before they would be reached. I was further 
told at that time that there had been three reports, all favorable, 
made on all the twelve entries, one by the register and receiver, 
Hons. C. B. Moores and William Galloway, at Oregon City, 
Oreg.—one a Republican, the other a Democrat, both men of the 
very highest character—and two reports of special agents in the 
field, and that these reports were all favorable. 

I then said, “ Will you go downstairs and tell the Commis- 
sioner just what the present status of the claims is?” Mr. Har- 
lan, or whoever it was that was acting as chief, then said, “Cer- 
tainly ;” and then either he or one of his clerks, I am not certain 
which, went down with me to the Commissioner's office and 
stated to the Commissioner just what had been stated to me up- 
stairs, namely, that the reports were all in and all favorable, 
and that the cases were ready to be taken up for consideration 
by the General Land Office as soon as reached in their order, 
but that it would be several months before they were reached in 
their regular order. 

Commissioner Hermann then said to me, “ Senator, you know 
the rule. I can not make a case special unless some good reason 
is shown by affidayit why the case should be advanced;” and 
then turning to Mr. Puter, who was standing beside me, having 
gone into the room with me, he said, “ What reasons have you, 
Mr. Puter, in asking that the cases be expedited?” 

Puter then told Hermann the sympathy story he had told to 
me at my room, namely, that the woman Watson had on his 
advice as her agent invested over $8,000 in the purchase of these 
twelve homestead entries, including an area of 1,920 acres; that 
she had borrowed the greater amount of this, giving her notes, 
and secured the same by mortgage on other lands of hers; that 
the notes were now coming due, payment was being pressed, 
and that she was in great distress, not being able to raise the 
money unless she could get patents for these lands. 

To this the Commissioner replied, “ Put your reasons in the 
form of an affidavit and I will then consider if it is proper to 
advance them.” 

Puter then asked me where he could get a stenographer and 
typewriter. I told him my Secretary, Mr. Robertson, was a 
good stenographer and typewriter, and that he would put what 
they had to say in form, and it would cost them nothing. 

Then he came to our office, the statements were then given to 
Mr. Robertson, part of them dictated by myself, just as they 
were given to me and Mr. Robertson by Mrs. Watson and Puter. 
When completed they took them and went away. Shortly after- 
wards returned, Puter haying signed and sworn to his, and Mrs. 
Watson to hers, before a notary public. The following are 
exact copies of these two affidavits: 


AFFIDAVIT OF MRS. EMMA L. WATSON. 
Crry oF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia ss: 


Before me, the undersigned, a notary public, personally come 
Mrs. Emma L. Watson, of Portland, Oreg., who being first duly 
sworn, says that she is the owner by purchase of the following 
described lands: The northwest quarter of section seventeen, 
the east half, and the east half of the west half of section nine- 
teen, the southwest quarter of section twenty-four, the north 
half of section twenty-five, and the east half of section thirty- 
two, all in township eleven south, of range seven east, of the 
Willamette meridian, containing in the aggregate one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty (1,920) acres, Oregon city land dis- 
trict, Oregon. That she purchased the same at different times, 
as hereinafter stated, and from the different persons hereinafter 
named, that is to say, as will more fully and at large appear 
from No. 1, abstract of title, hereto attached, marked “ Exhibit 
A,” and made a part of this affidavit. 

‘That she paid in the aggregate for said lands to said persons 
from whom she purchased a little over eight thousand dollars 
($8,000) in cash, the same haying been paid from time to time 
to the persons from whom she purchased respectivel¥; as of 
the dates of the respective purchases, as appears from the ab- 
stract hereto attached. 

That at the time of such purchases respectively this affiant 
was advised that the title of these parties respectively to the 
lands described in the attached abstract was good except that 
the patents had not yet issued, but would be issued, as she un- 
derstood, at a very early date in the regular course of business. 

That in orer to raise the money to purchase said lands, 
your affiant borrowed the greater portion of said eight thou- 
sand dollars ($8,000), giving her note and mortgage to secure 
the same on other property owned by her; that said mortgages 
are now rapidly coming due and the parties are demanding 
their money, and unless there can be speedy action in the De- 
partment, determining the right of said respective entrymen, 
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your affiant will suffer great and irreparable injury and loss in 
her financial affairs. 

That all of said entries referred to in the attached abstract 
were under the homestead laws, and your affiant is firm in her 
belief, from all the information she obtained before making 
said purchases, as well as information obtained in regard to 
the same since date thereof, that each and all of said entries 
were free from any fraud or other cause which would stand in 
the way of the issuance to them, respectively, of patents for said 
lands. 

Wherefore, your affiant prays that each of the twelve cases 
referred to in the attached abstract may be made special, to the 
end that there may be a speedy examination and determination 
of the rights of the parties in the premises from whom this 
affiant purchased said lands, respectively, and your affiant will 
ever pray. 

EMMA L. WATSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 3d day of March, 
1902. 

(Notary’s seal.) JoHN J. McGRatIn, 

Notary Public for the District of Columbia. 


AFFIDAVIT OF S. A. D. PUTER. 


CITY or WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 


Before me, the undersigned, a notary pubie, personally came 
S. A. D. Puter, of Portland, Oreg., who being first duly sworn, 
says: I have examined the affidavit of Mrs. Emma L. Watson, 
this day made by her in connection with her claim to twelve 
separate and distinct homesteads described in the abstract of 
title attached to her affidavit, and I know the statements therein 
contained to be true. 

I further state that I acted as the agent and representative 
of Mrs. Emma L. Watson in investing her money and in making 
said purchases, as described in her affidavit, and before doing 
so I made as thorough an investigation as in my power, and a 
very careful investigation, with a view of ascertaining the bona 
fides of the various homesteaders described in said abstract, 
and that I became fully convinced that they had all been made 
in good faith, and on the strength of this conclusion on my part 
I advised Mrs, Watson to invest her money in the same, assur- 
ing her at the same time that all was regular and right, and 
that the title to the several homesteads was perfect, except that 
the patents had not yet issued, but that I had no doubt patents 
would issue at an early date in the regular course of business 
in the Land Office. 

I am now being placed in a somewhat embarrassing position 
growing out of the fact that I am being held responsible by Mrs. 
Watson, inasmuch as there has been some delay and some at- 
tacks made, as I understand, by certain parties on a portion of 
the entries described. 

It is therefore a matter of much importance, not only to Mrs. 
Watson but to myself personally, that as speedy a determina- 
tion of these several homestead entries should be made as 
possible. 

I therefore join with her in asking that these twelve several 
homestead entries be made special, and that there may be a 
speedy determination of the same. 

(Signed) S. A. D. PUTER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 
1902. 

ee seal.) JOHN J. MoGratn, 
Notary Public for the District of Columbia. 


These affidavits I inclosed in a letter addressed to Hon. Bin- 
ger Hermann, Commissioner of the General Land Office, which 
letter I sent to him by mail on March 3, 1902. The following 
is a copy of that letter: 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., March 3, 1902. 
Hon. BINGER HERMANN, 
Commissioner General Land Office, Washington, D. C. 


“Sir: Based upon the inclosed affidavits of Mrs. Emma IL. 
Watson and §. A. D. Puter, of Portland, Oreg., I respectfully 
and earnestly ask that the twelve cases of homestead entries 
referred to in abstract attached to and made a part of the affida- 
vit of Mrs. Emma L. Watson may be made special, and that con- 
sideration thereof may proceed without delay, to the end that 
speedy determination as to the rights of the parties respectively 
may be had. 

Please advise me of action taken. I am, 
“ Yours, respectfully, 


(Signed) “Joun H. MITCHELL,” 
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On the 6th of March, three days after mailing the above let- 
ter to Commissioner Hermann, I received from him an acknowl- 

gment of the receipt of the same and of his action thereon, of 
which letter the following is an exact copy: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1902. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your let- 
ter of the 3d instant, inclosing affidavits of Mrs. Emma L. Wat- 
son and S. A. D. Puter, of Portland, Oreg., relative to twelve 
homestead entries in Oregon City, Oreg., land district. 

For reasons set forth in said affidavits you ask that the consid- 
eration of these cases proceed without delay. 

Action on these entries has been suspended awaiting reports 
from a special agent as to certain charges which have been made 
to the effect that the entrymen had not complied with the re- 
quirements of the homestead law. These reports have recently 
been received and will be acted upon at once. 

Very respectfully, 
Brncer HERMANN, Commissioner. 

Dear Senator: It will be seen that the case has been made 
special, as per your request. 


Hon. Jonn H. MITCHELL, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

I heard nothing more of the matter until two days after- 
wards, March 8, 1902, when S. A. D. Puter came again to my 
room and said to me in substance: “I haye been up to the De- 
partment and I find the Commissioner has made our cases spe- 
cial.” I said, “Yes; I have received a letter from the Com- 
missioner to that effect,” and showed him the letter. 

He then said, Senator, I fear it is going to be a long time 
yet before our cases are considered.” I asked him why. He 
then said, “I have been up to the Department, and although it 
is now two days since they were ordered special,” or words to 
that effect, and said, “I do not think they have been taken up 
yet for consideration.” 

He further said that Mrs. Watson was very much worried, as 
she was being pressed for the money secured by mortgage, and 
if they could be satisfied that the cases would be considered 
soon and without any great delay, they would remain here until 
action had been taken, otherwise they would return home at 
once, and he asked me if I could not ascertain about how long 
it would be before conclusion was reached, or words to that 
effect. 

I replied to him by saying in substance that I thought they 
were giving themselyes unnecessary worry, that, as the cases 
had been made special, I had no doubt that they would be taken 
up, considered, and acted upon at an early date. But,” said 
I, “I am about to go up to the Capitol, and if you will come 
along with me, we will step into the Department and find out, 
if we can, about how long it will be before the cases will be con- 
sidered.” 

He went with me; we went to the Department; he remained 
in the corrider ; I went in and saw Commissioner Hermann, who 
was at his desk. 

When I went in the Commissioner said to me, Senator, I 
have advanced the consideration of the cases in reference to 
which you wrote me.” I said, “Yes, I received your letter 
advising me of the fact, but,” said I, “ this man Puter is worry- 
ing; he seems to fear it will be some considerable time yet 
before the cases are considered, and I came in to find out 
about when the cases will be taken up, and about how long it 
would take in their consideration.” To this the Commissioner 
replied in substance, “ It will not take a great while, but,” said 
he, “Senator, I am very busy, myself, and I think I will turn 
these cases all over to the Governor for consideration.” By 
“the Governor“ he meant the Hon. W. A. Richards, former 
governor of Wyoming, and then Assistant Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and now Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Saying this, Hermann rang a bell and 
called in Governor Richards, and said to him, in substance, 
“ Governor, I have made these twelve homestead entries special, 
on what seemed to be good grounds, but I am extremely busy, 
myself, and I wish you would take the cases, make a thorough 
examination of them, and ascertain if there are any reasons 
why patents should not issue,” and with this he handed the Goy- 
ernor the papers in the case. 

During this conversation Puter was waiting in the corridor 
outside, and I went out and told him what had transpired, tell- 
ing him the cases were then in the hands of Assistant Com- 
missioner Richards, and would be taken up, as I understood, by 
him at once. I said to Puter, Do you know, or are you ac- 
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quainted with Governor Richards?” He said, “No;” when I 
said to him, “If you would like to be introduced to him, I will 


take you in.” He said he would, so I took him in and intro- 
duced him to Assistant Commissioner Richards as a respectable 
citizen of Oregon—which I had then every reason to believe him 
to be—and the man interested in the cases who was anxious for 
as early consideration as possible. 

I left Puter with Commissioner Richards, proceeding on to 
the Capitol. This is my whole connection with Puter and with 
these lands. 

I had not the slightest idea, in doing what I did, that there 
was anything wrong about the entries or any of them. I did un- 
derstand that someone had made some objections to some of the 
entries at one time, months before, but the same had been thor- 
oughly examined and reported on favorably by the register and 
receiver at Oregon City and by two special agents in the field. 

For what I did before the land office in connection with these 
twelve entries, as I heretofore stated, I was not offered, neither 
did I receive at any time, either two thousand dollars ($2,000), 
or any other amount of money, or any other thing of value, from 
S. A. D. Puter, or any other person. 

I further state that not until more than two years after the 
consideration of these cases in the land office, as above men- 
tioned, had I any knowledge or information to the effect that 
there was any claim upon the part of any agent of the Govern- 
ment or anyone else, that any of these twelve homesteads had 
been acquired wrongfully or fraudulently. 

I think it was in April, 1904, or about that time, that I 
learned that S. A. D. Puter, Emma L. Watson, Horace G. Mc- 
Kinley, Marie Ware, and one or two other persons were in- 
dicted in the district court of the United States for the district 
of Oregon, charged with conspiracy to defraud the United States 
out of a portion of the lands included in these homesteads. 
They all, except Marie Ware, were in- December, 1904, after 
trial, and a plea of “not guilty” on their part, convicted of 
the conspiracy as charged in the indictment. 

In this connection, I call attention to the fact that S. A. D. 
Puter, in his statement, published in all the leading papers of 
the United States, asserts that I had no knowledge whatever 
when aiding him to get the consideration of the cases expe- 
dited that there was anything wrong with any of the home- 
stead entries. 

In the past three years I have been overwhelmed with letters 
from all over the State of Oregon, from individual entrymen 
under the homestead and timber and stone acts, and from pur- 
chasers from these entrymen, and from attorneys in all parts 
of the State, appealing to me in their interest, requesting me to 
ascertain the status of their entries, and seeking my aid very 
frequently in getting the consideration of their cases expedited in 
the General Land Office and before the Secreatary of the Inte- 
rior. I have invariably responded to these requests, by either 
writing to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or to 
the Secretary of the Interior, if the case was pending in the De- 
partment, or going personally to see them and ascertaining the 
status of the cases, and: frequently urging the expedition of 
their consideration. And I believe I would have been a most 
unworthy representative of my State had I not done so. I have 
done this, moreover, of course invariably without making any 
charge or accepting any compensation of any kind or character, 
and so long as I remain one of Oregon’s Senators I shall con- 
tinue to do these things for my constituents, so help me God, 
even at the risk of one hundred indictments. 

It is possible I may have at times been imposed upon by 
letters from men engaged in fraudulent entries, and, being 
ignorant of the fact, I may have written letters of inquiry and 
urged the expedition in some unworthy cases. I have no 
doubt there are on the files of the Department to-day hun- 
dreds of my letters, in which I have sought to aid persons who 
have thus written me in regard to their claims, But it is 
only by the grossest distortion and misconstruction that any of 
those letters or any of my acts in reference to them can be con- 
strued as badges of fraud or corruption. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the fact that on 
the trial of that case Francis J. Heney, assistant district attor- 
ney of the United States, in his argument to the jury, repre- 
senting the Government, made the following remarks to the 
jury, as reported in the Portland Oregonian in its issue of 
December 7, 1904. I quote: 

Since the opening of this trial Judge O Day has been trying 
to inject into the case another issue. He has tried to get me 
to attack Senator Mitchell.” Judge O’Day was the attorney 
for the defendants—Puter and others in the case. 

“You will remember the letter I read, which the Senator had 
written to Mr. Hermann, but which the latter had forgotten, 
and which had a bearing on the connection of the defendants 


Puter and Watson in this case. You all know that the actions 
of the Senator were simply those of a public officer serving 
one of his constituents who had been recommended to him. 
And if on that evidence I had tried to bring Senator Mitchell 
into this case I would have been open to the censure which 
Judge O’Day has heaped upon me.” 

This, it will be observed, had reference to the letter I wrote 
to Binger Hermann on March 3, 1902, inclosing affidavits of said 
S. A. D. Puter and Emma L. Watson. 

And now this same man Heney, now representing the Govern- 
ment in the land-fraud cases in Portland, Oreg., goes before a 
grand jury and insists in the most strenuous manner and in a 
way altogether unprofessional, remaining, as I am advised, in 
the jury room while the jury was deliberating, arguing and in- 
sisting, as I am advised he did, that what I did in aiding the 
advancement of the consideration of these homestead entries was 
a crime, although less than a month before he had stated to a 
jury in open court that my actions in the matter were simply 
those of a public officer serving one of my constituents who had 
been recommended to me, and stating further that if he, on that 
evidence, had tried to bring me into the case he would have been 
open to censure. 

And I further assert that subsequent to such conviction and 
before sentence (not one of them having yet been sentenced), 
that Francis J. Heney, assistant United States district attorney 
for the district of Oregon (an importation from California), 
engaged with United States District Attorney John H. Hall in 
representing the Government in the prosecution of said case, 
entered into an agreement with the said S. A. D. Puter, Emma 
L. Watson, and others included in said conspiracy, by which 
they were offered clemency or leniency of some kind or char- 
acter provided they would, by their evidence, involve myself, 
Mr. Hermann, and others in these frauds. 

What, therefore, is the case against me? Here is the state- 
ment in open court by the prosecuting officer of the Govern- 
ment, on the trial against Puter, Watson, and others, that what I 
had done for Puter and Watson, in getting their cases advanced 
for consideration, was simply that of a public officer serving 
one of my constituents who had been recommended to me, and 
which action on my part is now construed into a badge of crime, 
and this construction of my action is sought to be supported by 
the testimony of a condemned land thief, forger and perjurer, 
seeking to save himself and his partners in crime from the pun- 
ishment they deserve. 

In conclusion, permit me to state I have for the last forty- 
four and one-half years been a citizen of the State of Oregon. 
For about one-half of that time I have been a member of this 
Senate, and now in my seventieth year of age, I am nearing the 
close of my fourth full term in this body. Until this time, not 
to my knowledge, either openly or by innuendo, has any charge 
ever been made against my integrity, either as a man, member 
of the bar, or as a member of this Senate. 

I am deeply humiliated and inexpressibly grieved when I re- 
alize that acts of kindness on my part for persons I supposed, 
and whom I had a right at that time to suppose, were honor- 
able citizens of my State and respected constituents of mine, 
and who had been recommended to me by a letter from a friend 
of mine, a former United States district attorney for the district 
of Oregon, and who at that time stood as one of the leaders 
of the Oregon bar, with a reputation without a stain, should be 
considered a crime on my part, and that my acts should be thus 
wholly misconstrued and sought to be supported by the testimony 
of a convicted and perjured land thief and my name placarded 
in every newspaper in the land as a conspirator and bribe taker. 

It may be thought or said by some that I have violated prece- 
dent in coming here at this time, but let me tell you, Mr. Presi- 
dent and Senators, while I am the subject of serious charges, 
I have not been proven guilty of any of them. I am an inno- 
cent man, and I have at this stage of the proceedings the same 
right as any other Senator to come here in defense of my char- 
acter, which is as dear to me as that of any other Senator on 
this floor. 

Were it proper at this time to ask an investigation of the 
charges against me by this body, I would gladly move in that 
direction, but, in view of the fact that an indictment has been 
reported against me, I deem it my duty to first respond to the 
claims of the court. But I trust and believe the time will come 
when I can with propriety demand of this Senate a thorough 
investigation of every one of the charges made against me. 

Mr. President and Senators, I am not here appealing for your 
sympathy, nor am I seeking in any manner to embarrass the 
course of justice, either in any court or elsewhere. On the con- 
trary, I am here because my character, which is dearer to me 
than my life, has been ruthlessly and unjustly assailed. 

I haye been declared by unproven charges to be unworthy to 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


963 


remain longer as your associate, and, being conscious of the ab- 
solute rectitude of my actions and of my innocence of all wrong, 
I have deemed it not only my right, but my duty to myself and 
to the members of this Senate, that I should come here and 
thus publicly deny all charges which I know to be absolutely 
false, and also to explain publicly the acts upon my part which 
I admit, and which are now invoked by the prosecuting officer 
of the Government, and by a portion of the public press, as 
badges of crime. 

What public man, I inquire, is safe? What private character, 
however free from stain, is secure, if such innocent public acts 
upon the part of a public man may be distorted and miscon- 
strued into badges of corruption and fraud? 

It is the duty of the Government, I concede, with all its energy 
and power to investigate, convict, and duly punish all violators of 
the law, all corruption in office, in both low and high places. But 
I emphatically insist it is no part of the duty of the Government 
or any of its public officers and conservators of the public virtue, 
to knowingly misconstrue the public acts of a public man and 
thus seek to distort and convert them into badges of dishonesty. 
And this, I positively assert, has been done and is being done in 
my case. 

In conclusion, permit me to declare that the representatives of 
any government who will tolerate or permit this, much less sanc- 
tion it, are unworthy of the exalted positions they occupy. 

As for myself I defy them here and now to produce any evi- 
dence, worth a moment's consideration, which will connect me 
in any wrongful manner whatever with any land frauds in Ore- 
gon or elsewhere. 

Now, having said this much in explanation of, and in answer 
to the charges against me, and thanking you all sincerely for 
your courteous attention, I will not further intrude on your 
presence. 

[Applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foraxer in the chair). 
The occupants of the galleries must not applaud. If there is 
any further interruption of that character, the galleries will be 
cleared. 


OMAHA NATIONAL BANK. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is now in order. The Secretary will state the first case on the 
Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1422) for the relief of the Omaha National Bank 
was stated as the first case on the Calendar, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Omaha 
National Bank, of Omaha, Nebr., $826.24, with interest thereon 
from the year 1878 at the rate of 6 per cent per annum to date, 
for and on account of a United States Indian voucher issued to 
D. J. McCann and cashed by the Omaha National Bank and re- 
fused by the United States Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read and is 
now open for amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator who reported 
the bill would make a short statement of the facts in relation 
to it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator who reported the 
bill is temporarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The report is not very long, and 
I ask that the report may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 


report. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Furron March 24, 1904: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 1422) 
for the relief of the Omaha National Bank, having had the same under 
consideration, respectfully report the same back, and recommend that 
it do pass. 

In the year 1878, one D. J. McCann, a Government contractor, delly- 
ered certain supplies, ag heros to his contract, to the acting Indian 
agent at the Red Cloud Indian Agency, in the State of Nebraska, for 
which supplies said Indian agent issued to him a youcher for the sum 
of $826.24. The voucher was presented to the Omaha National Bank 
in the regular course of business and said bank, in good faith, pur- 
chased the same, paying therefor the sum of $826.24. 

Thereafter said McCann defaulted on other Government contracts, 
and when the voucher was presented to the proper department for 
payment, payment thereof was refused on the und that said McCann 
was such defaulter, and the amount to his credit was applied on his in- 
debtedness under the contract on which he had defaulted. 

In view of the fact that the defalcation of McCann occurred under 
and on account of other contracts than the one upon which the voucher 
ya issued, your committee is of the opinion that the claim should be 
Pa The bill was referred to the Secretary of the Interior, who, in turn, 
called on the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for a report, and the 
Commissioner reported thereon as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March $1, 1902. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the certs by your reference 
of the 15th instant, of S. 4402 for report, said bil being for the relief 
of the Omaha National Bank, and introduced by the Hon. J. H. MIL- 
LARD. 

In the preamble of the bill it is set forth that the Omaha National 
Bank, of Omaha, Nebr., doing business in said city and State, in the 
year 1878, in aith and for the full face value thereof, cashed 
and paid one United States Indian voucher for the sum of $826.24, 
issued to D. J. McCann, a Government contractor, for and on account 
of supplies furnished to the Government by the said D. J. McCann, as 
shown by the receipt of Lieut. C. A. Johnson, the acting Indian agent at 
Red Cloud Agency, in the State of Nebraska; that said voucher, so 
cashed, haying been presented to the proper department for payment, 
was refused on the grounds that the said D. J. McCann had ome a 
defaulter to the United States on account of other contracts with the 
United States, and the same was applied on account of the said D. J. 
McCann with the United States to the total loss of the said Omaha 
National Bank, and D. J. McCann then and there became insolvent and 
continued so to the time of his death. 

By reason thereof the Omaha National Bank has been unable to 
recover from him the said amount adyanced on the strength of the 
said voucher, which money was adyanced in good faith, and the United 
States Government received value therefor. 

The bill provides for an appropriation of $826.24, out of any money 
now in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and interest on the 
same from 1878 to date at 5 per cent annum. 

In submitting a report on this bill I desire to refer you to office 
letter of February 26, 1902, which was a report on S. 3664 for the 
relief of A. H. Reynolds, who cashed two vouchers for D. J. McCann, 
amounting to $2,390.66. Senate bill 4402 is similar, excepting as to 
names and amounts. I think the bill is in error as to the year 1878 
and as to the amount of the voucher. The year was 1877 and the 
amount was $897.20. 

Under date of September 29, 1876, a contract was awarded to D. J. 
McCann for Indian serps for certain agencies of the Indian Service, 
and on January 17, 1877, he was awarded a contract for 500,000 pounds 
of flour for Red Cloud and Spotted Tall agencies. He used his trans- 
portation contract as a means of robbing the Indian Service of large 
amounts of beans, corn, and other supplies, diverting them from where 
they were consigned to other points and there disposing of them for 
his own personal gain. For such acts he was indicted and sentenced 
to the penitentiary. On his flour contract he defaulted, having fur- 
nished about 100, pounds thereof, and the Government had to buy 
the balance in the open market at greatly advanced rates, paying for 
most of it at $5.25 and $4.25 per hundredweight against McCann's 
pro of $3.075 for 200,000 pounds and $2.55 for 300,000 pounds, and, 

n addition thereto, the regular freight rates by wagon on the same, 

The Government lost a large sum of money and recovered only such 
amounts as came into its possession through vouchers due McCann for 
transportation and such supplies as he had furnished. 

The records of this Office show that the Omaha National Bank trans- 
mitted here for payment a voucher in favor of D. J. McCann for trans- 

orting 22,430 pounds of Indian freight from New York to Ogden, 
tah, amounting to $897.20, and that settlement was deferred for the 
reason that D. J. McCann was in default of his contract. On Novem- 
ber 20, 1877, the Hon. A. S. Paddock was informed of this fact. 

Under date of November 21, 1883, the Second Auditor for the 
Treasury Department ested this Office to furnish him with any un- 
pag claims due the said McCann which might be used as an ofset of 

is indebtedness to the United States by reason of the nonfulfillment of 
his contract. Such papers and claims were transmitted to the Auditor 
on December 6, 1883, and the voucher in question was forwarded to 
him, as uested, and used for the purpose indicated by the Auditor. 

Section 3477, Revised Statutes, provides: 

“ All transfers and assignments made of any claim upon the United 
States, or any part or share thereof, or interest therein, whether abso- 
lute or conditional, and whatever may be the consideration therefor, 
and all powers of attorney, orders, or other authorities for receiving 
payment of any such claim, or any part or share thereof, shall be abso- 
utely null and vod .“ 

The bank, in negotiating this paper of McCann's, assumed all risks 
in the matter. In violating the above section it assumed the full re- 
sponsibility and consequence thereof. It accommodated Mr. McCann, 
no doubt, for such consideration as is usually demanded by banking 
firms, trusting implicitly in the character of the paper it had ne 
tiated for reimbursement, not taking into consideration the possible 
fact that McCann might then have been dishonest. The entire trans- 
action, in my opinion, was a personal one between the parties con- 
cerned. One an accommodation and the other, no doubt, the 
profits accruing from the discount. As a matter of equity the bank is 
entitled to recovery, not from the Government, but from the party to 
whom the money was advanced. That pariy being insolvent up to the 
day of his death, the bank was compelled to ask relief through Con- 
gress. i 

The money was, no doubt, paid out in good faith, not for the Govern- 
ment, but for the immediate accommodation of Mr. McCann. I can 
see no good reason why the Government should be called upon to pa 
an obligation incurred by Mr. McCann, although the paper from whic 
the payment was made was properly authorized and executed by an 
officer of the United States Indian Service. 

I return the bill without the approval of this office. 

Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The bill was reported\to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

PRESIDIO MILITARY RESERVATION, SAN FRANCISCO. 

The bill (S. 3168) making an appropriation for the improve- 

ment and beautification of the grounds within the Presidio 


W. A. Jones, Commissioner. 


Military Reservation, at San Francisco, Cal., was considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, after the word im- 
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provement,” to strike out“ and beautification;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and there is hereby, ee nae 
out of money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $50, the same to be u under direction of the Secretary of 
War, for the improvement of the grounds within the Presidio Military 
Reservation, at San Francisco, Cal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move, in line 5, to strike out“ ifty” and 
insert “twenty,” so that it will read “$20,000” instead of 
“ * 


I am advised by Major-General MacArthur, commanding the 
Pacific Division, that that sum only can be advantageously ex- 
pended during the present year, and in the following year the 
remainder can be appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the grounds within the Pre- 
sidio Military Reservation, at San Francisco, Cal.” 


RED RIVER BRIDGE, MARSHALL COUNTY, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16720) permitting the building of 
a railroad bridge across the Red River of the North from a 
point on section 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall 
County, Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north. 
range 51 west, Walsh County, N. Dak. It is very important 
that it should be passed soon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the transfer 
of forest reserves from the Department of the Interior to the 
Department of Agriculture. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
of Game with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Department of Agriculture shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, execute or cause to be executed all laws 
affecting public lands heretofore or hereafter reserved under the pro- 
visions of section 24 of the act entitled “An act to repeal the timber- 
culture laws, and for other Lt areal approved March 3, 1891, and 
acts supplemental to and amendatory thereof, after such lands have 
been so reserved, excepting such laws as affect the surveying, pros- 
pecting, locating, hap ta entering, relinquishing, reconveying, 


cert , or patenting of any of such lands. 

828 25 That ly ge or wood pulp manufactured from timber in 
tue gieter of Alaska may be exported therefrom as any other wood or 
w pulp. 


Src. 3. That forest supervisors and rangers shall be selected, when 
racticable, from qualified citizens of the States or Territories in which 
the said reserves, respectively, are situated. 

Sec. 4. That rights of way for the construction and maintenance of 
dams, reservoirs, water plants, ditches, flumes, pipes, tunnels, and 
canals, within and across the forest reserves of the United States, are 
hereby granted to citizens and corporations of the United States for 
mining purposes, and for the purposes of the milling and reduction of 
ores, during the period of their beneficial use, under such rules and 
regulations as may be 3 by the 8 1 and 
subject to the laws of the State or Territory in which reserves are 
respectively situated. 

dee. 5. That all money received from the sale of any products or 
the use of say land or resources of said forest reserves shall cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States as a special fund avallable, 
until expended, as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, for the pro- 
tection, administration, improvement, and extension of Federal forest 
reserves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM A. HAMMOND, 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1665) to amend the act approved 
March 15, 1878, entitled “An act for the relief of William A. 
Hammond, late surgeon-general of the Army.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore 
been read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear the Dill 
read again. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not myself make any ob- 
jection to the bill, but when it was up in the Senate yesterday 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL] objected to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
objected to the bill yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know whether it ought 
to be brought up in his absence. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was not then in the Senate Chamber, and 
was not aware of that fact, or I should not have called it up. 
Mrs. Hammond reported to me that the objection of the Senator 
from Virginia had been withdrawn, or I should not have called 
the bill at this time. I ask that it go over without preju- 

ce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, re- 
taining its place. 

EDWARD H. OZMUN. 


_ Mr. CLAPP. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
e of the bill (S. 5209) for the relief of Edward H. 
zmun. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay Ed- 
ward H. Ozmun $775. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PERMANENT MILITARY CAMP GROUNDS, 


The bill (S. 5177) to establish four permanent military camp 
grounds in the States of Texas, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, and 
California, and for the enlargement of the Chattanooga and 
Chickamauga National Park, was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order on the Calendar, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill involves a very large 
question, and I do not think it can be considered under the five- 
minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill will go over. 

ALASKA MINING LAWS. 


The bill (S. 4603) to modify the mining laws applicable to 
the district of Alaska, and for other purposes, was announced 
as the next business in order. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over with- 
out prejudice. 

JOHN, L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. ETZ. 


The bill (S. 4144) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and 
Paul J. Pelz was announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill will go over. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The bill (S. 5093) for the protection of the President of the 
United States, and for other purposes, was announced as the 
next business in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I hope to call up the bill at some 
suitable time, but the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] from 
the Committee on the Judiciary wishes to be heard, and in oppo- 
sition to it. Therefore I ask that it may go over this morning, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


SOLICITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


The bill (S. 4162) providing for the appointment of a Solicitor 
for the Post-Office Department and abolishing the office of 
Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
there shall be in the Department of Justice a Solicitor for the 
Post-Office Department, to be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be 
entitled to a salary of $4,500 per annum, and shall perform such 
duties as have heretofore been performed by the Assistant 
Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department, which office 
is abolished. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


WITNESSES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The bill (S. 4306) relating to the competency of witnesses in 
the United States courts was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that a person convicted of any crime shall 
be a competent witness in any cause or proceeding, civil or 
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criminal; but the conyiction may be proved for the purpose of 
affecting the credibility and the weight of the testimony of the 
witness either by the record or by cross-examination, upon which 
the witness must answer any proper question relevant to that 
inguiry, and the party cross-examining shall not be concluded 
by the answer to such question. 

Mr. TELLER. From what committee does the bill come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was reported by Senator 
Hoar. I have no very particular recollection of its discussion in 
the Judiciary Committee, but I think Senator Hoar deemed it 
to be important. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 3532) to provide for the payment of certain claims 
against the District of Columbia in accordance with the act of 
Congress approved July 19, 1897, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 6, after the 
word“ approved,” to insert“ January 26, 1897, and as amended; ” 
on page 2, line 8, after the name “ Stello,” to insert “ upon proof 
of their;” in line 13, after the name “ Healey,” to insert upon 
proof of their;” in line 17, after the name “ Haase,” to insert 
upon proof of their;” in line 21, after the name Reed,” to 
insert “ upon proof of their;” on page 3, line 1, after the name 
“ Brundage,” to insert “upon proof of her being the; and in 
line 10, after the name “ Stinzing,” to insert “upon proof of 
their; “ so as to make the section read: 


That the auditor of the supreme court of the District of Columbia is 
hereby empowered and directed to examine and audit for settlement, in 
accordance with the act of Congress approved January 26, 1897, and 
as amended July 19, 1897, the claims of the following persons, as 
named below, for propery taken, Tura or destroyed by reason of the 
destruction or removal of the N ern Liberty Market, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., in September, 1872, as also all claims for payments 
made for the purchase, rent, or use of any stall privilege in said market 
house and for license for conducting any business therein, to the ex- 
tent of the unexpired term of said purchase, rent, use, or license. The 
names of the persons whose claims are to be audited are: -Louisa A. 
Berger, Henry Stello, Charles H. Stello, and Theodore J. Stello, upon 
proof of their being the widow and heirs of Henry Stello, „ who 
was the stall owner, the compensation for the loss of stalls in this case 
not to exceed the sum of $300 for any one stall; Catherine E. Shreve 
and Nellie M. Healey, upon proof of their being the widow and daughter 
of William H. Shreve, deceased, who was the stall owner, the compensa- 
tion for loss of stall not to exceed the sum of ba for any one stall; 
Elizabeth Haase and Rosa Haase, upon proof of their being the widow 
and daughter of Henry Haase, deceased, who was the stall owner, the 
compensation for the loss of stall not to exceed the sum of $300; Har- 
riet Dover, William G. Reed, and Ida V. Reed, upon proof of their being 
the only heirs of Armistead Heed, deceased, who was the stall owner, 
the compensation in this case not to exceed the sum of $200 for the 
loss of any one stall; Isabella Brundage, upon proof of her being the 
sister and only heir of William E. Ward, deceased, who was the stall 
owner, the compensation in this case not to exceed the sum of $200 for 
any one stall; Alexander P. Gray, who was the stall owner, the com- 

sation in this case not to ex the sum of $300; Jacob N. Lea 
ey, who was the stall owner, the compensation in this case not 
exceed the sum of $300 for any one stall; Annie F. Ward, Eva M. 
Eppley, Mamie M. Leimbach, i. Baptista, and George J. Stinzing, 
upon proof of their being the only heirs of Frederick Stinzing, d F 
who was the stall owner, the compensation for the loss of stalls in this 
case not to exceed the sum of $300 for stall. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 18, after 
the word “ him,” to insert “ and the total amount of allowances, 
not to exceed the sum of $2,000;” on page 4, line 1, after the 
word services,“ to insert which shall not exceed $300 ;” and 
in line 3, after the word “same,” to insert which shall not 
exceed 8250;“ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That when the auditor has ascertained the amount of the 
loss, as above described, in any case Wing out of the removal or de- 
struction of the market as aforesaid, he shall report such claims, so far 
as allowed by him, and the total amount of allowances, not to exceed 
the sum of $2,000, to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who shall, in case they approve of said claims, order the same paid to 
the above-named es or their legal representatives. A sufficient 
amount to pay the awards of the auditor in the above cases, as well as 
a sufficient amount to pay him for his services, which shall not exceed 
$300, as well as expenses incurred in auditing the same, which shall 
not exceed $250, is N 5 to be paid wholly from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 
the payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia 
in accordance with the acts of Congress approved January 26, 
1897, and as amended July 19, 1897.” 
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DISTRIBUTION OF THE REPORTS OF COURTS. 


The bill (S. 4196) to provide for the distribution of the re- 
ports of the United States circuit court of appeals and of the 
circuit and district courts was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to procure complete sets of the Federal rter and 
digest and the current volumes of the same as issued, containing re- 
ports of the decisions of the circuit courts of appeals and of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, and distribute the same 
among the officers of the United States in accordance with the laws 
Baird the distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States, so that one set, with the continuations, shall be placed 
with each officer and in each office or room or court room entitled by 
law to receive the said reports of the Supreme Court. And the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall distribute to the reporter of the oe 
Court of the United States one set of the Federal Reporter and digest 
and the current volumes of the same as issued. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to procure and distribute to any officers of the United States 
now entitled by law to receive tbe réports of the Supreme Court of the' 
United States, whose set of said report is incomplete, such volumes as 
will make a complete set for such officer. $ 

Sec. 3. That the volumes of the Supreme Court reports and of the 
Federal Reporter, distributed under the provisions of this and prior 
acts, shall be and remain the property of the United States, and before 
distribution shall be plainly marked on their covers The property of 
the United States,” and shall be transmitted by the officers receiving 
the same to their successors in office. 

Sec. 4. That such sum of money as is required to pay for the Fed- 
eral ie epee and for the digest thereof, the purchase and distribution 
of which are provided for in this act, is hereby e riated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise approp! ated: Provided, That 
not to exceed $2 per volume shall be paid for the back volumes of such 
reports in sets and for the current volumes of the Federal er, 
and $5 per volume for the digest, the said money to be disbursed under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior; and the Secretary of 
the Interior shall include in his annual estimates submitted to Con- 
gress an estimate for the current volumes of reports the distribution 
of which is provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 
the distribution of the reports of the United States circuit 
courts of appeals and of the United States circuit and district 
courts to certain officers of the United States, and for other 
purposes.” 

STREETS AND ALLEYS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 2654) to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia” 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if the bill was re- 
ported by the District of Columbia Committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported from the 
committee and relates to the opening of side streets and minor 
alleys. The amendments of the committee will be stated. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, to strike out from line 
16 to the word “unnecessary,” in line 20, in the following 
words: 

That in the opening, extension, widening, or straightenin 
alley or minor street said Commissioners are authorized to close any 


alley or avers or parts of alleys which in their judgment are thereby 
rendered useless or unnecessary. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That if in the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of an 
alley or minor street, or in the extension or widening of public streets 
or highways, an alley or part of an ead may have n. or may here- 
after be, in the judgment of the said Commissioners, rendered useless 
or unnecessary, said Commissioners are authorized to close same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 7 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 1, after the word 
“so,” to strike out may and insert shall; “ so as to read: 


Sec. 1608f. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less 
than ten days to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by adver- 
tisement in such manner as the court shall prescri which notice 
shall warn all persons having any interest in the p ings to attend 
court at a day to be named in said notice and to continue in attend- 
ance until the court shall have made its final order ratifying and con- 

the award of dama and assessment of benefits of the jury; 
and, in addition to such public notice, said court, whenever in its judg- 
ment it is practicable to do so, shall cause a copy of said notice to be 
served by the United States for the District of Columbia, or 


of an 


his deputies, upon such owners of the fee of the land to be condemned 
as may be found by said marshal or his deputies within the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 7, after the word 
“ street,” to strike out the words “and the court, u its discre- 
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insert “but all such hearings shall be in the presence of the 
court and under its supervision and direction ;” so as to read: 


Src. 1608g. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of 
proof of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, 
said court shall cause a jury of five judicious, disinterested men, not 
related to any person interested in the proceedings and not in the 
service or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United 
States, to be summoned by the said marshal, to which jurors said court 
shall administer an oath or affirmation that they are not interested in 
any manner in the land to be condemned nor in any way related to the 
parties interested therein, and that they will, without favor or par- 
tiality, to the best of their judgment, assess the damages each owner 
of land taken may sustain by reason of the opening, extension, widen- 
ing, or straightening of said alley or minor street and the condemnation 
of lands for the 3 ereof, and assess the benefits resulting 
therefrom as hereinafter provided. The court, before accepting the 
jury, shall hear any objections that may be made to any member thereof, 
and shall have full power to decide upon all such objections, and to 
excuse any juror or cause any vacancy in the jury, when impaneled, 
to be filled; and after said jury shall have been organized and shall 
have viewed the premises, said jury shall proceed to hear and receive 
such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of the District 
of Columbia and by any person or persons having any interest in the 
proceedings for the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of 
sald alley or minor street; but all such hearings shall be in the pres- 
ence of the court and under its supervision and direction. hen 
the hearing is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return 
to said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount found to be due and 
payable as damages sustained by reason of the said opening, extension, 
widening, or straightening under the provisions hereof, and of the 

ieces or parcels of land benefited by such opening, extension, widen- 
ng, or straightening, and the amount of the assessment for such benefits 
against the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 7, after the word 
“That,” to strike out: 


when damages are awarded and benefits assessed by sald ju 
same person the amount of benefits shall be first deducted 
amount of damages and the residue paid said person; 

And insert: | 
in all cases of payments the accounting officers shall take into account 
the assessment for benefits and the award for damages, and shall pay 
only such part of said award in respect of any lot as ng 4 be in excess 
of the assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not taken 
and there shall be credited on said assessment the amount of said 
award not in excess of said assessment. | 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. DENNIS. 


The bill (S. 1456) to carry out the findings of the Court of | 
Claims in the case of James H. Dennis was considered as in | 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
the words “twenty-five thousand six hundred” and insert 
“twenty-six thousand five hundred;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

5 tary of the Treasury be, and he is 
3 — 15 ay to the personal vennasentative: of James H 


Dennis the sum of $20,538, being the sum found by the Court of Claims 
to be due to him by reason of certain contracts for the improvement 


of the Tennessee River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of New 
Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Hersurn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 


to the 
m the 


Senate as amended, and the | 


Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Min- 


nesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the bill may be reprinted with all 
the amendments that have been adopted. The last reprint 
does not show all the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks for a reprint of the bill as amended. 

Mr. BATE. With all the amendments? 
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it reprinted so that it will show all the amendments which have 
been adopted. 

Mr. BATE. Some of the amendments have not been adopted, 
as the Senator knows, 

Mr. NELSON. Those that were reported from the committee 
and agreed to will be printed. 

Mr. BATE. But we do not want to have the others printed 
as though they were adopted; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the request which the 
Chair repeated, as made by the Senator from Minnesota, was 
that there should be a reprint of the bill with the amendments 
already adopted. 

Mr, BATE. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and that order is made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, preliminary to my remarks 
this morning I send to the desk to have read an expression from 
some of the citizens of the proposed State of Arizona. I ask 
that the papers be read by the Secretary. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
papers will be read. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Territorial Teachers“ Association of Arizona. 


The Territorial Teachers’ Association of Arizona, which represents 
every section and every important institution of public education in 
the Territory, in annual session in Flagstaff, Ariz., December 28-31, 
1904, hereby expresses by unanimous voice the strongest and most 
urgent opposition to the union of Arizona and New Mexico in one State 
under any circumstances whatever. The differences of educational 
organization and social conditions, the size of the pro State, and 
the difficulties of intercommunication between the different sections, 
are unanswerable arguments against such union. 

A, H. MCCLURE, President. 
Mary B. Post, Secretary. 


ROSWELL, N. MEX., sth. 
Hon. W. B. HEYBURN, United States Senate 
Washington, D. 0. 
Dear SIR: Please use every effort to defeat the joint statehood bill. 
We will not accept it if passed. 
Roswell Commercial Club, G. A. Richardson, president; 
E. ‘ahoon, vice-president; Morris Price, second 
vice-president; H. W. Morrow, E. L. Bedell, Robert 
Kellahin, C. C. Tannehill, A. M. Robertson, R. F. 
Barnnett, directors. 
Las Vecas, N. MEX., January 5, 1905. 
Hon. W. B..HeyYBuRN, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 
In name of rity le San Miguel County, I protest inst 
passage Hamilton Joine statehood bill. ty, a = 
EUGENIO ROMERO. 


Santa Fr, N. MEX., January 4, 1905. 


Hon. W. B. HEYBURN, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

As members-elect of the upper house of the thirty-sixth legislative 
assembly of New Mexico, representing the third council district and a 
constituency of more than 30,000 people, we protest in their behalf 
against the p of the Hamilton joint statehood bill. Our people 
object to being united with Arizona as one State—first, because the area 
would unreasonably large; second, because it means a disfranchise- 
ment of our representation in the United States Senate; third, because 
the people of the two Territories have nothing in common, The laws 
of irrigation are entirely different. There are no transportation or 
commercial facilities which tend to bind the two Territories together, 
and a deep-rooted feeling existing with the citizens of each Territory 
which would make a = of the two Territories repugnant, no 
constitution providing for the creation of one State out of the two 
Territories can possibly pass. We want statehood within our present 
boundaries or nothing. 

ALEXANDER READ, 
MALAQUIAS MARTINEZ, 
Members Elect Upper House, Third District. 


I concur in the above statement. 
GRANVILLE PENDLETON, 


Member Elect Lower House, Eighth District. 

Mr. BATH. Where is that from, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is dated Santa Fe, N. 
Mex., January 4, 1905. 

Mr. BATE. It said something about the legislature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “As members-elect of the 
upper house of the thirty-sixth legislative assembly of Okla- 
homa.” 

Mr. BATE. That is what I wanted to know. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 

CARLSBAD, N. Mex., January 12, 1905. 
Senator W. B. HEYBURN, 


Washington, D. 0.: 

The undersigned business men of Carlsbad protest Inst the 
of the Hamilton joint statehood bill. The merger of New Me 
Arizona is neither practical nor desirable. 

John J. Joyce, president the First National Bank; L. O. 


assage 
co and 


Fuller, attorney; W. T. Reed, publisher the z 
Francis G. Ta president Pecos Irrigation Co,; 
F. F. Doepp, M. D.; ant; M. 8. 


A. A. Beeman, me 
Groves, lumberman; C. O. Hoffman, dru 
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Las Cruces, N. Mxx., January 7, 1905. 
Senator W. B. HEYRURN, i a r 


Washington, D. 0.: 
The undersigned 8 71 p: of joint statehood bill. If 
passed believe constitution will be rejected by vote of people. 
Hadley, Richards, Hagerty, Foster, educators; Bowman, 
e Lence 
an, enger, y, com, m 7 

surveyor; Snow, Foun „ farmers; Castaneda, Cen- 
ter, clerks; Lohman, chairman county central com- 
mittee; Irlas and Ames, carpenters ; a pyar 
cian; Lucero, sherif; Armijo county clerk; McCul- 
dough, Gil, mine owners; Miller, member legislature 

council. 


Santa Fe, N. MEX., January $, 1905. 
Hon. W. B. HEYBURN 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

On behalf of the Territorial organization of the Territory of New 
Mexico I protest against the passage of the Hamilton statehood Dill 
providing for the creation of one State out of the Territories of Arizona 
and New Mexico. The provisions of this bill are repugnant to the peo- 
ple of our Territory and no constitution thereunder can possibly pass. 
Our people object to a curtailment of their just representation in the 
United States Senate. The area of the new State proposed would be 
unreasonable and so large that on account of the mountainous character 
and lack of transportation facilities great inconvenience would be 
caused our people. The two Territories have not feeling in common, 
either commercially, socially, or politically, and are practically united 
upon the proposition that no jointure of any sort will be satisfactor 
or accepted. The statement that only a few office-holders are o 
to the passage of this bill is entirely erroneous. The Del ect at 
the recent election was elected with the positive written pl over his 
signature, which was mailed to every voter in this Territory, that he 
would favor the paaga of a statehood bill for New Mexico within her 

es. dared 


t. 
anus H. O. Bursvum, 
Chairman Territorial Republican Central Committee. 


I concur in the above statement. 
i SoLOMON LUNA, 
i Member National Committee for New Mezico. 


MI. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have sent those communi- 
cations to the desk to be read, as indicating the wishes of the 
people within the proposed State on the question of uniting 
Arizona and New Mexico. While the wishes of those people 
are not binding and should not of necessity be binding upon 
Congress in legislating upon this question, yet they should be 
heard and considered. 

As I said yesterday, I believe that self-government is more 
a duty than a privilege, and looking at it from that standpoint 
Congress might very properly say that the time had come when 
those people should assume this responsibility. Various con- 
siderations have actuated Congress in forming new States. 
It was one of the first questions taken up after the organization 
of the Government. The formation of the State of Vermont 
first directed the attention of Congress to the power and the 
intent of the provision in the Constitution relating to the crea- 
tion of new States. 

The second proposition for the creation of a new State was 
decided upon entirely different grounds from that which moved 
Congress in determining the question of the admission of Ver- 
mont. Vermont was a part of New Hampshire. New Hamp- 
shire, when the Constitution was adopted, was given two 
Senators. By dividing her territory she got four Senators. 
It is worth while to consider that question. It was not because 
the population of New Hampshire was so great that they could 
not conveniently administer the government of New Hampshire. 
It was not because an increased population of New Hampshire 
demanded that that State should have a larger representation 
in this body. It was not that which actuated Congress. And 
yet, when we consider the question in the light of the discus- 
sion which took place in the Constitutional Convention as to 
the basis of representation in this body, it may be that it did 
influence the minds of a portion of Congress. $ 
~ Then again, Virginia, with only two Senators and a territory 

as large as the entire area of the original thirteen States, ac- 
cording to their present boundaries, ceded her northwest terri- 
tory to the United States with the provision that it should be 
created into States. Thus Virginia, as it was known to the 
Constitution at the time it became one of the States of the 
Union, secured for herself by this cession fourteen Senators, 
ten from the northwest territory which was ceded by Virginia 
to the United States and out of which was created five States, 
and two from Kentucky. 

Now, in settling the conflicts of authority between North 
Carolina, Virginia, and Georgia, and in casting off from Massa- 
chusetts and New Hampshire, we find that the original thirteen 
colonies added to their representation in this body twenty-two 
Members. That was in the early days of the formation of the 
Government, and it is instructive upon this question as to the 


rule that shall govern us, if I may call it a rule, as to the motive 
that we shall observe in dividing up territory that came to us 
just as naturally and legitimately and under the same pledge as 
came the territory from Virginia and North Carolina. 

Mr. President, the original plan of government was that the 
territory should be divided into areas of convenient size for 
the purposes of local government, not alone as they were then 
situated as to population and conditions, but taking into con- 
sideration the future destiny of that territory. That was the 
original plan or scheme of government. When they divided 
New Hampshire they did it because they considered that the 
territory of New Hampshire was too large for convenient goy- 
ernment. In that day they had no railroads; they did not have 
the conveniences for communication that they have now; and 
it is natural that they should consider a smaller area of ter- 
ritory appropriate for the purposes of convenient government 
on the part of the State. 

As the facilities have increased, as railroads have been 
builded, extending out into the newly acquired territory, Con- 
gress has, still considering the question of convenience of loca! 
government, made from time to time larger areas into States, 
and we have no complaint to make as to the size of those great 
States lying in the Mississippi Valley, because increased facili- 
ties of transportation and communication make them no more 
difficult to govern from a local standpoint than were the little 
States along the Atlantic coast at the time they were created. 
That is reasonable; but there is a limit beyond which this rule 
can not be carried, and this bill proposes to exceed that limit. 
Petition after petition comes from the people on the ground, 
familiar with the conditions as to the convenience of communi- 
cation between one part of this Territory and another, repre- 
senting facts and presenting conclusions for our consideration 
which would establish absolutely that the proposed legislation 
would be unfair, even taking into consideration all we know 
and all that is promised in the way of improved methods of 
communication between the different parts of Arizona and 
New Mexico. 

The distance from the capital of Arizona to the capital of 
New Mexico as they are to-day located is nearly as great as 
the distance from New York to Chicago by the recognized route 
of travel. Just consider that question for a moment as to the 
convenience of those people. It is not over a water grade or a 
level country, as is the line between New York and Chicago, 
but is over range after range of mountains through differing 
climate and country that make it impossible to economically 
and successfully conduct a State government that comprises 
the area represented by those two Territories. The expense of 
government would be intolerable, unbearable. Witnesses sum- 
moned to attend United States courts and juries summoned 
for that purpose, which are drawn from the entire district, 
would have to travel a thousand or more miles and would be 
paid mileage in proportion. Litigants desiring to go to the 
center of government for any purpose would be burdened with 
this expense. Members of the local State government, of the 
legislature, and those called to the capital would be burdened 
with this great expense. 

Those were questions that were taken into consideration in 
organizing and determining the size of the original States. 
Has any condition arisen which would make it inappropriate 
for us to take into consideration and be governed by the same 
rules? 

It would seem to me, aside from the reasons which I pre- 
sented yesterday, that this is one which should be especially 
taken into consideration—the question of economical and con- 
venient government. 

Again, it has been objected by those favoring the bill that 
these Territories, considered separately, do not contain the natu- 
ral recources that would entitle them to recognition ‘standing 
alone. That may be. We have States on the Atlantic coast 
everywhere between the two oceans—that in themselves do not 
contain a very large scope of natural resources; but the great- 
ness of a nation depends upon the aggregate producing capacity 
of all parts of it taken or considered together. One State is 
great in the production of corn, another in timber, another in 
coal, another in the precious metals, and so on, until the great 
harmonious combination of States affords, when taken to- 
gether, a self-supporting Government that contains within it- 
self all the elements of prosperity and greatness. The State of 
Illinois can not say to the State of Nevada, Because you do not 
produce corn, because you do not produce the agricultural prod- 
ucts of our State, you are unworthy to be considered,” any more 
than Nevada can say to IIlinois, Because you do not produce 
the hundreds of millions of wealth in gold and silver and pre- 
cious and useful metals you are not to be considered.” So the 
illustration might be carried to other States of the Union. We 
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need the undeveloped resources of Arizona and New Mexico to 
help fill out and round out, if not the present, then the future 
greatness of this country. 

As I said yesterday, we have scant knowledge of the capacity 
of this unexplored and undeveloped area to contribute to the 
permanent welfare and greatness of this country, and for that 
reason I protested then, and I protest now, against the closing 
of the door upon the consideration of the question as to what we 
are to do with these undeveloped possibilities at this time. If 
we are to act, let us act within conservative lines, as our fore- 
fathers did. Let us not create enormous areas of territory into 
a State merely to get rid of this question. It is not a question 
that we need to be impatient to be rid of. It is one of the most 
important that ever comes before this body for {ts consideration. 
The making of a State is the making of a nation, inasmuch as 
the State is a part of it and the extent to which it shall con- 
tribute is unknown. 

Mr. President, the question of population is one of minor in:- 
portance. If these Territories have not sufficient population to 
justify their admission as separate States to-day, then wait 
until they have, because had the rule that is sought fo be applied 
to the consideration of this question prevailed seventy-five years 
ago the States that now constitute the bulk of the wealth of 
this country would have been created into one vast State. 

This question affects this body more than it affects any other 
branch of the Government. Aside from the consideration of 
local conditions within the State after it is organized, as to its 
capacity to maintain a State government and pay the fixed 
charges of such government—aside from that the General Gov- 
ernment has little interest in this question outside of this Cham- 
ber. Members of the Senate are not Senators for the State 
from which they comé, but they are Senators of the United 
States, each one of them representing as much one State as 
another. We want to bear that in mind. We have State pride 
for the State from which we come. Men are proud to represent 
the oldest Commonwealth in the Union in this great body; they 
are proud to represent the richest Commonwealth in the Union, 
and it is a just pride, but behind it all they are no more Senators 
for one State than for another. This division into States is 
merely for the marking out of Senatorial districts in the United 
States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I heartily concur in the statement made by 
the Senator from Idaho that the members of this body repre- 
sent the entire country, and on that basis I should like to know 
if he insists that it would be proper and right to permit 40,000 
people in one section of the country to have the same considera- 
tion in this body as have 6,000,000 people in another section of 
the country? 

The Senator has spoken of Nevada, with a population of less 
than 50,000, which has the same representation in this body as 
the State of New York, with its eight or nine millions, and the 
State of Illinois, with its 5,000,000. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The difficulty with the Senator’s position 
is that he assumes that the Senator from Nevada represents 
only Nevada. The Senator from Nevada represents the State 
of New York as much as he represents the State of Nevada in 
dealing with questions that come before this body, and it is 
only a question as to the location from which Senators shall be 
selected and the medium of their selection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is the very point I desire the Senator 
from Idaho to develop. The Senator from Nevada, he says, rep- 
resents New York as much as do the New York Senators; and 
yet I find that from day to day the Sentor from Nevada, who is 
elected by a constituency of 50,000 people, is voting against the 
interests of New York, as represented by the New York Sena- 
tors, who have back of them eight or nine million people. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was not advised of that, and accepting 
the Senator’s statement for the fact that the Senator from 
Nevada is voting against the interest of New York, that is a 
question that I can leave to those Senators. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator please, I must not be mis- 
represented in my statement. 

Rasi HEYBURN. I did not intend to misrepresent the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I said the Senator from Nevada is voting 
against the interest of the people of New York as represented 
by the Senators from New York, whom the people of that State 
elected United States Senators, assuming that they represent 
fairly and honestly their constituencies. How can the Sen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 17, 


ator reconcile that condition by permitting a Senator who has 
only 50,000 constituents back of him to have the same vote on 
this floor that the eight or nine million people have? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Assuming this statement to be correct—I 
do not know how the Senator from Nevada will yote on this 
question. I know that in the other House they have passed 
this bill and sent it to us, which would seem to express the sen- 
timent of the Members that are elected directly from the people— 
it is utterly immaterial whether the Senator from Nevada, who 
was born in the State of New York and educated there and then 
went to Nevada, and comes from Nevada to this body, votes for 
the sentiments or against the sentiments that are expressed by 
the New York delegation in this body. Neither of those Sena- 
tors have, so far as I know, expressed any opinion upon this 
question. For aught I know they may be intending to oppose 
the joint admission of these Territories. The Senator from 


‘| Illinois would seem to have some intimation of their views upon 


this question. I do not think it material to the point to which I 
was addressing my remarks. I was merely expressing the sen- 
timent that Senators in this body are not Senators of the States 
from which they come, but they are Senators for all the States— 
Senators of the United States as to everything that belongs to 
the United States; and the question of pride, of location, and 
the question of pride of State should not be carried very far in 
this body except where local interests are up for consideration, 
and then it may properly be expected that Senators from the 
constituents whose interests are to be affected will have more 
knowledge and their voice will be more potent here than that of 
Senators living in some other part of the country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I take no issue, Mr. President, with the Sen- 
ator in the statements he is making about the nationality that 
should be displayed by Senators on this floor. But the point I 
am making is that he is insisting upon legislation being adopted 
here that will permit forty, fifty, or a hundred thousand people 
in one section of our country to haye the same representation 
upon this floor that five millions in Illinois have, or that eight 
or nine millions have in the State of New York. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will again remind the Senator that when 
his State came into the Union and was given two Senators in 
this body it had a population of but 34,620. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I fail to see how that meets the argument I 
am making. When Illinois was admitted into the Union as a 
State, New York did not have a tenth of the population she has 
to-day in round numbers, I am not giving the statistical fig- 
ures, but I remember the relations that the new State had to 
the States then in existence were not as disproportionate as 
exist now when we compare Nevada with Illinois, New York, 
or any of the other States of large population. But when 
Illinois was admitted, Mr. President, it was regarded as one 
of the best and finest Territories in the United States. There 
was a large population from New England, from Pennsylva- 
nia, New York, and the East flowing into that State, and 
the legislators knew that in a few years, instead of having a 
population of thirty, fifty, or a hundred thousand, it would 
have millions of citizens within the limits of the State. The 
climate, the soil, the condition of our rivers and the Lakes 
all indicated that Illinois was to be one of the great States of 
the Union in the future. That-can not be said of the Territory 
of Arizona or the Territory of New Mexico. If those Territo- 
ries possess the same great elements of future statehood that 
Illinois possessed when she was admitted, then I can conceive 
that the argument that the Senator is making is one that should 
have great influence with this body. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would not like to be 
thought to be inveighing against the State of Illinois. I did 
not select it as a target in this debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Illinois can stand anything the Senator 
may say. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But the Senator has brought forth the 
greatness of his State as a comparison, and I am compelled to 
direct my remarks to it. At the time Illinois was admitted to 
the Union, with 34,620 population, the State of New York had 
1,372,812, and the proportionate difference was greater between 
those two States than it is to-day between Arizona and New 
York. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But those facts as presented by the Senator 
do not give a fair statement of the situation. Anybody who is 
familiar with the history of our country when Illinois was ad- 
mitted knows that the increase of population there was mar- 
velous from year to year, and that while her population was in 
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accordance with the figures that are presented, it was then 
apparent that she was to be one of the great States of the 
Union. 

The Senator has referred to Nevada. The point I am making 
is that everybody understood that Illinois was susceptible of 
sustaining and developing a great population, whereas the State 
of Nevada has to-day a smaller population than she had when 
she was admitted into the Union; and we all know that the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico have had a small in- 
crease in population during the last twenty or thirty years. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. I would say to the Senator from Illinois 
that Nevada has a very much larger population to-day than she 
ever had before. It is a permanent population, and it is an in- 
creasing population. The Senator is very liable to disparage 
the Western States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. f 

Mr. STEWART. I have heard it said that there was nothing 
west of the Mississippi of any value. I have heard all that 
section of country derided in this Chamber, except perhaps 
California, and have heard it said that States could not be 
made from it. Yet see how States grew up there in a little 
while. There are North and South Dakota, and Nebraska. I 
remember Nebraska when it did not have 5,000 inhabitants, and 
people thought that it did not amount to much. 

Neyada is not going to be the smallest State in the Union by 
a great deal. It has got more good agricultural land than 
many of the States have. I might mention three or four States 
put together that .would not equal it in agriculture; and in 
mines it is first to-day. Why should Neyada be singled out or 
be advertised as an incumbrance upon this country 

Mr. HOPKINS. I hope the Senator does not mean 

Mr. STEWART. By those who are not familiar with the 
State at all? 

Now the Senator is speaking of Arizona and disparaging that 
Territory. Arizona has more resources than many imagine. 
The ruins of Arizona in the part of the Territory that was form- 
erly inhabited show that it once had a large population and 
old cities, when its waters were used in ancient times, so long 
ago that the memory of man or history runs not to the con- 
trary. Arizona will have more water than most of the West- 
ern States when it is conserved. She has the largest body of 
fine land of any State in the Union and a great watershed 
that will furnish moisture to reclaim a country much more fer- 
tile than any part of Illinois—I beg the pardon of the Senator 
from Illinois. 2 

The irrigated land of Arizona will produce more than the 
lands of any State where they depend on rainfall. One acre 
of that irrigated land is equal to three or four acres of your 
best land in thé East. They raise two crops yearly on the 
irrigated land, and they raise crops in their perfection when 
they do it properly. ; 

Furthermore, in regard to this arid country, I wish to say 
that I have investigated the subject of arid countries consider- 
ably, and I find that there have been more agricultural products 
produced by irrigation in countries the greater part of which 
is arid than have been produced in countries where there is a 
rainfall; and I predict for Arizona that it will be a great 
State, and the Senator from Illinois, if he ever goes out there, 
will be proud of it. 

I protest against disparaging Arizona because I know that 
Territory, and I know it has natural resources almost unsur- 
passed. The amount of land that can there be brought under 
cultivation is very great and is generally underrated. The war 
between man and the desert has been going on always. Let 
alone, the desert will triumph; but if irrigated annually a very 
small amount of water will spread out over a large country. A 
stream of water that will irrigate fifty or a hundred acres the 
first year will irrigate 10,000 acres in a few years. I can show 
you that in Utah and along the Cache Valley. 

There was only a little stream that would irrigate at first a 
few acres, on which they raised vegetables, but now they have 
built cities and have got millions of acres under cultivation 
from these small sources. So it will be in Arizona, and so it 
will be in all that country. 

The great population of India is on lands that have been 
reclaimed, and most of it has been reclaimed by raising waters 
with buckets. You would not think that they could do very 
much in that way, but after the land has been irrigated and 
become soaked with water they can get along and carry on 
cultivation with little water. I tell you that that arid country 
of Arizona will some time astonish you. If you go there now and 


see the fruits and vegetables that they have produced you will 
be agreeably surprised, I think, and you will not think it is an 
inferior country at all or that it may not be an ornament as a 
State. 

The impossibility of dividing territory up so as to have the 
population of States equal does not militate against our system, 
because there was great inequality of population when the 
Union was formed. Delaware was very small, Rhode Island 
was very small, and some of the States had very little popula- 
tion at that time. But those States came in, although that in- 
equality existed. That inequality has not been exaggerated. 
As time has gone on the Western States which have been ad- 
mitted with small populations, like Illinois, have developed 
enormously and will continue to do so. I am glad to say that 
Illinois is a great State, but because one State happens to be 
greater than another is no reason why there should be but one 
State or why one State should monopolize everything. 

It is better that the whole country should be represented in 
this body. The Senate is made up of representatives of the 
States. That system has worked well, and it is more conserva- 
tive than it would be to have two Houses of Representatives. 

There is talk about electing Senators by direct vote of the 
people. That would be a great mistake. It would be in viola- 
tion of that principle which the Constitution provided and has 
preserved. 

The Senate has been a conservative element; it has repre- 
sented the States; and to say that the Territories of Arizona 
and New Mexico should not be represented here because they 
do not have the same population as Illinois or New York is 
contrary to the theory of our Constitution. The same thing 
was said against North Dakota, since I have been a member of 
the Senate; against South Dakota, against Montana, against 
Idaho, against Washington, and against Nebraska. Nebraska 
was not a State when I first came to the Senate, It was said 
that it had not population enough to become a State, The same 
arguments were then used in the case of the State of Nebraska, 
and see how that State has grown up and what changes haye 
taken place. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Illinois will get out of the way 
of progress and keep quiet a little while and let that country 
grow. It will grow in spite of his protest against it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the 
Senator from Idaho—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say to the Senator from Nevada 
that he has entirely misapprehended my position. I was not 
inveighing against the State of Nevada, and I have no prejudice 
against the West; far from it. I was born and bred in the 
West. I take pride in being a Western man, and I can say to 
the Senator that during all the years of my service in the other 
branch of Congress—if he will take pains to look up my record— 
he will find that I have always voted on all questions in which 
the West has been interested in favor of the Western interests. 
I voted for the irriagtion scheme that is so dear to the heart of 
the Senator from Nevada, which we all expect will produce 
such splendid results in that mountainous country. 

The reason.the Senator’s State was mentioned was not be- 
cause of anything that the Senator from Illinois said, but was 
an illustration that was brought in by the Senator who now has 
the floor, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heyrvrn]. Then it was 
that I called attention to the fact that the State of Nevada, 
that has been in the Union so long, according to the statistics 
had not increased in population; and I then asked the question 
as to whether the limited number of people in that mountain- 
ous country should have the same rights and the same privi- 
leges that millions of people should have in a larger State, like 
New York or Illinois. 

I have never taken exception to the vote that admitted Ne- 
vada into the Union. She has been splendidly represented upon 
this floor and in the other branch of Congress all the time she 
has been a State, and the class of people within her borders are 
among the best in the United States; but when we are talking 
about adding new States to the Union, does the Senator believe 
that it is a wise policy for us to admit into the Union a sec- 
tion of country where the prospects are indicative of the fact 
that a still smaller population will have the same representation 
in this body that the States of Illinois, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
New York have? ; 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator beep them oat until 
they have a population equal to that of any of the States he has 
named? 4 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would either keep them out or I would 
unite them so that there would be a respectable population 
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down there to ask for representation in this body. I do not be- 
lieve that when a few thousand people have settled in a sec- 
tion of country that is now a Territory they are entitled to 
statehood simply because they demand it. I think they should 
present to us some of the elements of statehood before they can 
successfully ask for admission into the Union. 

Mr. STEWART. On that principle the whole region west 
of the Mississippi if admitted into the Union would have been 
admitted as one State when I came to the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, about the time to which the 
Senator refers—when he first inhabited Lllinois—the States 
of Illinois and Indiana together did not have as large a popula- 
tion as Oklahoma has to-day. I have the census reports before 
me, Suppose the Senator were to place himself back, for the 
consideration of their admission, where those States stood at 
that time, would he insist that Indiana and Illinois should be 
admitted jointly as one State because of their population? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can say to the Senator that if the States 
of Illinois and Indiana had not increased in population over 
what they possessed when they were admitted into the Union, I 
would insist that they be admitted as one State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The State of Illinois in forty years after 
its settlement, according to the census on the desk before me, 
did not have as much population as Oklahoma has to-day. 
After forty years of possibilities and development of those mag- 
nificent prairies, it had less population than has the Territory of 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator has not heard me say 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must obtain per- 
mission of the Chair and be recognized by the Chair before 
interrupting a Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg pardon, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HET BURN. I yield. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Idaho is evading the 
proposition—I do not use that term in an offensive way—when 
he speaks of Oklahoma. The population of Oklahoma is en- 
tirely different from that of New Mexico. The climate and 
the conditions for statehood in Oklahoma are quite different 
from what they are in either of the Territories he mentioned, 
and that called forth the colloquy between himself and me. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will then take the comparison suggested 
by the Senator from Illinois, and in forty years Arizona has 
increased in population at a greater percentage than Illinois 
did in the first forty years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to finish the comparison, and 
then I will yield. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say, if you make your compari- 
sons, make them in numbers and not in percentages. There is 
nothing so illusive as percentages and nothing that leads to such 
false results. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And yet, Mr. President, there is nothing so 
accurate as percentages when you are considering a question of 
this kind. Take the entire State. Take the population of the 
entire State, based upon the growing capacity of the entire 
State, and estimated by the percentage of growth, and you have 
the true standard by which to estimate the future capacity for 
growth—what has it been in the past. Unless the Senator will 
contend that it has reached the limit of its development and 
from this time forward there exists no capacity for growth in 
the future, he must concede that what Arizona has done in the 
way of percentage in growth she may do in the future. 

Take any other State. I am not going to refer to the State 
of Illinois as a basis for comparison any more, because we have 
carried that far enough. The official records of the Govern- 
ment of the United States show that the growth of Arizona 
or New Mexico has been as great as that of Illinois at the same 
period. These States grow on their growth, and about the 
time to which the Senator refers, when he came to the State 
of Illinois, that State stood at the threshold of its greatness 
and its growth. Having a nucleus of three hundred and odd 
thousand of population, then it for the first time, though evi- 
dently possessed in itself of the energy and the enterprise, was 
equal to the occasion to take advantage of the natural re- 
sources of the State and develop them, and by their development, 
the example of their deyelopment, draw to their State people 
from other parts of the country. That is what Arizona and 
New Mexico and Oklahoma and all of the Western States and 
Territorits are doing. When they get to a certain period in 
their growth they, for the first time, attract attention, the atten- 
tion of those who are looking for new lands, new homes, and 


when the attention of the people is once drawn to them it 
draws the attention of other people. That is why they grow. 

So with Arizona and New Mexico. They stand to-day on the 
threshold of their development and their greatness. Give them 
an opportunity to demonstrate separately that they possess 
within themselves the elements of prosperity, the capacity to 
maintain a State, and they will do just what these other States 
have done. They will spring forward from that time, when 
they once have the confidence of the people, with strides more 
rapid than those that belonged to the earlier States. 

In the first hundred years of the existence of the New Eng- 
land and the Middle and Southern States they had not attained 
altogether the population of one of the States to-day. At the 
time of the Revolution there were only 3,000,000 people along 
the Atlantic coast, between the Mississippi River and the At- 
mane coast. And they had been 160 years acquiring that popu- 
ation. 

You have to consider those conditions in determining the 
question under consideration. We must deal with the past. 
We have to demonstrate our confidence in the future, not only 
with the future that lies buried in the land, in the mountains, 
but in the future of the people—the American citizenship. Do 
you know that in Arizona a larger percentage of the people own 
their own homes than in Massachusetts or in Pennsylvania or 
in New York? Do you know that by more than twice a larger 
percentage of those homes are free of debt? Do you know that 
a larger percentage of people in Arizona are engaged in gainful 
occupations than there are in the Middle States of the Union? 

The ownership of the home is the guaranty of the future 
greatness of a country. Much depends, of course, on what men 
do with their homes. But these people have managed to ac- 
quire them and to keep them free from debt; and to make them 
yield, in the earliest stages of their existence and development, 
a proportion as great of the gainful things that come from the 
land as those of any other State. There is the test of capacity, 
Mr. President. 

These are American citizens who have made their homes in 
Arizona and New Mexico—in the main, I mean; not all of them, 
But in Arizona it is especially true that it is the American citi- 
zens who have gone there from homes in the East. It is your 
surplus sons. It is the ambitious of your family, those who are 
not content to dwell in idleness or in lack of opportunity. They 
have gone to that land of promise to make it their home, to lay 
the foundation for the State, and they are simply asking you to 
give them the fullest opportunity to do that, not by bunching 
them up and making one State out of so vast a territory merely 
to get rid of something. We are not here to get rid of these 
questions. We are here to dispose of them as they should be 
disposed of, however much time it may take or how earnest 
may be the consideration of these questions. 

There is no demand now before us for statehood from these 
people who have made their homes in Arizona and New Mexico, 
and the occasion does not demand at our hands that we should 
thrust statehood upon them. If they were a populous and pros- 
perous section of our country, equipped to-day for statehood, 
and refused to assume the responsibility of self-government, 
then there might be some reason, some basis for argument, why 
we should say to them “ You shall assume this burden, whether 
you want to or not.“ But under existing conditions, they not 
wanting it, we should merely strike out that portion of the bill 
which relates to Arizona and New Mexico, and then take up for 
consideration the question as to the manner of dealing with Ok- 
lahoma and Indian Territory. 

I have not devoted any time to the consideration of Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory because, as I understand the man- 
ner of proceeding, the amendment which proposes to exclude 
Arizona and New Mexico from the operation of this bill will be 
first acted on. Then we will be face to face with the question 
as to the manner of dealing with Oklahoma and Indian Terri- 


tory. 

I will say at this time, however, that it seems to me Oklahoma 
should be admitted. Oklahoma is asking for admission. She 
comes to us with the developed resources that give assurance of 
her ability to maintain State government. We should admit her. 

My present impression is against uniting Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma, because Indian Territory contains a population un- 
accustomed to self-government, even of a Territorial character, 
unaccustomed to participating in self-government, except to the 
extent of their tribal or semitribal relations, and they are in a 
minority as against Oklahoma. So Indian Territory might pos- 
sibly be used merely as a political plaything by the majority of 
the new State. 

However, I do not desire at this time to embarrass the con- 
sideration of the question as it relates to Arizona and New 
Mexico by a consideration of the Oklahoma and Indian Territory 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


971 


proposition. I hope the Senate will consider first the fact that 
there is no demand for the admission of these Territories singly 
or separately; second, that because of the area proposed to be 
incorporated into this State it is an unfair division of the ter- 
ritory of the United States as it affects the representation in 
this body; third, because it is a mortgage that can never be 
satisfied upon the records of this Government when we close the 
door by admitting these two Territories as one. You can not 
undo it. It becomes a sovereign State, and without its consent 
it could not be divided. 

The last phase of the question deals with the future, and we 
will be held responsible for it when that Territory contains a 
population as great as that of any other State represented on 
this floor. It may; it will; for the growth of the Pacific coast 
States indicate that they all possess within themselves the mate- 
rial out of which great States are made. 

They possess our own blood, the intelligence of the East, 
the capacity to build a nation, just as able, just as keen as that 
which made these States. Nature has been as kind and bounti- 
ful to them in dealing out material out of which to make States 
as it was here in the East. 

Mr. President, I hope at the proper time the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from California [Mr. Barp] will be 
adopted, and that the consideration of Arizona and New Mexico 
will be dropped, and then let the bill stand before the Senate on 
the question of Oklahoma and Indian Territory. 

I would favor the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] but that it puts these Territories to the 
trouble and expense of doing that which we know beforehand 
will be futile; that is all. If we say to them, “ You may vote 
separately,” we know what the result will be. If we say to 
them, You may vote unitedly,“ New Mexico may drag Arizona 
in as a county of New Mexico and force statehood upon her 
under conditions that would be intolerable. In this body we 
must deal with the question not only as it affects the people of 
those two Territories and the people of the nation, but as it af- 
fects this body on the basis of its representation and the distri- 
bution of power, the distribution of the right of selection to this 
body. 

I say, without anticipating strife or contention between the 
ast and the West, that in fairness to that great portion of the 
country lying west of the Mississippi River there should be no 
State created of the size proposed by this bill. There should be 
no lessening of the representation as indicated by the geograph- 
ical divisions already formed. Admit Arizona and New Mexico 
as one State and it loses to the West forever two Senators in 
this body. It never can be undone. Why was Dakota divided? 
It was because it would have been unreasonable to admit it as 
one State. 

Mr. President, I repeat that no graver question comes before 
this body than the one now under consideration. It has been 
spoken of lightly in the press as though it were a joke—the 
making of Western States. Where is the West to-day? We 
used to talk about the backwoods of Ohio, and then beyond the 
Mississippi, and then the Rocky Mountains, and then the Pacific 
slope. The march of progress has gone out to the ocean and 
started back again. The frontier to-day does not lie on the 
Pacific coast, but it lies between here and there. The West 
holds as great promise for the future greatness of this country 
as any portion of its territory ever held at any period of its 
existence, and it is with the future and the promise based upon 
experience that we are to deal in determining this question. 

Mr. CLAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand that the Senator from Georgia 
is going on to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCumeer in the chair). 
The Senator from Georgia has been recognized. 

Mr. CLAY. I am not anxious to speak this afternoon. I 
should speak for a short time only, at any rate. If there is 
some other business to be transacted I am not in a hurry to 
proceed. J 

Mr. NELSON. On behalf of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. : 

The Secrerary. On page 15, line 15, after the word Mus- 
cogee,” to insert “one term at South McAlester;” in line 16, 
after the word “more,” to strike out “alternately;” and on 
page 16, line 3, after the word “ act,” to strike out “ on the first 
Monday in January and the first Monday in June” and insert: 

At Muscogee on the first Monday in Jan ; at South McAlester 
on the first Monday in May; at Ardmore on the first Monday in Oc- 


tober; at Guthrie on the first Monday in January; at Oklahoma City 
on the first Monday in June. 


Mr. NELSON. In a word I can explain the effect of the 


amendment. It is simply to add a term of the United States 
court at South McAlester, in the Indian Territory, and it is an 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator desire to have it acted 
upon now or later? 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to have it acted upon now. 

Mr. BAILEY. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. NELSON. To establish a term of the court at South 
McAlester, Ind. T. 

Mr. BAILEY. Would the Senator from Minnesota object to 
providing at the same time for a session of the court at 
Chickasha? 

Mr. NELSON. I could not do so without consulting the 
committee. This is a committee amendment. I should not 
like to have the other proposition brought up at this time. I 
will simply say that if such an amendment is presented, I have 
no doubt the committee will give it consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I would not embarrass this, for I 
think it is a very proper amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I only offer this at the present time because 
it is a committee amendment and undisputed. I will ask that 
this amendment be incorporated in the reprint of the bill or- 
dered this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 18, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate January 17, 1905. 
COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION AT THE PORT OF NEW YORK. 
Robert Watchorn, of New York, to be commissioner of immi- 

gration at the port of New York, N. Y., in the Department of 

Commerce and Labor, to take effect February 11, 1905. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William G. Wheeler, of Wisconsin, to be United States at- 
torney for the western district of Wisconsin. A reappoint- 
ment, his term having expired January 10, 1905. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF LOUISIANA. 

James Lewis, of Louisiana, to be surveyor-general of Louisi- 
ana, his term having expired January 19, 1903. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Albert Wheelon, of South Dakota, to be register of the land 
office at Pierre, S. Dak., his term having expired December 20, 
1904. (Reappointment.) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Henry E. Cutting, of South Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pierre, S. Dak., his term having expired December 
20, 1904. (Reappointment. ) 

John E. Adams, of Aberdeen, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Aberdeen, 8. Dak., vice Morris H. Kelly, deceased. 

POSTMASTER. 
ALABAMA, 
John R. Carter to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county 


of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in place of James W. 
Hughes, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1905. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
John E. McCall, of Tennessee, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Tennessee. 
AUDITOR OF PORTO RICO. 


Thomas W. Hynes, of New York, to be auditor of the island 
of Porto Rico. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Charles A. Willard, of Minnesota, to date from January 13, 
1905, to be an associate justice of the supreme court of the 
Philippine Islands. 
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REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Bryson P. Blair, of Colorado, to be register of the land office 
at Montrose, Colo. 

Lon E. Foote, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 
Hugo, Colo. 

Frederick C. Perkins, of Colorado, to be register of the land 
office at Durango, Colo. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John E. Adams, of South Dakota, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Aberdeen, S. Dak. 
Daniel L. Sheets, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Durango, Colo. 
POSTMASTERS, 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Robert S. Golden to be postmaster at Hollandale, in the | 
county of Washington and State of Mississippi. | 

Henry L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Ackerman, in the county | 
of Choctaw and State of Mississippi. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, January 17, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] ten minutes’ time. | 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I would like, before the de- 
bate begins, to ask the gentieman on the other side if we can 
not take a vote on this question at 4 o'clock this afternoon. 
In my judgment the mind of the Members of the House has 
been practically made up, and there will not be very much 
change made by the debate should we debate here for a month. 
I am willing to take the vote now, and be satisfied to ask 

unanimous consent to have the vote taken this afternoon. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
from the way in which this matter has been arranged, and 
from the fact that certain gentlemen have prepared to make 
speeches, the arrangement suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PaLurn] would absolutely preclude them 
from doing so. I understood when this debate was started it 
was to be absolutely fair and unlimited, and I think by to- 
morrow afternoon we can close this matter, and in the mean- 
time give the gentlemen who have made preparation oppor- 
tunity to be heard on matters that have not yet been entirely 
and fully discussed. : 
- Mr. PALMER. If there is objection, of course I can not 
get unanimous consent. The responsibility is on these gentle- 
men to continue this debate, but I am ready for a vote. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Gerr], who proposes, as the Chair caught it, to make an 
agreement to close the debate and vote at a certain hour to- 
morrow? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, to put the matter in form, I 
ask unanimous consent of the House to vote on this proposition 
on these articles at 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Guiertr] to propose a counter proposition to 
the effect that we now fix to-morrow for a vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I think that “sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.” If it is to go over until to-morrow, when to- 
morrow comes we will try and agree. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the vote be taken on this matter at 3.30 o’clock 
p. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Gr- 
LETT] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow at 3.30 o'clock 
p. m. a vote be taken upon the articles of impeachment. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cock- 
RAN] is recognized. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wished to put 
a parliamentary inquiry, but the question is now withdrawn 
and that disposed of it. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the majority of 
the committee that brought in these articles I hope the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MACON. Will you allow me to say this. I only ob- 
jected as my friend the gentleman from California is endeay- 
oring to run this thing himself, and whenever I find a man 
trying to do that, I nearly always object. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is merely a personal matter, and I 
hope that the gentleman will withdraw that, and let us dispose 
of some public business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. By giving unanimous consent 
to the request of the gentleman from California, the House 
does not surrender the right to vote on each of these articles 
separately, does it? 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. All rights touching that 
matter will be preserved, unless there is unanimous consent 
as to how the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. PALMER. In order to facilitate business, I will say I 
will join with this request of the gentleman from California 
that we begin voting to-morrow at half past 3. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. That the voting begin on the articles of 
impeachment to-morrow at half past 3 o'clock. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gen- 


_Ueman from Iowa is recognized. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, just before adjournment last even- 
ing I had an opportunity to read to this House the debate in the 
Senate when this proposition (the $10 law) was first adopted. 
In 1898 the Committee of Appropriations put the same provision 
in an appropriation bill, and then there was debate in the House, 
to which I wish to call the attention of this body. The same 
provision was put in the sundry civil bill, and it was debated at 
some length. I will incorporate in my remarks what was said 
by Mr. Unperwoop and by Mr. Cannon in reference thereto. I 
will call the attention of the House to Mr. Unprerwoonp’s state- 
age on page 2283, of the Fifty-fifth Congress, second session. 

e says: 


Mr. UNpErwoop. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday last I raised the point 
of order to that part of the sundry civil bill on page 104, that comes in 
after the word „ down to the end of line 22. This provi- 
sion of the sundry civil bill refers to section 715 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, that reads as follows: 

“Sec. 715. The circuit and district courts may appoint criers for 
their. courts, to be allowed the sum of $2 per day, and the marshals may 
appoint such a number of persons, not exceeding five, as the judges of their 
res ive courts may determine, to attend upon the grand and other 
juries, and for other necesary purposes, who shall be allowed for their 
services the sum of $2 per day, to be paid by and included in the ac- 
counts of the marshal, out of any money of the United States in his 
hands. Such compensation shall be paid only for actual attendance, 
and, when both courts are in session at the same time, only for attend- 
ance on one court.” 

Now, this section in the bill very materially changes the provisions 
of section 715 of the Revised Statutes. In the first place, it provides 
a compensation of $10 a day to the district judges during the time they 
are traveling from their homes to the places where they hold extra 
courts. The statute already gives them $10 a day compensation aonig 
the time they are holding courts, but this gives them an additio 
compensation of $10 a day while traveling back and forth. 


If any gentleman has made up his mind to vote for the im- 
peachment of Judge Swayne on the $10-a-day proposition, he 
should do it with a full knowledge of what took place in this 
House in 1898, when the same provision was put into the appro- 
PaA bill, two years following the adoption of the existing 
aw. 

Mr. Unberwoop continues: 


Now, these judges receive $5,000 a year sala 
States, and the law provides for their be g 
expenses. So that I see no reason why the 
should be increased in this way. 

Mr. Cannon. If my friend will allow me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Les. 

Mr. Cannon, It seems to me that he has got his point of order to the 
whole of the section, from line 5 to line 20, inclusive. 

Mr. Unprrwoop. I have made it from page 7 to line 22, Inclusive. 
After the word Provided,“ on line 7, down to the end of the para- 


graph. 
Mr. Cannon. Now, from line 7 to 10, it seems to me that has noth- 
ing to do with the judges, but it is for the fees of the criers, and in the 


= of a limitation. 
r. UNDERWOop. I my friend's pardon. I do not think it ts a 
limitation anywhere. ink it extends the amount of fees that shall 


from the United 
id mileage and traveling 
r compensation or salary 


I 


be paid in the United States courts all along the line. 
r. CANNON. But does not section 715—1 want to ask as a question 
of fact —apply to criers? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Section 715 applies to criers, and is a limitation. 
This is an extension. 
Mr. Cannon, Lines 7 to 10 provide that “all persons employed un- 
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der section 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed to be in actual 
attendance when they attend upon the orders of the court.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Lines 5, 6, and 7 provide for the pay of the bailiffs 
and criers, not exceeding 3 bailiffs and 1 crier in each court. I have 
no objection to that. 

. CANNON, I think my friend’s point of order should be made from 
line 10, “And provided further“ 

Mr. UnbERWoop. The language of lines from 7 to 10 is already in 
the statute. The lines that they ‘shall be paid only when in actual 
attendance are already in there. There is no necessity for reenact- 


ing it. 

Ar. Cannon. My friend does not desire to strike out from line 5 to 
10, inclusive, down to where the word “courts” occurs in line 10. You 
make the point of order commencing in line 10 after “Provided 
further,” and how far do you go? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In 8 the case I went down to the end of 
line 22, but I see that line 22 carries the appropriation, so I have no 
point of order to strike that out. 

Mr. SHarrzora. Why would it not be well to make the ee of order 
only after line 11, so as to include “no such person shall be employed 
during vacation?” That is a wise limitation, it seems to me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The statute already contemplates that, because the 
statute says that it shall not be paid only for actual attendance upon 
the courts, and a judge can not attend on a court in vacation. 

Mr. Cannon. My friend from Alabama is after the $10 a day to 
cover the expenses of traveling and attendance of the district judge 
when attending district courts 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, the judge gets $10 a day after he 
gets to the place where he is going to hold the court. ¢ 

Mr. CAxxöx. Not the district judge, but the circuit judges. 

Mr. Unperwoop. When a new district judge is sent to hold court 
when another judge is sick, he gets, under the law, $10 a day. 

Mr. Cannon. I do not so-understand it. Let me give my under- 
standing, so as to get the exact difference between us, understand 
the district judge gets his $5,000 a year, if that is it—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. Cannox. When he goes outside to hold court, he does not get 


anything. 

Mr. Gixpeawoon. friend from Illinois, I think, is mistaken. 
When he goes to attend court he 1 25 $10 a day compensation for hold- 
ing that court during the days he is there, and I think that is sufficient, 
for he already gets $5,000 a year, and to pay him $10 per day while at 
court will more than cover his expenses and it is cient compensa- 
tion without giving him the additional amount in this bill. 

Mr. Canxon. Commencing on line 16, expenses of judges of the 
elrenit courts of appeals ” 

Mr. Usxperwoop, That excepts the circuit court judges, and they 
would not receive it anyway, for it is their duty now. 

Mr. Canxon. I understand when the circuit court is held away from 
the residence of one of the circuit judges—I mean the appellate court 
they get $10 a day. 

Be Deron: I do not so understand it if it is within the circuit 
of the judge. 

Mr. Cannon. Yes; if it is away from the place of his residence. The 
truth Is, if there is any abuse it is as to the antes that perform appel- 
late duty. Two of them always are away from their homes. They get 
their full salary and then $10 a day besides, whereas, it seems to me, 
there is no abnse as to the district judge, because he only goes away on 
special occasions and ought to have 7 a day. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. My friend and I do not agree. I insist that the 
law is that when he gets to the court outside of his district that he is 
goin to hold he gets his $10 a day. This proposes to give him $10 a 

ay during the time he is traveling. 

Mr. Cox NOL x. This provision in the bill Is in proce the same lan- 
guage as the law stands to-day. There is no change. ere is the law 
as it was passed by the last Congress : 

“Provided further, That no such person shall be employed during va- 
cation; of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district 
udges directed to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed 

10 per day each, to be paid on written certificates of the jndges, and 
such payments shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of his 
accounts with the United States; expenses of judges of the circuit 
courts of appeals; of meals and lodgings for jurors in United States 
cases, and of bailiffs In attendance upon the same, when ordered by the 
court; and of compensation for jury commissioners, $5 per day, not 
exceeding three days for any one term of court.” 

Mr. Unperwoob. Does the gentleman say that became a law in the 
last Congress? 

Mr. CONNOLLY, That is the law. Let me say, the act of March 3, 
1891, provided for the creation of the court of ap) s and for the 
payment of an additional circuit judge in each judicial circuit, pro- 
vided that where the judges attended that court away from their 
places of residence they should be entitled to compensation, and ever 
since then the law bas made appropriation to carry out the letter of 
the law creating the circuit court of appeals I investigated that 
matter myself at the Department of Justice this morning, and spent 
an hour there with the officials that have the accounts under their 

, Supervision, and I find that the law has been so since the circuit court 
of appeals was established. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I looked up the law in the Revised Statutes. I 
will say candidly that I did not look at the acts of the last Congress, 
and, if the act was pasma by the last Congress, then I may be in error. 

Mr. CoxxoLLY. It was enacted before the last Congress, but how 
long ago I do not remember; I think probably about 1891, the time of 
the creation of the court of appeals. 

Mr. Powers. If I understand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UnpEerwoop] correctly, his criticism applies to this allowance to the 
district judges when they are called away from their districts to at- 
tend court? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Powers. For the information of the gentleman, let me say that 
for more than twenty or twenty-five years this statute has been in 
force. Man i ago the language of the statute relating to allow- 
ances of this kind was that the judges should be allowed their “ rea- 


sonable 
tly abused. Sometimes the 


ses." 

That wide latitude of language was greai 
oe charged as high as $40 a day. For that reason Congress cut 
own the allowance to $10 a day and made it apply in terms both to 
travel and to attendance upon court. The object of the allowance was 
to indemnify the judges for their expenses leaving home, and in- 
cluded, of course, expenses of transportation as well as expenses while 
attending court. district judge in the State of Vermont does 


Our 
more work probably in the city of New York than he does in our State, 


When he leaves home for the p of hol: court in New York he 
is allowed $10 a from the e when he leaves until he returns, 
the allowance of $10 covering his transportation expenses and his ex- 
penses while in New York. As the gentleman will readily see, the 
allowance is not a very liberal one. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, the law at present does not apply 
to the time taken up by the judge in traveling from his home to the 
place where he is going to hold court. 

Mr. Powers. Oh, yes, it does. The langu: of the act is “ expenses 
for travel and attendance, not to exceed $10 per day;” that is, $10 
per day for traveling or $10 per day while in attendance at court. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that such is the provision of this 
bill; but I do not understand that it is the existing law. 

Mr. Powers. It has been the law in this same form for a great many 


years. 

Mr. Unverwoop. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Connolly] and 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] insist that this provision 
is now existing law as passed by the last Congress. I therefore wish to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] why the provision has 
been incorporated in this bill at this time? 

Mr. Cannon. I will tell the gentleman 5 I understand this 
ee oa I want to be entirely frank with and the Committee of 

e ole. 

Ten dollars a day is the allowance now for travel and expenses to 
the circuit judges. When one of these judges does appellate duty awa 
from home, he certifies his account for expenses upon the basis of $1 
aday. And that is right 1 1 in When a circuit judge of Indiana 
or the southern district of Illinois goes to Chicago for the purpose of 
holding court (and there is work enough there for three judges), all he 
has to do is to certify his account for expenses at the rate of $10 a 
day, and upon his certificate the allowance is made. But this provi- 
sion of the 2 law does not apply to a district judge. He must 
make out a detailed account of his ses. If, for instance, he pays 
10 cents for blacking his boots, or if he buys a breakfast at a restau- 
rant for 50 cents or à dollar, he must include such items in the detailed 
statement of his expenses. . 

That statement is sent down here and must pass the approval of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, who must decide as best they can 
whether the charges are reasonable. Now, the provision in this bill, 
as we have reported it, will allow these district ju $10 a day upon 
their certificates in the same way that the circuit judges get their al- 
lowances (which we can not prevent them from getting) at the rate of 
$10 per day. If this provision goes out of the bill, these district judges 
must continue to render an account of mses in detail. That is the 
— = the case as I understand it, and 1 think I understand all there 


Mr. SHAFROTH. And the effect of allowing these judges $10 a day 
will be to save money to the Treasury. 

Mr. Cannon. In effect it does that, because when one of these judges 
is away from home, holding court in Chicago or New York oat oc 
Dallas or anywhere else outside of his district, an allowance of $10 a 
day for expenses is not extravagant. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Upon the statement which the gentleman from 
Illinois now makes, he is probably right, so far as that matter is con- 
cerned; but the further provision in this paragraph, in the language 
* of meals and lodgings for jurors in United States cases,” is not em- 
braced in the present law, I know. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Permit me to inguire of the gentleman 
from Iowa, just there before he goes further, was not the con- 
tention of Mr. Cannon of Illinois simply this: That it was a 
change from allowing an itemized account as theretofore, and a 
certificate from the judge? 

Mr. LACEY. That is not the point. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point was that they had not ren- 
dered a certificate theretofore, but had to make an itemized 
account, and that is all there is in that. 

Mr. LACEY. That is not all there is in it, as the gentleman 
will find if he will simply read all this debate that then took 
place. The proposition as originally gave $10 a day to the cir- 
cuit judges, and the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, Mr. Cannon of Illinois, said that the same allowance 
ought to be given to the district judges then. [Reading:] 


Mr. Cannon. No, it is not; but sppropriations for that purpose have 
been made time out of mind, because of the necessity of making pro- 
vision for such expenses. I am reminded of the fact that this matter 
was especially brought to the attention of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and the Committee of the Whole House five or six years 
ago, and upon the necessity of such an appropriation being shown it 
went in the bill. In reporting such a provision in the present bill 
your committee has simply followed the precedents. k 

of order would lie to the clause “of me: 
United States cases.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Judiciary Committee, in connection with a bill 
before them, have considered the very proposition put in here. I 
think there ought to be some provision made as to the feeding of 
jurors in Government cases. But there is no limitation upon the pro- 
vision here. It leaves it absolutely within the control of the judge. 
I think it is better to put a bill through Congress providing for the 
feeding of these jurors, which bill has been carefully considered by the 
Judiciary Committee, than it is to put through a loose provision in this 


way. 
Mr. Cannon. Then there must be an appropriation if the bill is put 
through. Now, if my friend could secure the passage of the bill duis 
ro ha yin would only be available according to the terms of the 
bill that would be passed. 

Mr. Unperwoop. But I do not think we ought to laws that will 
leave it entirely to the discretion of the Treasury Department and of 
the to construe how and when these jurors shall be fed. 

Mr. Non. If my friend wants to apply his point of order to the 


meals and lodgings of jurors in United States cases, of course the pro- 
vision will go out. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall be compelled to insist on that portion of It, 
n ettendan th d of the compensa 
a ce upon the same, and of the co 
tion of jury commissioners—” ‘ = 


Now, as to 
“And of 
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I will say that, as I understand it, the United States Government 
has been to no expense concerning jury commissioners heretofore. 
Mr. Cannon. Oh, yes; that is provided for by law, and has been in 
ever since jury commissioners were authorized, I am informed. 
Mr. Dockery. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he has 
made 
Mr. Cannon. The gentleman’s point of order would run to these 
words, commencing in line 17: 
“Of meals and lodgings for jurors in United States cases, and of 
bailiffs in attendance upon the same, when ordered by the court.” 
It has been called to 13 2 attention in reference to this paragraph 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama make a point of 
order on that whole paragraph? 
Mr. Uxprerwoop. The first provision does not limit this payment to 
the judges of $10 a day to the time they are actually holding court. 
Now, if the gentleman from Illinois will amend that part of the pro- 
yision so that it shall apply to the judges, 
them $10 a day on the days they are actually holding court, 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think it ought to so apply. I think the ac- 
counting officers would so construe it; but I have no objection to its 
going in, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, as to that part of the section, 
als,” I move to amend it by adding 
to such judges only when the cou 


so that it shall only pay 
wW 


from line 7 down to the word “ ap 
that compensation shall be allow 
is in actual session. 

Mr. Dockery. You ought to use some more specific language than 
that. - 

Mr. Hutt. Make it “in actual attendance.” 

Mr. Cannon. We can agree on that, I think. 

Mr. Orig. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen inquiry. I want to know 
what 5 the status of this proposition? Is there a point of order 

mdi 
The i CHAIRMAN. When the matter is settled by the gentleman from 
Alabama as he desires to present it, it will be 1 by the Clerk. 

Mr. Cannon. I suppose the shorter way to do it, really 

Mr. Pockrnr. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Alabama, and 
the gentleman from Illinois, to insert in line 14, page 104, after the 
word “each,” the words: 

“Not to exceed $10 per day each, during the time the court is in 
actual session.” 


Then finally they adopted the law for 1898 exactly as it was 
in 1896. The fact, then, is simply this, that the Senate had de- 
bated the proposition in 1896, the House debated it in 1898, and 
it was stated in the open House by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that it was a rate of $10 a day. 

Now the House proposes to say that anyone who drew that 
money in accordance with the understanding as stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is a criminal 
and ought to be impeached at the bar of the Senate of the 
United States. We can see very easily why the committee 
would never have done this if they had investigated it, but at 
the close of the contest in the Committee on the Judiciary this 
matter was brought forward as an entirely new item. The 
committee declined to investigate it, declined to allow any 
testimony to go in as to what the actual facts were and as to 
the construction put upon the law, and brought in the articles 
of impeachment, thus securing a majority of that committee 
on this one charge, which they never would have done if they 
had fully understood it, if they had examined the debates, if 
they had examined the legislative history of the original statute 
and the universal, or well-nigh universal, usage of the various 
judges in the construction of this law. 

Now, this House does not want to place itself in an absurd 
attitude before the Senate. We do not want to go there with 
the charge that the judge had shown himself a criminal by 
doing that which we knew that he and others were doing when 
we absolutely refused to amend the law so as to prevent it. 
Therefore this first paragraph of the charges should go out and 
the second paragraph, which is upon the same subject, should 
likewise be voted down. 

Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the full debate on the occasion 
to which I have already referred be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman at the 
same time print the statute? 

Mr. LACEY. The statute is in the debate, word for word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to see it go 
‘side by side with what he is now trying to impress upon the 
country as the construction of the statute. 

Mr. LACEY. The statute is in the debate and is going to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, but if 
the gentleman is going to ask unanimous consent I am com- 
pelled to ask that he print the statute also. 

Mr. LACEY. I printed it yesterday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish them both to go in 
together in deadly parallel with what the gentleman has just 
said. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, there is no deadly parallel. It is merely 
printing the statute twice, once as it was in 1896 and next as it 
was when we again passed it in 1898. They are as much alike 
each time as two peas. There is not even a comma difference. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman, however, is 


— 


trying to convey to the country a construction of the statute 
which the language of the statute will not bear. 

Mr. LACEY. No; that is not the question at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And he is quoting the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UnpEpwoop] in their notions of what the stat- 
ute meant. 

Mr. LACBY. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I merely ask that the 
1 itself shall go side by side with the construction of their 
notions. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; I will do that, with pleasure, be- 
cause without the statute my remarks would cut no figure what- 
ever. The fact was that the same identical statute, copied out 
of the act of 1896, was put in the act of 1898, and it was stated 
as I have read what construction was being put upon it by the 
judges, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unverwoop] 
only proposed to change that clause so as to provide that the 
per diem should be limited to the number of days that they 
actually held court, which would cut out the time occupied 
in coming and going. That afterwards was stricken out on the 
point of order as new legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa hàs 
expired. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the gentleman three minutes for 
the purpose of answering an inquiry which my colleague [Mr. 
OLMSTED] desires to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be advised. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa made a request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. LACEY. I want to print the full debate on the occasion 
I referred to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I said I would object un- 
8 e gentleman would print the statute side by side with the 

ate. 

Mr. LACEY. I will certainly print the statute. It has al- 
ready been printed, but I will print it twice, in parallel columns, 
as follows: 


THE ACT OF 1896. 


Reasonable expenses of travel and at- 
tendance of district judges directed to 
hold court outside their cts, not to 
exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on 
written certificate of the judges, and 
such payment shall be allowed to the 
marshal in the settlement of his ac- marshal in the settlement of his ac- 
counts with the United States. counts with the United States, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman consents to 
do that, and therefore I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I have three minutes more time, and I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] for a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa if 
he understands that Judge Swayne did claim this compensation 
or allowance upon a.construction of the statute? And I call his 
attention to the certificate, or what purports to be a copy of 
Judge Swayne’s certificate, at the bottom of page 1 in this report 
containing the articles of impeachment, from which it appears 
that he certified—now this is quoted: 

That my reasonable ex, Í 
0 ny 5230. a penses for trayel and attendance amounted to 

That is not at a rate per day, but he certifies that his actual 
expenses were that much. 

Mr. LACEY. What Judge Swayne claims does not appear, 
because he was not permitted to make a showing before the com- 
mittee. What he claimed in the certificate, of course, shows for 
itself. That is a printed form of certificate that was signed 
by every judge who drew $10 a day, signed by the various cir- 
cuit judges as referred to by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the debate. 

Mr. OLMSTED. He says only “my actual expenses.” 

Mr. LACEY. Ten dollars a day for 23 days is $230. Reason- 
able expenses—not actual expenses. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a 
question? i ; 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. t 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know that Judge 
Swayne never offered to testify as to his construction of the 
statute, that it entitled him to $10 a day? 

Mr. LACEY. I know that he did a good deal better; he 
questioned the Treasury expert and offered proof by that ex- 
pert, a disinterested witness, that the construction he put upon 
it was the construction that was usual, and I know that the 


THE ACT OF 1898. 
Reasonable expenses of travel and at- 
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committee refused to permit him to do that, and I-say that 
was not right. It was a mistake on the part of the committee: 
they should have given him an opportunity to prove it by other 
witnesses rather than by himself. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit another sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know as a lawyer 
that there could not be introduced this other evidence of what 
other judges did until a basis for it had been made by a state- 
ment that that was the construction of Judge Swayne? 

Mr. LACEY. The basis of it was made by counsel for Judge 
Swayne. He said he offered to prove the construction put upon 
this law by other judges, and thereupon the chairman of the 
committee at once informed him that he would not be permitted 
to do it; that they would not permit him to go into that 
question. $ 

Mr. PALMER. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa, if the 
Committee on Appropriations meant that this should be a 
lump sum covering all expenses of travel and attendance, why 
did not they say so? Why did they adopt the most inapt 
language they possibly could have taken? Why did they say 
he shall have for expenses, travel, and attendance not to ex- 
ceed $10 a day? Why not, “in lieu of all expenses, travel, and 
attendance he shall have $10 a day?” 

Mr. LACEY. That would have been a good idea. That 
proposition was made by the Senate of the United States. The 
Senate brought in an amendment exactly to that effect. This 
House—the gentleman from Pennsylvania was not then a 
Member—refused to put any such provision in the statute. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the gentleman mean the Allen amend- 
ment? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER, The gentleman is mistaken; 
amendment did not do any such thing. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will have 
plenty of time to explain, and when he does explain I will 
ask him to explain why the committee did not give an oppor- 
tunity to Judge Swayne to explain how it came about that he 
drew $10 a day. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, how does the 
time stand? < 

The SPEAKER. The majority has had five minutes more 
than the minority. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I now yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I trust that at the end of 
the brief time that has been assigned to me I may retire from 
this discussion with no damage done to whatever position I may 
occupy as a lawyer in the estimation of this House. I have 
never in the same space of time been so shocked and so doubtful 
of the high character of the profession of which I am proud to 
be a member as I have been at some of the exhibitions of bad 
temper and bad legal proposition that have been made to this 
House. Gentlemen who have argued for the persecution have 
given out in advance that there was nothing to consider, so far 
as facts are concerned, but if there is anything to consider, it is 
bound up in the printed record in this case. 

And yet I submit to the House of Representatives here assem- 
bled if nine-tenths of the argument has not been based on mat- 
ters wholly dehors the record in this case. Let me give you an 
illustration. One of the gentlemen makes this statement: 


The track of this man since the time he was appointed a judge in 
Florida down to this date is spread all over with ruptcies, scan- 
dals, and suicides. I believe he has not a friend on earth in the 
northern district of Florida. The strong witnesses against him were 
of his own political party. It is not for one offense or for two offenses 
that the ple en upon the task of ene a ju It is 
long; it is tedious; it is uncertain, and if it fails, then those who 
undertake it are in the jaws of the lion. ‘Therefore it is not the first 
ee pue A nor for many subsequent offenses that the judge is 

peac. 


Now, there is a statement that comes to the House of Repre- 
sentatives totally, absolutely unsupported by any evidence in 
this case. He says that this persecuted individual had no 
friends in Florida. The record shows that every lawyer of 
respectability, so far as I am personally acquainted in that 
State, have at one time or another signed strong testimonials as 
to the efficiency, competency, and credit of this judge. If not 
all, then certainly a great many of them. Not only so, but they 
have asked the President of the United States to appoint him, 
not, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania said, an appointment 
that would get rid of him, but to give him an appointment that 
would put him in the court of appeals to review the judgment of 


the Allen 


the Democratic judge that was forced upon Florida some years 


ago. 

I have here—and I shall put them into my remarks, if there 
be no objection—a long list of distinguished gentlemen who have 
testified on their oaths as members of the bar, for when a 
lawyer puts his name to the recommendation of a judge it is 
the oath of a man, and if he lied about it then he shall not be 
heard to contradict his statement now. 

I copy from the record in this case: 


No. 214 West WASHINGTON SQUARE, 
Philadelphia, November 18, 1897. 


His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, ` 
President of the United States. 


Mr. Presipent: It gives me very great pleasure to unite with the 
many friends of Hon. Charles Swayne, of Florida, in warmly recom- 
mat ing him for appointment to the Supreme Court of the United 

ates. 

Judge — 8 fang has for many years administered justice not only in 

ba but by assignment in the United States courts of Louis 
and Texas. 
He has established a reputation for industry, integrity, learning, 
and all the virtues which should adorn the bench. His patriotism and 
courage are undoubted. You may rely upon it that his appointment 
would reflect great credit upon you and on the judiciary. 

With highest regard, I ve the honor to be, your most obedient 


servant, 
F. CARROLL BREWSTER. 
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA, JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 
Philadelphia, November 19, 1897. 
The PRESIDENT. 


Sm: Permit me to suggest the appointment of Hon. Charles Swayne 
as a justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Judge Swayne’s service in the northern district of Florida, and in 
other districts by assignment, has met the approval of the profession 
of the whole country, and has shown him to be learned, able, and safe. 


Respectfully, 
D. NEWLIN FELL. 
ORPHANS’ COURT, 
Philadelphia, November 20, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, President. 

Dran Sm: In the matter of the appointment of a successor to Mr. 
Justice Field upon the bench of the 9 Court of the United 
States, I beg to commend to 8 favorable consideration the applica- 
tion on behalf of the Hon. Charles Swayne, now judge of the United 
States courts of Florida, fifth circuit. Prior to his judicial service 
Judge awayan was a member of the bar of Philadelphia, in excellent 
3 po essionally and otherwise. 

n bis subsequent career he has shown in a marked degree the qual- 
ities of an able jurist, and his abilities have been tested and acknowl- 
edged by his frequent assignments to the circuit and district courts of 
States outside of Florida. I am able to speak with confidence of 
Judge Swayne's fitness for the office from personal knowledge and 


observation. 
Yours, very respectfully, W. N. ASHMAN, 
Judge of Orphans’ Court. 


OFFICE OF Unitep States DISTRICT ATTORNEY, 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 
Jacksonville, Fla., November 26, 1897. 


The PresipENt, Washington, D. C.: 


It is currently reported that a vacancy will soon occur upon the 
Supreme Bench, in which event I beg to call your attention to the 
el of Hon. Charles Swayne, at present judge of the northern dis- 
trict of Florida. I haye known him for many years, and can testify 
to his learning and ability as a lawyer. I have seen a great deal of 
him upon the bench under the most trying circumstances, and he has 
aes had the courage to discharge his duties 5 fearlessly 
and impartially. His privaa life is above roach, and believe t 
his appointment would secure not only an able and fearless jurist, but 
give general satisfaction. 

Very respectfully, J. N. STRIPLING. 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, 
Dallas, Tez., November 22, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, President. 

Sin: Learning that the friends of Judge Charles Swayne, of Florida, 
will make an effort to secure his appointment to fill the vacancy which 
will probably soon occur on the Supreme Court bench, it affords me 
pleasure to add my indorsement. 

I have for two years constantly practiced in the courts over which 
. Swayne posice and I know him well 

private life is pure, and as a lawyer and judge his ability can 
not be questioned. 


ery respectfully, ` 
4 W. O. HAMILTON 
United States Attorney, Northern District of Teras. 


[Department of Justice, United States circuit and district courts for 
the northern district of Texas, J. H. Finks, clerk.] 


Waco, TEX., December 6, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY 


President of the United States. 


Sm: As there is at this time a vacancy on the Supreme Bench of the 
United States, I desire most earnestly to recommend to Your Excel- 
lency’s favorable consideration to fill this vacancy the name of the Hon. 
Charles Swayne, United States district judge for the northern district 


of Florida, 
a number of years presided over the United 


Judge Swayne has for 
States courts in Florida with eminent success and commendation. He 


roach. 
in the United States courts In his 
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own district, but he has also presided with like success and commenda- 
tion by designation in the circuit and district courts of this, the north- 


ern district of Texas, and also in Louisiana. In this public service he 
has necessarily re 7 a wide and varied judicial experience, which 
has amply qualified him to fill with honor and credit the exalted posi- 
tion of justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Very respectfully,- 
J. H. FINK S. 


FRESNO, CAL., December U1, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY 
President of the United States: 

Understanding that there at present exists a vacancy among the jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court of the United States, I desire to recommend 
to Your Excellency’s consideration Judge Charles Swayne, of Florida, 
for the appointment to fill the vacancy suggested. 

Judge Swayne for a number of years past has presided over the 
Uni States courts in the northern district of Florida—in the fifth 
circuit—with eminent success. He has proven himself to be an indus- 
trious, faithful, fearless, and impartial jurist, and his private life is 
gar pay A without reproach. 

Ju wayne has served not only in the United States courts in his 
own district, but has also presided with like success, by assignments, 
in the circuit and district courts in other States than his own, notably 
in the States of Louisiana and Texas. 

In all this additional public service he has necessarily acquired a 
wide and varied judicial experience that has amply qualified him for a 
future successful career in the exalted ition of a justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, to which he now aspires. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
É L. L. Cory, Attorney at Law. 


[Bomar & Bomar, attorneys and counselors. ] 
Fort WORTH, TEX., December 4, 1837. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 


President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: Understanding that there is now a vacancy among the 
justices of the Supreme Court of the United States caused by the re- 
tirement of Justice Field, I desire most earnestly to recommend to 
Your Excellency’s consideration for the n to fill the vacancy 
S ted Judge Charles Swayne, of Florida. 

udge Swayne for a number of years has presided over United States 
courts in the northern district of Florida, in the fifth district, with 
excellent success and commendation. He has proven himself to be an 
industrious, faithful, fearless, and most impartial jurist, and in his 
private life he is absolutely above reproach. 

Judge Swayne has not only served in the United States courts in his 
own special district, but he has also presided with like success and 
commendation by assignment in the circuit and district courts of other 
States than his own, notably in the States of Louisiana and Texas. In 
all of his public service he has necessarily acquired a wide and varied 
judicial aera that has amply qualified him for a future successful 
career in the exalted position of a justice in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Very truly, yours, D. T. BOMAR. 


[Law offices Kearby & Muse, Foote Maln street, opposite St. George 
otel. 


DALLAS, TEX., December 7, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States: 

Understanding that there is likely to occur very shortly a vacancy 
among the justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
undersigned desire most earnestly to recommend to Your Excellency’s 
consideration for the eee to fill the vacancy suggested Judge 
Charles Swayne, of Florida. 

Ju Swayne for a number of years past has presided over the 
United States courts in the northern district of Florida in the fifth 
circuit with eminent success and commendation. He has proven him- 
self to be an industrious, faithful, fearless, and most impartial jurist, 
and his private life is absolutely above reproach. 

Judge Swayne has not only served in the United States courts in his 
own especial district, but he has also presided with like success and 
commendation by assignments in the circuit and district courts of 
other States than his own, notably in the States of Louisiana and 


Texas, 
In all this additional public service he has necessarily acquired a 
wide and varied judicial experience that has amply qualified him for a 
future successful career in the exalted position of a justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

Very respectfully, yours, Kearsy & MUSE. 


[Law offices of J. D. Johnson, Temple Building, corner Broadway and 
Walnut street.] 


Sr. Louis, Mo., November 20, 1897. 
Ion. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 


President of the United States: 


Understanding that there is likely to occur very shortly a vacancy 
among the justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
undersigned desires most earnestly to recommend to Your Excellency’s 
consideration for the appointment to fill the vacancy suggested Judge 
Charles Swayne, of Florida. 

Judge Swayne for a number of years past has presided over the 
United States courts in the northern district of Florida in the fifth 
circuit with eminent success and commendation. He has proven him- 
self to be an industrious, faithful, fearless, and most impartial jurist, 
and in his private life he is absolutely above reproach. 

Judge Swayne has not only served in the United States courts in 
his own especial district, but he has also presided with like success 
and commendation by assignments in the circuit and district courts of 
other States than his own, notably in the States of Louisiana and 


Texas. 
In all this additional public service he has 8 8 a 
wide and varied judicial experience that has -amply qualified for 
career in the exalted position of a justice of the 


tes. 
J. D. JOHNSON. 


a future successful 


Supreme Court of the United Sta 
Very respectfully, yours, 


[Charles H. Pennypacker, attorney at law.] 
West CHESTER, Pa., Norember 20, 1897. 
Dear Sin: Judge Charles Swayne, of Florida, is a fit m 
appointed to the Supreme Bench. He is capable, is honet hes the 
respect and esteem of the bar, and as a lawyer writing to a lawyer, I 
enn assure you that his appointment would * the profession and 
strengthen the bench. I am a member of this court of last resort and 
I think I know something of its needs, and I am sure that Judge 
Swayne's long experience would serve him well in this place. 
Very respectfully, c 
HAS. H. PENN 
WILLIAM MCKINLEY, ee 


President of the United States. 


[Law offices of William M. Hayes.] 
WEST CHESTER, PA., Nor 
Hon: WILLIAM MCKINLEY, $ e ia 


President of the United States: 


To fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Mr. Justice 
I take pleasure in recommending to your favorable consideration Judge 
os . of Words. es 

aving known him personally for many yea I mos 

testify to his high character and great 5 — 5 nth. v cheerfully 

I can readily believe, by what I have learned from those who have 
had the best opportunity for knowing, that he is well equipped for the 
exalted duties deyolving upon a justice of the Supreme Court of the 


United States. 
Very respectfully, Wu. M. Hayes. 


[Law office of Anthony Higgins, 834 Market street, Wilmington, Del. J 
NOVEMBER 29, 1897. 
Sm: I respectfully beg to recommend the appointment of Hon. 
Charles Swayne, at present United States district judge for Florida, 
to the position of justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
about to be made vacant by the retirement of Mr. Justice Field. Jud 
Swayne is a native of Delaware, of this county of Newcastle, II 
father was one of the 300 who voted for Fremont; a man of sterling 
worth and integrity, and several times sent by his neighbors to our 
legislature. The son took his education in Philadelphia and came 
to the bar there. I recommended his appointment as district judge 
in Florida to President Harrison and secured his confirmation at 
that time by the Senate. I have noted with much interest his fearless 
discharge of judicial duty in his present position and the high rank 
he has taken as a jurist, and I feel that you will make no mistake 
in appointing him to this important position. 
Very truly, yours, 
ANTHONY HIGGINs. 
The PRESIDENT. 


. 
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR, 
Philadelphia, November 29, 1897. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C.: 

Ailow me to indorse for appointment to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, Hon. Charles Swayne. He is now United States district 
court judge for the northern district of Florida. I have known him 
for years, personally ; before his appointment to his present position he 
practiced law in this city. He has a sound legal mind and in every 
way is well equipped for the bench of the Supreme Court. 

Very respectfully, 
CHs. F. WARWICK. 


[Law offices of Jones, Carson & Beeber, 426-432 Drexel Building.] 
PHILADELPHIA, November 26, 1897. 
His Excellency WM. MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States. 

Sm: I have learned with much pleasure of the suggestion of the 
name of Hon. Charles Swayne, the | por) district judge of the 
United States of the northern district of Florida, for the position soon 
to become vacant in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I have known Judge Swayne well for many years. I knew him at 
the Philadelphia bar as a reputable and able practitioner, and I have 
watched with interest and pleasure his deportment as a judge. He 
is of the judicial temperament and amply qualified. 

Very respectfully and truly, yours, 
Hampton L. Carson. 


[Office of the City Attorney.] 
San Jost, CAL., December 10, 1897. 


His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States. 

Dran Sm: I take great pams in recommending Arn oo Charles 
Swayne, of the northern judicial district of Florida, to fll the position 
on the Šupreme Bench lately made vacant by the resignation of Justice 
Field. Judge Svar has for many years adorned the bench ne the 
judicial learning displayed by his decisions, and has endeared himself 
to his professional brethren by uniform courtesy and a display of those 
qualities which characterize a dignified gentleman. 

The selection of Justice Swayne for the position of foot of the 
Supreme Court would be an evidence to the country at large that the 
reputation of our highest judicial tribunal was being maintained. 


Very respectfully, wu. B k 


SHERIFF’S OFFICE, 
Philadelphia, November 20, 1897. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C.: 

Understanding that there is ien to occur, very shortly, a vacancy 
among the justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the un- 
dersigned desires most earnestly to recommend to your favorable con- 
sideration, for the sppomunent to fill the vacancy suggested, Judge 
Charles Swayne, of Florida. 

Judge Swayne, for a number of years past, has presided over the 
United States courts in the northern district of Florida, in the fifth 
and commendation. He has proven him- 
fearless, and most impartial jurist, 
and in his private life he is absolutely above reproach. 
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Judge Sw: 
own especial 


ne has not only served in the United States courts in his 
strict, but he has also presided with like success and com- 
mendation by assignments in the circuit and district courts of other 
States than own, notably in the States of Louisiana and Texas. 
In all this additional public service he has necessarily acquired a 
wide and varied judicial experience that has amply qualified for a 
-future successful career in the exalted position of a justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 
Very respectfully, yours, W. Grew. 


[Miller Lock Company.] 


PHILADELPHIA, November 26, 1897. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, President: 


It gives me pleasure to assure you as to Judge Charles Swayne, 
whose friends, I am told, are pressing his name for the honor of your 
nomination to fill the vacancy now looked for in the Supreme Court. 

1 have known him intimately since boyhood. His character and 

atriotism are beyond reproach. His father was twice a member of the 

laware State legislature, and was an eminently patriotic and highly 
honored citizen. 

Judge Swayne'’s preceptor was the late distinguished Eli K. Price, 
of the Philadelphia bar. He also studied and graduated in the law de- 
partment of the Pennsylvania University. 

He is a true and tried Republican of the conservative class. If you 
name him for the place in view I am confident the appointment will 
redound to your honor and to the welfare and happiness of our country. 

Yours, very truly, 
MILTON JACKSON. 


[Jackson & Sharp Company, Delaware Car Works.] 
WILMINGTON, DEL., December 4, 1897. 
The PRESIDENT: 

I am pleased to commend the Hon. Charles Swayne, of Florida, 
judge of the United States court, to your consideration for the vacancy 
soon to occur by the retirement of Justice Field from the United 
States Supreme Court. 

Very respectfully, 


[Idaho Daily Statesman, Editorial Rooms, Boise, Idaho.] 
BOISE, IDAHO, November 27, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY 


President of the Unitell States. 

-DEAR Sin: I desire to recommend Judge Charles Swayne, of Flor- 
ida, for appointment to the Supreme Bench to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the retirement of Justice Field. Judge Swayne for a number 
of years has been 3 judge for the northern district of Flor- 
ida with distinguished success. He has proved himself able and im- 

rtial, faithful to the high interests committed to him, and fearless 
12 the discharge of duty. In his private life he is a model of exalted 
American citizenship; and both as a jurist and as a 1 he 
would be an ornament of the bench of the most august tribunal in the 
world—the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Very respectfully, 


Jon H. Jackson. 


Wu. BALDERSTON. 


[Office of E. G. Shortlidge, M. D., 1812 Market street. ] 
; WILMINGTON, DEL., November 29, 1897. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Dran Sin: Understanding that there is likely to occur very shortly 
a vacancy among the justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the undersigned desire most earnestly to recommend for your 
favorable consideration the appointment of Judge Charles Swayne, of 
Florida, to fill the vacancy. 

Judge Swayne for a number of years past has presided over the 
United States courts in the northern district of Florida, in the fifth 
circuit, with eminent success and commendation. He has proven him- 
self to be an industrious, faithful, fearless, and most impartial jurist. 
In his private life he is absolutely above iy onder pe Judge Swayne has 
not only served in the United States court in his own especial district, 
but has also presided with like success and commendation by assign- 
ment in the circuit and district courts of other States than his own— 
notably in the States of Louisiana and Texas. In all this additional 
public service he has necessarily acquired a wide and varied judicial 
experience that has amply qualified him for a future successful career 
in the exalted position of l of the Supreme Court of the United 


States. 
Very respectfully, yours, Evan G. SHORTLIDGE. 


IF. K. Ledyard, dentist, No. 53 South First street.] 
San Jose, CAL., December 10, 1897. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 


President of the United States: 


We feel justified in our determined move in L before Your 
Excellency the name of Judge Charles Swayne, of Florida, as a can- 
didate for one of the justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

His father repeatedly represented his little State—Delaware—in the 
assembly, and was one of those old-line Quakers which we so much 
admire. Judge Swayne has a goodly share of those sterling qualities. 
and his past experience well fits him for the exalted position of Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court. 

Very respectfully, F. K. LEDYARD. 


EXHIBIT FF. 


Letters recommending Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district of Florida, for appoint- 
ment as judge of the circuit court of the United States, fifth circuit. 
Benjamin S. Liddon, ex chief justice State of Florida; Hon. John 

Eagan, United States attorney, Pensacola, Fla.; Hon. J. Emmet Wolfe, 

late United States attorney, northern district of Florida; Ben Ce 

Tunison. Pensacola, Fla. ; F. W. M 


arsh, esq., Pensacola, Fla.; 
Buckner 


Reese, esq., Pensacola, 


Chipley, esq., Pensacola, Fla.; R. P. 
XXXIX—62 


Fla.; A. A. Fisher, esq., Pensacola, Fla.; J. W. Landrum, esq., Pensa- 
cola, Fla.; E. K. Nichols, esq., Pensacola, Fla.; Wm. Fisher, esq., Pen- 
sacola, Fla.; Judge B. D. Pensacola, Fla.; C. M. Coston — 
Pensacola, Fla.; Geo. P. Wentworth, 1 Pensacola, Fla. ; John D 
Cody, . Pensacola, Fla.; Hon. Daniel Campbell, De Funiak Sprin; 
Fla.; S. K. Gillis, De Funlak Springs, Fla.: Judge D. G. McLeod, De 
Funiak Springs, Fla.; Messrs. Calhoun & Farley, Marianna, Fla.; E. P. 
Aaxtell, ., Jacksonville, Fla.; Wm. H. Harwick, esq., Jacksonville, 
Fla.; Hon. H. L. Anderson, Ocala, Fla.; Hon. H. C. Coke, Dallas, Tex. ; 
Mark D. Brainard, jr., esq., Montgomery, Ala. 


[Liddon & Eagan, attorneys and counsellors at law.] 


PENSACOLA, FLA., February 1, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT : * 

We most earnestly urge the appointment of Hon. Charles Swayn 
our present United States district judge for the northern district o 
Flor to the position of circuit oes of the fifth circuit, under re- 
cent act of Congress creating an additional circuit judge. 

Judge Swayne has served in his present position for the t ten 
years and made a most excellent judge, so that he is well qualified by 
experience for the circuit judgeship. We feel sure his appointment to 
the position would meet with the hearty approval of the ber and peo- 
ple of our circuit. 

Very respectfully, Lippon & EAGAN, 
Attorneys at Law. 


[Department of justice, northern district of Florida, J. 
late United States attorney. ] 


PENSACOLA, FLA., January 31, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 


Sm: The friends of Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of the United States 
district court for the northern district of Florida, will present his name 
for pe consideration in connection with the recently created office of 
additional circuit judge for the tifth judicial circuit. 

Judge Swayne presided over our district and circuit courts for 
several years with great satisfaction, both to the members of the bar 
and the public, evidencing in his decisions a finely discriminating mind 


and great judicial knowledge. 
been called upon to sit as a member of the 


He has also omy 
circuit court of appeals for this circuit, and the decisions he has deliy- 
ered as a member of that court fully sustain the high reputation he has 
established in this district. 

I cordially indorse Judge Swayne for this position and earnestly 
his 8 and in so doing feel that I voice the sentiment of all 
who have knowledge of his character and ability. 

Respectfully, 


Emmet Wolfe, 


J. EMMET WOLFE.. 


[Benjamin C. Tunison, attorney and counselor at law, Pensacola, Fla.] 


FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I desire to join with may of the citizens of the fifth judicial 
circuit in recommending to Your Excellency for appointment as circuit 
judge Hon. Charles Swayne, of Florida. 

From a long 1 with Judge Swayne and close observation 
of him I unhesitatingly say that he is most excellently well equipped to 
perform the duties of this exalted office. Jndge Swayne is a man of 


consequences. As a lawyer he is well read, careful, logical, quick, and 
receptive. As a 5 e is calm, deliberate, dignifi 
nd. His is peculiarly the judicial temperament. 5 
Since June 1, 1889, Judge Swayne has been the presiding judge of 
our United States district court. oughout that time I have been an 


active practitioner before him. Shortly after his appointment several 
hund election cases were brought into this court, and Judge Swa 
was compelled to pass thereon. hese cases were bitterly fought. e 


leading lawyers of the State, as well as the newspapers thereof, were 
engaged in arraigning the public opinion against the court. Excitement 
ran high, and a condition existed almost analogous to rebellion against 
the authority of the United States. Two deputy marshals were killed 
55 the lawbreakers, and in numerous counties of the State process from 
the United States court could not be served on account of the armed 
resistance. Judge Swayne had just been elevated to the bench; but, 
notwithstanding the conditions existing throughout his district and the 
assaults made upon him, he never for one moment deviated from that 
just course that in a judge wins the admiration of all. 

During the first few years of his judicial life he was “tried in the 
fire; ” he went through the ordeal, and from out this season of trouble 
he won the highest position in the hearts and minds of the people of 
our State, irrespective of party affiliations. He has always been a just 


and upright judge. 

During his incumbency in this district he has, by assignment, fre- 
quently held court in Texas and Louisiana, and to my personal knowl- 
edge he has there met with the highest commendation from those who 
were honored by making his acquaintance. He has also sat on several 
occasions upon the bench of the court of appeals of this circuit, and his 
opinions there rendered demonstrated his peculiar fitness therefor. 

In every ition in life Judge Swayne has acted with honor and 
credit, and the Government of the United States would be benefited 
should he be elevated to a position embracing a larger territory than 
that now occupied by him. As one looking to the maintenance of an 
exalted judiciary, I commend for the appointment above referred to 
Judge Charles Swayne. 


Very respectfully, B. C. TUNISON. 


[Marsh & Chipley, attorneys and counselors at law, Pensacola, Fla. ] 


FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: We respectfully indorse the application of the Hon, Charles 
Swayne for the position of circuit judge for the fifth judicial circuit, 
which position we understand it will soon become incumbent upon 
Your Excellency, with the consent of the Senate, to fill. 

We can conceive of no more rahe cg appointment than this would 
be, reflecting credit upon the United States Judlelary, and being a just 
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and ably sovel tho interests 


3 a one who has so efficient! 
Fan United States. ge district 


3 rap yt 0 8 porton 4 


7 as receiyed oe ey person who has had the 
pleasure bee acquaintance, and his al attributes are well fitted 
‘or the on. 
ry respectfully, F. W. MARSH. 


BUCKNER CHIPLEY. 


[R. Pope Reese, attorney at law.] 
PENSACOLA, FLA., January 31, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 
uld tfully recommend for your favorable considera- 


Sm: I wo respec 
tion the name of Charles Swayne for ap t as additional judge 


intmen 
United. States. I 


of the fifth 3 circuit of the think his ri- 
ence well im to fill said office with credit to himself and the 
Government. 

y, R. P. REESE. 


LA. A. Fisher, attorney and counselor, Pensacola, Fla.] 
FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
Hon. WM. McK 
President, etc., ato, Washington, D. 0. 
Sm: Allow me to recommend to your favorable consideration for 
pointment as United States circuit ju for the fifth circuit Hon. 
Charles aware, the roma’ judge of our United States — . court. 


J wayne is in every way a qualified and equ for 
Gen ented ee 8 and e 1 thereto would be 2 
pee this circuit. Judge Swayne's 
Paea A le earning, and judicial sition are unquestioned and un- 

on 
_ ery respectfully, A. A. FISHER, 


{James R. Landrum, attorney and ae at law and marine notary 
public. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., February 1, 1899. 
His Excellency WM. MCKINLEY, 
Tascative Mansion, Washington, Pak abi 


Str: I have the honor of res ully ind cd Judie 
28 for judge of the United States 5 court, h Fhia 
reu 


Swayne- has giyen eminent satisfaction as judge of this dis- 
trict. 6 tion, ‘his decisions are looked 
upon with real, as con m ostensible, respect, and I 
believe that his preferment would meet with the h Approval of 
the professional and business interests of the fifth judi circuit. 

Very respectfully, 


Jus R. LANDRUM. 


LE. K. Nichols, . counselor at law, 14 East Government 


eet, Pensacola, 
FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 


His Excellency the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O. 


Sm: Permit , respectfully and most earnestly, upon your 
favorable cousideration the name of the Hon. — — wayne, now 
IOAR DE Ona OE HO CINTEN ·¶ · E t 

tional circuit ju provided for in the 

I have known Ju ne intimately for —— years—while at 
the and since his elevation to the bench. e was al eminent 
while in the practice of his profession for honesty, ition, and 
muay He a man whose private life has been and irre- 
prune e. 

All the while since he has been a tating industry for hie suavit for 
a? —.— a the law; ‘for his untiring acer for his aed ot 

to lawyer and to ep on an ute impar- 
tlality, a 854 for his fearlessness in the inistration 1 fas motion 
pamte poa otion to r court 


I verily believe that Ju — 7 
would prove a creditable on the Sark of 
ly, and for the success of 3 
most profound regard and offer the most 8 oon 
Your obedient servant, 
EGBERT K. NICHOLS. 


[Wm. Fisher and E. D. Beggs, attorneys and counselors at law, Pensa- 
cola, Fia.] 


FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
learned that the Hon. Charles Swayne, for he of the 
trict court for the northern district of would 
be suggested to you for gon gg as circuit judge of the fifth circuit 
of the United States under the recent act of Congress, we desire to 
respec y recommend Judge Swayne to your favorable consideration 
for that tion, and to add our indorsement of him to the many 
others wh! will be presented to you in his behalf. 
We have the honor.to remain, with great respect, 
Yours, very truly, 


Sin: Hav] 
United States 


Wu. 
E. D. go 


[Charles M. Coston, attorney and counselor l, Fla. No. 143 East Goy- 


ernment street, Pensacola 
FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKIN 


President of the o United States, Washington, D. O. 

Dran Sm: It affords me 
before the United States d 
Florida, to indorse the ERE 


1 court for the northern 
r the position of judge 


urt, his 
r of the judiciary entitle him 
promotion he now d 


I have the honor to be, yours, very respectfully, 
CHAS. M. COSTON. 


leasure, as member of the sac seria ng 


[Geo. P. Wentworth, attorney at law.] 


ee FLA., February . 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. ses * 
Tan: It is with t S ‘that I I have the privilege of recom- 
Beaten far the nectharn’ district nage ot the district court of the United 
or 
judge for the fifth judicial È eee CEDE 
Respectfully, Gno. P. WENTWORTH. 


{John D. Cody, attorney and counselor at law, Pensacola, Fla.] 


FEBRUARY 2, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. ae 
Sm: I am advised that zao Swayne’s name will be proj 
its as a suitable one for appo 7 a as United States circuit ju 
Big geen would be tion of a learned Te 
less, and patriotic Sudietal . would be eminently satista 
ye our ‘people, and would reflect great credit upon your honored pid 


ministration. 
I commend his appointment. 
Very ly, Jxo. D. Copy, 


r Du FUNIAK SPRINGS, FLA., January 30, 1890. 


President United States. 
My Dran Sm: I take pleasure in recommending Hon. Charl 
Swayne for appointment to the judgeship of the fifth a era 3 — 
I have known Judge Swayne, and have practiced in Me. court, and 
can recommend him as a man of s — character, and in my opinion 


of sufficient judicial experience an knowledge as to fit hi 
the important office of circuit yt am not of his political prt 
recommenda- 


bold, hence can haye no sinister motives in making th 


Very respectfully submitted. 
DANIEL CAMPBELL, 
Attorney at ‘Law. 


De FUNIAK Springs, FLA., January, 5 
The PRESIDENT: Peet laim 


It gives me great pleasure to indorse 8 a payee gh p of Hon, Charles 
Swayne for appointment to the position ya the elreult court 
of e Uni States, fifth circuit. I know oes Swayne to be a 
“whole aoul ” Christian and an able judge. 
Respectfully, 
S. K. GILLIS, Attorney. 


Dn FUNIAK SPRINGS, 
Walton County, Fla., January 30, 1899. 


The PRESIDENT: 
I take pleasure in indorsin 


the ara of Hon. Charles Swa; 
o aopo bte to the posi 


n of circuit judge, United States circuit 


Judge Swayne's splendid record as of United States district 
court Florida has unii demonstrated his fine fitness and high 
attainments for the responsible position to which he aspires. 


ully, 
D. G. McLeon, County Judge. 
[Calhoun & Farley, lawyers.] 


ney FLA., Janu $1, 1899. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCK. si 
President of the United "States, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin. It has come to our attention that His Honor = 
Charles Swayne is a candidate for the office of circuit — of 
fifth United States ee In regard to his appointment we beg 
leave to say that we regard Ju — Bs r as one of our ablest an 
most efficient judicial officers in the South, and we feel that his appoint- 
2 would meet — unanimous is approval of the whole bar. 

Trusting that you may see fit to tow upon him the further honors 
which his high . ——— so justly merit, we are, indeed, 


Very respectful] 
7 5 = CALHOUN & FARLEY, 


[Jacksonyille, Tampa and Kosan 3 E. P. Axtell, general 
rney. 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 81, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 
Smm: I am advised that the Hon. Charles Swayne, United States dis- 


trict judge for the northern district of Florida, is being urged for the 
position of United States circuit judge for the fifth circuit. 


I be; Ae say that d President Harrison’s Administration I occu- 
pied n of assis 10 United States 1e for said district, 
and had I eigen gis de Swayne. 


circuit court ‘appeals for this ais, therefore, eminently 
qualified for the position. 
I heartily indorse Judge — 9 this position, as I belleve his 
appointment will be a creditable 
Respectfully, E. P. AXTELL. 


[Office of William H. Harwick, attorney at law.] 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 31, 1899. 
Hon. WILLIAM McKIn 


President of the . United States, Washington, D. 0. 


DEAR Sm: Having just learned that Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of 
the district court of the United States for the northern rye of 
Florida, has been for the circuit judgeship of this ( 
cuit created by recent act of Congress, I take this first 5 to 
indorse Jone Sw: ä for ok efor the ft feeling confident 
polntmen e fifth 
Tohe given 7 a f 1 8 — . — tisfy impartial 

e record of Jui W. sa writs = 
son that in lea mae Sway Seer and character he Fee 
fitted to fill the 8 
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Not only as a member of the bar, but as a Republican, deeply Inter- 
ested in all that pertains to the welfare of our „I feel that Ju 
Swayne’s appointment would be to the best interests of and meet the 
approval of the organization in this section of the country. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
Wu. H. HAnwick. 


III. L. Anderson, attorney at law, Ocala, Fla.] - 


Jaxuary 30, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 

Sim: I take pleasure in ee to you for avpoiniment to be 
judge of the fifth circuit of the United States the Hon. Charles Swayne, 
now district judge for the northern district of Florida. The high char- 
acter, learning, and judicial experience of Judge 1 peculiarly fit 
him to discharge the duties of this high office, and I feel quite well as- 
sured that the ber of this State will glad of an 5 to sup- 
port the claims of Judge Swayne to this appointmen 


Respectfully, H. L. ANDERSON, 


[Law offices of Coke & Coke, Dallas, Tex.] 
Jaxvanx 31, 1899. 
Bexsamıx C. Tuxisox, Esq., Pensacola, Fla. 

Dran Sin: I am in ages, of your favor of the 28th Instant in ref- 
erence to the candidacy of Judge Charles Swayne for the circuit judge- 
ship of the fifth circul 

T regret extremely that I did not hear from you earlier. Some four 
or five days ago a friend of mine called on me in behalf of Judge Aleck 
Boarman, of uisiana, and, more in deference to his request than 
otherwise, I wrote a letter to the President in behalf of Judge Boar- 
man. ‘The letter, however, consisted of a plain statement that Judge 
Boarman, while presiding in the courts of the northern district of 
Texas, has received the esteem of the bar of this district, and was re- 
garded by the bar as an upright and intelligent judge. This was in 
substance the letter. 

If there is ae 
without putting mysel 


I can do to assist the cause of Judge Swayne 
in a wrong position after writing this letter for 
Judge Boarman, I will take the greatest pleasure in doing so. I would 
rather see Judge Swayne in the position than any man I know.. I en- 
tertain for him the highest respect. I saw much of him while holding 
the courts in this district, and not only conceived a friendship for him, 
but I believe that he is one of the most upright and honest men that 
has ever presided in the Federal courts in Texas. It would afford me 
the test possible pleasure to be of any assistance to him in obtain- 
ing this appointment. If there is any way in which I can do so with- 
out inconsistency, it would be a pleasure to do it. I have no idea that 
Judge Boarman has any sort of chance of the appointment, and if he 
should be eliminated from the contest I will take pleasure in writing 
to the President in Judge Swayne’s behalf or doing anything else in my 
power, for I could write a very complimentary letter without going be- 
yond what I 8 to be the truth and his deserts. 
Very truly, yours, 
= sili a HENRY C. COKE. 


JANUARY 31, 1899. 
Hon. WILLIAM NCKINLEY, 
President of the United States. 

Sm: I take pleasure in suporting Hon. Charles Swayne, ju of the 
district court of the United States for the northern district of Florida, 
r 7. . appointee of yourself as the additional circuit judge of 

e circuit. 

Judge Swayne is a gentleman of unimpeachable character, learning, 
and is poui adapted for the position. 

espectful 


ly, : 
7 MARK D. BRAINARD, Jr., 
Land Attorney for the 8. & N. A. R. R. and L. & N. R. R. 


Exursit GG. 
PENSACOLA, FLA., February 4, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 


Sin: I to join with numerous members of our profession in rec- 


ommending to your favorable consideration for syp ent as judge of 
Sho circuit court of the United States, fifth circuit, Judge Charles 
wayne. 


I am satisfied that this appointment would meet with the approval of 
the pope of this circuit. 
ery respectfully, 


A. C. BLOUNT, Jr., 
Judge Criminal Court of Record, Escambia County, Fla. 


10. T. Lyon & Sons, lumber.] 
SHERMAN, TEX., January 3, 1899. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States. 

Sin: We take pleasure in commending to your notice for appointment 
as additional judge of the fifth circuit the Hon. Charles Swayne, at 
present Federal judge in Florida. 

We have known ig Swayne both in Florida and while sitting here 
(during the illness of late Federal Judge Rector), and feel sure in say- 
ing that the people of Texas would be pleased to see Judge Swayne re- 

ve this appointment; for his many friends here think that it would 
be but just recognition of his services and talents. 

ery respectfully, 
O. T. LYON. 


CECIL A. LYON, 
Member State Republican Executive Committee. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., February 4, 1889. 
His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sin: Having been a practitioner at the bar for a great number of 

ears, both in this State (Florida) and in and particularly 

the United States district court for the northern et of Florida, 

I take great pleasure in 5 Judge Charles Swayne for the 
position of circuit jud, i recently provided for in the fifth t. 


Judge Swayne's ju 


and executive abilities fit him preeminently 


for the new position therefore I would kindly ask Your Ex- 
cellency to consider his application and the letters of those recom- 
mending him and make his he cg for I -voice the sentiments of 
the 1 of this section of the Union in this respect. 

ours, very res, ly, 


[John C. Avery, attorney and counselor at law, Pensacola, Fla.] 


JANUARY 31, 1899. 
President WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Washington, D. C. 


Sır: Congress having passed an act providing for an additional cir- 
cuit judge in the fifth circuit, I wish recommend for said position 
the Hon. Charles Swayne, now judge of the district court of the 
United States for the northern district of Florida. 

Judge Swayne has filled the office which he now holds to the entire 
satisfaction of the bar of this district, ey eae = of politics. He enjoys 
the confidence and good will of all who have had business before hi 
and his promotion to a circuit judgeship would be generally regard: 
as a bestowal of honor upon one who justly deserves it and is thor- 
oughly qualified for the duties of the place. 

Respectfully, 


Judge JAs. E. Green. 


Jno. C. AVERY. 
PENSACOLA, FLA., Februa 1899. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 5 a vt 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


Sm: Having known Judge Swayne for the last eight years as a prac- 
ticing attorney in the United States court, I take pleasure in recom- 
mending him for appointment to the judgeship of the fifth circuit of 
the United States. think 3 Swayne is well qualified as a lawyer 
for the position, and I am satisfied that the bar and the people will be 
well pleased at his selection for the place. 

Respectfull 


y, 
C. H. Laney, Attorney at Law. 


[Law offices Bruce S. Weeks, rooms 1 and 2, Bank Building.] 


Eusris, FLA., February 1, 1899. 
The Presipent, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I have the honor of joining with others of the bar in su t- 
ing the very bo ape fitness of Hon, Charles Swayne for the additional 
circuit judge of this (the fifth) circuit. Judge Swayne is known to 
every member of the southern Federal bar as a man above reproach 
and as a jurist of preeminent qualities. His deep learning, wide ex- 
verlence, and the respect he commands strongly commend his especial 
tness for the position, and he would doubtless be an honor to the 
bench of the circuit court, as he has been to that of the district. 

Very respectfully, 
Bruce S. WEEKS. 


[Law office of Beggs & Palmer, Orlando, Fla.] 
FEBRUARY 1, 1899. 
His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. t 


Sır: I take pleasure in indorsing Hon. Charles Swayne, judge of the 
northern district of Florida, as a gentleman of high personal standi 
and a lawyer of fine legal attainments, and am sure that he would 
= ition of circuit judge in a manner acceptable to the members of 
e bar. 

Yours, truly, J. D. Becas. 


[Law office of Anthony Higgins, 834 Market street, Wilmington, Del. 


FEBRUARY 8, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT. 


Sin; I beg to recommend the appointment of Hon. Charles Swayne 
as United States district judge for the fifth judicial circuit. 

I was largely concerned in favor of Judge Swayne when appointed to 
the United States district bench by President Harrison. 

He is a native of this State and county. His father was one of our 
most estimable citizens, and a leading Republican in the Fremont days 
when they were numbered by only hundreds in the State, 

Mr. Swayne is a man of upright character, good heart, quiet and 
sound judgment, and of thorough learning. 

I do not think you would go wrong in appointing him to this re- 
sponsible position. 

Very respectfully, ANTHONY HIGGINS. 


NASHVILLE, TENN., February 9, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Erecutive Mansion. 


Sin: Through paom sources of information (the public press) I 
learn there is to an additional circuit judge appointed for the fifth 
circuit, and I desire to add my tribute (like the widow's mite) to the 
character and fitness of a man in the line of 8 and seemingly 
the logical appointee. I first met the Hon. Charles i oe judge of 
the district court of the United States for the northern district of 
Florida, in my official capacity as special examiner of the United 
States Pension Office. I was impr with his ability and firmness 
in exercising the functions of his position. Subsequently, I met Judge 
Swayne personally, and my admiration was increased with the knowl- 
edge of his purity of character and his universal courtesy and kind- 
ness. I believe I voice the sentiment of all who know him, friends or 
1 alike, that he is eminently qualified in every particular to 
fill a position where integrity, honesty of purpose, and legal ability is 
absolutely required. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. A. Davis. 


[Law office Robbins & Graham Co.] 


TITUSVILLE, FLA., February 1, 1899. 
His Excellency WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President, Washington, D. O. 

Dran Sm: In the matter of the appointment of an additional circuit 
judge for the fifth circuit we would state that from our personal knowl- 
edge of the Hon. Charles Swayne, present district judge of the north- 
ern district of Florida, he would our opinion excellently fitted 
to discharge the duties of that important office. 

Very truly, yours, 
ROBBINS & GRAHAM. 
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[Office of Judge First Judicial Circuit, State of Florida.] 
PENSACOLA, FLA., February II, 1899. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 
President, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: Hon. Charles Swayne, who is being ur; for appointment to 
the office of circuit judge for the fifth judicial circuit of the United 
States, is a gentleman of much ability and industry, with ten years’ 
experience on the Federal bench, and I take great pleasure in indorsing 


him for appointment to said office. 
> TRespectfully, p E. C. MAXWELL. 


[Clark & Bolinger, Attorneys at law.] 


Ta] os Pe Waco, TEX., February 4, 1899. 
His Excellen è PRESIDENT, 
(Through the Attorney-General.) 

Sm: I to commend to Your Excellency the appointment of 
Hon. — — S. Swayne, present judge of the district court of the 
United States for the nor n district of Florida, for appointment as 
circuit judge of the fifth circuit created by the recent bill to that effect. 

Judge Swayne presided in this district for two or three terms, by 
allotment during the incapacity of Hon. John B. Rector, late judge of 
this district. His suavity and 2 combined with his great admin- 
istrative anity commended him most favorably to the bar of the dis- 
trict, and his itelong devotion to the Republican party would, in m 
judgment, not onl justify his appoinment to this vacancy, but suc 
appointment woul as acceptable to the bar of the circuit as any 
that could be made under present conditions. 


Respectfully, Gro. CLARK. 


[Law office of Sayles & Sayles.] 
ABILENE, TEX., February 10, 1899. 


judge of the 
orida, would, 
in our 3 be a proper appointee as the additional circuit judge 
of the fifth circuit. 


The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 


versant with the questions that arise In li 


SAYLES & SAYLES. 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY, 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 
. Jacksonville, Fla., February 16, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C. 
Sır: It affords me pleasure to add my testimony to that of many 
members of the bar as to the character, fitness, and ability of Hon. 
Charles Swayne, who is now bein wat by many of the most promi- 
nent lawyers for judge of the fifth icial clreuit. As United States 
attorney I have practiced before him for years and have had better 
opportunity, panene than anyone else for observing his conduct and 
y. 


measuring his abil 
I have no hesitancy In saying that he Is fully equipped for the posi- 
tion, and you a feel assu that if he is appointed the duties of 
the office will be faithfully and promptly discharged, 
Respectfully, 
J. N. STRIPLING. 
United States Attorney. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 7, 1899. 
The PRESIDENT: 

I have the honor to join In the indorsement of Hon. Charles Swayne 
for appointment as 2 of the United States circuit court for the 
eee comprising the tes of Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, 

xas, 

In my judgment, the appointment of Judge Swayne to this position 
would redound to the credit of the Federal judiciary and the Admin- 
istration. His eee and his mental and personal qualifications 
are all in line with the duties of the office. 

Asking your careful consideration of the matter, I am, with great 
respect, 

Joun E. STILLMAN, 
Late Chairman Florida Republican State Committee. 


[Law offices of Charles B. Farkhill. 
$ PENSACOLA, FLA., February 8, 1899. 
Hon. ie MCKINLEY, 


resident of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I desire to add my recommendation and indorsement of Hon. 
Charles ae hess United States district judge, for the northern district 
of Florida, for the appointment to the ce of circuit judge for the 
fifth circuit, as created recenti. act of Congress. 

Judge Swayne is fully qualifi to discharge the duties of this 
office, and 1 think his appointment would meet with favor of the 
people of Pensacola. 


Respectfully, C. B. PARKHILL. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., February 4, 1899. 


His Excellency Wittram MCKINLEY, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
Sim: I take great pleasure in recommending for ec rap to the 
ition of circuit judge for the fifth circuit of the ted States, Hon. 
harles Swayne, the 3 judge of the district court for the north- 
ern district of Flori I regard Judge . as . — tho y 
competent and qualified for said position, ha practi: before him 


and knowing him as I do, think his appointment will be satisfacto 
Y with him. 5 


C. M. Joxxs, 
Attorney at Law. 


to all who have come in contact 
Respectfully, 


Over and over again, during the progress of this trial, Judge 
Pardee has been cited as an eminent authority who sat in judg- 
ment upon the findings of this judge. All of the appeals thar 
went up from the decisions of Judge Swayne went to the tri- 
bunal over which Judge Pardee presided. All the assignments 
that were made to him, covering a long and laborious career 
as a judge, were made by Judge Pardee, and now, Mr. Speaker, 
I am going to adopt as a part of my address on this occasion a 
letter which I received from Judge Pardee, dated on the 24th 
day of March, and received one day later, which I shall ask the 
Clerk to read, so that the entire House may hear the testimony 
of the gentleman who has been so often invoked by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Personal and confidential.] 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT or APPEALS, FIFTH CIRCUIT, 
New Orleans, Lu., March 24, 190}. 
Hon. CHARLES GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: I feel called to write you a personal letter in regard 
ee now pending in the House boking to the BIDAT of 
udge Charles Swayne, of the northern district of Florida. I was very 
much surprised to learn through the papers that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House had voted, six Democrats and two Republicans, to 
t articles of impeachment against Judge Swayne. As I have 


own Judge Swayne ly, and have known many of the 
proceedings in his istrict since he was appointed I want to 
present my view of his case to you. Judge Swayne, born in Delaware, 


settled in Florida about 1880, and entered upon the practice of the 

On the death of Judge Settle there was a rotracted contest for cryin 
pointment of his successor, which resulted in throwing over all the more 
rominent candidates and the selection of Judge Swayne. This was 
n the early days of the Harrison Administration, and following an 
election in Florida in which it was erally e and currently 
believed there had been the grosseat sort of election frauds perpe- 
trated against the Republicans. 

The first time I met Judge Swayne after his appointment he told 
me that the President and Attorney-General were very much con- 
cerned to have the laws of the United States vindicated the State 
of Florida, and that the les who were charged with committing 
the election outra should be prosecuted, and particularly that the 
Attorney-General impressed upon him the t importance of 

roviding early terms of court with a view that those cases could be 

en up. Immediately following this, a great many prosecutions 
were instituted, indictments found, etc., to bring about the trial and 
conviction of parties charged with violating the election laws. The 
election frauds had been so numerous so many e were in- 
volyed therein that these prosecutions engendered an intense feeling 
against the judge and all the officers of the court; particularly was 
the judge singled out as the prime mover. The feeling was so intense 
that I know from information received at the time that Judge 
Swayne’s friends regarded it as extremely hazardous for him to travel 
about his district. On one occasion on which I went to Pensacola to 
sit in the circuit court I found that Judge Swayne had not arrived 
on time, but h the agency of his friends had traveled up through 
Georgia in a roundabout course to come to Pensacola to avoid travel- 
ing on the direct road, where it was feared he would be insulted, if 
not worse treated. Anyhow, the matter resulted in Judge Swayne 
from that time on being persona non grata with the Democrats in 
Florida; and I think that those political troubles, accompanied by a 
certain lack of tact in dealing with hostile lawyers, is the true cause 
of Judge Swayne’s present difficulties. Following this unpopularity, 
Judge Swayne's district was chan largely for the ana of pun- 
ishing him, The change of the district resulted in his being, as it 
were, legislated out of his district. He had established a residence 
in St. Augustine and was there living with his family, consisting of 
a wife and four or five children. er his district was changed, in 
order to comply with the alleged spirit of section 551 of the Revised 
Statutes, it me necessary for him to dispose of his residence in 
St. . ca and acquire and move to a residence in the western part 
of the State. In this I am informed that he at once declared 
a residence and domicile in the western part of the State and followed 
that up with more or less activity 55 ulring a house and other 
things, all taking four or five years. understand that nonresidence 
in the district, as changed by law, is the main ground of his proposed 
impeachment. Section 551 reads as follows: 

‘A district Judge shall be appointed for each district, except in the 
cases hereinafter provided. Every such judge shall reside in the dis- 
trict for which he is a inted, and for o ending against this provi- 
sion shall be deemed Jug of a high misdemeanor.” 

There is no doubt Judge Swayne resided in the district for which he 
was appointed, and under the circumstances I think it would be an 
extraordinary hardship on Judge Swayne to hold him to a very rapid 
compliance with the alleged spirit of section 551 by removing his resi- 
dence, when ow ory saw fit, as a matter of punishment, to change the 
limits of the district for which he was appointed. Exactly what proof 
he will be able to make upon this line I am not fully advised, but being 
satisfied as I am that the original motive of the prosecution is based on 
political gomas and that his district limits were changed to his 
prejudice, I do not think that a Republican House should vote impeach- 
ment against him. About the time also that the district was changed 
a partisan legislature in the State of Florida 
for Judge Swayne’s impeachment on the groun 
trict, 1 and partisanship. 
tions, pa about ten years ago, that now reenacted by the legislature 
of the State of Florida are, as I understand, considered as evidence 
against Judge Swayne by the House committee. 

When Judge Swayne’s district was changed it left him only the busi- 
ness at Pensacola and Tallahassee; it was very little and gave him a 
poon deal of spare time, resulting in his being called to other parts of 
he circuit more frequently, ps, than any other judge. During 
every season Judge Swayne has been called to hold i 
other parts of the circuit, Alabama, Louisiana, Texas, and 
cuit court of appeals, and the performance of this duty, in accordance 
with the laws of the United States, has resulted in his be 

his district, and much-of the absence com 
legislature of the State and by interested parties can be 


ssed resolutions calling 
of absence from his dis- 
t is practically these resolu- 
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having assaulted and 5 ed a trustee in bankruptey 
— O'Neal v. U. S., 190 U. S., So); intonsisea feeling —— Judge 
was ont of his 


designation at the suggestion of the Attorney ral, 
paged in trying some very important national-bank cases in which the 


fully 
ch: 


by ome this showin; Should be — 
a rule carried up on error or a wing shou very 
satisfacto to Ju Swayne and i$ friends. But such a test is 
wholly fictitious, for only difficult and involved cases are appealed, 
they constitute only a small centage of the decisions a y ren- 
dered by a judge of a court of first Instance. 

I have written this long letter because I really feel that without 
the political prejudices against Judge Swayne there would be no im- 

chment, and that in justice to a southern Judge who was a Repub- 
Tean before he was appointed, and who was a ted because he was 
a Republican, as there are no Republican — 9 —— from the 
South, some of the northern brethren ought to look carefully into the 
case and be mrs —.— an 5 . to be Mees before pottin 
a judge to the ce of an impeachment, consequent expenses, A 
— E alarin to himself and family resulting therefrom. 

You are the only Congressman that I know well enough to write this 


Tetter to. I hope under the many press duties and engagements 
which you have ya will find time to look into the real merits, if 
there are any, in Ju Swayne’s case. 


u 18 
N yours, mt Dox A. PAnper. 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 

man from Ohio permit a question in relation to that letter which 
has just been read? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. . 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Was that letter written with 
the knowledge by the author it would be read here; had the 
writer of that letter sanctioned its reading here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from New York onght to 
wait until the episode is closed before he comes with a criticism. 

Mr, COCKRAN of New York. I do not criticise; I merely 
ask for the fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker; it will be seen that the let- 
ter was addressed to me as a confidential communication in last 
March. Knowing Judge Pardee as well as I did; knowing him 
as a splendid soldier and a faithful, true man, as he was and 
has often been described here, I did not believe that he would 
hesitate to permit me under the extreme circumstances sur- 
rounding us here to make public use of that letter, but I did 
not feel authorized to do it and I may say to the gentleman 
from New York that he will never have occasion to catechise 
me upon a question of good faith in the matter of correspond- 
ence 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I hope the gentleman will not 
think for a moment that I am in the slightest degree criticis- 
ing. I merely wanted the House to know whether the letter 
was intended to be publicly read or was private correspondence. 
I knew that whatever the gentleman gave would be given with 
a high spirit of chivalry-—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thank the gentleman yery much. I 
thought the gentleman reflected a criticism which under the 
circumstances would have been a just one. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. No; not on the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I sent on last Friday a telegram, which I 
will read in full: 

Hon. Don A. PARDEE, New Orleans, La.: een 151905. 


Will you consent that I make public your letter to me about Swayne’ 
case? ery desirous to do so. Answer. Jee 


C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Very shortly, the same evening, I received this answer: 


Naw ORLEANS, January 13, 1905. 


Have no copy at hand. Remember only general purport. 
Glacretion in hy bebalf and 1 will be IRASE e ee 
Dox A. PARDEE. 


I hope that satisfies the gentleman from New York and every- 
Ld else who feels that I ought not to have made public that 

er. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I beg the gentleman will not 
for a moment think that I in any way questioned his conduct. 
All I desired was to get the actual facts before the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In this connection I wish to deflect for 
a moment. If I got the trend of the gentleman from Alabama 


Mr. Crayton] in his speech yesterday, he said that the Davis and 
Belden cases could not be reviewed by the court aboye, and 
therefore a tyranny and an outrage was manifested by the re- 
fusal of the judge to treat these distinguished shysters properly 


and was putting a final judgment upon them when 
have no review. 

Now I will read to the gentleman a telegram that came to me 
voluntarily from one of the best judges in the United States, and 
I hope that he will make correction in the Record. I see his 
speech has not appeared, or I should have been able to quote 
him exactly. If I am right and he was wrong, I hope he will, 
in behalf of maintaining the high character of the bar, correct 
his mistake. The following is the telegram to which I refer: 


Since your wire I feel bound to say ent for contempt against 


they could 


| Davi „ and O'Neal were reviewable in the circuit court of 
appea. proper writ. See cases decided at the last term of the 
Supreme Court. 


Don A. PARDEE. 


Nobody undertook to review them that way, and they come 
here and whine, and a great lawyer with an enormous amount 
of force as an orator tells this unsuspecting and innocent body 
of gentlemen there was no relief for these men, and that they 
could not have tested whether or not Judge Swayne made a 
proper disposition of those cases and had to submit to the 
tyranny. 

Now, I desire in this connection to refer to some of the indi- 
cations of the very curious character, that I think will strike 
any lawyer, in the progress of the taking of this testimony. 

A Mrunzn. Can you conveniently recite those cases re- 
ferred to? A 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can; yes, sir. Judge Swayne is at- 
tacked on this floor for not having dignity enough, for not being 
fluent enough, and because he did not explain sufficiently. He 
stood as silent as a sheep “is dumb before her shearer,” and he 
opened not his mouth. I desire to read the sort of a chance he 
had to open his mouth in the presence of one of his shearers. 
Judge Swayne was charged with using abusive language, for 
stating that he would not believe a man under oath in connec- 
tion with the Hoskins case, and it is said that Judge Swayne 
never made any explanation of that. Now, let us see what sort 
of a chance he had. On page 593 of the hearing is a question 
put to him by the distinguished prosecuting attorney, as follows: 

Q. You did say that you would not believe your brother if he swore 
to the story of the boo I have heard t story so often that 
I will not testify that I said it or I will not testify that I did not say 


it. I can testify as to what my impression was at that time. 
Q. I do not want your impression, but I want your 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Who said that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The prosecuting attorney, Liddon. Then 
follows: ‘ X 

A. I will not undertake to swear to-day whether I sald that or not. 

Q. You did say emphatically that you would not permit parol testi- 
mony about the ks?—A. At that e. 

Q. Did you limit your statement that you would not hear it at that 
time, and give 8 that you might hear it thereafter A. 
I can not recall t intimation I gave. 

So he undertook to tell what his impression was, and he was 
simply choked off by the action of a single member of a subcom- 
mittee, acting doubtless for himself and the others. 

Let me show you how this record appears to an average citi- 
zen who is not a lawyer, if you please. Great stress has been 
laid upon a letter that was forced into this record and makes its 
appearance here, signed by one Boone, whoever he may be and 
whatever figure he may cut. When the letter was produced, a 
member of the committee [Mr. PALMER] put the document in 
the face of Tunison and said: 

Q. Do you admit the signature of Boone? 

A letter was sought to be put in evidence written by Boone to 
Tunison to establish a conspiracy between Tunison and Boone 
and Swayne. Now, then, there is the fundamental proposition, 
gentlemen, and some of you are lawyers—all of you are men of 
common sense. I only read this to get at a characterization, a 
fair illumination, of every step that has been taken in this pros- 
ecution. This question was put to Tunison, who is said to have 
been the writer of this letter: 

Q. Do you admit the signature of Boone?—A. No; I do not admit 
the signature of Boone. 

Mr. MARSH. Who says that? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Tunison, representing the respondent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then Mr. Pater said: : 

We will accept the letter. 


You might as well have brought the picture from one of the 
dead walls of Washington advertising Johnny Dewar's Seotch 
whisky. “ We will accept the letter.” They were foiled in the 
attempt to prove its authenticity. 
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Judge CLAYTON was not quite satisfied with that sort of ac- 
ceptance. I will read: 
Judge CLAYTON: 
Q. Can you tell how you came in possession of that letter? 


Now, this is the fellow who received the letter, or who is 
said to be one of the coconspirators by whom they are trying to 
prove the authenticity of this letter. This question was put to 
Judge Liddon. 

A. I will state that I do not know that it was ever in the posses- 
sion of Mr. Tunison. 

Now, would not that have put an end ordinarily to a pursu- 
ing of that line of consideration? Here was a lawyer repre- 
senting the prosecution. It purported to be a letter written by 
a coconspirator and delivered to a coconspirator. Failing to 
prove that it had ever been received by the coconspirator, or 
written by the coconspirator, they accept the letter first, and 
then Judge Liddon says he does not know that it was ever in 
the hands of Tunison. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, is that letter copied into the original report of 
the committee? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This letter is one of the buttresses, one 
of the abutments, one of the eternal principles to save the 
judiciary of the United States from scandal, in the language of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers]. - 

Mr. GILLETT. I object to the receiving of it. Counsel says he does 
not claim that Tunison ever received it. I object to receiving of mat- 


ters of that kind in evidence. It would not be received as evidence in 
any court in the world, and I want to go on record as objecting to it. 


Now, here is the judicial opinion rendered by which that letter 
became a formidable weapon in the hands of the prosecution—a 
formidable piece of evidence. Here is the judicial opinion. If 
you can find in all the history of the case that Judge Swayne 
ever looked at that letter, I will vote for impeachment. 

A Memeper. On what page is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On page 153. 


Judge PALMER. As I understand it, this Boone attempted to oppress 
this man Hoskins, as a bankrupt in Judge Swayne's court, and Judge 
Swayne would not permit any 5 of his solvency; said he would not 
believe his own brother; would not allow any trial of Hoskins as to 
his solvency. We admit this Boone letter. 


I wanted to find out now, and Mr. Gitterr wanted to see 
whether Judge Swayne ought to be assailed even if this halfway 
proposition was sustainable. 

Mr. GILLETT asked: 

Was it ever seen by Judge Swayne? I object to it. 


Letter from Boone to Tunison & Loftin marked Exhibit ——. 
{At this time the letter had not been given to the stenographer.] 


God knows where that letter came from; I do not know any- 
thing about it. Now, from an absurd performance of that kind 
we can obtain very little knowledge of its whereabouts. 

Now, that is the evidence with whieh this prosecution is but- 
tressed. A conspiracy is alleged between Tunison, said to be a 
special favorite of Swayne, and Boone, who conspires with Tuni- 
son to do some act. I do not know what it was, and I do not 
care what it was. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield fifteen minutes more to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for fifteen 
minutes more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But when it is traced around, first, the 
writing of the letter is not proved; second, the delivery of the 
letter is absolutely negatived; and thirdly, it is shown in the 
record that Swayne never heard of the letter. That is the basis, 
I say, upon which a united vote of one side of this House will 
probably be given to impeach a United States judge for having 
conspired to prosecute somebody by the name of Hoskins. 

Now, I have got very little to say about these other matters 
of impeachment. I have grown up, in a degree, with all this 
case. I was a Member of this House when this district was cut 
in two. I know it was a matter of general notoriety that there 
was no possible necessity for the additional judge; that it was 
done for the purpose of injuriously affecting Judge Swayne; 
and that it did injuriously affect him is instanced by the 
question now being raised here, whetber he resided there or 
not. The statement made by Judge Pardee explains all that 
question. When that bill was passed, it undertook to drive him 
out of the district to which he had been appointed, and in 
which it is admitted he had been located. When the bill was 
passed, another judge entered into that end of the district and 

Judge Swayne had a good deal of trouble in getting a domicile. 
No doubt he had sacrificed the property that he had lived in. 
No doubt he was refused accommodation in Pensacola; and the 


Colorado case, brought into this matter by the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine, absolutely states the law in the case as 
clearly and distinctly as it is possible that it should be stated, 
fn which the judge says that he had resided in the district for 
which he was appointed, and complied absolutely with the sec- 
tion of the statute under which this prosecution is brought. 
Now, I haye but one little word to say about a very small mat- 
ter. When I spend a great deal of time trying to impeach a 
judge of the United States court because he has accepted $2.50 
or $3 worth of victuals of an unknown character, of an un- 
known value, I will turn that prosecution absolutely over to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. Look at the magnitude of it, 
gentlemen; look at the size of this transaction. Judge Swayne 
was up here some place in the State of New Jersey, and the 
receiver of that railroad in Florida, in the dead of summer, 
wanted him in Florida for some purpose, and sent after him, 
and probably fed him on the way down. Now, I want to point 
out to the gentlemen on the other side one of the strong points 
of their case. They say it was not a matter of very much impor- 
tance. I understand some of the gentlemen on the other side are 
absolutely shocked at the idea that such a thing would be 
insisted upon as the impeachment of a judge for a matter of 
that character. But they say this judge approved the accounts 
of the receiver, and that he put into those accounts the bread 
and butter, and beer, pretzels, and sauerkraut. Point me, gen- 
tlemen of the prosecution, to the place in that record where 
there is any evidence that the receiver ever charged for it or 
that the judge ever approved an account that covered it, and I 
will vote for this impeachment. The whole thing is a mere 
piece of assertion that has not a shadow of foundation in the 
record. Why, they say presumably the receiver charged for 
that bread and butter and presumably Swayne approved it. Pre- 
sumably, gentlemen, he did not charge a cent for it, and presum- 
ably he did not approve it, for he did not know anything about 


it. Now, there is not a shadow of evidence. Search that record 


and find it if you can. You will find that the naked fact remains 
that the judge was up here where he had a right to be and he 
was wanted down there by the receiver of that railroad, who 
sent for him, and all else is left to the imagination of the prose- 
cuting attorneys. 

So much for that. Now, as to the 810 a day matter, I want 
to say that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] did not leave a 
button on the coat of anybody who talks about that ten-dollar 
transaction. I do not want to go into any reminiscences, and I 
do not want to talk about what the judges of the courts of the 
United States have done. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] stood up here the other day and said that there 
was not a shadow of evidence that any of the judges had decided 
that they had a right to this $10 a day. And yet the gentleman 
made statement after statement on matters that came to his 
knowledge, and then said there was no proof in the record. Why 
was not that proof in the record? Why were not the reasons 
and grounds upon which Judge Swayne took that $10 put into 
the record? Why not? I say that if a convict stood in the 
presence of a court, any civilized court on earth that understood 
the first principles of the law of this country, with a record such 
as was made upon that question in this record, he would get a 
ne as quickly as the judgment of the court could grant it 
o him. 

Gentlemen, what is the gravamen of this offense of Judge 
Swayne? What is it? It is the scienter. It is that he know- 
ingly, corruptly, and unlawfully took money that was not coming 
to him. You can not make a technical violation of a law and 
punish a judge for it any more than you can punish a Member 
of Congress for it. Would not a Member of Congress feel rather 
cheap if somebody should want to impeach him for having 
drawn $22.50 as his allowance of mileage when in fact he had 
not paid out a cent of it? Well might the gentleman who spoke 
the other day say, Let him that is without fault among you cast 
the first stone. 5 

But let us see now. This judge is charged with the wicked, 
the criminal, the highly criminal charge of haying purloined 
money out of the Treasury of the United States. He is called 
upon to account for why he did it, and he makes the attempt, 
and here is the answer he got: 


pt 3 We offer that paper which has just been read, Exhibits 
an . 


I do not know what they were. 
By Mr. HIGGINS: 


. Tbe accounts of all the jud pass thro 
vnlied States Treasury De; Bhan sary Yes, 75 e 


. And as chief of that division you have supervision, and it is your 
duty to inspect all of them — A. Yes, sir. : 
Q. I observe here that the charge as certified by Judge Swayne for 
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OnT periionier: o rate of $10:0: tay? — 


Q. ‘Ia that usual? 

Mr. PALMER— 

Now, they had reached the point of time when Judge Swayne 
could have said, first, I construe the law of my country as giv- 
ing me that $10 a day; second, every Department of this Govern- 
ment from the day of the passage of this act has given a united, 
a unanimous, consecutive, and sustained construction of that 
statute. Furthermore, the House of. Representatives, and ulti- 
mately the Senate of the United States, after having agreed 
upon this law, put their own construction upon it and I want to 
offer evidence of it. And then he might have gone forward and 
said 644 per cent of the judges of the United States have put 
this construction upon this statute, and I have joined in that 
construction; and, gentlemen of the committee, before you 
charge me with a crime, let me tell to my tryers that I have 
acted upon the construction given during all the period of time, 
yea, from the time it was enacted and before it was enacted, 
given in the controversy between the two sides of the House. 

But,“ says the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], 
1 don't think that of any consequence.” A man charged with 
taking money undertakes to explain it; undertakes to prove, 
as the Supreme Court says, what was absolutely conclusive 
answer to the whole of it, and a single member of the subcom- 
mittee says: “I don’t think that amounts to anything; get out.” 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrogate 
him? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the gentleman aware that the entire Judi- 
ciary Committee, including the gentleman from Ohio, who 
handed him the book, said that the ruling was right? 

Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for a moment? The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is utterly mistaken as to that. I never said it was 
right, I never believed it was right, and I know it was wrong. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nevin] 
did not sign the minority views. . 

Mr. PALMER. I am mistaken about that; the gentleman 
from Maine did sign them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He did, and he has not changed his 
yiews. ; 

Mr. PALMER. So we have sixteen out of the seventeen mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee declaring that the ruling was 
right, and any man who made the pretense of being a lawyer, 
with two grains of gray matter in his brain, would know that it 
was right. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. NEVIN. If it is a question of gray matter, we had bet- 
ter weigh our brains. I thought it was a question of logic. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The utterance of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is characteristic of his entire record and of his 
entire career in this persecution. [Laughter and applause.] 
I have no answer to make to such an attack as that. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will find out at the end of this perse- 
cution—he will ascertain distinctly by the record of the two 
bodies of the Congress where the gray matter is, and where 
the vicious spirit of persecution and bitterness is assumed by a 
person claiming to be a lawyer, and who palms himself off as a 
fair trier of fact. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, suppose Judge Swayne had made that ruling under the 
decision here of the Supreme Court that covers this whole ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten min- 
utes more to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what was Mr. Higgins trying to 
do? Let us see whether Higgins and the Supreme Court of 
the United States are the equal of the opinion rendered by the 
committee. 


the 
furnish the certificates at the rate of $10 a pode It is thelr interpreta- 
tion of its being oo and right under the statute. 

Mr. Patmur. It follows that because some other judge expended $10 
a day that Judge Swayne expended $10 a day. 

“Some other judge,” see? “Some other judge.” They were 
trying to prove that there had been a continuous and uniform 
and universal interpretation of this law, and it is cut in pieces 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who says, “some other 
judge,” a single judge. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Ohio, who, for a young 
man, has some gray matter and some knowledge of the law, 


and will be heard from in this House in the future, brought to 
me and the House this decision in the United States court. I 
do not want to tell where he found it, or how he happened to be 
cited to it, but I may say this, that it was the foundation upon 
which the great body of the judges of the United States based 
their opinion, upon which Judge Swayne acted. When the gen- 
tleman from Ohio presented this book yesterday the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Crayton] said that this statute was a hard 
statute to understand; that was the effect of what he said. 
He said that the one under consideration now was a very plain 
statute; that it did not need any construction. 

Now, the statute under which this controversy grew up in 
the case of United States against Hill (120 U. 8. Reports), 
reported from the circuit court of Massachusetts, involved a 
construction of the statute that was as simple and as plain as 
the English language, it seems to me, could have made it. It 
provided that the clerks of court should turn into the publie 
treasury all of their fees above a certain sum of money. The 
clerk held that the $3 each for naturalization papers was not a 
fee within the meaning of the statute. 

It went on and on and was considered by the departments 
here and payments made under it just exactly as was done in 
the Swayne case, and the Supreme Court of the United States, 
without spending any more time upon the subject, said that the 
contemporaneous rulings of the departments and the contem- 
poraneous appropriations by Congress and the contemporaneous 
rulings of the courts settled the construction of the statute, and 
the statute stands to-day unrepealed, unamended, and in full 
force; and it was that law, that decision, laid down by the 
highest court in the United States or in the world, under which 
Judge Swayne acted, and if he is to be impeached here these 
gentlemen, these purifiers of the bar and the bench and the 
country, ought to proceed at once to assail the United States 
judge for the district of Massachusetts and the United States 
Supreme Court. [Applause.] 


United States v. Hill. 

Error to the circuit court of the United States for the district of 
Massachusetts, 

Argued December 29, 1886; decided January 31, 1887. 

It was the custom in the United States courts in Massachusetts, from 
1839 to December, 1884, known and nay py by the ju for the 
clerk to charge $3 as fees in naturalization 8 he clerk of 
the district court never included those fees his returns. That fact 
was known to the jud to whom his accounts were semiannually ex- 
hibited and whom they were passed without objection in that par- 
ticular, Relying on that custom and believing those fees formed no part 
of the emoluments to be returned, the clerk of the district court ap- 
peas in 1879 did not include those fees in his accounts. This was 

own to the district judge when he examined and certified the accoun 
and his accounts so made out to July, 1854, were examined and ad 
— the accounting officers of the Treasury. Under a rule made by the 
district court in 1855 the clerk had charged and received the $3 as a 
gross sum for examining in advance of their presentation to the court 

e application paos and reporting to the court whether they were 
in conformity with law, and had made no division for specifie services, 
5 to any items in the fee bill in seetions 823 et seq. of the 
Revised Statutes. In a suit brought in December, 1884, on the official 
bond of the clerk, against him and his surety, to recover the amount of 
the naturalization fees: Held— 

(1) The provision in section 823, taken from section 1 of the act of 
February 26, 1853 (chapter 80, 10 Stat., 161), that the fees to clerks 
shall be “ taxed allowed,” applies, prima facie, to taxable fees and 
costs in ordinary suits between party and party prosecuted in a co 
and there is no specification of naturalization matters in the fees o 


clerks. 
(2) The statute being of doubtful construction as to what fees were 
to be returned, the interpretation of it by judges, heads of departments, 
and accountin 5 and continuous, was one on 
which the obligors in the bond had a right to rely, and, it not being 
clearly erroneous, it will not now be overturned. z 

This was an action at law to recover from the defendants in error 
fees which it was claimed the clerk of the district court of the United 
States for the district of Massachusetts should have accounted for, the 
defendants being the clerk and his bondsman. Judgment for defend- 
ants, to review which this writ of error was sued out. The case is 
stated in the opinion of the court. 

Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Maury for plaintiff in error. 

Mr. John Lowell for defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Blatehford delivered the opinion of the court. 

On the 5th of February, 1879, Clement A Hill was duly appointed 
clerk of the district court of the United States for the distriet of Mas- 
sachusetts by the judge of that court. On the same day he and William 
Goodwin Russell and another person executed a joint and several bond 
to the United States in the penal of $20,000, conditioned that 
Hill, “ himself and by his thf; d 


Myre ad into his hands, as required by 
uiring a bond, in tim ruary 
1875, chapter 95, 18 Stat. L., 333, which ulred the clerk to give 
a bond, with sureties, “faithfully to discharge the duties of his office, 
and seasonably to record the decrees, judgments, and determinations of 
the court of which he is clerk.” 

This suit was peg yy the United States against Hill and Russell 

a writ 


on said bond ,b; da December 4, 1884, claiming $22,000 dam- 
ages. The declaration all as a breach of the bond, that “has 
not properly accounted for all mo coming into his hands, as re- 


quired by law, rg ora ny Pend the condition of said bond.” 
of the defendant denies t allegation, and avers that Hill “has made 
full and sufficient returns of all moneys received him, as ulred 


law, and that he owes no sum of money to the said United States.” 
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The 1 agreed statement of facts was filed July 1, 1885, 
signed by the attorneys for the respective parties, and upon it the case 
was, by written agreement, submitted to the decision of the court: 

»The defendant Hill was appointed clerk of said court on the 5th 
day of. February, 1879, and duly qualified as clerk, and the defendants 
gave the bond, a rop of which is annexed to the declaration. As 
clerk he has made half-yearly returns of fees and emoluments received 
by him, but he has not included in the same the amounts received by 

m for the naturalization of aliens in the district court. 

It has been the custom in the United States courts in the district 
of Massachusetts for a long time, not less than forty-five years before 
the date of the writ in the present action, and known and approved 
by the judges, for the clerk to chargo $1 as a fee for a declaration of 
intention to become a citizen, and $2 as a fee for a final naturaliza- 
tion and certificate thereof; and the clerk of the district court has 
never included these in the fees and emoluments returned by him, and 
this has been known to the judges to whom the accounts have been 
semiannually exhibited, and es whom they were passed without objec- 
tion in this particular. Following this custom, and believing and 
being informed that these fees formed no of the emoluments to 
be returned to the Government, the defendant Hill has not included 
these amounts in his accounts, and this was known to the judge when 
his accounts were enamined, and he made on each a certificate in the 
form annexed; and his accounts so made out, up to July 1, 1884, 
bave been examined and adjusted by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department. 

“The clerks of the several courts of the State of Massachusetts 
made similar charges for like services and made no returns to the 
treasurers of the counties of the fees so received until the passage 
of the statute of the State of 1879, snapme 300. 

“Jf, upon the facts before stated a , the court shall be of 
the opinion that the said fees charged by the defendant Hill in respect 
to naturalizations, or any part thereof, should have been returned in 
his accounts to the United States as part of the emoluments of the 
clerk, from which his compensation is to be taken, in accordance with 
section 833 of the Rev Statutes, and that the settlements and ad- 
ustments of his several accounts, as above mentioned, constitute no 

efense to this action, the case shall be sent to an assessor to ascer- 
tain the amount due the United States in accordance with the law 
laid down by that court, unless the parties shall, within fifteen days 
after the announcement of the opinion of the court, agree upon the 


amount. 

“The blanks used for the report of clerks’ fees and emoluments, and 
the blanks used in naturalization of aliens, may be considered as part 
of the record of the case. 

“The instructions of the Department of Justice to the several clerks, 
dated January, 1879, may be read for any purpose for which they are 

roperly a plicable ; but neither the defendant Hill nor his deputy, 

Mr. Bassett. has any recollection of receiving or seelng such a circular 
before October, 1884. 

“The court may draw such inferences from the above facts as a jury 


might.” 

Section 833 of the Revised Statutes provides that every clerk of a 
district court shall, “on the Ist days of January and July in each 
ear, or within thirty days thereafter, make to the Attorney-General, 
n such form as he may prescribe, a written return for the half year 
ending on said days, respectively, of all the fees and emoluments of his 
office, of every name and character, and of all the necessary expenses 
of his office, naun norawary clerk hire, together with the vouchers 
for the payment of the same for such last half year. He shall state 
separately in such return the fees and emoluments payable under the 
bankrupt act * * Said returns shall be verified by the oath of 
the officer making them.” 

Section 839 of the Revised Statutes provides that “no clerk of the 
district court * * shall be allowed by the Attorney-General 
s 


* * to retain of the fees and emoluments of his office * * * 
for his personal compensition, over and above his necessary office ex- 
mses, including necessary clerk hire, to be audited and allowed by 


e proper accounting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $3,5 
a yur Hor any such district clerk; * * or exceeding that rate 
for any time less than a year.” 

Section 844 provides that every clerk shall, “at the time of making 
his half-yearly return to the Attorney-General, pay into the Treasury 
or deposit to the credit of the Treasurer, as he may be directed by the 
Attorney-General, any surplus of the fees and emo uments of his office 
which said return shows to exist over and above the compensation and 
allowances authorized by law to be retained by him.” 

Section 845 provides that in every case where the return of a clerk 
“Shows that a surplus may exist the Attorney-General shall cause 
such returns to be carefully examined and the accounts of disburse- 
ments to be regularly audited by the proper officer of his Department 
and an account to be opened with such officer in proper books to be 

rovided for that purpose.” 

p The foregoin provisions of sections 833, 839, 844, and 845 were 
taken from section 3 of the act of February 26, 1853 (ch. 80, 10 Stat., 
165, 166), the supervision being changed from the retary of the 
Interior to the Attorney-General by section 15 of the act of June 22, 
1870 (ch. 150), establishing the Department of Justice (16 Stat., 164). 

Section 846 provides that the accounts of clerks “shall be exam- 
ined and certified by the district judge of the district for which they 
are appointed before they are presented to the accounting officers of 
the ‘Treasury Department for settlement. They shall then be subject 
to revision upon their merits by said accounting officers, as in the case 
of other public accounts.” This provision was taken from section 1 
of the act of August 16, 1856 (ch. 124, 11 Stat., 49). 
$ 


0 * 4 


s a * 

On the foregoing facts and statutes it was contended by the United 
States before the circuit court, held by the circuit judge and the dis- 
trict judge, that the sums received as fees in naturalization proceedings 
were “fees and emoluments” within the meaning of section 833, and 
ought to have been included by the clerk in his returns, on the und 
that they were received for services rendered by the clerk in his offi- 
cial capacity, and he was therefore bound to account for them, 
whether they were or were not chargeable under section 828, prescribing 
fees for clerks. The circuit court held that the action could not be 
maintained, and entered a judgment for the defendants, to review 
which the United States have brought a writ of error. 

The opinion of the circuit court, which accompanies the record, and 
is reported in 25 Federal Reporter, 375, gives the following statement 
as to the former and the existing legislation of Con on the subject 
and as to the action of the courts and of the Executive Departments of 
the Government: “ By the act of March 3, 1791 (1 Stat. L., 217, sec. 


1), the compensation of the clerks was fixed at $5 a day for attending 


court and their travel. To this was added by the act of May 8, 1792 
(1 Stat. L., 277, sec. 3), such fees as were allowed in the supreme 


courts of the State, with a provision that for discharging duties not 
performed by the clerks of the State courts and for which the laws 
of the State made no allowance, the court might allow a reasonable 
compensation. Under these acts the clerks were allowed to retain all 
their fees.and were not Pj oe to render any account of them to 
the Government. The first law requiring returns to be made was the 
act of March 3, 1841 (5 Stat. L., 427). This act established the com- 
pensation of clerks of courts at $4,500 a year, above clerk hire and office 
expenses, payable from fees only, and required them to pay the over- 

lus into the public Treasury, under such rules and regulations as might 

prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“The next in order of time was the act of May 18, 1842, (5 Stat., 
483). That act required the clerks to make to the Secretary of the 
Treasury semiannual returns, embracing all the fees and emoluments of 
their office of very name and character, distinguishing those received 
or payable under the bankrupt acts from those received or payable for 
any other service. It authorized the clerk of the district courts to 
retain from the fees and emoluments of his office, above office ex- 
penses and clerk hire, as his personal 5 ues a year, and 
required him to pay the surplus into the Treasury. It has been stated 
that the provision in this act as to bankruptcy fees was inserted to 
iow, the law, as ruled by Judge Story, that the clerks were not 
bound to account for fees earned under the bankrupt act of August 
19, 1841. The act of March 3, 1849 (9 Stat., 395, sec. 4), establishing 
the Department of the Interior, transferred the supervision of the 
accounts of clerks to the Secretary of the Interior. Until the act of 
February 26, 1853 (10 Stat., 161), the official fees of the clerks remain 
in substance as fixed by the acts of 1791 and 1792. The act of 1853 
was the first uniform statute regulating the fees of the clerks and 
other officers of the courts throughout the United States. It estab- 
lished the present fee bill, and is reproduced in section 1823 to section 
857 of the Revised Statutes. Its provisions in regard to returns to 
be made by the clerks were the same as in the act of 1842, except that 
they were to be made to the Secretary of the Interior, as directed by 
the act of 1849, instead of to the Secretary of the Treasury. Since 
the act of June 22, 1870, creating the Department of Justice, the re- 
turns have been made to the Attorney-General, and supervision of these 
accounts has been exercised by that officer of the Government.” 

Referring then to the fee bill of February 26, 1853, as found in sec- 
tion 823 et seq. of the Revised Statutes, the court proceeds: Upon 
an examination of the statute it will be seen that it applies to taxable 
costs in all ordinary litigation, whether at law or in equity or ad- 
miralty, and undoubtedly governs the taxation In all actions, suits, and 
proceedings, civil and criminal, in personam and in rem, in the courts 
of the United States. But it has not usually been considered, at least 
in this district, as applying to certain special and peculiar cases, of 
which the courts have jurisdiction, where only the party asking for the 
right or privilege is before the court, and from the nature of the case 
no costs are taxable as in ordinary litigated suits. Of such a character 
are proceedings under the naturalization laws, under the shipping com- 
missioners’ act, and applications to be admitted to practice as an attor- 
ney. Thus Judge Shepley early refused to allow the clerk to tax costs 
by the fee bill on applications under the shipping commissioners’ act 
of June 7, 1872 (17 Stat., 272; Rev. Stat., sec. 4544), for the money 
and effects of deceased seamen deposited in the circuit court by the 
shipping commissioner. 

“Tn respect to the naturalization cases, it has never been hitherto un- 
derstood, either by the judges or the Departments, that the fees of the 
clerk were for services rendered in his official capacity, At times, 
especially before elections, these applications are extremely numerous. 
The papers are usually prepared by the parties themselves or their 
friends, or more frequently by agents of candidates. The hearings are 
ex parti, at no stated times, and it is rare that any person appears in 
oprost ion It has, therefore, been necessary, both in the interest of 
the applicants and for the due and orderly execution of the law and 
to enable the court to dispose of the cases, that the papers should be 
looked over and corrected by some person familiar with the law and 
practice, and in many instances that the witnesses should be examined 

fore the cases were presented to the court for final action. It was 
for this service that the clerk has been allowed to make these charges 
to the parties. These are duties which the court has the undoubted 
right to have performed by some other person than the presiding judge. 

In these cases the clerk acts rather as a person appointed to assist 
the court in exercising its functions, like a master or examiner in an 
equity cause, or an assessor in admiralty, or an auditor in a suit at 
law. It is the universal practice of all courts of large jurisdiction to 
appoint special officers at the expense of the parties, to make inquiries, 
investigate details, examine papers, take accounts, make computations, 
and to perform ministerial acts. Their reports when returned into 
court and atcepted become part of the case, and form the basis of the 
orders and decrees of the court in the cause. 

“It was with this view, to regulate the practice in naturalization 
cases and define the duties required of the clerk, that Judge Sprague 
in 1855 adopted the following rules, which have ever since been in 


force: 

“Ordered, by the court, that spplications by aliens to be admitted 
to become citizens of the United States shall be presented to the court 
while in session, and that proof of the facts whereof the court is re- 
uired by law to be satisfied shall be made by at least two credible and 
isinterested witnesses, who are citizens of the United States, to be pro- 

duced and examined in open court. 

“Ordered, that before such applications are presented, all necessary 
papers shall be filed with the clerk, who chall report to the court when 
the application is made, and that he has examined the same, and 
whether they are all in due form and in conformity with the require- 
ments of law or how otherwise.” 

This fact, as to these rules made in 1855, was not made a part of 
the agreed statement of facts, but the counsel in the cause, in this 
court, stipulated in open court that the facts should be taken as agreed. 

The opinion of the court then proceeds: “It is for services ren- 
dered under these rules, and as a special officer of the court, and not 
as clerk, that these fees have been permitted. They were not duties 

rtaining to the office of clerk. They could have as well been per- 
wien by any other person designated by the court for the purpose; 
as by the district attorney or a commissioner of the circuit court, or 
an attorney, or any suitable person not an officer of the court.” 

Reference has been made to the circular of Attorney-General Dev- 
ens of January 14, 1879, issued to the clerk. In it he says, referring 
to section 833: This language embraces sey possible fee or emolu- 
ment accruing to you by reason of your official capacity and does not 
allow the withholding of any. Whatever is done for you that you 
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ut the naturalization fees do not come within this rule. 
They did not accrue to the clerk by reason of his official capacity, and 
were for work which might as well have been done by him when out of 


statute. 


office as when in. It is also to be noticed that this circular calls upon 
the clerk for “a statement of sums received for searches, for all copies 
of naturalization papers and oaths, and all other sums_ received 
through your office,” but makes no mention in terms of naturalization 
fees. (Regulations Department of Justice, 1884, p. 223.) ; 
No complaint of these fees ever came to the ear of the court from 


any quarter. On the contrary, this service performed keg the clerks 
has been of at advantage to those sere to be admitted as citizens. 
It has had the effect, as originally intend to simplify the process of 


becoming a citizen and to make it more expeditious and inexpensive. 
It saves the parties the expense of employing an attorney, and the fee 
charged therefor is much less than would be allowed by the fee bill, 
if the application is to be treated and entered on the docket of the 
court as an ordinary suit. In rejected cases no fee has been charged. 
This practice has prevailed for more than forty years, ever since the 
act of 1842, which first required returns, and has been perfectly well 
known to everybody conversant with the courts. It was begun by 
Judge Story and Judge Sprague and has had the approval of all the 
judges of district since their day. It has also had the sanction, 
successively, of the Department of the Treasury, the Department of 
the Interior, and the Department of Justice. Until this suit was 
brought it has never been called in question by any accounting officer 
of the Government; nor has Con seen fit to put a stop to it by 
legislation. This construction of the statute in practice, concurred 
in by all the departments of the Government and continued for so 
many years, must be regarded as absolutely conclusive in its effect. 
(Edwards's Lessee v. mmy 12 Wheat., 206; United States v. Temple, 
105 U. S., 97; Ruggles v. Illinois, 108 U. S., 526; United States v. Gra- 
ham, 110 U. S., 219.) 

It was stated at the bar that a bill was introduced in the last Con- 
gress to require the clerks to make returns of all fees which they 
should receive for naturalizations and as masters and commissioners, 
but failed to become a law. If a change in the Ee should be 
thought desirable, It is obvious that it should be made by Congress and 
not by the courts. - 

“Tt is also to be noticed as significant that the clerks of the courts 
of Massachusetts, under a fee bill much like ours, and a statute re- 

ulring them to make to the county treasurer yearly a return ‘of all 
ees received by them for their official acts and services,’ were never re- 
quired to include in their returns the fees received in naturalization 
eases. (Rev. Stat. of 1836, chapter 88, sec. 15; Gen. Stat. of 1860, 
chapter 121, sec. 22.) This was changed by the act of 1879 (chapter 
300), which defined what the fees in such cases should be, and directed 
the clerks to include them in their return. 
The decision of the court is that, upon the agreed facts in this case, 
this action can not be maintained.” 

Viewing the whole subject in the light in which it appears on the 
face of the statute, In regard to the fees of the clerks, we are met by 
the fact that section 823 of the Revised Statutes, taken from section 1 
of the act of February 26, 1853 (chapter 80, 10 Stat., 161), provides 
that “ the following and no other compensation shall be taxed and al- 
lowed” to clerks of the district courts. This applies prima facie to 
taxable fees and costs in ordinary suits between pa: and party, prose- 
cuted in a court. There is no specification of naturalization matters in 
the fees of clerks. From as early as December, 1839, the practice set 
forth in the agreed statement of facts has been obtained in the district 
court in Massachusetts of charging the fees of $1 and $2 as grons sums, 
in naturalization proceedings, without any division for specific se 
according to any item of the fee bill. The act of March 3, 1841, be- 
fore referred to, the first one on the subject of returns, implied that 
there should be reports of “fees and emoluments" by the clerk to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The act of May 18, 1 5 for 
semiannual returns to that officer, and included, specifically, fees and 
emoluments under the bankrupt act, but the clerk never has included 
in these returns his fees and emoluments for naturalization proceed- 
ings, and his action from 1842 to and including 1884 has been with the 
knowledge of the successive district judges, to whom his accounts have 
been semiannually exhibited. 

From 1842 to 1849 these accounts went to the Secretary of the 
Treasury; from 1849 to 1870 to the Secretary. of the Interior, and 
since 1870 they have gone to the Attorney-General. From 1856 the 
statute has required that these accounts before going forward shall 
be examined and certified by the district judge,” and that after 
sent to the several heads of departments they shall be subject to revi- 
sion on their merits by the accounting officer of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. The agreed statement of facts shows that this course has 
pursued; that the district judge has examined and certified the ac- 
counts, knowing that they did not include naturalization fees, and that 
those accounts had been revised on their merits by these 3 
officers for this long series of years, and been examined and adjust 
by them with the naturalization fees not included. 

With this long practice, amounting to a contemporaneous-and con- 
tinuous construction of the statute, in a case where it is doubtful 
whether the statute requires a return of the disputed fees, judges 
of eminence, heads of departments, and accounting officers of the 
Treasury having concurred in an interpretation in which those con- 
cerns have confided, the surety and the present bond, as well as his 
pence? had a right to rely on that interpretation in giving the 

nd; and the semiannual accounts of the Monee ner having been 
actually examined and adjusted at the Treasury, with the naturaliza- 
tion fees excluded, down to and including the one last rendered five 
months before this suit was brought, a court seeking to administer 
ustice would long hesitate before permitting the United States to go 

ck, and not only as against the clerk, but as against the surety on 
his poaa, reopen what had been settled with such abundant and formal 
sanction. 

This principle has been aprile, as a wholesome one, for the estab- 
lishment and enforcement of justice, in many cases in court, not 
only between man and man, but between the Government and those 
who deal with it, and pee faith in the action of its constituted au- 
thorities, judicial, executive, and administrative. 

In Edwards's Lessee v. Darby (12 Wheat, 206, 210) is was said: 
“In the construction of a doubtful and ambiguous law, the contem 
raneous construction of those who were called upon to act under the 
nto effect, is entitled 
To the same effect are United States v. Dick- 
141, 145); United States v. Gilmore (8 Wall., 330); 


law, and were appointed to carry its provisions 
to Art great respect.” 
son (15 Pet., 
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ae Nae v: Fiske (23 Wall., 374, 382); United States v. Moore (95 
U. S., 760, 763) ; United States v. Pugh (99 U. S., 265, 269); Hahn v. 
United States (107 U. S., 402, 406), and Five Per Cent cases (110 U. S., 
471, 485). In the case of Brown v. United States (113 U. S., 568) the 
same doctrine was applied, the cases in this court on the subject being 
collected, and it being-said, that a “ contemporaneous and uniform in- 
terpretation ” by executive officers charged with the duty of acting 
under a statute “is entitled to weight” in its construction, “and in 
a case of doubt ought to turn the scale.” A still more recent case on 
the subject is United States v. Philbrick (ante, 52), where this lan- 
guage is used: “A contemporaneous construction by the officers upon 
whom was im the duty of executing those statutes is entitled to 
great weight; and since it is not clear that that construction was 
erroneous, it ought not now to be overturned.”. 

Judgment affirmed. 


Now, then, a single point further—what was this change made 
for—and then I am through. I admit that the statute itself 
before the change did not say that the judge should be paid his 
“actual expenses,” but by the same rule of construction prior 
to this time we always did construe it to mean that he had to 
set up the items of his account showing how much money he 
had expended. The law was changed and the word“ reasona- 
ble” was put in—not exceeding $10—his reasonable expenses. 
From that time to this that is the construction we claim has 
been put upon that statute, and now we are asked to say that 
the legislative body of this country passed a law that did not 
mean anything, made a change in the phraseology of the statute 
that it is claimed will have no effect, and that Judge Swayne 
shall be punished for having understood one of the first canons 
of construction of the law, viz, that when the legislature changes 
the phraseology of a statute the court shall hold, must hold, that 
it is done for some purpose, and that the statue amended does 
not stand as the statute before it was amended. ; 

I cite a case that came to my mind the other day, and I went 
over to the Supreme Court and put my hand on it in a minute, 
for I remembered it thirty years ago when I came up against 
the question and got far the worst of it, standing in the position 
that the gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. PALMER] now 
stands. I refer to the case of the State, on the Complaints, etc., 
v. Gray (8 Blackford’s Indiana Reports, p. 273), where the court 
lays down the rule that in every case where the phraseology of 
a statute has been changed the court will construe it to have 
been done for a purpose. That case is as follows: 


The State, on the complaint, etc., v. Gray. i 


Appeal from the Tippecanoe circuit court. 

Dewey, J.—This was a prosecution for bastardy against Gray. The 
complaint was made by Mary Anne Welch before a justice of the peace 
of Tip) oe County; it charges Gray with being the father of a 
bas child, of which the complainant had been delivered; that she 
was an unmarried woman, and was, at the time of making the com- 
patat a resident of Tippecanoe County, and that the child was with 

er. The justice issued his warrant; the defendant was taken, and 
an examination was had before the justice. It appeared in the course 
of the examination that the ER arrived in Lafayette, in Tip- 
pecanoe County, on the day on which she made complaint, and that she 
came from New York, where she had previously resided. The justice 
found the defendant guilty, and ordered him to give bond, etc., which 
not being complied with, he was recognized.to appear before the circuit 
court. e appeared accordingly; and, on his motion, the prosecution 
was dismi for want of jurisdiction in the justice of the peace and 
in the circuit court. 

It is urged, in vindication of the decision of the circuit court, that 
it did not appear that the complainant was a resident of this State. 

As the law stood, previously to the late revision of the statutes, the 
objection was valid. The language of the former statutes was, “ that 
on complaint made to any justice of the peace in this State by any 
unmarried woman resident therein,” etc., the justice should proceed as 
therein stated. (R. S., 1831, p. 285; R. S., 1838, p. 330.) The first 
section of the present statute provides, that when any woman who 
had been delivered of a bastard child, or who is pregnant with a child, 
which, if born alive, will be a bastard, shall make complaint to any 
justice of the peace against the person whom she accuses of being the 
father of the child, the justice shall issue his warrant, ete. (R. S., 
1843, pp. 363, 364.) 

It is contended that the change in the phraseology of the statutes is 
so slight that it shows the legislature did not mean to change the law 
as regards the residence of the complainant. We can not think so. 
The qualification of the residence of the complainant in this State, es- 
sential to the support of a prosecution under the former acts, is 
omitted in the present statute, and we are not at liberty to view the 
change as unmeaning. We are bound to believe that the remedy was 
designedly enlarged. 

But it is further contended that if any change of the law was 
meant to be made by the late revision the complainant is now re- 
quired to be not only a resident of the State, but to have a legal settle- 
ment in the township where the prosecution is commenced. 

This position is attempted to be sustained by the provision of the 
third section of the bastardy act, which is that if the accused person 
shall be adjudged by the justice to be the father of the bastard he 
shail, among other things, enter into bond to the overseers of the 
poor of the proper township In the county where such woman (the 
complainant) has her legal settlement” conditioned to save the county 
harmless, ete., and by the provision of the twenty-ninth section, that 
the money on the judgment against the putative father, in a prosecution 
carried on by the overseers, shall be paid to the overseers of the poor 
of = township where the complainant shall have her legal settle- 
ment.’ 

We do not view these provisions as having any bearing on the quer- 
tion of jurisdiction. They are directory as to 1 subsequent 

the commencement of the prosecution and must be followed where 
the facts of the case will admit of it. If the Roo Peg fel must hare 
a legal settlement before she can institute a prosecution for bastardy, a 
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r's previous residence in some county of the State in general, 


necessary. Such a construction of the statute would, in- 
stances, defeat what we conceive to be its object—the extension o 
remedy afforded by the former statutes. It would certainly be incon- 
sistent with the first section, which points out the description of persons 
entitled to prosecute and which confers jurisdiction on justices of the 
peace. The residence of the complainant is immater The circuit 
court erred in dismissing the cause. 

Per curiam.—The judgment is reversed with costs. 

Cause remanded, etc. 

D. Mace for the appellant. 

E. H. Brackett and A..M. Crane for the appellee. 

Now then, what haye we? This statute provided for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the judges. It had been construed and 
acted upon as though the word “ actual” were in the statute, 
and then came the legislature and practically struck out the 
word “actual” and put in the word “reasonable.” Now, I say 
there is not one particle of legal testimony in this record that 
shows any action under the charge. I say that every particle of 
that testimony that went to show what Judge Swayne did ex- 
pend and what he did not expend was illegal, incompetent, and 
futile. Why? Because the statute provides that he shall be 
paid his reasonable expenses, and there is no evidence tending 
to show that he took a dollar in excess of his reasonable ex- 
penses. So, Mr. Speaker, instead now of protecting the courts 
of this country by impeaching this man, the argument is made 
here that if somebody comes around in your dooryard and 
slanders you and says you are a liar or that you have cut down 
a shade tree or are a thief, you must go and hunt up the prosecut- 
ing attorney—that is the argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. PaL ER ]—and say: For God's sake, Mr. Prose- 
cuting Attorney, indict me in the grand jury room, so that I 
may have an opportunity to clear my skirts.” That is the argu- 
ment that is made here—tarnish this man, put him to an ex- 
pense that will be ruinous, blackmail him to the extent of his 

in any event, so that he may have a chance to clear 
his skirts! That is the argument. If you would protect the 
courts of the United States in the dignity in which they stand, 
if you will add another period of seventy years to a period of 
nonimpeachment in the United States, teach the little people who 
are disappointed at the judgments of the judges of the courts of 
the United States that their remedy shall not be, first, in a polit- 
ical convention [applause], then in a political legislature, and 
then in an impeachment of his character—an impeachment begged 
for, plead for, prayed for. God alone knows the efforts that 
have been made. I do not say that any of them are illegitimate, 
but I do say that if there was here a worthy case for this im- 
peachment there would be no necessity for this personal appeal 
to Members. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. i 


[Mr. COCKRAN of New York addressed the House. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon.] 

Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
five minutes now? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me to make a 
request of the House? 

Mr. NEVIN. Yes; I yield for a request. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend in the Recorp the remarks that I delivered 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEVIN. Mr. Speaker, although a member of the commit- 
tee to which this matter was referred, and although I have fol- 
lowed it carefully from its inception until now, I purposed to 
say nothing to the House on the question until the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] this morning mistakenly 
quoted me as favoring at least three of these articles of im- 
peachment. He said that when the question had been asked 
before the subcommittee as to what was the custom of the judges 
on the Federal bench as to certifying to $10 a day or their 
actual expenses, and when he had held that that question had 
nothing to do with this case, that the members of the Judiciary 
Committee, myself among the number, had agreed to the cor- 
rectness of that holding. I want to say that I disagreed with 
his holding then, and I differ from him now. 

If this statute were so clear, so explicit, so open to but one 
construction and conclusion as that anyone who did anything 
other than to certify the actual and necessary expense of each 
day would plainly violate the law, then I concede the gentle- 
man’s proposition that it would make no difference whether 


one judge or a hundred judges or all the judges together had 
done so, they would have in such case violated that statute. 
Such a construction of the law being conceded, it is true 
that their action and conduct would throw no light upon the 
question as to Judge Swayne. But the very question at issue 
before that subcommittee was, did he violate the law; did 
other judges understand and so construe the statute; did other 
Federal judges certify as did Judge Swayne? To hold that 
you could not prove this to be the custom was simply begging 
the question. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cocxran], 
who has just spoken, says that he does not believe that Judge 
Swayne is liable to impeachment or that he should be im- 
peached because he construed the statute in the way suggested, 
viz: That for each day a judge held court as set out in the 
statute he might receive for his expenses $10 a day upon so 
certifying to the same. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] differs from that construction. Now, the ques- 
tion that was presented before this subcommittee by that ques- 
tion was, “How have other Federal judges construed it?” 
This was the very question submitted. 
I read from. the printed record of the case: 


Q. I observe here that the charge certified by Judge Swa for an 
— number of days seems to be at the rate of $10 6 dese, 
es, sir. 


Q. Is that usual? 

Then said Mr. PALMER: 

I do not think that is of any consequence 

And proceeds to rule it out. Now, was that question proper? 
In my judgment unquestionably so. There can be no doubt as 
to its competency. Its weight is a different matter. The object 
of the question was to show what the judges believed that stat- 
ute meant. If it had been a contract coming up before some 
nisi prius court, and the question had been presented, What does 
the contract mean? the court would say, How have the parties 
construed the contract? How have they acted and operated 
under it? If it is so clear there can be but one construction, 
that is the end of it; but if it is open to two or more construc- 
tions, then the question always arises, What have the parties 
themselves done?” 

Here was a statute open to more than one construction. Now, 
what have the judges held as to it? They might have passed 
upon it by a judicial decision. They can just as well determine 
it by their acts; and if it be true that a large majority of them— 
644 per cent the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] said 
this morning—have construed the law to permit them to certify 
$10 a day, day in and day out, as their legitimate expense, that 
would clearly show that Judge Swayne had been guilty of no 
corrupt practice, and had in his mind no corrupt intent. And 
yet the gentleman bases three articles of impeachment upon the 
fact that Judge Swayne has certified $10 a day instead of his 
actual itemized expenses. 

Mr. PALMER. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
base the articles on that, but that the Judiciary Committee have 
presented these three articles. I do not care to be held up to 
odium alone. I want my brethren on the Judiciary Committee 
to help share some of it with me. 

Mr. NEVIN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. There seems to be some question here whether 
Judge Swayne or myself is on trial. 

Mr. NEVIN. I did not mean that the odium should be borne 
by you alone: Let all those who are responsible for the act 
accept the responsibility. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Ohio has expired. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire at the 
beginning to congratulate this House on the fact that we are 
now reaching the end of this dicsussion, and to express my 
judgment that the three or four days already consumed have 
done much to render clear and lucid the voluminous amount of 
testimony taken by the subcommittee in the case. I believe 
we are reaching nearer and nearer to the vital facts involved 
therein, and I trust when the time arrives to-morrow for taking 
a final vote that all that exists in this mass of testimony will 
have been thrashed out to the absolute comprehension of every 
Member of this body who is called upon to vote upon these 
important resolutions. I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I approached 
the consideration of this case, as I believe a great many Mem- 
bers upon the floor of this House did, prejudiced against, not 
Judge Swayne, but against any man who should be so accused. 
I have been educated in so absolute a belief in the purity of the. 
judiciary that I look naturally with distrust upon any man 
against whom accusations of this kind could be made, and when 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lasar] in his first resolution 
recounted the various crimes committed by Judge Swayne, when 
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I found therein the allegation that he was entirely unfit to be a 
judge by reason of incapacity, by reason of his mental and judi- 
cial incapacity, and by reason of his alleged flagrant disregard 
of every principle of justice, I was disposed to look with dis- 
trust upon him and believed that his conduct ought to be in- 
quired into. 

When I hear on the floor of this House the declaration of the 
gentleman from Florida that Judge Swayne is the most lawless 
man in that State; when I read his interview with an Atlanta 
reporter in which he gives to the world the warning that Cæ- 
sar had his Brutus, Charles the Second his Cromwell, and fin- 
ished it with the intimation that if we refused to impeach 
Judge Swayne he will find lurking in the glades of Florida the 
arrow of a Tell or the dagger of a Corday; when the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] in his con- 
cluding remarks to-day added the last degree of infamy to his 
name, crowning him as the American Jeffreys, it seems to me 
absolutely necessary, as a preliminary inquiry, to inquire who 
Judge Swayne is. 

Mr. Speaker, we have before us only the printed testimony in 
this case, and I have had some experience in the investigation 
of such testimony. I have always found it to be very unsat- 
isfactory as compared with the testimony of the living wit- 
nesses. It is cold, neutral, and impersonal. 

We do not see the characters; we do not understand the mo- 
tive of their testimony, and I have made it a cardinal principle 
of investigation, first, in inquiries of a judicial nature, to dis- 
cover first who are the parties inyolved, and, second, to discover 
what is the accusation contained in the testimony upon which 
we are called to decide. 

Therefore, proceeding, Mr. Speaker, to the investigation of 
who Judge Swayne is, and to the examination of his record for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether he is the most lawless man 
in the State of Florida, whether he is the American Jeffries, 
my attention was attracted at the outset by this fact, as it ap- 
pears, in that in 1897 the most distinguished gentlemen in the 
city of Philadephia, which I have the honor in part to represent 
here—her most distinguished citizens and most eminent lawyers 
thought that Judge Swayne was a fit man to adorn the Supreme 
Bench of the United States. I find a group of letters written by 
famous men in the judicial history of the State of Pennsylvania 
recommending him to this position. I find a letter written by 
F. Carroll Brewster, at one time an eminent judge in our State, 
subsequently our attorney-general, and a brother of Benjamin 
Harris Brewster, the Attorney-General of the United States un- 
der the Arthur Administration—I find a letter written to Presi- 
dent McKinley saying that he would honor his Administration 
in appointing this man to that eminent position. I find a letter 
to the same effect from the Hon. Hampton L. Carson, the pres- 
ent eminent attorney-general of Pennsylvania, in 1897. I find 
that Judge Fell, of our supreme bench, a gentleman whose career 
all of my colleagues from that State will admit is an honor to 
the State and who has adorned the judicial history of Pennsyl- 
vania, a man from whom no money, no position, and no influ- 
ence could purchase a recommendation, and I find that he said 
to President McKinley that this man Judge Swayne was fit to 
occupy a seat upon the Supreme Court Bench of the United 
States. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. “Learned, able, and safe.” 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes; among them was Judge 


Ashman, a man of distinguished character, and other men of- 


broad prominence, including the mayor of Philadelphia, all 
eminent men in our judicial and civic history, who urged the 
appointment of this man to that exalted position. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I find from the investigation of this testi- 
mony—and I would like to commend the careful reading of 
these pages to every Member on the floor of this House before 
he assumes the solemn responsibility to say by his vote that this 
man is a lawless man—I find that in 1899, after Judge Swayne 
had discharged his judicial duties in this district for ten years, 
the entire bar of the city of Pensacola, Fla., sent separate indi- 
vidual letters to the President of the United States urging the 
appointment of Judge Swayne to the position then vacant on 
the circuit court judgship in that district—the judicial district 
including the State of Florida. 

That was in 1899, ten years after this man had lived among 
them and had discharged his duties in his official capacity, 
and I desire to take the time of the House for a moment, even 
at the risk of tiring Members, to read one or two extracts from 
those letters, extracts that bear upon the very question under 
consideration, the character of the man. I desire to read one 


from the very prosecutor in this case, the man whose hand never 
left the grip of these charges until they were ushered into the 
door of this House. Mr. Liddon, of the firm of Liddon & Egan, 
on February 1, 1899, wrote as follows: 


We most earnestly urge the appointment of Hon. Charles cach dyes 
our present United States district judge for the northern district o 
Florida, to the position of circuit judge of the fifth circuit, under recent 
act of Congress creating an additional circuit judge. 

Judge Swayne has served in his present position for the past ten 
years and made a most excellent pode, so that he is well qualified by 
experience for the circuit judgeship. We feel sure his appointment to 
the position would meet with the hearty approval of the bar and peo- 
ple of our circuit. 


I pick one other at random, from Messrs. F. W. Marsh and 
Buckner Chipley, in which they say: 

We can conceive of no more appropriate ap 
be, reflecting credit upon the altea. States judiciary, and being a just 
promotion of one who has so efficiently and ably served the interests 
of the poopie throughout this portion of the United States. As dis- 
trict judge he has received the res of every person who has had the 
pleasure of his acquaintance, and personal attributes are well fitted 
for the position. 

Mr. Speaker, there were at that time twenty members of the 
bar of Pensacola, and exactly twenty members of that bar 
wrote these letters—absolutely every member of the bar of the 
city of Pensacola. [Applause.] I therefore felt, Mr. Speaker, 
justified in saying that, in so far as the character of the man at- 
tacked was concerned, we have been misled. I therefore stand 
here and say upon the basis of this testimony that I shall pro- 
ceed to its investigation with the belief that Judge Swayne is a 
man of probity, that he is a man of honor, that he is a man of 
great judicial fitness and of the highest personal character, and I 
challenge any man among this representative body upon the 
floor of this House to establish his own character by more com- 
plete testimony than this. So much, therefore, for the personal 
and judicial character of the respondent. Now, let us proceed 
in the second place to consider the charges against him and the 
motive of the parties preferring them. Because, bear in mind, 
the investigation here, in its last analysis and in its final dispo- 
sition, must depend absolutely upon the motive that prompts 
both the actors and the accused in this proceeding. Bear in 
mind that it is an uncontradicted fact that Judge Swayne is 62 
or 63 yearsof age. Atthe time these letters were written he was 
then 57 years of age, and, Mr. Speaker, it is a historical and a 
moral fact that men at the age of 57 do not change so suddenly. 
It seems to me to challenge human credulity that Judge Swayne 
3 within two years have become the monster that he is de- 
pict 

I ‘say, Mr. Speaker, it seemed to me incredible that this man, 
in this brief period of two years, could have fallen from the 
high estate that these gentlemen have given him to a position 
like that, and I began to make an investigation as to what had 
brought about this revolution of feeling. I discovered that 
something had happened, but it had not happened to Judge 
Swayne. In 1902—and I speak now historically, though I may 
talk more fully on this subject if the time permits—Judge 
Swayne inflicted a just and a deserved punishment upon a 
wealthy man in the city of Pensacola, a bank president named 
O'Neal. I repeat I shall not now speak of the details of the 
O'Neal prosecution further than to state that O'Neal then and 
there began to put into effect an avowed intention of punishing 
Judge Swayne for having dared to inflict upon him the justice 
of the law, and I desire to call the attention of the House par- 
ticularly to what followed. I speak entirely by the record when I 
say that O’Neal employed counsel at first, three of them, Messrs. 
Laney, Liddon, and Wentworth; that Mr. Liddon framed the 
resolutions to be passed by the legislature of Florida; that Mr. 
Liddon was employed with Mr. O’Neal’s money to go before the 
judiciary committee and make a speech, and Mr. Liddon per- 
sonally solicited and lobbied with, he says, from ten to twelve 
members of the legislature to secure the passage of these reso- 
lutions; that Mr. O’Neal employed what might be termed a pro- 
fessional lobbyist for that purpose; he employed a man who had 
been transcribing clerk in the house, employing him because of 
his large acquaintance with men of the house and particularly 
because his uncle was an influential member of that body. He 
employed him for sixteen days and paid him $10 a day for lob- 
bying that bill through the Florida legislature. 

Mr. O'Neal, in addition to that, was upon the ground during all 
this period of time. He was giving champagne suppers to the 
members of the legislature. He spent from two hundred to three 
hundred dollars in champagne for that purpose, and actually sent 
champagne individually to particular members of the house for 
the purpose of influencing this legislation. All this is clearly 
established by the testimony. Now, therefore, Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me that I am justified here in saying that these charges 
against Judge Swayne were conceived in personal malice; they 
were born and brought forth in legislative debauchery; that 
they were nursed and cradled in a spirit of virulent political 
animosity, and that they are now brought to the floor of this 
House with the threat that if we shall refuse to adopt them and 
refuse to clothe this illgotten, illborn child of sin with our name, 
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and present it to the bar of the Senate as our legitimate off- 
spring the citizens of Florida will resort to assassination to 
accomplish his removal. I protest against it, and I will not 
be a party to such a proceeding. [Applause] Now, Mr. 
Speaker, of course, I am perfectly willing to agree that this 
contaminated origin does not necessarily damn these charges. 
It causes us certainly to look upon them with suspicion rather 
than upon the man with suspicion. I say that it does not damn 
them absolutely. We know that history, both sacred and pro- 
fane, has taught so that great good may come even out of Naz- 
areth, and it is still possible that there may be some founda- 
tion for accusations, notwithstanding the corrupt sources from 
which they emanate, and I therefore now proceed to discuss 
the only two remaining, in which there seems, at this stage 
of the discussion to be any vitality left, viz, that of residence 
and that covered by the Belden and Davis contempt proceedings. 
It seems to me that a popular misconception, a widespread 
misunderstanding of the testimony upon the question of resi- 
dence has gained a footing in this House. I have heard a great 
many people say, and it has been argued here with great earnest- 
ness, that Judge Swayne admitted that for two years he was 
not a resident of his new district. I say that Judge Swayne 
never admitted anything of the kind, and I want to correct a 
popular misconception or misapprehension upon that point. 

Judge Swayne said, and I challenge you to show that he did 
not, that when he went from St. Augustine to Pensacola in 
1894 he stored his furniture; that he would not move his 
furniture there because he believed that Congress would restore 
his district, but that he immediately acquired a residence in 
the city of Pensacola, the chief city in his circumscribed dis- 
trict, and that in all the various assignments made by him 
throughout these various four States contiguous to his territory 
he always registered himself as from Pensacola, and that he be- 
gan at that time to take steps to establish a home at that place. 
I refer to this particular point because I happen to know, from 
conversations with very many Members of this House, that that 
impression has gotten abroad, that while he believed that a 
subsequent Congress would restore his district he did not 
attempt to acquire residence in his new district. That is not 
true and there is no vestige of testimony in this case of any 
kind or nature upon which it can be truthfully based. Legally 
and actually, residence is a question of intention, and non- 
residence by a judge in the district over which he presides is 
made a high crime and misdemeanor, and in order to convict 
this judge of that crime at the bar of the Senate we must estab- 
lish by this testimony, beyond a reasonable doubt, that he did 
not reside in his district. 

Does there exist a doubt on this subject here? If so, the 
legal consequence and effect of that doubt is that the charge 
falls. Why, Mr. Speaker, can it be seriously argued that there 
is no reasonable doubt upon that question in this House when 
the Judiciary Committee itself, from whom these charges 
emanate, stood 8 to 8 upon that subject, and a powerful 
minority report contends that his residence is fully established? 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. Nine to eight. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Well, I am safe in saying they 
stood at least eight to eight. Therefore, so far as the Judiciary 
Committee were concerned, there was certainly a reasonable 
doubt. I am safely within my right when I say to-day either 
a majority, or at least a respectable minority, here believe that 
his residence was in Pensacola during that time, and therefore 
the present attitude of this House establishes the fact that 
there is reasonable doubt. And, gentlemen, in the solution of 
that reasonable doubt, if you wish it solved what testimony 
would you like to have to solve it? I confess if I were upon 
the bench as a judge I would say, “ Bring me testimony of his 
neighbors; bring me testimony of the people with whom he lived, 
testimony of the people who did business with him, of the people 
who knew his coming in and going out from day to day, and let 
us know what these men understood about him.” That would 
resolve all reasonable doubts in my mind, and I propose to 
bring you that testimony. I refer again to these letters. When 
in 1899 the united bar of Pensacola said to President McKinley, 
“This man is a man of the highest attainment, this man is a 
man fit to adorn the circuit bench, this man is a law-abiding 
citizen,” no argument in the world can convince me of the fact 
that they knew at that time that he was a criminal, and that 
instead of being advanced to the circuit court bench he ought to 
be advanced to the bar of the Senate for trial for high crimes 
and misdemeanors. They never dreamed for a moment at that 
time that he was not a citizen of the State, and that, gentlemen, 
was in 1899, five years after the district was changed. 

I say, therefore, upon that point, resolving that reasonable 
doubt, the testimony of the neighbors of Judge Swayne, the law- 
yers of his court, given before any question arose of impeach- 
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ment, is conclusive. Therefore I ask you to say, gentlemen, that 
upon this specification, whatever you may do with regard to the 
others, you can not present him to the bar of the Senate for 
trial against the protest, against the united evidence of the 
members of the bar of Pensacola. Of course everybody con- 
cedes that immediately after 1899 he did acquire a residence 
and without any doubt complied with all the requirements, 
even to the minds of the most skeptical, and I repeat that be- 
yond all reasonable doubt his legal residence, his strict compli- 
ance with all the requirements of the law, has been fully and 
absolutely established. 

Respecting the contempt proceedings, the second important 
charge in this proposed indictment, I suppose there is noth- 
ing about this whole case that has attracted so much attention 
as the punishment of Hoskins, Davis, and Belden for contempt 
of court in 1901, and it does seem to me, Mr. Speaker and gen- 
tlemen, there never was a clearer case presented, and that 
there has never been any legal question that I have heard dis- 
cussed in which I have seen so much misapprehension existing 
as upon that. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], I 
think, fittingly and aptly stated this morning that upon a legal 
proposition this body, largely composed of lawyers, does seem 
to be very much astray. Now, let me give you a simple narra- 
tive of what occurred; but first of all, gentlemen, let me show 
to you what the testimony reveals. Why, the case of Florida 
McGuire is the most remarkable case in this country. It is 
the Jarndyce v. Jarndyce of American judicial history. It 
has been in litigation, according to the books, for-twenty years. 
Prior to the time Judge Swayne was called upon to try it it 
had been tried eleyen times. The time that they discontinued it 
made twelve times, and they subsequently retried it, which 
made thirteen. And let me tell you another thing, that every 
other judge that attempted to try that case was maligned and 
blackened by these people. They accused every judge who pre- 
viously tried that case of holding property in that tract. They 
accused Judge Maxwell and Judge McClellan and assailed them 
— 5 the same bitterness with which they assailed Judge 

wayne, 

The carried the previous cases to the circuit court of appeals, 


and every time they lost their case, and let me tell you further 


that, after discontinuing this case and beginning it again, when 
the time for trial arrived they did what they did not attempt to 
do here—they filed of record a charge that Judge Swayne was a 
party in interest upon the same testimony presented to us—they 
made it a question of fact in the cause. It was decided against 
them, and it was carried by them to the circuit court of appeals, 
and the circuit-court judge sustained the decision of Judge 
Swayne and said that the testimony revealed that he had no in- 
terest to disqualify him; that he dare not under the facts re- 
cuse himself, and that he ought to try the case. 

Therefore all this speculation, all this dramatic oratory upon 
the question of the necessity for Judge Swayne's recusing him- 
self in that case, is settled by the decision by the highest court 
of appeal to which it has yet gone. Now, with that knowledge 
of the facts in this famous case, let me tell you what occurred 
in this court in that November term about which so much has 
been said. I appeal to the record to establish what you know, 
that in October they wrote a letter asking him to recuse himself, 
telling him that intangible rumors were floating about town. 
You know that he came to Pensacola on the 5th, and on the day 
after his coming he replied to their letter, giving them all of the 
facts of the case and establishing fully his right to try the case. 
The question has been asked here, Why did he not answer that 
letter before? Why, if you stop to reason for a moment, gentle- 
men, you will wonder almost why he did not punish them for 
contempt for writing that letter. That is not the way to take 
a step in a legal proceeding to write a personal letter to a 
judge. The law of the State of Florida points out clearly the 
steps that are to be taken in order to get a judge to recuse . 
himself. You must follow the practices of the court; you must 
stbstantiate with affidavits all allegations; you must reduce 
floating, intangible rumors into solid substances; you must affix 
your affidavit to that protest, so that in case of misrepresen- 
tation you will be guilty of perjury. And these men did what? 
They wrote a personal letter, in violation of every principle of 
judicial ethics and in violation of every principle of practice. 
They wrote a personal letter to Judge Swayne asking him to re- 
cuse himself. 

Gentlemen, they knew how to obtain his recusation. They 
had tried it on a previous occasion in this case. They tried it 
subsequently, and made a record; but on this occasion wrote a 
letter. When he came he called them before the bar of the court 
and after stating fully that he had no interest, either legal or 
equitable, in this property, he notified them that there was no 
formal motion of record for him to recuse himself, and there- 
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fore when the case was reached he should try it, indicating 
to those people that if they wanted to make a legal record upon 
this point, there was plenty of time to do it. He said in effect, 
“ You have only written to me personally ; you have appealed only 
to the judicature of my own mind. Now I tell you I do not own 
the land. I tell you all the circumstances, that I attempted to 
purchase the land, or my wife did. I found there was a quit- 
claim deed instead of a warranty deed, and on inguiry I found 
that it was in the tract involved in my court, and I abandoned 
all thought of the purchase instantly. If you desire to raise this 
question in the case you have not appealed to the jurisdiction of 
the court by proper pleadings.” Why, any lawyer upon the floor 
of this House will admit that in so solemn a proceeding as that, 
which refers to the jurisdiction of the court, to try a cause it 
must be put upon the record by formal and regular proceedings 
and can not be left to chance and to loose letters and vague 
rumors. 

Now, one thing seems to have been lost sight of. They did 
not content themselves with writing a letter to Judge Swayne, 
but also wrote to Judge Pardee. They told Pardee what they 
had done. Pardee gave them instructions. Pardee said to 
them: “All right, go on and make your record. It is a matter 
reviewable; you can not suffer any injury by it.“ And yet in 
the face of this positive direction from Judge Pardee, of the cir- 
cuit court, and this plain intimation of Judge Swayne, the trial 
judge, what did they do? They did nothing. 

They abandoned then and there all steps toward requesting 
that he recuse himself. They accepted as absolute verity his 
statement in regard to the title and did not indicate any doubt 
of his statement at all. Thus matters proceeded until Saturday 
afternoon, when the case was called for trial, and, when ap- 
plication was made for a continuance until Thursday ensuing, 
Mr. Davis says Judge Swayne was disposed to permit it. He 
wanted to grant upon their motion the delay requested, but 
Mr. Blount, representing the defendant, bitterly opposed it. He 
said, I have tried this case eleven times; here I am prepared 
to try it now, and I have subpœnaed my witnesses. I know 
that the witnesses for the plaintiff, or 90 per cent of them, live 
in Pensacola and can be produced in court forthwith,” and he 
opposed any continuance, except under the rules of the court. 
Blount was within his legal rights, and Judge Swayne was com- 
pelled to deny the motion for continuance except for cause 
shown. He did not, however, order the case to be tried, but said 
“Come in on Monday and make your application under the rules 
of the court—show proper grounds and I will grant your re- 
quest.” His conduct was in the highest sense judicial and fair. 
He refused their groundless request for a continuance because 
the opposing counsel insisted upon his legal rights and gave 
them an opportunity on Monday to show cause and evidenced a 
disposition to comply with their request. 

This closed their proceedings in court—they did not then 
resume their protest against his right to try the case, and they 
had not filed any petition or made any record to that end—they 
had legally and wholly acquiesced in the truth of his statements 
and recognized his absolute qualification to proceed with the 
case, and they left the court room with the agreed purpose of 
coming into court on Monday morning and of resuming their 
application for a postponement to Thursday under the rules of 
court. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to draw any deductions 
from these facts, let me call attention to a fundamental prin- 
ciple of law that has been entirely overlooked in this discussion. 
I regard it of controlling importance because in the minds of a 
substantial number of the Members here there exists this 
thought: Why did not Judge Swayne recuse himself, anyhow? 

It was a delicate question; they had raised it, and whether 
they had any right to do so or not, he could very easily have 
acquiesced and had another judge try the case. There was no 
difficulty in that, and at the utmost it was a matter of indelicacy 
on the part of Judge Swayne. 

And I fear there are people here who are of the opinion that 
the unlawful and revolutionary conduct of these attorneys is in 
some sense justified by that belief. Let me tell you, gentlemen, 
that that is not the law. I shall show you that the law re- 
quired Judge Swayne to try that case, if there was no ground to 
recuse himself, as absolutely as it required him to refuse to try 
it if grounds for disqualification existed. He is appointed and 
sworn to try the cases in that district, and there can be no legal 
trial of any case in that district by any other judge under the 
act of 1850, providing for the assignment of judges, except for 
two causes, which must appear of record, namely, the illness cf 
a judge or his disqualification to try the case. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You mean there could be no legal fail- 
ure on his part, except for those two causes? 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes; except for his disqualifi- 
cation or his sickness. And I tell you that in order to have re- 
cused himself from the trial of that case Judge Swayne would 
have been obliged to certify to Judge Pardee that he had an 
interest in that property which prevented him from trying the 
ease, and then, gentlemen, there would have been a false certifi- 
cate in this case, of infinitely more significance than those about 
which so much has been said. The law upon that point is clear 
and unmistakable. It is not left to the whim or the caprice or 
the mere judgment of the judge. He must be convinced of the 
fact that there are reasons for him to recuse himself, and bear 
that in mind, that any verdict rendered by a substituted judge 
3 the ground for the transfer did not lie would be a mis- 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The defendant had a right to insist 
that he should go on with the trial of the case. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. Now, therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, this is the legal view of the situation. Now, as to the 
legal form of procedure for disqualifying a judge, the statutes 
of the United States have no provision upon this subject, and 
every lawyer knows that where the statutes of the United States 
are silent upon a point of procedure the statutes of the district 
in which the court is held prevail; and the statutes of Florida 
provide a method by which a judge shall be called to recuse 
himself, and under the rule of law of which I have spoken that 
method was the law of this case upon that point; and the law 
of the State of Florida provides that the application must be 
made by affidavit setting forth the facts relied upon, an affi- 
davit by which the party making the application is responsible 
for their truth. It provides for a trial of this fact before the 
judge, the making of a record in the case upon this point, and 
the establishment of fact thereon by a judicial finding, which 
involves the question of the jurisdiction of the court, and is 
reviewable by the court of appeals. 

Now, with this view of the duty of these attorneys and with 
this review of what they did, I will ask you to go with me, 
gentlemen, to that little grocery store in Pensacola on that No- 
vember night; see that little corner grocery, ordinarily the scene 
of petty merchandising, transferred for some inexplicable rea- 
son into the consulting chamber of a counselor; see gathered 
around that counter these three lawyers engaged in what I 
shall consider a criminal conspiracy to defeat justice. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman kindly name 
the three lawyers? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Belden, Mr. Davis, and Mr. 
Paquet. At that hour of night a writ was issued, after the 
courts were closed, at nearly 8 o'clock in the evening. First of 
all a precipe was issued, which is the custom there. Mr. Bel- 
den, who was sick in bed, was brought down from his hotel to 
sign that precipe, and instantly a scurry was made for the 
clerk of the court. The clerk had gone home, of course. The 
courts were closed. The clerk of the court was found and told 
that that writ must be issued that night, apparently, as the tes- 
timony disclosed, against his protest. He was told it must be 
issued that night, and after the writ was obtained, bearing the 
seal of the court, a seal imposed at an hour, I venture to say, the 
parallel of which does not exist in the judicial history of Flor- 
ida, the sheriff was sent for. The sheriff was found some- 
where, and positive instructions were given to the sheriff that 
that writ must be served that night. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The case shows that Monday would 
have been ample time. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It does not need any argument 
to prove that, because Judge Swayne was to sit there on Mon- 
day to hear this case. They had an engagement in court with 
him on Monday to try the case. But, Mr. Speaker, and gentle- 
men, here is the significant sequel of that remarkable proceed- 
ing: As soon as the sheriff has departed and the service was 
guaranteed, then little Mr. Prior paddled down to the newspaper 
office, with a paper scarcely yet dry, written by Paquet, which 
is heralded to the world the next morning, in flaming headlines, 
that there is a new move made in the Florida McGuire case, and 
which, in effect and in language, says that suit has been brought 
against Judge Swayne to test the title to a piece of ground, a 
suit for the possession of which is then pending in his court. 
Now, I want to state this proposftion: If among any ten candid 
men of ordinary intelligence nine of them will not decide abso- 
lutely that the object of that suit was that newspaper publica- 
tion, then I will vote for the impeachment of Judge Swayne 
upon this article. Bear in mind, gentlemen, that suit never was 
proceeded with any further. Bear in mind that the very prae- 


cipe itself was stolen from the office of the clerk, and to this 
day has never been returned. To use the language of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Mississippi, whom I see before me, 
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that famous lawsuit died a-borning. It was intended as the 
basis for the newspaper publication, and when the newspaper 
publication had been secured it died then and there. 

I repeat, if it is not the judgment of every man of intelli- 
gence uninfluenced by partisan bias, the sole object of that 
suit, at that witching time of night, when churchyards yawn, 
was to give basis to the newspaper publication, I will vote for 
this article of impeachment. 

Now, our opponents say, why did they discontinue the suit? 
It is very apparent to me. On the calm of that cool November 
Sunday morning, that quiet day in Pensacola, when these three 
conspirators looked calmly upon their nefarious work of the 
night before, when they saw what they had done to prepare a 
record for the continuance of that suit, they were aghast at 
their own handiwork. Why, the devil himself would not have 
had the hardihood to go in on Monday morning before Judge 
Swayne and say, We have made a record, we have given you 
grounds to recuse yourself, we have asserted that you are the 
owner of this land in order to obtain a continuance, and brought 
suit against you.” It may be said to the credit of these men 
that when they saw the position in which they were placed 
they had but one thing to do. Paquet quietly gets out of town. 
Paquet shakes the dust of the Commonwealth off his feet and 
hies into Louisiana. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman state that Paquet went 
home because his family was sick? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Oh, he didn’t have to go before 
8 o'clock the night before. His family was not so sick but that 
they could wait while he could join in-the conspiracy on that 
Saturday night. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, that is the history of that case, and the de- 
cision of the circuit court of appeals in this case has left us 
but one question to decide. Bear in mind that these contempt 
proceedings in the lower court were fought on the ground that 
the court had no jurisdiction; that the bringing of the suit in 
the State court was not a violation of any rule of procedure 
that this judge could punish for. 

The circuit court of appeals took that thing from under their 
feet; the circuit court of appeals said: Yes, they were officers 
of the court, the court had jurisdiction of the parties and of 
the subject-matter, and the only thing that was left to the dis- 
cretion of the court was to say, was this action maliciously done, 
and was it intended to impede the course of justice?” 

Now, if there is any man on the floor of this House who does 
not believe that it was maliciously done and done for the pur- 
pose of impeding the administration of justice, I do not compre- 
hend his process of reasoning. 

Another error of law has caused serious misapprehension here, 
for it is said by some Members here that, while up to this time 
Judge Swayne was clearly within his right, he is susceptible 
to impeachment because he exceeded the law in inflicting 
punishment. Never was a more dangerous and a more insup- 
portable legal proposition advanced than that. I grant you 
that if that excess of punishment was done maliciously, or 
with a corrupt purpose, if you can show that he had hatred 
against these men, and that he distorted legal processes for the 
punishment of individual hatred and with corrupt mind, then 
it is an impeachable offense, but I want to say to you that there 
is nothing in this testimony upon which it can be based, and 
certainly the fact that he made a mistake of the law is not a 
scintilla of evidence in that respect. 

I want to quote to you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the lead- 
ing case of impeachment in this country. There has never been 
an impeachment of a judge but that this has been cited, and if, 
perchance, this case should go to the bar of the Senate, as I 
hope it will not, I venture to say that the case I am about to 
cite will be regarded as the leading case on this question. 
Almost every lawyer acquainted with impeachment proceedings 
knows the case of Yates against Lanning, reported in 9 John- 
son, New York. 

The facts are these: Yates was a man of importance in New 
York. He was a master in chancery, he was a man of dignity 
and standing, and a member of the bar. For some contempt of 
court Chancellor Lanning imprisoned him. He immediately 
sued out a writ of habeas corpus before Judge Spencer and 
Judge Spencer discharged him. Judge Spencer held that the 
commitment was illegal. Chancellor Lanning declared that the 
discharge was illegal and imprisoned him again. He went back 
to Judge Spencer and he again discharged him. Again Chan- 
cellor Lanning, declaring that the judge had no right to do it, 
imprisoned the man the third time, whereupon Mr. Yates ap- 
pealed to the supreme court of the State of New York, and the 
supreme court held that the commitment was legal and that the 
discharge on the habeas corpus was illegal; but Yates, not con- 
tent, appealed from the supreme court of the State of New 


York to the court of errors and appeals, and that court of last 
resort said the man ought to have been discharged under the 
habeas corpus proceedings, that he never ought to have been 
imprisoned, and discharged Yates from custody. Now, if there 
ever was a case in the history of judicial proceedings where 
there was an evidence of malice in repeated imprisonment it ex- 
isted in that case. 

Yates brought suit against Lanning to recover damages for 
false imprisonment, and Chancellor Kent—that man whose 
name adorns the pages of American judicial history; that man 
at whose feet you sat and I sat in instructions in American 
law—delivered an opinion which has been a standard ever since, 
in which he said it was absurd to say that a judge could be 
punished for ignorance of the law; that if Judge Lanning be- 
lieved that Yates was guilty it was his duty to punish him 
seven times or seven times seven if he believed it honestly, and 
if he believed judicially, that the discharge on habeas corpus 
was illegal and that it was absolutely beyond the power of any 
man to sue a judge under those circumstances. He did say 
that for a corrupt abuse of judicial power the court of im- 
peachment was the place, but that this showed no ground for 
any such course. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That the case did not show any cor- 
rupt conduct on the part of the judge. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. Now, this triumvirate of 
legal conspirators—Belden, Davis, and Paquet—were sworn offi- 
cers of that court. They were pledged to uphold its dignity and 
its honor. They were high priests in that temple of justice and 
with unhallowed hands they profaned its sacred altars, and I 
say that if Judge Swayne did not in sentencing them for con- 
tempt say that their conduct was an offense in the nostrils of 
justice he lost an opportunity of saying what he ought to have 
said. I say that their conduct absolutely justified it and noth- 
ing can convince me that the good people of Pensacola, Fla., do 
not look with disdain upon such chicanery and shyster practice 
as that. We are dealing with a coordinate organic department 
of this Government—the judiciary—the weakest division of the 
three great powers; a department that has no patronage to dis- 
pense; that neither carries the purse nor wears the sword; 
whose sole power for its protection is the summary power to 
punish for contempt. In every judicial district of this land, 
upon the bench with the judge, sits enthroned the dignity of the 
United States, and whosoever touches with the finger of con- 
tempt the least one of these judges touches us; and that it is our 
duty, as members of the legislative department of the country, 
to guard and protect with jealous care the dignity and honor of 
the judiciary, as it is to protect ourselves from contumely and 
contempt. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I now yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the time is passed in this 
debate when it seems proper to go into a detailed discussion of 
the various articles presented by the special committee for 
adoption by the House in the impeachment of Judge Swayne. 
The various charges have been discussed in detail and at great 
length by members of the special committee and members of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, who formulated the charges and 
who are thoroughly familiar with the record. The views of 
the members of that committee, conflicting and antagonistic as 
they are, have been given to the House in elaborate detail. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] who just pre- 
ceded me, made an exceptionally strong argument against the 
adoption of any of the articles of impeachment presented by 
the special committee. My mind has been running along in the 
same channel with his argument. : 

In conversation with Members of the House I have heard 
many say that the House had already committed itself to the 
policy of impeaching Judge Swayne and it only remained to 
formulate the charges. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER], who is in charge of the majority report of the com- 
mittee, in his able speech said that it was within the power of 
the House to vote down all of the articles of impeachment and 
discontinue the proceeding altogether. He said the House 
might stultify itself and make itself a laughing stock before the 
country if it so desired. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that each 
Member of this body must determine his action upon the stand- 
ards of justice and policy he has in his own mind. Each one 
must determine his duty for himself. The House is familiar 
with the discussion that occurred at the time of the adoption 
of the resolution for impeachment before the holiday recess. 
There was practically but one side of the question presented 
to the House. 

I believe every Member who spoke on that occasion had signed 
a report or a statement that appeared in the record declaring 
that the resolution for impeachment ought to be adopted. If 
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now, on further investigation, a member of this body who 
voted for the resolution originally should conclude that he made 
a mistake, that the charges presented against Judge Swayne are 
not of such a grave character as to justify this extraordinary 
proceeding, let me ask him whether he regards it his duty, in 
the face of his new-born conviction, to still vote to fix upon the 
name of an innocent judge the brand of infamy that will stand 
through all the generations to come in order that he may appear 
to be consistent. It occurs to me that no member of this body, 
if he sincerely believes that the charges are not worthy of the 
high consideration that gentlemen are attempting to give to 
them, can conscientiously support them regardless of what his 
attitude may have been upon the original resolution. In my 
judgment, the Member who votes for any article of impeachment 
against his conviction stultifies his conscience and his manhood. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] discussed in 
a measure the general aspects of this case. What kind of a 
man and a judge is Judge Swayne? He has been character- 
ized upon this floor as “utterly corrupt,” as “utterly tyranni- 
cal,“ as “the most lawless man in the State of Florida,” a man 
in whose career lingers bankruptcies, scandals, and suicides. 
Is he such a monster as he has been characterized? It is im- 
possible. He went to the State of Florida about twenty years 
ago and took up his home there in good faith. In May, 1889, 
after having lived there about five years, he was appointed 
United States district judge for the district of Florida. He has 
continued in his office under that appointment ever since, and 
in 1897, after having served as judge for the district for eight 
years, members of the bar of that State, men who had practiced 
before him, men who knew all about him as a judge, and men 
who knew him personally, recommended him for the important 
and responsible position of justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States to succeed the late Justice Wield, who was ex- 
pected shortly to retire, 

In 1899 these same men, including all the members of the bar 
at Pensacola, lawyers and business men all over the State of 
Florida, recommended him for promotion to the United States 
circuit bench for the fifth judicial district. During the last ten 
years of his official service most of his time has been spent in 
holding court outside of his district, He has held court in 
Texas, Louisiana, and Alabama, and the record shows that 50 
per cent more of his time was devoted to work outside of the 
State of Florida than was given to work in the State of Florida, 
He has held court at the suggestion and by the designation of 
the circuit judges of that circuit all over the Southern States, 
and yet, Mr. Speaker, not a single criticism of Judge Swayne, 
either as a citizen or judge, has come from Texas, Louisiana, 
‘Alabama, or any other place where he held court outside of the 
northern district of Florida. Is not that significant? If he 
were such a monster, if he were so thoroughly corrupt and abso- 
lutely tyrannical as he has been described upon the floor of this 
House, would there not have been some exhibition of his vicious- 
ness, some complaint from the States of Texas, Louisiana, and 
Alabama, where he devoted most of his time to his court duties 
during the last ten years of his official career? 

During that time, Mr. Speaker, the circuit judges who sat 
with him, who saw the character of his work, who reviewed his 
decisions, and knew more about him as a judge than anyone else 
could know, selected him to go into those other States and ad- 
minister justice. Is it possible that the circuit judges of that 
circuit would select and send ont a judge so utterly unfit, so 
thoroughly corrupt, to administer the most important rights 
of the people into those other States? I say it is impossible 
to believe they would do such a thing. The record shows that 
this judge sat in thousands of cases inyolving large amounts of 
property and the most important questions, and yet after a most 
zealous and vigilant and thorough investigation of his record 
for a period of fifteen years not a word of criticism has been 
made in relation to a single decision, a single judgment he 
rendered, excepting two inconsequential, unimportant contempt 
cases. 

Let me ask of this House if there is a district judge in the 
United States who has been as long on the bench and has 
done as much business as Judge Swayne against whom as much 
could not be discovered upon a much less thorough and zealous 
investigation than has been made in this case? In respect to 
these two contempt cases that have been discussed so exhaust- 
ively upon the floor of this House, the debate here itself is con- 
vincing evidence of the fact that Judge Swayne was not and 
could not have been influenced by any improper motives in his 
decision in either of them. The merits of those eases has 
been the subject of honest debate and honest difference of opin- 
ion here. The distinguished, eloquent, and dramatic gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cockran] criticised Judge Swayne 
in relation to his conduct in the Belden and Davis case, While 


my friend from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], equally as honest, 
equally as able, and equally as eloquent, if not quite as dra- 
matic, justified the action of the judge in that case from be- 
ginning to end, disclosing an honest difference of opinion be- 
tween two eminent, able lawyers and statesmen in relation to 
the merits of the case. One claims that the decision of the 
judge was wrong and the other claims that if he had not decided 
as he did he would have been wrong. E 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I believe if it were submitted to this 
House fully one-half of the membership—aye, I believe that 
if not involyed in this question of impeachment, nine-tenths 
of the House would justify the entire conduct of Judge Swayne 
in the disposition of the Belden and Davis contempt case. 
We are not here to impeach Judge Swayne because he may 
have made a mistake, if it were admitted that he did make 
one. This proceeding, Mr. Speaker, is not criminal; it is not 
penal. It is not instituted for the purpose of punishing a 
judge for any violation of law or any mistake he may have 
made in administering the law. It is a political proceeding 
brought for the sole purpose of determining whether this United 
States judge is longer fitted to occupy the responsible and hon- 
orable: position he now fills—that and nothing more. I believe 
in the maintenance of a high standard for the judiciary of this 
country, but an ideal standard is not to be expected. We can 
have practical standards only. Judges make mistakes in re- 
lation to the law every day in the year, as the reports of the 
Supreme Court of the United States disclose. Cases are re- 
versed almost every day that that court is in session and the 
inference is that the trial court made a mistake in every case 
that is reversed. 

Mr. FOWLER. And in decisions of 5 to 4. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And even, Mr. Speaker, decisions. in 
the most important cases of that high tribunal are rendered by 
a bare majority of 1. Is the dissenting minority impeach- 
able for being on the wrong side of the law? It does not fol- 
low that because a decision may have been reversed the judge 
who rendered it is guilty of misconduct. 

This debate illustrates that honest minds may differ respect- 
ing the two decisions of Judge Swayne involved in this pro- 
ceeding. One honest judge might have discharged the defend- 
ants in both cases, and another equally honest judge might 
have convicted them in both cases, as Judge Swayne did. 

The question is, Does this record show that Judge Swayne 
was corrupt, that his official conduct was prompted by im- 
proper and unworthy motives? The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cockran] put the question to the House in this way: 
He said, “Here are certain transactions shown by the record 
that Members have said were in bad taste and possibly repre- 
hensible in some degree. Now,” he says, “the question is for 
the House to determine. If it votes against impeachment, it not 
only condones but approves conduct that may be reprehensible.” 
According to his logie the only way one can disapprove the con- 
duct of a civil officer is to vote to impeach him! 

The Constitution of the United States provides that civil ofi- 

cers may be impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors, 
There may be irregularities in the conduct of a public officer 
that do not approach the dignity of high crimes and misdemean- 
ors, and consequently would not authorize impeachment. Im- 
peachment is an extraordinary proceeding, it has been resorted 
to only a few times in the history of this country, and the fact 
that it is so rarely invoked, Mr. Speaker, is convincing evidence 
that it is only invoked in cases where the misconduct is of such 
a grave nature as to require a resort to extraordinary proceed- 
ings. 
There is no judge in America or anywhere else whose con- 
duct is absolutely upright and correct in every particular and 
upon all occasions. The question is, Does Judge Swayne 
measure up to the ordinary standard of district judges through- 
out the country? That is the question for the House to deter- 
mine. The charges, Mr. Speaker, are of a flimsy nature. The 
record presents to the House for consideration a mass of chaff, 
and when it is sifted, when the chaff is separated from the 
wheat, there is practically nothing left. The question of resi- 
dence has been thoroughly discussed. 

In my judgment there is no court in christendom that would 
not decide upon this record that Judge Swayne has made not 
only a technical but a substantial compliance with the residence 
requirement of the statute from the time he first went to Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to make his home, until the present time. There 
is no question about it in my mind. Of course, he was absent 
from the State of Florida a good portion of each year, but it 
must be borne in mind that during the court season of the year 
50 per cent more of his time was occupied in holding court 
outside of that State than in it. He was necessarily absent 
then. The evidence showed that he was absent from his own 
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district only during the summer yacation, with one exception 
or two, when during the holiday season he went to his ances- 
tral home in Delaware, except when he was ordered to be 
away in other parts of the country attending to his official 
duties by direction of his superior officers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the record show that he 
actually attended court and held court there more frequently 
than judges of many other districts? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. The work of judges in 
other districts is not gone into in the record. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It shows an annual average of holding 
court of one hundred and seyenty-nine days in and out his dis- 
trict. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is assuming that he held court 
six days in the week? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, no; the actual number of days on 
which he held court. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And that does not include days during 
terms when there were no cases ready for trial, when the judge 
might be engaged in looking up law questions or in the pre- 
paring of opinions or in writing instructions, and some courts 
only hold sessions five days in the week regularly. That is the 
common custom out in the State of Indiana, particularly among 
State courts. 

Then there was the time occupied in going to and returning 
from the place of holding court, and when all the facts are 
fairly considered it appears quite satisfactorily that Judge 
Swayne was engaged in his official work in the northern dis- 
trict of Florida and elsewhere under the direction of the cir- 
cuit judges all of the time for the last ten years excepting dur- 
ing his proper summer vacation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On an average of three months in a 
year. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. On an average of three months a 
year. Now, some reference has been made to the state of feel- 
ing against Judge Swayne in Florida. What is the reason for 
it? He was appointed judge in May, 1889, and shortly after 
his appointment a series of election prosecutions occurred. 
The grand jury impaneled during that fall returned a large 
number of indictments for election frauds. That action cre- 
ated a great deal of excitement throughout the State of Florida. 
The feeling was intense, and opposition to the confirmation of 
Judge Swayne’s appointment was made before the Committee 
on the Judiciary in the United States Senate at the following 
session of Congress. 

The question of his confirmation was held up by that commit- 
tee for four months. A thorough investigation was had. Judge 
Swayne was charged with intense partisanship, with partiality, 
with improper conduct in impaneling the grand jury; and after 
a thorough investigation his conduct was fully vindicated, and 
he was confirmed. Questions growing out of the election cases 
were the subject of several very acrimonious personal debates 
on the floor of the Senate, which illustrated the intensity of the 
feeling existing on account of the election cases. 

In the meantime, deputy marshals who attempted to serve the 
warrants and writs were assassinated, witnesses were shot and 
intimidated and kept away from the court, and, finally, in June 
or July, 1891, the court-house at Jacksonville, containing the in- 
dictments and the records of the cases, was burned by an incen- 
diary, and by that means the prosecutions were disposed of 
forever. 

The feeling was intense and persistent, and in 1893, after Mr. 
Cleveland became President, supported by a Democratic Con- 
gress, a new district was created in the State of Florida, taking 
away from Judge Swayne’s court practically all of the business 
it had. There is no man who will take the pains to go back and 
study the history of this judgeship, involving the appointment 
and confirmation of Judge Swayne, the assassination of deputy 
marshals, the murder of witnesses, and the destruction of the 
court-house at Jacksonyille, who will not conclude that the feel- 
ing against the judge was most bitter and vindictive. He had 
lived there only about five years when he was originally ap- 
pointed. He was characterized as a “carpetbagger.” I am not 
criticising anybody, but simply relating the history of this judge- 
ship, with the view of finding an explanation of the feeling that 
is said to exist against Judge Swayne in Florida at this time. 

After the new district was created and in the course of time 
the feeling growing out of the election cases largely subsided, 
and the judge was getting on fairly well with his court until 
the O'Neal contempt case occurred. That man, who was justly 
punished for a gross contempt of court, swore vengeance against 
Judge Swayne, and with his wealth and infiuence he had but 
little difficulty in fanning the old slumbering prejudice against 
the “ carpetbag judge” into an active flame, and the result was 
the adoption of the resolutions on the part of the legislature of 


Pona during the winter of 1903 demanding Swayne’s impeach- 
men ; 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if it had not been for those clec- 
tion prosecutions, those unfortunate indictments against men 
charged with frauds against the ballot in 1889, there would 
haye been no thought of instituting impeachment proceedings 
against Judge Swayne. This entire proceeding, this persecu- 
tion, is the result of an attempt of officers of the law.to punish 
election frauds in Florida. This is the only way to account 
for the feeling now existing against Judge Swayne in that 
State. His conduct as judge does not deserve it. 

But I doubt if it exists in the degree that has been depicted 
by the gentleman from Florida and other Members on the floor 
of this House. No man has spoken a single word against the 
private eharacter and standing of this judge. No man has 
questioned his integrity except in connection with the per diem 
and the private car transactions. The private car transaction 
occurred ten or eleven years ago, under a receiver, my recollec- 
tion is, who was not appointed by Judge Swayne at all. I un- 
derstand that the original receiver appointed by Judge Swayne 
was a Mr. Mason, and Judge Pardee came down and they con- 
sulted together, and Mr. Durkee was made receiver at the sug- 
gestion of Judge Pardee, succeeding Mr. Mason, a man of emi- 
nent standing and integrity. During the course of the receiver- 
ship the private car was sent to bring Judge Swayne from Guy- 
encourt, Del., to Pensacola. The record shows that without 
any suggestion on the part of Judge Swayne the receiver, upon 
his own motion, sent the private car to Guyencourt to bring him 
down to hold his court in the fall of 1893. 

Possibly that was a transaction that may be entitled to some 
degree of reproach, that may be in some degree reprehensible, 
but I submit, Mr. Speaker, it was a transaction which, haying 
occurred eleyen or twelve years ago, does not now reach the im- 

ortance of grave irregularity or a high misdemeanor such as 
to justify the House of Representatives in impeaching the judge. 
He did not pass upon the accounts of the receiver. The new 
district was created in 1894, and the chief seat of justice in the 
district of Florida prior to that time was at Jacksonville, pos- 
sibly at St. Augustine. The receivership was being adminis- 
tered at Jacksonville, and in 1894, about a year after, or within 
a year from the time of the appointment of that receiver, the 
new law went into effect, Judge Swayne was sent over to Pen- 
sacola and Tallahassee, and his successor administered and 
closed up the receivership and passed upon the accounts of the 
receiver. 

I do not know that that would make any difference in the 
principle involved in the question, but I do submit that it is too 
inconsequential to justify the grave and extraordinary proceed- 
ing of impeachment. 

Then, during that same summer, Judge Swayne desired to 
take a trip to California for his health, and the receiver said to 
him, Take the private car; it is not in use, we.do not need it, 
it will not cost anything to operate it; there is a standing cus- 
tom among all the railroads throughout the country to transport 
private cars without charge, and we will have to carry just as 
many private cars over our lines if you do not use this one as if 
you do,” and Judge Swayne accepted his hospitality. Perhaps 
he ought not to have done it. I do not justify the conduct of 
Judge Swayne in using the private car, but at the same time I 
take the position that it is not a high misdemeanor. It may be 
a misfeasance, it may be one of those common irregularities that 
many well-disposed men, upright, just, and able judges, would 
commit. It does not demonstrate such a degree of corruption 
and unfitness as would justify the Senate of the United States, 
as an impeaching court, in convicting Judge Swayne and remoy- 
ing him from office. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman allow an interrogation? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. PALMER. What do you think about the proposition that 
he had a right to use that car because the railroad was in the 
hands of a receiver? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think about that proposition as I do 
about a good many other things that are in this record; it is 
one of the things that incidentally came about, and Judge 
Swayne afterwards said he did not take any such position at all. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. PALMER. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Judge Swayne said he did not take 
the position and did not want to be understood as claiming that 
he had a right to use property that was within his custody 
through a receivership appointed by him, and the gentleman, I 
think, will remember that 

Mr. PALMER. I think I remember this: I think I remember 
distinctly what occurred and I think I remember distinctly what 
is in the record. When Judge Swayne made his written state- 
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ment, twenty-three pages of typewriting, occupying thirteen 
pages of this record, he distinctly put his use of the private car 
on the proposition that he had a right to use it. That was a 
proposition so astounding that I cross-examined him afterwards 
on that subject. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course now—— 

Mr. PALMER. Wait a minute. Then he distinctly said he 
had a right to use it and understood that he had the right to use 
it, and he answered that way twice or three times. If he did 
not mean it, of course 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. When he said he had a right to use 
it, he doubtless thought he was doing no wrong, when the re- 
ceiver suggested that he take it and use it. 

Mr. PALMER. I give Judge Swayne the credit for being a 
man haying common sense and a man able to understand a plain 
question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe that when Judge 
Swayne accepted the hospitality of the receiver, or accepted the 
suggestion of the receiver to ride in the private car, that he 
thought for a moment he was doing a wrong thing. Whatever 
may be thought about his conduct now, it did not occur to him 
that it was wrong. If it was not wrong, he thought it was 
a right and proper thing to do, and that is the interpretation 
of Judge Swayne's testimony in regard to his alleged right 
5 end property that was in the custody of a receiver appointed 

y 4 

Now, these contempt cases, as I said just a moment ago, 
have been debated sufficiently here upon the floor to disclose 
the fact that there is room for honest difference of opinion in 
relation to the judgment of the court in each of them. Honest, 
well-meaning, conscientious men occupy both sides of the ques- 
tion. Therefore there is absolutely no justification in attempt- 
ing to impeach Judge Swayne because he did not interpret the 
law the same as some of us might have interpreted it under the 
same circumstances. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me a 

on? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask what the gentleman 
thinks were the acts of Belden and Davis for which they were 
committed for contempt? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The acts of Belden and Davis were the 
acts of men who entered into a conspiracy 

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman, I take it 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me answer the question. They 
were the acts of men who entered into a contemptible con- 
spiracy, in the nighttime, to bring a suit, not in good faith at 
all, but for the purpose of bringing the court into contempt and 
ridicule and compelling the judge to do a thing that under the 
law he was not required to do and that he ought not to have 
done. 

They were the acts of common shysters, and if Judge 
Swayne had had the power to suspend these men from prac- 
tice during the balance of their lives he would not have over- 
stepped the bounds of propriety if he had done so. Their act 
was a deliberate act; it was not a thing done in the heat of 
passion, through excess of zeal, but it was a deliberate con- 
spiracy entered into by these lawyers of large experience to 
bring that court into contempt and ridicule, and compel it to 
do a thing that it could not be compelled to do otherwise. 

Mr. THAYER, Does the gentleman claim that nonsuit in 
the suit in his court was one of the acts for which they should 
be punished? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman mean the asking 
for the dismissal of the case? 

Mr. THAYER. The fact that they did become nonsuit on 
the Monday following Saturday? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was after the crime had been 
committed, and they had to be there to answer. 

Mr. THAYER. They had a right to become nonsuit. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They had no intention of dismissing 
the suit at the time they entered into this conspiracy on Satur- 
day. In their answer, in their attempt to purge themselves, 
they made no reference to anything of that kind. They never 
claimed it at all. 

Mr. THAYER. I do not know as I quite apprehend the gen- 
tleman’s position. I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that it Is the conspiracy for which they were committed for 
contempt. Does the gentleman mean that a part of that con- 
spiracy was the discontinuance of the suit, which they had a per- 
fect right to do any minute before judgment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. I do not claim that; they had no idea 
of discontinuing the suit before Judge Swayne when they 
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brought that suit in the State court on Saturday night. 
to compel Judge Swayne to recuse himself and retire from the 
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bench and give them a continuance until Thursday. They had 
no idea when they brought the suit of discontinuing it on the 
next Monday. 

Mr. THAYER. From what part of the record here does the 
gentleman say that on Saturday night they did not conclude that 
on the following Monday they would become nonsuit? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because when they went into court to 
defend their conduct they never claimed any such thing. 

Mr. THAYER. They were not obliged to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If it had been the fact, it would have 
been a part of their justification. It is all a part of one trans- 
action. Now, if the gentleman will go to the record and read 
the record 

Mr. THATER. I have read it as thoroughly as the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think if his mind is fair, as it ought 
to be—and I have no reason to believe otherwise—he will reach 
the conclusion that Judge Swayne was justified in doing every- 
thing he did in that case except adding imprisonment to the 
fine; and it will be found in the decisions of the court of ap- 
peals that other judges have made the same mistake, and yet 
nobody ever proposed to impeach them for the mistake. 

Mr. THAYER. Then the gentleman comes to the conclusion 
that they were committed for contempt for bringing the suit 
against the judge, and that alone? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, sir. I claim they were committed 
for contempt for bringing a bad-faith suit in the State court for 
the purpose of bringing the Federal court into contempt and 
ridicule and coercing the judge to do a thing that they could 
not legally procure him to do and had no right to have him do. 

Mr. THAYER. Now you characterize his act. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I decline to yield further. I have 
answered the gentleman as fully as I can. The standard of the 
judiciary in this country is as high as in any other country in 
Christian civilization. 

It is not perfect, but T want to say that if the judges of the 
Federal court are to be impeached because they do not construe 
the statutes of the United States in the same manner that 
we would the necessary independence of the judiciary will 
have departed from our civilization. In English history, not- 
withstanding the Magna Charta, the petition of rights, and the 
acts of settlement, there was no liberty of the person until the 
independence of the judiciary became a fixed, a solemn, and a 
permanent fact. Courts in this country must preserve and pro- 
tect their own dignity. They must have a sufficient degree of 
latitude to do that or they will lose the respect of the citizens 
everywhere. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that Judge Swayne has not been guilty 
of more mistakes or irregularities, considering the long period of 
service that he has given to the country, considering the large 
amount of work he has done, than could be discovered against 
the ordinary district judge, and I shall vote against every single 
article of impeachment proposed by the committee. [Applause.] 


[Mr. LAMAR of Florida addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Represent- 
atives was requested : 

S. 2207. An act to fix the compensation of criers and bailiffs 
in the United States courts; 

S. 130. An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Rhode Island; 

S. 4069. An act to provide for the performance, temporarily, of 
the duties of appraisers and assistant appraisers of merchan- 
dise; and 

S. 3152. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting 
Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the 
United States mails. 

- The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5739) 
granting an increase of pension to Adolphe Bessie. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R 16720. An act permitting the building of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North from a point on section 6, 
township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County, Minn., to 
a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51 west, Walsh 
County, N, Dak. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
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following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 


Senate concurrent resolution 93. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives Sagai 
That there be printed and bound in cloth, at the Government Printing 


1,000 copies of an index of Congressional documents relating to 


affairs, prepared under the direction of Mr. John L. Cadwala- 
der, Assistant Secretary of State, from July, 1874, to March, 1877, and 
offered to the D ent of State to be placed at the disposal of the 
Government for the ang? of publication, of which 300 shall be for 
the use of the Senate, for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 100 for the Department of State. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
nee An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Hunt; A 

H. R. 15688. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus H. Haines; 

H. R. 15071. An act granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
tilda L. Curkendall ; 

— R. 15680. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
anson ; 

H. R. 14879. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Dillingham ; 

555 An act granting an increase of pension to George 
land; 

H. R. 11148. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Stanfield ; 

H. R. 14875. An act granting an increase of pension to Seeley 
Zarnest; 

H. R. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings; 

Möse R. 9115. An act granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
ead; 

H. R. 15785. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Young; 
aoe R. 14601. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

eall ; 
eee ee 
ve joy; 

H. R. 6857. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Jameson ; 
ae R. 6543. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

ggatt ; : 

H. R. 14951. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Watts; 

H. R. 8166. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson ; 

H. R. 5692. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley ; 

H. R. 12576. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts; 

H. R. 13501. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Townsend ; 

H. R. 11788. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Kyler; 

H. R. 14774. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham; 

H. R. 5461. An act granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady; 

H. R. 15634, An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Orr; 

H. R. 14576. An act granting an increase of pension to Hyelyn 
M. Dunn; 

H. R. 9771. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Weaver; : 

H. R. 4948. An act granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 

H. R. 15207. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Jones; 

H. R. 6948. An act granting an increase of persion to Joshua 
Parsons; 

H. R. 10945. An act granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 

H. R. 11661. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. McClurg; 

H. R. 11178. An act for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Cayce; 

H. R. 5436. An act granting a pension to Hiram Baird; 

H. R. 3287. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted ; 

H. R. 14855. An act granting an Increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; 

H. R. 12577. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Graves; 

H. R. 13064. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Tyler; 


ie = 5245. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
elt; 
H. R. 6832. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 
iel Cayes; 
H. R. 12859. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelly ; 
her R. 12397. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. R. 11984. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward C. Jones; 
3 6961. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
ce; 
H. R. 11451. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison ; i Az . 
H. R. 6129. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Raymond; 
H. R. 9798. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Sherman; 
H. R. 12052. An act granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 
H. R. 10272. An act granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
renzo Streeter ; 
H. R. 15269. An act granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 
H. R. 15791. An act granting a pension to Mary Suppes; 
Fhe R. 14184. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
nnane ; 
H. R. 5089. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. McKenney ; 
H. R. 2353. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
©. Hilleary ; 
H. R. 15779. An act granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cinda M. Reeves; 
H. R. 7367. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Barron; 
H. R. 1099. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall; 
* Ba R. 10686. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
urtz; 
H. R. 10554. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McGregor; 
D R. 912. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
rsey; 
H. R. 3359. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
E. Salada ; 
H. R. 5037. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
H. Stillwell; 
3 15748. An act granting an increase of pension to Desire 
se; 
II. R. 4112. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wynne; 
II. R. 11402. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
B. Hesler ; 
H. R. 12058. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dickey; 
$ 33 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Wyman 
5 wW; 
H. R. 11235. An act granting a pension to Clarissa E. McCor- 
mick ; 
H. R. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers; 
H. R. 7241. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
H. Strunk. 
II. R. 15473. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Capron; 
1 10969. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
ay, 
H. R. 15387. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Hall; 
H. R. 15744. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Russell; 
H. R. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Rhoades; 
H. R. 14150. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Carberry ; 
H. R. 15144. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Reynolds; 
H. R. 15404. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Hayward; z 
H. R. 3712. An act granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 
meyer; 
H. e An act granting an increase of pension to Eiljah 
Roberts ; 
H. R. 6640. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Courtney ; 
H. R. 5341. An act granting a pension to Jennie Petteys; 
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H. R. 7279. An act for an additional circuit judge in the first 
judicial circuit ; 

H. R. 16160. An act granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. 
license to make excavations and place footings in the soil of 
certain land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn. ; 

H. R. 16582. An act to authorize the Union Trust and Storage 
Company to change its corporate name; 

H. R. 11584. An act for the protection of wild animals and 
birds in the Wichita Forest Reserve; 

H. R. 1679. An act providing for the extension of the national 
cemetery, on Williamsburg turnpike, near the city of Richmond, 
Va.; and 

H. R. 16284. An act to transfer Fayette County from western 
to southern judicial district of Texas. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3152. An act to reimburse the Becker Brewing and Malting 
Company, of Ogden, Utah, for loss resulting from robbery 
of the United States mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4069. An act to provide for the performance of the duties 
of appraisers and assistant appraisers of merchandise—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 130. An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Rhode Island—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

S. 2207. An act to fix the compensation of criers and bailiffs 
in the United States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Senate concurrent resolution 93: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 4 Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound in cloth, at the Government Printing 
Office, 1,000 copies of an Index of Congressional Documents relating to 
Forei Affairs, prepared under the direction of Mr. John L. Cad- 
walader, Assistant Secretary of State from July, 1874, to March, 1877, 
and offered to the Department of State to be placed at the disposal of 
the Government for the p of publication, of which 300 shall be 


for the use of the Senate, for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 100 for the Department of State— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 15320. An act to amend an act to regulate the practice 
of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, 
and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the 
District of Columbia, approved June 3, 1896. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported the bill (H. R. 17865) making appropriations for the 
services of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi and Mr. MOON of Tennessee 
reserved all points of order. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
27 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o’clock noon. 


A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report 
as to the application of the appropriations for clerk hire at 
third-class offices; also as to the regulations governing the al- 
lotment of the appropriations for unusual business—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Eleanor McWilliams, administratrix of estate of Henry Me- 
Williams, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Matilda J. Smith, widow of Melvin J. Smith, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. r 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Warham Easley against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5763) granting 
certain property to the county of Gloucester, N. J., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3631) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13188) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Donihue, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3590); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4636) 
granting an increase of pension to Martin J. Severance, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3591) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3908) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Troutman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3592); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4390) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis W. Seeley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3593) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to Jesse 
Bacus, of Unionville, Mo., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3594) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9271) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Dyas, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3595); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11899) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Sleeth, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3596) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12158) 
granting an increase of pension to L. L. Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3597); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11303) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert Balsking, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3598) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the 
Post-Office Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication submitting recommendation 
as to the claim of James W. Schaumburg—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Director of the 
Mint, submitting recommendations as to use of a portion of 
the appropriation for parting and refining bullion—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10081) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Russell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3599); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12157) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Asher D. Bice, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3600); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15655) grant- 
ing a pension to Mattie M. Bond, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3601) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16701) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emanuel F. Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3602); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15679) granting an increase of pension 
to James G. Butler, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3603); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12479) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucretia Cartmell, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3604).; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9335) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph N. Croak, alias Joseph N. 
Croke, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3605); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15529) granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Elkinton, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3606); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14481) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert H. Estes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3607); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15390) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustus C. Foster, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3608) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal - 


endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13305) granting 
an increase of pension to Amos L. Griffith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3609); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15210) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac N. Hawkins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3610); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14125) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joel Hudson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3611); 

- which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15968) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Luther Hodges, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3612) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2927) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3613); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 16232) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles D. Jenkins, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3614); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15874) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Kingdon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3615); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9580) granting 
an increase of pension to John Knight, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3616); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16046) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Lahrman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3617); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16310) 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh McKenzie, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3618); 
pol said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16457) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Herbert S. Nelson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3619) ; 
= said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 15718) 
granting an increase of pension to James Parmele, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3620) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17300) granting 
a pension to Charles H. Penoyer, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3621) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension 
to David Phillips, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3622) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16614) granting a pension to Jacob 
Repsher, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3623) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13054) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Soward, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8624); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9517) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Starr, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3625); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5887) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Swinney, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3626) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16312) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alpheus C. Townsend, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
3627) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12558) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Van Horn, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3628); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16370) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry H. Wright, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3629); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (EL R. 17136) granting a pension to A. N. Stamm— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16782) granting a pension to Andrew N. 
Stamm—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1011) for the relief of J. B. Chandler and D. B. 
Cox—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Arey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 17860) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to regulate the busi- 
ness of employment agents and employment agencies—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. j 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 17861) to grant to Charles 
H. Cornell the right to abut a dam across the Niobrara River, 
on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr., and to con- 
struct and operate a trolley or electric railway line and tele- 
graph and telephone lines across said reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 17862) relating to making 
oath in cases of affirmation and affidavits before United States 
commissioners, and so forth—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 17863) to further pre- 
scribe the duties of the secretary of the distriet of Alaska, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 17864) to restore home- 
stead rights to certain persons who made entries within a cer- 
tain area in Nebraska between the 28th day of April and the 
28th day of June, 1904, upon conditions—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads: A bill (H. R. 17865) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for other purposes—to the 
Union Calendar. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17866) fix-. 


ing a date for the assembling of the Congress of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 17867) providing 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall declare and 
publish a uniform classification of freight—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 17868) to amend the civil- 
service act known as “An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States”—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17869) re- 
lating to the Monroe and Lake Providence Railroad Company— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A joint resolution. (H. J. Res. 197) to 
award to James H. Cook, of Agate, Nebr., a bronze medal for 
valiant services in the Geronimo campaign—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) pro- 
viding for the appointment of a committee on the inauguration 
of the President of the United States—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 447) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the House 
a copy of a report made by Arthur D. Kidder—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 17870) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sylvester N. Stewart—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17871) granting a pension to Margaret 
O’Neill—to: the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17872) granting an 
inerease of pension to John J. Hughes—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17873) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Barry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17874) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Ellison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 17875) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin C. Pierce—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17876) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses H. Sawyer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON (by request): A bill (H. R. 17877) granting 
a ue to Joseph E. Green—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 17878) grant- 
ee A pension to Agnes Cooper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17879) granting a pension to Julia Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 17880) for the relief of 
Wilhelmina Sharp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 17881) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Keyser, formerly 
New Creek, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 17882) for the relief of How- 
ell H. Shute, of Lancaster County, S. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17883) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Virginia Taylor—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17884) for the 
relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Myers, deceased, late of 
Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17885) for the relief of the heirs of Hugh 
McGavock, deceased, late of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17886) granting a pension to 
Martha M. Helton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 17887) to complete war 
record of B. R. Trull-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17888) to pay B. R. Trull for money ad- 
vanced and services rendered United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 17889) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John G. McF'arlane—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 17890) granting a pension to 
S. M. Carson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17891) granting a pension to Robert M. 
Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 17892) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 17893) granting a pension 
to Helen M. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17894) granting a pension to Bishop L. 
Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 17895) granting an in- 


crease of pension to John Hopper—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 17896) granting a persion to 
T. P. Allmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17897) for the 
relief of Charles H. Stockley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRD: A bill (H. R. 17898) for the relief of 
W. E. Gorton—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17899) granting an increase 
of pension to Loulie A. Sterick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17900) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Mobley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: A bill (H. R. 17901) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elenor L. Deadrick—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 17902) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Gradengo, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17903) for the relief of tlie estate of Jean 
Baptiste Rabot, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17904) for the relief of the estate of 
Francois Meuillon, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17905) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez 
Tanner, deceased, and estates of Z. York and Elias J. Hoover, 
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deceased, late of Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17906) 
for the relief of the estate of James F. Phillips, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17907) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Pepper, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 17908) granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha T. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17909) granting an increase of pension to 
Lytle McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17910) for the relief of the 
estate of John S. Burrows, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17911) for the relief of the estate of Hud- 
son Muse, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17912) for the relief of the estate of Wal- 
ter W. Melton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17913) for the relief of the estate of John 
Sanford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 17914) granting a pen- 
sion to Maria W. Shaul—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17915) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Cox—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17916) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette D. Stone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17917) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis Hammack—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 17918) granting 
a pension to Hiram H. Terwilliger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17919) granting a pension to William 
Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17920) granting a pension to Fannie A. 
McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17921) granting a pension to Hannah M. 
Hayes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17922) granting a pension to Ann E. Sny- 
der to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 17923) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie Crawford—to the Committee 
on Invald Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 17924) granting a pension 
to Samuel McMannus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17925) granting a pension to John M. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17926) granting a pension to William R. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 17927) granting an increase 
of pension to C. William Rehfeld—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17928) granting an increase of pension to 
James MacDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17929) granting 
a pension to William W. Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17930) granting a 
pension to Eliza B. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 17931) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Perry R. Nye—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Lutheran Ministers’ Asso- 

ciation of Philadelphia, asking investigation into barbarities 

in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of W. A. Woodall, favoring bill 


H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Atlanta Division, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of James B. Barry, of Walnut Springs, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. J. Hughes—to 
the Committee on Pensions. $ 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Martin Elleson, 
of Walnut Springs, Tex.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of the Derby and Shilton 
(Conn.) Board of Trade, favoring removal of duty on alcohol 
for manufactures—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Mystic, Conn., against Senate resolution 5703—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Edward R. Penny—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Allen L. Penney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Gillham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Joseph E. Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Luke Williams et al., of In- 
dian tribes and also yarious white people, favoring the Hamil- 
ton bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Rigley Hardware, Lumber, and Manu- 
facturing Company et al., favoring the Cooper-Quarles bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Mill and Lumber Company et 
al., of Troy, Idaho, supporting the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Heath & Milligan Manu- 
facturing Company, of Chicago, III., favoring the Quarles-Cooper 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., favoring 
the Russell bill (H. R. 15600)—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Andrews Wire and Iron Works, of Rock- 
ford, LIL, favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, fa- 
yoring abolition or material reduction of duties on products 
from Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Calaveras Big Tree Committee, favoring 
the Calaveras big-tree bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of Hugh W. McGavock, of Davidson County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of Benjamin F. 
Myers, of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Charles W. Moorman, deceased, ask- 
ing reference of their claim to Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. W. Randolph, administrator of Mrs. I. H. 
Randolph, asking reference of claims to Court of Claims under 


the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Pleasantville, Ohio, favoring rural free delivery, postal banks, 
ete. to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Allegan County, 
Mich., against repeal of law imposing tax on colored oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition of Atlanta Division, No. 180, 
Order of Railway Conductors, in support of bill H. R. 7014—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of Nelson Stuckey— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 16861, granting increase 
of pension to Mary F. Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HHARST: Petition of citizens of Peoria, III., favor- 
ing passage of bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of merchants and citizens of 
Taylor County, Iowa, against enactment of parcels-post law—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition to discharge the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs from further consideration of so much of the esti- 
mate of the Secretary of the Treasury as refers to the boundary 
between Alaska and Canada and the boundary line between the 
United States and Canada—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of C. W. Sheffer and 20 others, 
protesting against change or repeal of Grout law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Carrie E. Rankin et al., favoring bill prohib- 
iting liquor selling on Government premises—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of the United Confederate Veterans, 
asking appropriate action looking to care and preservation of 
ose of Confederate dead—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
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8 of pension to John M. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
at Erie, Pa., indorsing bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bill granting a 
pe = to Bishop L. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 64 citizens of Hamilton, Mo., 
protesting against a reduction of the tariff on tobacco imported 
from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
John Hopper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Buy Mr. LOUD: Petition of M. H. Nichols et al., against re- 
peal of the Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of F. W. Pohly et al., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Brown City Grain Company, favoring 
bill H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Fereign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of E. C. Ricer & Son and others, favoring bill 
H. R. 18778—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of heirs of Andrew R. 
Humes, asking reference of their claims to Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PINCKNEY: Petition of Eleanor L. Deadrick, widow 
of Thomas S. Deadrick, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of heirs of 
John McGill, deceased, of Coffee County, Tenn., asking refer- 
ence of their claim to the Court of Claims under Bowman Act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of heirs of William 
rpa, of Bedford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Moyas & Consaul, asking that claims of 
Joseph B. Johnson, of Flora, Tenn.; James Price, of Coffee 
County, Tenn., and W. J. Winsett, of Glimp, Tenn., be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of James F. 
Phillips of Coffee County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, petition of Jacob C. Herndon, of Rutherford County, 
Tenn., asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, favoring legislation for the enforcement of the | 


requirements of the existing act—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Receivers and Shippers’ Association of 
Cincinnati, favoring amendment to interstate commerce law in- 
creasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 2, of 
‘America, against a reduction of duty on cigars and tobacco 


from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 

Also, petition of the Kellog-Mackay-Cameron Company, fa- 
voring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Papers to accompany bill for relief | 


of Wilhelmina Sharp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Asa Newman et al., 
of Portland, Mich., favoring enactment of the Hearst bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Childress 
Division, No. 574, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favor- 
ing legislation requiring a locomotive engineer to have served 
three years as fireman on a locomotive—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the board of 
directors of the Receivers and Shippers’ Association of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, favoring National Government regulation of freight 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Annie Woernley et al., against legislation 
regarding the Sabbath day in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of L. J. Walsworth et al., against legislation 
respecting the Sabbath day in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Carriage Builders’ Na- 
tional Association, favoring increased powers for the Inter- 


state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, fa- 
yoring legislation to permit the regulation of towing in New 
York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Yale & Towne Manufacturing Company 
et al., against the Cooper-Quarles bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Trades Association, for favor- 
able consideration of House bill 9302—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Alaska Club, of Seattle, asking repre- 
sentation in the lower House of Congress for Alaska—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Grand Camp of the Arctic Brotherhood, 
asking adequate representation for Alaska in Congress—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of J. E. Linde Paper Company, favoring the 
Henry bill relative to third and fourth classes of mail matter 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the Journeyman Stone- 
cutters’ Association, favoring sandstone in the Government 
building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches, 
relating to the Hamilton statehood bill—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel MeMannus, of Eminence, Henry County, Ky.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John M. Law- 
rence, of Eminence, Henry County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Perry R. Nye, of Zanesville, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Camden, 
Ala., favoring ratification of all treaties pending on arbitra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of the Pomona Board of Trade, 
favoring recession of Yosemite Valley and Mariposa big tree 
grove to the United States Government—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce and 
other organizations, favoring the Yuma project relative to 
Colorado River—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January 18, 1905. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of . 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. DoLLIVER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Fonaxrn and 
Mr. Gorman as tellers on the part of the Senate under the con- 
current resolution providing for the appointment of tellers at 
the counting of the electoral vote for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the trustees of the Muhlenberg Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, of Harrisonburg, Rockingham County, Va., v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Samuel 
F. Ryan v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R. 808. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


and they were 
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H. R. 912. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Dorsey ; 

H. R. 1099. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
O. Marshall; 

H. R. 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Wyman 
J. Crow; 

H. R. 1979. An act providing for the extension of the national 
cemetery on Williamsburg turnpike, near the city of Richmond, 
Va.; 

H. R. 2151. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Hunt; 

H. R. 2353. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
C. Hilleary; 

H. R. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings ; 

H. R. 3287. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin 
Plaisted ; 

H. R. 3359. An act granting an Increase of pension to Cyrus 
E. Salada ; 

H. R. 3712. An act granting a pension to Frederick W. Tapp- 
meyer; 

H. R. 4112. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Wynne; 

H. R. 4211. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Roberts ; 

H. R. "4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers ; 

H. R. 4948. An act granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis; 


H. R. 5037. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 


H. Stillwell ; 

H. R. 5089. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. McKenney ; 

H. R. 5245. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Helt; 

H. R. 5341. An act granting a pension to Jennie Petteys; 

H. R. 5436. An act granting a pension to Hiram Baird: 

H. R. 5461. An act granting an increase of pension to Preston 
D. Roady ; 

H. R. 5692. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Shanley; 

H. R. 6129. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
M. Raymond; 

H. R. 6506, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Rhoades; 

H. R. 6543. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Liggatt ; 

H. R. 6640. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Courtney ; 

H. R. 6832. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 
fel Cayes; 

H. It. 6857. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Jameson; 

H. R. 6948. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Parsons; 

H. R. 6961. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Rice; 

H. R. 7241. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
H. Strunk ; 

H. R. 7279. An act for an additional circuit judge in the first 
judicial circuit; 

H. R. 7807. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Barron 

H. R. 8166. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Johnson ; 

H. R. 8996. An act granting an increase of pension to Diah 
Lovejoy; 

H. R. 9115. An act granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
Mead; 

H. R. 9771. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Weaver; 

H. R. 9798. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 
Sherman; 

H. R. 10272. An act granting an increase of pension to Lo- 

renzo Streeter; 

H. R. 10554. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
McGregor ; 

H. R. 10686. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Kurtz; 

H. R. 10945. An act granting a pension to Lola Qualls; 

H. R. 10969, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Shay; 

H. R. 11148. An act granting an inerease of pension to George 
W. Stanfield ; 

H. R. 11178. An act for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Cayce; 


— 11235. An act granting a pension to Clarissa E. McCor-. 
mick: 
ae An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
esler ; 
H. R. 11451. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Morrison; 
H. R. 11584. An act for the protection of wild animals and 
birds in the Wichita Forest Reserve; 
pee 11788. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Kyler; 
4 H. R. 11984. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Jones; 
H. R. 12052. An act granting a pension to Walter P. Mitchell; 
H. R. 12058. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Dickey ; 
H. R. 12397. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Chill ; 
H. R. 12576. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Kitts; 
H. R. 12577. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Graves; 
H. R. 12859. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Donnelly ; 
H. R. 13064. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
K. Tyler; 
H. R. 13501. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Townsend ; 
H. R. 14150. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Carberry ; 
H. R. 14184. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Ginnane ; 
255 14576. An act granting an increase of pension to Evelyn 
. Dunn; 
H. R. 14601. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Scheall ; 
H. R. 147 74. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Graham; 
II. R. 14855. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Thayer; 
5 H. R. 14875. An act granting an increase of pension to Seeley 
arnest ; 
H. R. 14879. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Dillingham ; 
II. R. 14951. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Watts; 
H. R. 15071. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
L. Curkendall ; 
H. R. 15144. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Reynolds; 
; H. R. 15207. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
ones; 
H. R. 15269. 
H. R. 15387. 
liam Hall; 
H. R. 15404. 
A. Hayward; 
H. R. 15473. 
W. Capron; 
H. R. 15634. An act granting a pension to. Harriet A. Orr; 


An act granting a pension to Anna C. Owen; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


hs R. 15680. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
anson ; 

H. R. 15743. An act granting an increase of pension to Desire 
Leglise ; 

H. R. 15744. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Russell; > 

H. R. 15779. An act granting an increase of pension to Lu- 


cinda M. Reeves; 

H. R. 15785. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Young; 

H. R. 15791. An act granting a pension to Mary Suppes; 

H. R. 16160. An act granting to Farwell, Ozmun, Kirk & Co. 
license to make excavations and place footings in the soil of 
certain land belonging to the United States at St. Paul, Minn.; 

H. R. 16284. An act to transfer Fayette County from western 
to southern judicial district of Texas; and 

H. R. 16582. An act to authorize the Union Trust and Storage 
Company to change its corporate name. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Lafayette Square 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Baltimore, Md., and 
a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in public buildings, grounds, and 
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ships; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of 38 citizens of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted to 
statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Forest Glen, 
Thurston, Takoma, Kensington, and Comus, all in the State of 
Maryland, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Camden, N. J., praying for the adoption 
of a certain amendment to the suffrage clause in the statehood 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Camden, of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Hightstown, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elwood, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the Wholesale Saddlery 
Association of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 

state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Hamilton-Brown Shoe 
Company of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to reorganize the consular service of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Two Rivers Division, No. 151, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Monett; of Local Union No. 
513, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Monett; of Bridge 
and Tunnel Division, No. 327, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, of St. Louis; of Local Lodge No. 641, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Eldon, and of Easter Lodge, No. 481, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of St. Louis, all in the 
State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ employers’ liability bill;“ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of the State Legislative 
Board of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen; of F. W. 
Arnold Lodge, No. 44, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of 
East St. Louis; of Lincoln Division, No. 206, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Springfield; of Local Division No. 1, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Chicago, and of Northwestern Lodge, 
No. 424, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ employers’ liability bill;“ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cam- 
bridge, Minn., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Grandy, 
Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Mrs. Lelia C. 
Piper, of Epping, N. H., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Frances Fairchild Abbott, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to change the name of Thirteen-and-a-half street in that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Rochester, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the opening and improy- 
ing of Massachusetts and Boundary avenues NW., in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Women’s Health Protec- 
tive Association of New York City, praying for the passage of 
the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Cal- 
vary Baptist Church of Washington, D. C., and the petition of 
Bishop Henry Y. Satterlee, of Washington City, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing compulsory education in the 
District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Leonards- 
ville, N. Y., and a petition of sundry citizens of Brookfield, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation providing con- 
tinued prohibition in the Indlan Territory according to recent 


agreements with the Five Civilized Tribes; whch were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Railroads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6361) to authorize the con- 
struction of a public railway for the transportation of the mails, 
troops, and munitions of war of the United States, and to aid in 
the regulation of interstate commerce, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committtee on Inerstate Commerce; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17094) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION WORKS. 


Mr. BARD. I am directed by the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6312) providing for the construction of irrigation and re- 
clamation works in certain lakes and rivers, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I ask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to construct 
any irrigation or reclamation works which may be found ad- 
visable under the provisions of the reclamation act of June 17, 
1902, in and along the shores of the bodies of water hereinafter 
named, to lower the levels thereof to any extent that may be 
necessary, and to utilize the same for the storage, distribution, 
restraining, or pumping of water: Lower or Little Klamath 
Lake, Tule or Rhett Lake, and Goose Lake, all lying upon the 
boundary between Oregon and Claifornia, and any river or other 
body of water connected with said lakes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DISPOSAL OF LANDS UNDER THE RECLAMATION ACT. 


Mr. BARD. I am directed by the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6313) providing for the disposal of lands acquired under the 
provisions of the reclamation act, to report it fayorably with 
amendments, and I submit a report thereon. I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration also of this bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As the bill will probably lead to 
debate, I ask that it may go over. 

Mr. BERRY. What committee reported the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. It was reported this morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was just reported. 

Mr. BERRY. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes to the Calendar. 


PURCHASE AND CONDEMNATION OF IRRIGABLE LANDS. 


Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 6406) providing for the purchase and condemnation of irri- 
gable lands in certain cases, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, perhaps I should explain the 
nature of the bill, and then I think there will be no objection to 
its present consideration. 

It simply provides that where the Irrigation Bureau finds it 
necessary, in order to carry out a project of irrigation in a cer- 
tain district, to condemn or appropriate tracts of land, it is au- 
thorized to do so. The payment for the lands which it con- 
demns is to be made from the irrigation fund. It does not re- 
quire the payment of any money from any fund other than the 
irrigation fund. 

This legislation has been rendered necessary by cases such as 
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the one I will state. In the State of Oregon an irrigation proj- | in the State of South Dakota, intended to be proposed by him 


ect under contemplation is being held up by a wagon road land- 
grant company, the owners of the land-grant company refusing 
to participate, and by refusing to come in under the conditions 
of the irrigation law they can stay the whole project, which, if 
carried out, would be a great benefit for a wide tract of country 
and a great number of people. 

The bill authorizes the Irrigation Bureau to condemn such a 
tract of land, to pay the cost out of the irrigation fund, and then 
throw the land open to settlement and sell it and replace the 
money in the irrigation fund. It is unanimously reported by 
the committee and recommended by the Department. The 
Department is very anxious that this law shall be passed, be- 
cause certain projects can not be proceeded with until such a 
measure has been enacted. 

oo PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calen- 

T. 

Mr. FULTON. Is there objection to its consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. FULTON. I did not hear it. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 6700) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Blewett; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6701) granting a 
pension to Charles B. Spencer; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6702) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles McAllister; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6703) granting a pension to 
John Broad; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6704) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Kilburn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6705) authorizing 
the extension of W street NW.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6706) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Ormerod; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. y 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 6707) creating an addi- 
tional land office in the State of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6708) granting a pension to 
Isabella McGookin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6709) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and to further prevent the payment of commissions or 
rebates on freight; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 6710) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Virginia Taylor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6711) for the relief of 
J. E. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to credit the assess- 
ment for benefits in the matter of the widening of V street NW., 
under the act approved April 28, 1904, with the sum of $1,050 
against certain lots in squares Nos. 139, 140, 141, and 142, 
in the subdivision of Burleith, ete, intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. A 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the support and civilization of the Dwa- 
mish and other allied tribes in Washington from $4,000 to $5,000, 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment proposing to author- 
ize the issuance of patents in fee to Henry G. White, Annie B. 
White, and Mary White, members of the Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton band of Sioux Indians, for lands heretofore allotted to them 


to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,600 to pay $200 each to certain Indians of South Dakota 
and North Dakota to reward them for services and sacrifice of 
ponies in accomplishing the rescue of Mrs. Julia Wright, Mrs. 
Emma Deely, and six children, in November, 1862, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bil; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

: Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for surveys in the mining regions of Nevada situ- 
ated south of the first standard parallel nozth of Mount Diablo 
base line, intended to be proposed by hita to the sundry civil 


appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 18 


Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL, 


Mr. STONE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. B. 14749) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which were ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

LAURA A. WAGNER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further morn- 
ing business the morning business is closed, and the Calendar is 
before the Senate under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 2171) for the relief of Laura A. Wagner was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Secretary 
read the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is the bill on its passage, or was it just called up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on its passage, unless 
objected to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object to it, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the bill goes over, I wish to call 
attention to the fact that in the report two amendments are 
recommended, one striking out $5,000 and substituting $2,000, 
which are not incorporated in the bill. I call attention to it 
for the benefit of the Senator who reported the bill. 


SUNFLOWER RIVER (MISSISSIPPI) BRIDGE. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me 
for one moment to call up for passage a bridge bill? It will 
take only about a minute. : 

Mr. STONE. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 16992) to 
authorize the county of Sunflower to construct a bridge across 
the Sunflower River, Mississippi. It is a House bill authoriz- 
ing the county of Sunflower to build a bridge across a stream 
wholly within the State, and therefore within the authority of 
the State, but the law requires that plans and specifications 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of War. That has been 
done and approved. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


USE OF MONEY IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that I 
would ask leave at this time to call up the resolution submitted 
by me on the 4th instant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. STONE on 
the 4th instant, as follows : 

Whereas Thomas W. Lawson, a prominent citizen of Boston, 
and a capitalist of reputed large fortune, in a signed article publis 
y's Magazine, a responsible and widely circulated publica- 
tion, has specifically charged that he conspired with certain other well- 
know ie pager ig to raise a large corruption fund to be used to promote 
the election of the Republican candidates for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent in 1896, and that they did raise $5,000.000 to be expended to 
“turn at least five of the doubtful States; and 

Whereas during the —. of 1904 it was directly and emphat- 
ically charged by Judge Alton B. Parker, a prominent candidate for the 
office of President, and by other citizens of great prominence and high 
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repute, belonging to both the Republican and Democratic rtles, as 
well as by many important and responsible journals, that large sums 
of money bad beon contributed by, or extorted from, numerous trusts 
and corporations, to be used to influence the election then ensuing for 
President and Vice-President of the United States; and 

Whereas the President, in his last annual message, sent to Con 
on December 6, 1904, took official cognizance of the growing tendency 
to corrupt the electorate, and did in direct terms recommend the enact- 
ment of a law against bribery and corruption in Federal elections: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and Is 
hereby, authorized, empowered, and directed to make inquiry into the 
matters stated in the foregoing preamble, and also, generally, into the 
subject of the use of money in Federal elections, so as to ascertain as 
far as possible the extent of the evil, and to report to the Senate at the 
first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress, by bill or otherwise, the legis- 
lation said committee may deem necessary to prevent or suppress bri- 
bery and corruption in such elections. Said committee may sit during 
the vacation of the Senate, and shall have authority to send for persons 
and papers and to compel the attendance of witnesses. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the first preamble to the resolu- 
tion I have proposed relates to the election of 1896; the second 
preamble relates to the election of 1904. I will consider them 
inversely. 

On October 31, 1904, just a week preceding the election, Judge 
Alton B. Parker delivered a notable speech at Madison Square 
Garden, New York. He denounced the use of a corruption fund, 
which he declared the Republican organization had raised to 
debauch the electorate, and denounced also the methods em- 
ployed to produce it. Among other things he said what I will 
now ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection to 
reading the paper, the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The spectacle of demanding campaign funds now presented to this 
country, when rightly regarded, is of a character to shock the moral 


sense. . * 

We shall do well to pause a moment to ask whither we are driftin 
in our indifference to right standards and to our old-fashioned sense o 
propriety in such matters. 

on creates a new Department of Commerce and Labor. Of 
that Department the President appoints a Secretary. That Secretary 
was his private secretary. Within that Department provision is 
made for the collection from large corporations, including the so-called 
“ trusts,” of information which, it is to be borne in mind, is to be 
submitted to the President for public or private use as he may direct. 
By grace of the same Executive, this Secretary, through whose Depart- 
ment this information is collected, becomes the chairman of the 
National Republican Committee. His chief duty it has been and stili 
is to collect funds for the rpose of securing the election of the 
President. And it Is now notorious that there has resulted from this 
organized importunity—whateyer may be the precise way in which 
it 5 made effective—an overflowing treasury to the committee, of which 
boast is openly and continually made. swe 

The whole performance is a shameless exhibition of a willingness 
to make compromise with decency in order that sums of money may 
be gathered together sufficiently vast to justify the insolent boast even 
now that there is no question as to the success which, by such a course, 
the Republican managers so confidently predict. The performance is 
entitled only to the credit that it in no sense partakes of hypocrisy. 
It is as bold as it is improper and indefensible. 


Mr. STONE. This charge Judge Parker repeated in subse- 
quent speeches, with additions and amplifications. On one 
occasion he used language which I quote, and ask the Secretary 
also to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

When the present campaign opened, the Secretary of Commerce re- 
signed his office, and at the request and as the personal representative of 
the President became the chairman of the Republican National Commit- 
tee to bring about, if it might be so, the election of his patron to the 
Presidency. And lest any should err, it was at the time of his resigna- 
tion authoritatively announced that at the termination of the campaign 
he would be summoned again to the Cabinet to fill another Cabinet office. 
„ è „ We do not want a Department of Commerce and Labor whose 
Secretary shall go out from it every four years, after he had filled his 
brain and his notebook with the secrets of all the great corporations 
and combinations which depend upon the Government for business or 
favors, in order not to serve the people, but to raise money to cor- 
rupt them. 

Mr. STONE. These frightful accusations, Mr. President, were 
repeated by others and scattered broadcast, but what I have 
quoted contains the sum of it all and is sufficient. There are 
two counts in this indictment: First, that a corruption fund 
was raised by Mr. Cortelyou, and, secondly, that contributions 
to that fund were, in effect, extorted or induced from trusts 
and corporations through the force of secret information pos- 
sessed by Mr. Cortelyou concerning the business affairs of the 
corporations, which information he had officially obtained as 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and which could be made 
public and used, or kept secret and suppressed, at the will of 
the President, then a candidate to succeed himself. That is the 
charge. Mr. Cortelyou has not answered it. He stands mute, 
wrapped in grim silence. But Mr. Elihu Root, recently of the 
President's Cabinet, and the Administration's recognized fidei 
defensor, has answered it, and the President himself has an- 
swered it. From Mr. Root I quote what I send to the Secretary 
and ask him to read. After quoting what Judge Parker charged, 


eat Root said what I send to the Secretary and ask him to 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

_Now, if that means anything, it means that the President of the 
United States made Mr. Correon chairman of the Republican national 
committee in order that he might use the secrets to the possession of 
which he had come as Secretary of Commerce to blackmail the cor- 
porations, It means that the President and Mr. Cortelyou were en- 


gaged together in that vile conspiracy. 
* * * „ . = 


Now, observe that the charge which Mr. Parker makes can not be 
supported by mere pretense or the statement of the fact that the 
managers of corporations have contributed to the Republican fund. 
Democratic corporation managers have contributed to the Democratic 
fund and Republicans to the Republican fund. os 

The mere fact of contributions in no way and to no extent and to no 
degree whatever sustains this foul and infamous charge. 

There must have been some improper motive or means In the contri- 
bution—motive for making it or means of getting it. 


Mr. STONE. And from the President of the United States 
I quote what I ask the Secretary to read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Parker's charges are, in effect, that the President of the United 
States and Mr. Cortelyou have been in a conspirat to blackmail cor- 
8 Mr. Cortelyon using his knowledge, gained while he was 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to extort money from the corpora- 
tions, and I, the President, haying appointed him for this especial 


purpose 

‘The graveness of these charges lies in the assertion that the corpora- 
tions have been blackmailed into contributing, and in the implication, 
which in one or two of Mr. Parker's speeches has taken the form 
practically of an assertion, that they have been promised certain im- 
munities or favors, or have been assured that they would receive some 
kind of improper consideration in view of their contributions. 

That contributions have been-made to the Republican committee, 
as contributions have been made to the Democratic committee, is not 
the question at issue. Mr. Parker's assertion is, in effect, that such 
contributions have been made for improper motives, either in conse- 
quence of threats or in consequence of Improper promises, direct or 
indirect. on the part of the recipients. * * 

Mr. Parker's accusations against Mr. Cortelyou and me are mon- 
strous. If true they would brand both of us forever with Infamy. 

Mr. STONE. Thereupon the President proceeded vehemently 
to denounce the Parker charges as “wicked falsehoods.” To 
these fulminations Judge Parker made reply. I make a brief 
extract from his reply, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

He [the President] is in a position to know what contributions have 
been made to the Republican national committee by the trusts. If 
there had been no trust contributions, he could easily have said so. 
He did not a so. He can not say so. He has waited until the clos- 
ing hour of the campaign to make easier the pretense of an answer. 
But it is not an answer. It is a confession, with a plea in avoidance, 
addressed to a kindly and generous 

If there had been any doubt of 
fund it is no longer a matter of suspicion, for Mr. Elihu Root, former 
Secretary of War, frankly admitted last night that trusts and corpora- 
tions were heavy contributors. 


CHARGES ANALYZED. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, this makes up the substance of 
this wretched controversy. Does it not present a splendid, in- 
spiring spectacle for the world to gaze at? As you feast your 
eyes upon it are you not thrilled with pride and with the very 
ecstasy of patriotism? Let us look closely at it lest we miss 
some of its excellencies or resultant beatitudes. First, it is 
charged that a vast Republican campaign fund was raised for 
corrupt purposes by contributions from the trusts and great cor- 
porations, and the President and Mr. Root admit that such con- 
tributions were made. What is it they admit? Disguise it as 
you may, in substance they admit the acceptance of financial 
aid from corporations which exist in contravention of law for 
the purpose of establishing industrial monopoly by destroying 
competition, and which ordinarily expects favors, directly or in- 
directly, from the Government. From such as these the Presi- 
dent of the United States admits contributions were obtained 
to promote his election. Mr. President, under the circum- 
stances this act of the Republican chairman was an act of 
gross public immorality, if nothing worse. Could anything be 
more despicable? To what level have we fallen if the Ameri- 
can people can look upon such conduct with complaisance? 
Aye, and to what level have we fallen if the American Senate 
can contemplate this national shame with indifference? This 
confession made by the President and Mr. Root is monstrous. 
There is no need to decry or condemn it; it speaks for itself. 

In the second place, it was charged that Mr. Cortelyou had 
used secret official information to extort or induce these con- 
tributions from the trusts. This charge both the President and 
Mr. Root denied. Indeed, they denounced it in such florid die- 
tion and with such superb frenzy that the very souls of their 
followers were harrowed up, and no wonder the preceding 
confession was forgot when partisan feeling was thus wrought 
upon and so adroitly stirred to fever heat. Whether this ter- 


ple. 
fie. source of this great campaign 
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rible indictment is true I neither affirm nor deny; I do not 
know. I only know that the damning admission stands that 
the trusts did supply Mr. Cortelyou with campaign funds. 
Moreover, Mr. Cortelyou has never made answer to this charge. 
The only answer he has ever vouchsafed, so far as I have seen 
or heard, is a statement attributed to him to the effect that 
the collections made by the Republican committee in 1904 were 
not so large as the collections made by that committee in 1896. 
If.that means anything it is a cry for leniency on the ground 
of party precedent, and because he had not sinned so grievously 
as others.. Why Mr. Cortelyou stands dumb under this dis- 
honoring arraignment I will not conjecture. That man is said 
to be wise who knows when and how to hold his tongue. Per- 
haps the good name of the country would have been better 
served if the President and Mr. Root had also sought shelter 
under the same kindly wing of silence. Mr. President, it is 
hard to believe that Mr. Cortelyou, or that any man of charac- 
ter, would prostitute official opportunities to partisan ends so 
base. I am loath to believe it; and yet a charge so specific as 
this, and from a source so high and responsible as this, and 
which so deeply concerns the public honor and welfare, can 
not be silenced by contemptuously pooh-poohing and ignoring 
it. It is a stain upon national honor and it will not be washed 
out, but will return again and again to plague us, until the 
charge has been shown to be false, or until it has been avenged 
if shown to be true. 
CORTELYOU’S SELECTION. 


Why did the President select Mr. Cortelyou to be chairman of 
his committee to manage his campaign? Only a little while 
ago this chairman was a Department clerk under the civil 
service, and a Democrat. During Mr. Cleveland’s last term as 
President he was assigned for duty as an executive clerk. This 
assignment was continued under Mr. McKinley, by whom he 
was afterwards promoted to the post of private secretary, and 
this position he retained after Mr. Roosevelt became the Presi- 
dent. When the Department of Commerce and Labor was 
created the President named Mr. Cortelyou for Secretary. In 
this position he was clothed with inquisitorial authority to spy 
into the secrets of the trusts, and power was also given to make 
his discoveries public at the discretion of the President. It 
may be that it was wise to grant this extraordinary inquisito- 
rial power, but also it was a dangerous power to confer upon an 
executive officer. It is a power easily abused, and the tempta- 
tion to abuse it was apt to come to a man with Mr. Cortelyou’s 
environments, even though he should have strength to resist it. 
This man and this official the President himself selected for 
chairman of the Republican national committee. He was with- 
out political experience or familiarity with party management, 
and his designation for the chairmanship was received with 
universal surprise. Mr. President, the circumstances of this ap- 
pointment were curiously significant, if not sinister, and the 
suspicions inevitably excited by them have provoked a situa- 
tion greatly to be regretted. Like Banquo’s ghost, this question 
will not down. Why did the President select this inexperienced 
new convert to be the head of his party organization? Moreover, 
this accusing fact will not down, that the trusts did fill Mr. Cor- 
telyou’s campaign coffers to overflowing. Happily we have the 
comforting assurance, vouchsafed both by Mr. Root and the 
President, that the trusts had no improper motive in making 
these contributions, and that no improper means were used to 
induce them. 

The country is asked to believe, what no doubt a good part 
of it innocently will and does believe, that the trusts brought 
their gold to Cortelyou out of purely unselfish and patriotic 
considerations and that they expect nothing in return. These 
were virtuous trusts, and theirs an idealistic, self-sacrificing 
patriotism. Here is a sublime and most affecting exhibition of 
incorporated altruism. ‘These particular trusts sought only to 
serve the country and to exalt it. They scorned all base expec- 
tation of favors to come, and scouted the very thought that 
their gold would be used to corrupt, This is what we are ex- 
pected loyally to believe. Mr. President, are we to accept this 
theory without questioning? The Senate should know, and the 
country should know, beyond cavil or doubt, whether a Cabinet 
officer, holding a secret power over great corporations and 
placed at the head of a political committee, sought contribu- 
tions from those corporations; and the Senate and country 
should know whether enormous sums of money, collected from 
corporations, were expended to corruptly influence the election. 
These charges should be investigated, and the Senate should be 
informed as to the extent and exact nature of this evil. 


THE COUNTERCHARGES. 
But, thirdly, I turn now to the countercharge made by the 
President and Mr. Root. They plead what lawyers term an 


“estoppel.” They denied Judge Parker's right to criticise Mr. 
Cortelyou for taking trust contributions for the reason, as they 
alleged, that similar contributions were made to the Democratic 
committee. In other words, they said the Democratic party 
was as bad as the Republican party. 

To this charge Judge Parker replied as follows: 


I requested the Democratic national eampaign managers that they 
should not receive, directly or indirectly, from any trust money for 


purposes. I notified them that I p „ if elected, to 
enter upon the of the duties of that great office unhampered 
by any obligation to interests or men. * * * And I am advised 


That statement, it must be conceded, is straightforward, ex- 
plicit, and comprehensive. It leaves the President and Mr. 
Root standing on an empty charge, confronted by complete and 
sweeping denial, with nothing proved or admitted. The burden 


of making good is upon the accusers. At present the case 


against the Democratic committee rests upon a bare assertion 
made under the stress of party exigency. I doubt if the asser- 
tion is well founded. I do not believe it is. Nevertheless, this 
charge has been made, and the fact that it comes from the Presi- 
dent of the United» States gives to it potency and makes it a 
powerful argument in favor of the investigation I have proposed. 
These charges have been made by Alton B. Parker and Theodore 
Roosevelt. They are not vague, irresponsible, vulgar campaign 
rumors; they are definite charges from responsible sources. We 
can not ignore them. Let the investigation goon. If the Demo- 
cratic party has also been recreant, as Mr. Root says; if it is 
also guilty of this monstrous crime against good government, as 
the President says, let it suffer the consequences. “ Hew to the 
line, let the chips fall where they may.” 


THE ELECTION OF 1896, 


Mr. President, I turn now from the election of 1904 to the 
election of 1896. During the campaign of 1896 I represented 
my State on the Democratic national committee, and had the 
honor to serve as vice-chairman of that body. I had some per- 
sonal familiarity, therefore, with the circumstances and inci- 
dents of that memorable struggle. 

Mr. President, many eminent men, well qualified to speak and 
whose sincerity can not be doubted, have repeatedly expressed 
the belief that the result of the election of 1896 was brought 
about by the corrupt use of money, and that belief is shared by 
thousands. In other words, these people believe the Presi- 
dency was bought. This belief may be unfounded, but that it 
exists is undoubted. And, Mr. President, it can bode no good to 
have a large proportion of the people believe that Presidential 
elections are determined by fraud or force. We have all been 
taught the patriotic lesson of prompt acquiescence in the popular 
yerdict, but if the belief should become deep rooted and wide- 
spread that the Presidency is ever in any way made the subject 
of barter it would shake the foundations of public order. No 
greater danger could threaten or evil befall American institu- 
tions that that of corrupting the electorate, for that is to pollute 
the very foundation of political power. Therefore it follows 
that no greater service could be rendered the country than that 
of guarding it against that danger and that evil. 

The election of 1896 was characterized by scenes and events 
unexampled in our history. Apparently, and I think undoubt- 
edly, there was a popular uprising which, under Mr. Bryan’s 
leadership, promised to sweep all opposition before it. To check 
this uprising many great financial interests, and interests en- 
joying unjust or unlawful privileges, and interests dependent 
on the Government for favors, were effectually organized and 
knit together in a bond offensive and defensive. It was the 
most powerful combination of the kind ever organized in 
America. It was omnipotent, irresistible. I will not provoke 
acrimony by recounting the numerous expedients to which this 
combination resorted to accomplish its ends. I will speak of 
one thing only—the use of money. And even as to that I shall 
not exploit the stories, however well authenticated, which 
poured in upon us in 1896. I shall leave all that alone; I 
shall not testify; I will make no charge of my own. It is 
enough to speak only of that appalling story with which Thomas 
W. Lawson has startled the country. His confession is a cor- 
roboration, and comes like a climax to a tragedy. The story 
is brief, but comprehensive; condensed, but complete; it is 
all-sufficient. 

Mr. Lawson is a citizen of Boston. He is reputed to possess 
great wealth and to be a man of large affairs. I have heard 
nothing to his disparagement, and, so far as I know, his per- 
sonal standing is good. 


stock gambler, and that he delights in sensational performances, 
and his motives for making his disclosures have been de- 
nounced with lurid expletives in great variety. All this, how- 
ever, is not surprising; it was sure to come; it would be 


— 


True it has been said that he is a 
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expected. But stock gambling, so called, is not a crime; it is 
only the common vocation of capitalists; and as to Mr. Law- 
son’s motives, that is unimportant. 

LAWSON’S STORY. — 


Under the title of “ Frenzied Finance” Mr. Lawson printed 
an article in the current January number of Everybody's Maga- 
zine, in which his story is narrated. It is unnecessary to quote 
this article in extenso. It has been scattered throughout Amer- 
ica and Europe, and has been quoted and commented upon in 
thousands of publications. I presume every Senator has seen 
- it. With blunt frankness the author tells of conferences held 
with leading financiers and politicians in New York shortly pre- 
ceding the election of 1896. One gentleman, a high official of 
the Standard Oil, at one of these conferences declared that “ the 
chances of a McKinley victory looked pretty bad and that the 
latest canvass of the States showed that unless something 
radical were done Bryan would surely win.” He said that 
“half a dozen of the biggest financiers in Wall street” had held 
a consultation, and that “it was decided to turn at least five of 
the doubtful States.” To do this a fund of $5,000,000 was 
raised and turned over to the Republican national committee. 
Mr. Lawson tells this story with great circumstantiality, giv- 
ing names, dates, and places in detail. In naught is he obscure 
or evasive. He unfolds a scheme planned within a circle around 
him, and in the execution of which-he had a part. It was a 
scheme for public debauchery, the like of which was never seen 
before. It was a scheme for wholesale bribery; a conspiracy 
to buy the electoral vote of States. And this foul treason one 
of the conspirators justified with this sophistry : 

If Bryan Is elected— 

He said— 


there will be such a pe in this country as the world has never seen, 
and with his money ideas and the crazy-headed radicals he will call to 
Washington to administer the nation’s affairs, business will surely be 
destroyed and the working people suffer untold misery. * * * It's 
a case of some of us sacrificing something for the country's ooa: 
Bryan's election Would set our coun back a century, and I believe 
it’s the sacred duty of every honest erican to do what he can to 
save his land from such a calamity. 


Mr. President, what think you of that for an example of pub- 
lic duty? What need is there now of a Cincinnatus or a Wash- 
ington? For unadulterated, patriotic self-sacrifice, ought not 
the Standard Oil henceforth to supply the American model? 
Proclaim it in the class room, herald it from the pulpit, that it 
may be an inspiration forever. The other day I read where 
General Stoessel, the Russian hero of Port Arthur, had asked 
the great Japanese commander who conquered him if it were 
true, as he had heard, that General Nogi had lost two sons in 
the siege. With deep emotion General Nogi replied that his 
two boys had been killed, but that he felt compensated for the 
loss by what they had accomplished. Mr, President, the sacri- 
fice of that grim old warrior was nothing as compared to the 
sacrifice of the Standard Oil. His was only the sacrifice of 
blood; the other, the sacrifice of gold. The beauty and pathos 
of that scene at Port Arthur pales before the greater glory of 
Wall street rushing to saye the country by buying an election. 

What particular five States the $5,000,000 were raised to pur- 
chase has not been disclosed, except that several hundred thou- 
sand dollars of the fund were sent to Delaware. Lawson 
quotes one of the conspirators as saying to a representative of 
the Republican national committee that whatever was necessary 
to carry Delaware should be sent. This conspirator said to 
the committee's representative: “ You had better have the com- 
mittee ready to put in between $350,000 and $400,000 (in Dela- 
ware) if we call for it. I will see that it is kept down as low 
as possible.” And the committee’s representative replied “ that 
the committee would do what was decided best.” Iiwson de- 
clares that a large sum was afterwards sent to Delaware in 
suit cases. This Delaware money concerned a stock deal as 
well as a political deal, but, if Lawson speaks the truth, it 
came from the Republican national committee, out of the cor- 
ruption fund raised on Wall street and turned over to the com- 
mittee. This part of Lawson's story has been in the main cor- 
roborated by Elverton R. Chapman, head of the firm of E. R. 
Chapman & Co., New York. In a recent statement Mr. Chap- 
man said: 


Wilmington all right, etc. 

The remainder of Chapman's story concerns the distribution 
of the money pursuant to instructions. 

Mr. President, this is enough. There is no need to prolong 
this recital. Here we have a statement, positive and unequlvo- 


cal that $5,000,000 were raised to be used by the Republican 
national committee in five doubtful States. A million dollars to 
the State! For what was it used? For what could it be used? 
This testimony of Lawson’s is not based on hearsay, but on 
personal knowledge. Is it true? As the case now stands we 
are compelled to accept it as true. It is impossible to believe 
that a reputable man would promulgate a story like this if it is 
false. Men of character do not viciously lie for the mere love 
of it. I can not see that any advantage could possibly accrue 
to Lawson by a fabrication of this kind. On the contrary, his 
statement, whether true or false, was certain to excite hostile 
criticism and to array powerful influences against him. It is 
hard to believe that a sane man, to say nothing of his integrity, 
would deliberately lie without an apparent object to his own 
detriment. For the sake of those whose good names are in- 
volved, for the sake of the public weal, and for the sake of 
truth itself, this story should be sifted. 

The senior Senator from New York has proposed a bill to 
reduce the Congressional representation of the Southern States 
for the reason that those States, or some of them, have imposed 
qualifications upon the right to vote. Why the Senator should 
confine his reformatory crusade to the South is remarkable, 
since Northern States have prescribed like qualifications upon 
the suffrage right. If it can be shown that fraud or force is 
employed in any Southern State to control elections the evil 
should be eradicated. However, in the meantime it might ad- 
vantage the honorable Senator from New York to hold the 
small end of the telescope to his critical eye. If he is search- 
ing for crimes against the suffrage there is no need of a distant 
view. The conspiracies formed in New York to debauch the 
electorate are not only a crime against the suffrage, but a 
crime immediately subversive of representative government, and 
to its suppression the Senator from New York might profitably 
devote his solicitous attention. He might put his own house in 
order before inspecting the domicile of his neighbor. To the 
suppression of this crime we should all consecrate ourselves 
without division. Partisan considerations should not restrain 
or influence us. The extent of the evil should be known and 
drastic remedies should be applied. 


TPRESIDENT’S RECOMMENDATIONS. 


Finally, Mr. President, I call attention to the third preamble 
to the pending resolution. This preamble relates to a passage 
in the President’s last. message, of date December 6, 1904. In 
that message the President used this language, which I will re- 
quest the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The £ the Go t to tect the 1 
of its own officials 18 inherent and bas been recognised’ and armed on 
repeated declarations of the a Court. There is no enemy of free 
government more dangerous and none so insidious as the corruption of 
the electorate. No one defends or excuses corruption, and it would 
seem to follow that none would oppose vigorous measures to eradicate 
it. I recommend the enactment of a law directed against bribery and 
corruption in Federal elections. The details of such a law may be 
safely left to the wise discretion of the Co: but it should go as 
far as under the Constitution it is possible go, and should include 
severe penalties against him who gives or recelves a bribe intended to 
influence his act or opinion as an elector; and provisions for the publi- 
cation not only of the expenditures for nominations and elections of 
all candidates, but also of all contributions received and expenditures 
made by political committees. 

Mr. STONE. What the President here asserts is true and what 
he counsels is wise. While applauding what he says, I confess to 
some surprise at his frank deliverance. Under the circumstances 
I am not surprised that the President should be impressed with 
the prevalence, perhaps even with the enormity, of the crime he 
denounces; but I am surprised that he should, so soon after the 
election, denounce this particular crime in language so explicit 
and defiant. If Judge Parker spoke truly, then the President 
himself is the conscious beneficiary of the very crime he con- 
demns. That Judge Parker spoke truly, in part at least, the 
President admitted; whether he spoke truly throughout is a 
question. The President's intrepidity puzzles me to determine 
whether he was in fact advised, and to what extent advised, as 
to the immoral means employed to promote his election. I 
would prefer to believe that the President was ignorant of many 
things done for his profiting. Theodore Roosevelt is instinct- 
ively an honest man. But he is also inordinately ambitious, 
and I have thought that ambition had so blurred his native 
honesty as to blind him momentarily and to make him do 
things, or suffer things to be done, that would otherwise have 
been repulsive. And may not this in fact be the true concep- 
tion? May it not be, now that his battle is won and his intrench- 
ment in power sure, that the President looks abhorrent upon the 
orgies out of which his triumph grew, and that he has resolved 
to expiate the offense by making its repetition impossible? 

True it has been irreyerently suggested that this loud alarum 
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from the White House was only a stroke of smart practical 
politics intended to checkmate a threatened move on the same 
line by a distinguished Democratic Representative from New 
York. But, although it will be generally admitted, and by none 
more readily than by that disconsolate band of recalcitrant Re- 
publican leaders whom the President has coerced into submis- 
sion, that he is an adroit and most accomplished politician, I 
repudiate the suggestion that the President has been instigated 
by partisan considerations to uplift this banner of reform. I 
prefer to believe the best of him, and, all things considered, the 
best I can believe is that the President, being an honest man, 
smarting under the sting of remorse, and being himself no longer 
interested in campaign contributions, has resolyed unselfishly to 
exert his strength to promote the public welfare in this behalf. 
However, it profits nothing to question the President’s motives 
for championing this reform. Whatever his motive, his strenu- 
ous leadership should be accepted and his powerful advocacy 
applauded. I am willing to follow his lead in this particular. 
I am willing to proceed on the lines he has indicated. But first 
let us have the whole subject investigated by a committee of 
trained lawyers, so that we may proceed informedly and intel- 
ligently. Will Republican Senators follow the President's lead 
in this matter? Have they any reason for holding back? With 
any of them will prudence prove the better part of valor? 

I hope Senators will vie with each other in running this ac- 
cursed treason down. Guard the Republic against this crime 
which strikes at the root of national life. Corruption is like a 
worm in the bud. If not plucked forth it will destroy the flower 
of liberty. Let us make our elections a true expression of the 
free, intelligent, unbought will of the American people. Let us 
give to the maxim “ Vox populi, vox Dei” a vital meaning in 
American public life. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say now. I ask that the 
resolution lie upon the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I do not assume to 
speak for the President of the United States on a matter of this 
kind, or any matter, so far as that is concerned, but I think, 
in view of what the Senator from Missouri has said, and in view 
of the fact that he has quoted only partially from the reply 
of President Roosevelt to the charges made by Judge Parker, 
that the reply of the President should be read at the desk at 
this time. I ask unanimous consent that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Nerson in the chair). It 
will be read if no objection is made. The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, D. C., Friday. 


Certain slanderous accusations as to Mr. Cortelyou and myself have 
been repeated time and again by Judge Parker, the candidate of his 
party for the office of President. 

He neither has produced nor can N any proof of their truth, 
yet he has not withdrawn them; and as his position gives them wide 
currency I speak now lest the silence of self-respect be misunderstood. 

Mr. Parker's charges are, in effect, that the President of the United 
States and Mr. Cortelyou, formerly Mr. Cleveland's executive clerk, 
then Mr. McKinley's and my secretary, then Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, and now chairman of the Republican national committee, have 
been in a conspiracy to blackmail corporations, Mr. Cortelyou usin 
his knowledge „ while he was Secretary of the De ment o 
Commerce and bor to extort money from the corporations, and I, 
the President, having appointed him for especial purpose. 

The graveness of these charges lies in the assertion that the cor- 
porations have been blackmailed into contributing and in the impli- 
cation which, in one or two of Mr. Parker’s speeches, has taken the 
form practically of an assertion that they have been promised certain 
immunities or favors or haye been assured that they would receive 
some kind of 8 consideration in view of their contributions. 

That contributions haye been made to the Republican committee, as 
contributions haye been made to the Democratic committee, is not the 
question at issue. Mr. Parker's assertion is in effect that such con- 
tributions have been made for improper mouve either in co uence 
of threats or in consequence of improper promises, direct or indirect, 
Mr. Parker knows best whether this 
is true of the contributions to his campaign fund which have come 
to his trusted friends and advisers who represent the great corporate 
interests that stand behind him. 

But there is not one particle of truth in the statement as regards 
anything that has gone on in the management of the Republican cam- 

gn. r. Parker's accusations against Mr. Cortelyou and me are 
monstrous. If true they would brand both of us forever with infamy ; 
and, inasmuch as they are false, heavy must be the condemnation of 
the man making them. I chose Mr. Cortelyou as chairman of the 
national committee after having failed successively to rsuade Mr. 
Elihu Root, Mr. W. Murray Crane, and Mr. Cornelius M. Bliss to accept 
the position. I chose him with extreme reluctance, because I could 
ill spare him from the Cabinet. But I felt that he possessed the high 
integrity which I demanded in the man who was to manage my cam- 


aign. 

> Fam content that Mr. Parker and I should be judged by the public 
on the characters of the two men whom we chose to manage our 
campaigns; he by the character of his nominee, Mr. Thomas Taggart, 
and I by the character of Mr. Cortelyou. The assertion that Mr. 
Cortelyou had a knowledge gained while in any official position whereby 
he was enabled to secure and did secure any contributions from any 


on the part of the recipients. 


corporation is a falsehood. 
he assertion that there has been any blackmail, direct or indirect, 


by Mr. Cortelyou or by me is a falsehood. The assertion that there 
has been made in my behalf and by my authority by Mr. Cortelyou or 
by anyone else any pledge or promise, or that there has been any 
understanding as to future immunities or benefits In recognition of any 
contribution from any source, is a wicked falsehood. 

That Mr, Parker should desire to avoid the discussion of 3 
I can well understand; for it is but the bare truth to say that he has 
not attacked us on any matter of 8 or upon any action of the 
Government save after first misstating t principle or that action. 

But I can not understand how any honorable man, a candidate for 
the highest office in the gift of the people, can take refuge merely in 
personalities, but in such base and unworth, Ne 

If I deemed it necessary to support my denial by any evidence 
I would ask all men of common sense to ponder well what has been 
done in this campaign by Mr. Cortelyou, and to compare it with what 
Mr. Parker himself did when he was managing Mr. Hill's campaign 
for governor, and to compare what has been done as regards the great 
corporations and moneron interests under this Administration with 
what was done under the last Democratic Administration, when Mr. 
Olney was Attorney-General. I would ask all honest men whether they 
seriously deem it possible that_the course this Administration has 
taken in every matter from the Northern Securities suit to the settle- 
ment of the anthracite coal strike, is compatible with any theory of 
public behavior save the theory of doing exact justice to all men 
without fear and without favoritism. I would ask all honest and fair- 
minded men to remember that the agents through whom I have worked 
are Mr. Knox and Mr. Moo in the Department of Justice; Mr. Cor- 
telyou, in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and Mr. Garfield, 
in the Bureau of Porpora tiash; and that no such act of infamy as Mr. 
3 one could have been done without all those men being 

arties to it. 
8 The statements made by Mr. Parker are unqualifiedly and atrociously 
false. 

As Mr. Cortelyou has said to me more than once during this cam- 
paign, if elec I shall go into the Presidency unhampered by any 
pledge, promise, or understanding of any kind, sort, or description save 
my promise made openly to the American people, that so far as in 
my power lies I shall see to it that every man has a square deal, no 


less and no more. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go to 
the Table Calendar if the Senator from Missouri desires no 
other disposition made of it. 

Mr. STONE. I ask that it may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go to the Table Cal- 
endar. The Secretary will report the first case on the Calendar. 
RESERVE MILITIA. 

The bill (S. 5094) to promote the efficiency of the reserve mili- 
tia and to encourage rifle practice among the members thereof 
was announced as the first bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. It is a very great, enor- 
mous scheme, involving millions of dollars. I object to the bill, 
and ask that it go to the Calendar under Rule IX. I do not 
want to leave it in a situation where it can come up any day, 
and, in the absence of Senators who are opposed to it, pass by 
unanimous consent. Therefore, I make such an objection as 
will carry it to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. 


PENSION ORDER OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Senate resolution No. 152, submitted by Mr. Carmack, in- 
structing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire and report 
whether there is authority of law for a recent order of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that all persons who served in the Army 
or Navy during the war of the rebellion, etc., who have reached 
the age of 62 shall be presumed to have incurred such disabili- 
ties as to entitle them to receive pensions under act of June 27, 
1890, was announced as the next business in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the resolution may as 
well go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution may 
be laid over until the return of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Carmack], who introduced it. He is not here, but will be 
in a day or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut objects, and asks that it go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 
It is so ordered. 

ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 

The bill (S. 599) to revive and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of abandoned property and the prevention of 
frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and 
acts amendatory thereof, was announced as the next business in 
order. 

Mr. HALE. This is a very important bill, and it will lead to 
large debate. It ought to go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
objects, and asks that the bill go to the Calendar under Rule 
IX. That order is made. x 

LODE CLAIMS IN ALASKA. 

The bill (S. 5183) to modify the law pertaining to the acqui- 
sition and holding of lode claims in the district of Alaska was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and 
Mining with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Mines and Mining 
was, in section 1, page 1, line 6, after the word “made,” to 
insert “at the point of discovery;” so as to make the section 
read: 

That within ninety days after the location of any lode claim in the 


district of Alaska, and before notice of such location is filed for 
record, a shaft at least 10 feet deep shall be sunk on a lode in said 
excavation shall made at the point of discovery 
0 feet long and g such lode at least 10 feet in 
depth. An affidavit, sworn to by the owner, or some one on his behalf, 
who has knowledge of the matter, stating the nature and extent of the 
work, and upon what pari of the claim, and by whom it is performed, 
shall be filed with the location notice. 
~The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in secfion 2, page 2, line 3, after 
the word “than,” to strike out “twenty days“ and insert“ two 
hundred hours’;” and in line 5, after the word “shall,” to 
strike out before the ist of January each year” and insert 
“within three months after the performance of the annual 
labor;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the work required by law to be performed upon each 
lode claim each calendar year shall in no part of Alaska represent less 
than two hundred hours’ labor. That the owner of any lode claim 
heretofore or hereafter located in the district of Alaska shall, within 
three months after the performance of the annual labor, file for record 
with the recorder in the recording district where the claim is situated 
an affidavit, subscribed and sworn to by himself, or some one on his 
behalf, who has knowledge of the facts, stat the value of such 
work, the nature and character of the work, on what part.of the claim 


it has been performed, the name or names of the who — 
ee it, together with the dates upon which each. pertocused Fhe 
Work. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask if any members of the 
committee having the bill in charge are present. It is a bill of 
a good deal of importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HETRUnxN] from the Committee 
on Mines and A 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest that the bill be laid aside tem- 
porarily until the Senator from Idaho comes in. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withhold that suggestion for a 
moment 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. And let the Secretary read that part of the bill 
referring to prosecutions for perjury where no oath had been 
e e That seems to be an innovation, so far as I 
snow. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That any person who shall swear to or any affidavit re- 
quired by this act knowing such afidavit to be false in whole or in part, 
or without knowing the statements therein contained to be za shal 
be guilty of perjury, and shall, upon conyiction thereof, be p by 
imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not more than five years. 
It shall be no defense to a prosecution for perjury under this section 
that an oath was not administered, or that it was taken in an irregular 
manner, or that the affidavit does not comply with all the requirements 


of this act. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very remarkable innovation in a criminal 
law applied to a prosecution for perjury to declare that it can 
be sustained although no oath has been administered. I think 
the bill had better go over at any rate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is another point to which I desire to 
call the Senator’s attention. If there is an honest mistake on 
the question of boundary the bill makes it perjury, the same as 
though it were willfully and knowingly done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over on ob- 
jection, retaining its place. 

GREAT FALLS AND OLD DOMINION RAILROAD, 

The bill (S. 2833) to authorize the extension, construction, 
and operation of the Great Falls and Old Dominion Railroad 
into the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MARTIN. Just let that bill go over without prejudice. 
Of course I do not expect to ask that it be taken up now, as only 
fifteen minutes remain before the unfinished business would dis- 
place it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
asks that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go to the Calendar under Rule IX. Of 
course it will have to be debated, as it was before. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have no objection to that course; it makes 
no difference which Calendar it goes to. It will have to be taken 
up by motion, I know, whenever it is taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the Calen- 
dar under Rule IX. 

PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 

The bill (S. 3642) to extend the provisions, limitations, and 
benefits of the act of July 27, 1892, as amended by the act of 
June 27, 1902, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 


claim, or an o 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the bill may as well go 
over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

RESTORATION OF AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP. 

The bill (S. 4488) to restore American citizenship to any 
woman whose citizenship has been lost or suspended by mar- 
riage with a foreigner was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That bill was up the other 
morning, and its further consideration objected to. I think 
the Senator who objected to it is not in his seat, and I ask that 
it may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over with- 
out prejudice.. 

ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 

The bill (S. 4947) granting permission to George W. Hill, 
Henry E. Alford, G. B. Brackett, William A. Taylor, H. W. 
Wiley, M. A. Carleton, and John I. Shulte, all of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, to accept decorations tendered them by 
the Government of France, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That bill and the next, the bill 
(S. 5269) to authorize Mr. Herbert W. Bowen, minister of the 
United States to Venezuela, to accept a gift conferred upon 
him by the Shah of Persia, and some other bills on the Calendar, 
authorize our ministers and persons in the employ of the Goy- 
ernment to accept decorations. I think they all ought to go 
over. Let this bill and the next go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill goes over. The next bill, being the bill (S. 5269) to author- 
ize Mr. Herbert W. Bowen, minister of the United States to 
Venezuela, to accept a gift conferred upon him by the Shah of 
Persia, will go over. 

OWNERS OF PRIVATE DIES. 

The bill (S. 1887) to refund internal-revenue taxes paid by 
owners of private dies was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That claim has been put on the 
omnibus claims bill. It is not by any means sure that the 


omnibus claims bill will pass, and, therefore, perhaps the bill 


had better remain on the Calendar under Rule IX until that is 
determined. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 
CHARLES L. PERKINS. 


The bill (S. 4276) for the relief of the estate of Charles L. 
Perkins was announced as next in order. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over for the present, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over—retaining its place? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS, , 


The bill (S. 4409) to extend the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims was announced as next in order. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over without prej- 
udice. 
SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 2521) to detach certain counties from the United 
States judicial district of Washington and to create a new 
judicial district, to be called the southern district of Washing- 
ton, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to offer an amendment 
to that bill, but it has not been prepared at this time. Bills 
of this nature, I will say, have hitherto failed to provide for 
the trial of offenses committed within that portion of the dis- 
rict which is put into a new judicial district, and that has 
created some considerable annoyance and led to a failure of 
justice, I should want to add such an amendment to this bill 
if it is to pass. Therefore I ask that it may go over, keeping 
its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


The bill (S. 4429) relating to the creation of forest reserva- 
tions on the public domain, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The Secretary read the biil. z 

Mr. SPOONER, I think it would be well enough to lay the 
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bill aside until the Senator who reported it comes in. 
that it may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 


I ask 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 


The bill (S. 982) amending the act of January 26, 1897, enti- 
tled “An act for the relief of telegraph operators who served 
in the war of the rebellion,’ was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over without prej- 
udice. 
JOHN M. HILL 


The bill (S. 4277) for he relief of John M. Hill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in lines 7 and 8, to strike out “ $1,248.50” 
and insert $750;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he Is 
hereby, directed to pay, to John M. Hill, late ster of the United 
States land office a alla Walla, Wash., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $750, the amount paid 
by him out of his own funds for clerk hire during his term of office as 
such register prior to the appointment of a clerk in said office from an 
. — list furnished by the Civil Service Commission of the United 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH. 


The bill (S. 5187) to provide for the opening of the remaining 
portion of the Colville Reseryation, in the State of Washington, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ANKENY. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
objected to the bill when it was up before, and I ask that it may 
go over without losing its place until he may appear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 

INFORMATION AND DISPLAY BUREAU FOR IMMIGRANTS. 


The bill (S. 4118) authorizing the Commissioner-General of 
Immigration, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, to establish in connection with the immigrant sta- 
tion at Ellis Island an information and display bureau for the 
purpose of aiding in the distribution of immigrants, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore 
read and considered as in Committee of the Whele. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read again. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will suspend 
the reading. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes to the Calendar under Rule IX. The Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which is House bill 14749. 


STATEHOOD BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. : 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, and 
if it is not in order to offer it now I wish to give notice of it 
and have it printed. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
read, there being no objection. 

The Secrerary. In line 11, page 22, after the words United 
States,” insert: 

That the consent of the United States is hereby given for the State 
of Arkansas to extend her western boundary line so as to include all 
that strip of land in the Indian Territory lying and being situate be- 
tween the corporate limits of the city of Fort Smith and the Arkansas 
and Poteau rivers, and extending up the Poteau River to the mouth of 
Mill Creek: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 


pertaining to any Indian tribe or tribes in said 


impair any right now 
p Hf f agreements, or treaties 


part of said Indian Territory under the law: 


of the United States, or to affect the authority of the Government of 
the United States to make any regulations or to make any law respect- 
ing said Indians or their lands which it would have been competent 
to make or enact if this act had not been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie on 


the table and be printed. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to say just a word in 
regard to that amendment. Of course I understand that the 
amendment is not now before the Senate. 

There is at Fort Smith, Ark., east of the Poteau River and 
south of the Arkansas River, a small strip of land which be- 
longs to the Choctaw Nation. It constitutes a part of the city 
of Fort Smith, and by consent of the Choctaws and Chicka- 
saws the Fort Smith city government has been exercising police 
powers over it for some time. This is a proposition for the 
Government to consent that Arkansas may attach that strip of 
land to her territory. There are about 15 acres of it, I think. 
There are some 12 blocks; they are irregular blocks, and I 
do not know the amount of land in each block, but there are in 
the neighborhood of 15 acres. It is now a part of the city of 
Fort Smith, and called Western Fort Smith. The Poteau River 
lies between that strip of land and the nation, and it ought to 
5 under the jurisdiction of Arkansas and the city of Fort 

mith. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is one of the instances where the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is in favor of expansion. 

Mr. BERRY. I am not in favor of expansion so far as the 
Choctaw Nation is concerned, but I want to expand Arkansas 
to the extent of this reservation. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand the amendment is not now 
offered for action, but simply submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment lies on the 


table. 
Mr. NELSON. It lies on the table. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the pending bill proposes to com- 


bine the two Territories, Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, 
and to make one State of the same, and to unite the two Terri- 
tories, Arizona and New Mexico, thus forming one State to be 
called “Arizona.” I will not interpose any objection to the 
union of the former, but desire to discuss and present the objec- 
tions I entertain against the admission of the latter two Terri- 
tories as one State. I believe that under the platforms of the 
two great political parties we are bound to admit each of the 
four Territories as separate and distinct States. I will not un- 
dertake to present the platforms of the two great political 
parties as set forth in national conventions heretofore, for this 
has already been done during the progress of the debate time 
and again. I wish to urge the many objections which I consider 
serious in their nature against the union of New Mexico and 
Arizona as one State. We have owned these two Territories 
for more than fifty years. Arizona was formerly a part of New 
Mexico. President Buchanan recommended a division along 
the mountain range so as to form two Territories. 

The purpose of such recommendation was clearly to give to 
the people then residing in New Mexico and the county of Ari- 
zona local self-government so that they could transact the busi- 
ness necessary to carry on their local affairs without traveling 
from seven hundred to a thousand miles to the capital of New 
Mexico. He sought to give them a more economic form of gov- 
ernment, where the capital of the Territory would be within 
easy reach of the people of Arizona, and to enable them to ad- 
minister their affairs at the least possible cost. A bill was 
introduced in Congress in 1861 by the Delegate from New 
Mexico providing for a temporary government for Arizona and 
dividing the Territory of New Mexico as nearly as practicable . 
into halves, drawing a line directly north and south through 
New Mexico and following the Continental Divide, shedding the 
waters to the east, on the New Mexico side, to the Atlantic Ocean, 
and those on the Arizona side to the Pacific Ocean. A critical 
examination of this bill will show that it provided that tempo- 
rary government should be maintained and continued in Arizona 
until such time as the people residing therein shall, with the 
consent of Congress, form a State government. This bill be- 
came a law, and from that time to the present period Arizona 
has been a Territory, with a Territorial government, seeking ad- 
mission into the Union as a State. From that period to the 
present time New Mexico and Arizona haye been separate and 
distinct Territories. The debate preceding the passage of this 
bill separating the two Territories will be found to be interest- 
ing and sets forth clearly and forcibly the reason why the divi- 
sion was made. 

The principal reason urged for the passage of this bill was on 
account of the great inconvenience necessarily caused to those 
residing in Arizona by traveling to Santa Fe, the capitol of New 
Mexico, more than 700 miles. It was insisted in the debate 
that the Territory of New Mexico ought to be divided, that it 
was large enough for four States, and that it was the estab- 
lished policy of this Government to form compact States for 
the convenience of the people residing in such Territory. 
Senator Wade called special attention to the fact that the 
Territory of New Mexico, including Arizona, was altogether 
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too expensive and too inconvenient to the people to transact 
public business. He also called attention to the fact that New 
Mexico and Arizona constitute a country larger than half of 
Europe, and that the seat of justice in New Mexico, where the 
people must go to transact public business, was more than 700 
miles from the principal place of business of Arizona. 

The very identical question which we are to-day discussing 
was then maturely considered by Congress, and both branches 
of Congress reached the conclusion that New Mexico was too 
large for one State, that in the interest of economic govern- 
ment, and to satisfy the needs and convenience of the people, the 
division was made. It was contemplated that these two Terri- 
tories should remain separate and distinct until qualified for 
statehood, and when so qualified should be admitted as separate 
and independent States. The act of Congress specially pro- 
vides that Arizona shall enjoy a Territorial government until 
such time as the people residing therein should form a State 
government. Congress may have the legal and constitutional 
right to unite the two and to deny to each separate statehood, 
but I doubt if we have the moral right to do so. Such legisla- 
tion violates the spirit of the act separating these two Terri- 
tories. 

This bill, now before the Senate, proposes to undo the former 
action of Congress and to blend them together, against their 
will and over their protest, and to impose upon the people of 
‘Arizona all of the inconveniences the act separating them was 
intended to obviate. Clearly, to my mind, such legislation 
breaks the faith the law separating them bore to these people. 
The Committee on Territories do not contend that the people of 
New Mexico and Arizona desire to become united and come 
into the Union as one State. ‘ 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator in charge of the 
bill—the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON Ito the fact 
that we have not been furnished in the Senate with any evidence 
taken before that committee showing that any considerable 
per cent of the people of either Arizona or New Mexico desir 
this union. $ i 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish in this 
connection to state that we wanted to get the bill back to the 
committee, so as to get the testimony that he is now calling for, 
but it was denied us. No testimony was taken before the Sen- 
ate committee, and hence we have to rely upon testimony taken 
in the House. 

Mr. CLAY. Strange to say, Mr. President, the Committee on 
Territories had this bill before them for a long while, and the 
Committee on Territories report a bill proposing to unite four 
Territories into two States and admit them as two States into 
this Union, and the Senate has not been furnished with any evi- 
dence to show the wishes and desires of the people of either 
Territory. There is no report from the Committee on Territo- 
ries showing that the people desire this union. 

It does strike me, Mr. President, that when we attempt to 
unite these two Territories into one State we ought to have 
some evidence from the Committee on Territories showing that 
the people residing in Arizona, or some per cent of those people, 
at least, desire this legislation. I stand here in my place and 
say that the Committee on Territories has not furnished to the 
Senate any proof from a single witness residing in either New 
Mexico or Arizona to show that the population of those two 
Territories desire this union. The Committee on Territories 
has not furnished any proof or any report to the Senate to 
guide us in ascertaining the wishes of those people-in regard to 
this unnatural union. I do not believe a single member of that 
committee can furnish to the Senate proof that there is any 
sentiment in New Mexico or Arizona desiring such union. 

I pause, Mr. President, and say now I do not believe it can be 
shewn that 5 per cent of the people of Arizona and New Mexico 
desire this union. I believe that if separate statehood was 
granted to these people that unanimously they would prefer it 
to the union, provided they could get separate statehood. 

The Delegate nominated by the Republican party to represent 
New Mexico in the next Congress accepted the nomination and 
set forth as a part of his platform the early admission of New 
Mexico as a separate and distinct State. I quote as follows 
from his platform. 

Now, mark you, the Delegate who has been elected to repre- 
sent New Mexico in the next Congress was elected on a platform 
favoring separate statehood for New Mexico, and he pledged 
himself to act in accordance with that platform. 

Mr. President, let us see what the Republican convention 
which had met to nominate a Delegate to represent New Mexico 
in the next Congress said: 

Statehood is the most important question before the people of New 
Mexico at this time. Our loyalty to the General Government, our great 


XXXIX——64 


ro In natural wealth, our tem of magnificent schools, our code 
Pf civil sg freed 2 


and criminal laws, our om from mob law, our respect for 


the courts, the extent of our t Territory, and the intelligence of 
our people entitle us to an equal status among the States of this Union 
under its present name and boundaries. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator in charge of this 
bill to the fact that that plaform demanded the admission of 
New Mexico in its present name and with its present boundaries. 
Mr. Andrews, who defeated Mr. Ropgy, a most excellent repre- 
sentative from that Territory, who, as we are told now, is in favor 
of single statehood, said, when he accepted the nomination for 
Delegate in the Fifty-ninth Congress : 

If elected, I will have introduced and will work earnestly for the 
passage by Congress of a bill granting statehood to New Mexico— 


How?— 


ander its present name and within its present boundaries and donating 
to the Territory a liberal amount of public land and money for its 
public schools, institutions, and other public purposes. 15 

I lay down the proposition, Mr. President, and I will prove it, 
that every Delegate elected during the last twelve years to rep- 
resent New Mexico in Congress has been elected on a platform 
in favor of statehood for New Mexico with her present bound- 
aries and and her present name. 

Mr. BATE. Before the Senator passes from that point, I 
rey like to ask from which one of these platforms he is read- 
ng? 

Mr. CLAY. I am reading from the Republican platform. 

Mr. BATE. I know; but of what year? 

Mr. CLAY. I am reading from the Republican platform of last 
year, the platform of the Republican conyention which elected 
the “eee who is to take his seat when the next Congress 
mee 

Mr. BATE. Is the Senator reading from the platform on 
which that Delegate was nominated? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes; the platform which was adopted at the 
time he was nominated and when he accepted that nomination. 


. Mr. BATE. Not the national platform? 


Mr. CLAY. No; not the national platform. 

Mr. President, to show the unanimity of the people of New 
Mexico in favor of single statehood, I desire to call attention to 
the fact that both political parties, in nominating Delegates to 
represent that Territory in Congress, have declared with una- 
nimity in favor of statehood for New Mexico. If you will 
examine into what has occurred in Arizona you will find the 
same thing to be true there. The Republican party and the 
Democratic party in that Territory have both declared in favor 
of single statehood. I lay down the proposition that during 
the last twelve years all conventions, both Republican and Dem- 
ocratic, held in Arizona and in New Mexico have declared with 
unanimity in favor of single statehood. 

Mr. President, it may be true that the people of New Mexico 
may be driven to union with Arizona because we decline to 
give them statehood in any other way, but such action on our 
part, in my opinion, is not in keeping with the spirit of our 
American institutions. We ought at, least to pay some atten- 
tion to the wishes and desires of the people to be affected by 
this legislation. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Georgia if, in his opinion, there is any senti- 
ment worthy of mention, even in New Mexico, in favor of joint 
statehood, except as a choice between joint statehood and a con- 
tinuance in their present Territorial condition? 

Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator that the information I 
have is that the people of New Mexico and Arizona are unani- 
mous in favor of separate statehood. Probably a majority of 
the people of New Mexico would prefer union statehood of the 
two Territories rather than to be denied statehood altogether, 
and Mr. Rox, in his statement here, only contends for state- 
hood for the two Territories as one State for the reason that he 
sees no hope of getting single statehood in accordance with the 
wishes and desires of the people residing in those Territories. 
I do not believe the committee has furnished to this Senate any 
evidence that there is any widespread desire amongst the popu- 
lation residing in either Territory for a union of the two Terri- 
tories into one State. 

The present Delegate from Arizona and the Delegate elected 
to succeed him are zealously opposing the union of these two 
Territories, and they tell us that the population of Arizona are 
unanimous against the admission of the two Territories as one 
State. They know the wishes and desires of their constituents, 
and we ought to listen to their arguments and heed their coun- 
sel. What evidence has a majority of the Committee on Terri- 
tories presented to the Senate to show that there is any senti- 
ment in Arizona or New Mexico in favor of this union? They 
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may accept it, because they are extremely anxious to enjoy the 
advantages of statehood. But no one will deny that the popula- 
tion of both Territories prefer with unanimity separate state- 
hood for each Territory. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Georgia 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know whether the Senator’s atten- 
tion has been called to a paper, placed, I believe, upon the desk 
of almost every Senator, which contains an article entitled 
“New Mexico Stands Pat for Joint Statehood.” An examina- 
tion of the article shows exactly what the Senator is stating, 
that, while it is claimed on behalf of New Mexico that its peo- 
ple are unanimous for statehood, they are only in favor of it, as 
the Senator has stated, as a choice between two evils when 
failing to get separate statehood. If the Senator will permit 
me, I should like to read an extract from the article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. CLAY. I have no objection to yielding to the Senator to 
have him read the article. 

Mr. SIMMONS. With the Senator’s permission, I will now 
read an extract from that article, which shows the truth of his 
statement and of my statement. It is as follows: 

A 
nia T g E. Wie b. 2e sd et Te ta 
statehood with Arizona. 


There are a la number who fayor joint statehood alone and who 
would be against . ipa statehood. 


But the overwhelming majority, according to this article 
which has been placed upon our desks as an argument, I take it, 
in favor of joint statehood, are in favor of joint statehood only 
as a choice between evils. 

Mr. CLAY. I have not heard that proposition denied by any 
member of the committee. 

Under our popular institutions, in dealing with such grave 
problems we certainly should consult the wishes and conven- 
jences of those so deeply and vitally interested. Whatever we 
do can not be undone. This bill proposes the formation of two 
States out of four Territories—legislation of the greatest im- 
portance—and the Senate thus far has not been furnished with 
the slightest evidence giving the desires of the population of 
the Territories in regard to the pending measure. I oppose 
the blending of these two Territories into one State because 
nature has separated them by a great natural barrier. The 
mountain range, known as the Continental Divide, rising from 
5,000 to 10,000 feet in height, with practical crossings at only 
a few places, separates these two Territories. The present 
Delegate from Arizona tells us that this natural barrier would 
render it extremely burdensome for most of the people of Ari- 
zona to pass from their homes to the capital of the new State, 
should it be established as now outlined. I oppose the blending 
of the two States because a large per cent of the people of New 
Mexico are Mexicans, while the population of Arizona, with the 
exception of the Indians, is almost entirely American. The 
population of New Mexico and Arizona have different habits 
and customs, and such union would undoubtedly create friction 
in the event they are united against their will. Statistics show 
that New Mexico is a Catholic country and Arizona a Prot- 
estant country; and the information furnished me leads me 
to believe that the two are not likely to come together in 
brotherly love. 

Experience and observation have taught me that racial dif- 
ferences and antagonisms are hard to overcome. We might say 
they ought not to exist, that separate and distinct races ought 
to exercise more charity and forbearance. This may be true, 
but it becomes the duty of those who legislate for the good of 
the country to look great truths in the face, and to deal with 
men, their passions and prejudices, as we find them. If we can 
avoid race antagonisms we ought to do so. We should not at- 
tempt to unite in one State separate and distinct races, wit 
different habits and customs, entertaining hostile feelings an 
incapable of living together in peace. Each Territory, when 
joined together in statehood, would be jealous of the other, al- 
ways striving to control and shape the legislation of the new 
State. The laws made to meet the demands of the people of 
New Mexico might not give satisfaction to the people of Ari- 
zona. I predict, if this bill shall become a law, that a legislative 
war will begin when these two Territories meet in convention 
to form a constitution, and will never end, resulting in a bitter 
and continuous feud between the population of the two Terri- 
tories. In my judgment it is far better to let them remain 
Territories than to attempt to unite them against the wishes of 


the people of the two Territories. No one haying authority to 
represent either the people of Arizona or New Mexico contends 
that this union would be satisfactory to those directly inter- 
ested in this legislation. Mr. Ropkr, the Delegate from New 
Mexico, is reluctantly supporting this bill because he- fears, un- 
less he accepts statehood for the two Territories, that legisla- 
tion providing for statehood in any form whatever will be de- 
feated. I have read with some interest the argument he made 
in favor of this union, and this argument thoroughly conyinces 
me that he would rejoice to see separate statehood for each 
Territory. 

Mr. BATE. I would ask the Senator if he does not know, 
speaking of the present Delegate from that Territory, that at 
the last session his position was just the reverse of what it is 
at present; that he has changed his position, and is now willing 
to accept joint statehood, because, as he stated in his speech, he 
fears they will have to take that or nothing. He has formerly 
advocated the other proposition. ¢ 

Mr. CLAY. I am glad to do him justice, and I would not be 
willing, under any circumstances, to do him an injustice, It is 
true that at the last session of this Congress Mr. Ropry zeal- 
ously advocated single statehood; it is also true that now he is 
in favor of single statehood, and that he simply accepts this 
measure for joint statehood because he can not get what his 
people want. That is the only reason for his doing so. 

He accepts this bill solely for the reason that he is convinced 
that he must do so or nothing will be done by this Congress to 
gratify the people of the Territory he represents. He knows 
that the population of the Territory, which he so well repre- 
sents, has sought for nearly fifty years to become a member of 
the Union, and, while seventeen different bills have passed the 
House granting siatehood to New Mexico, still their fondest 
hopes have been crushed, either in the Senate or conference 
committee. He says himself that he has seen every bill that 
has been before Congress for statehood where more than one 
State was involved go down in defeat. This situation his peo- 
ple have faced for a half century. I read with sorrow his 
speech favoring the measure. I could see clearly between the 
lines that it was with humiliation and sorrow that he accepted 
the terms unjustly demanded by a majority of the Committee 
on Territories. Mark you, he proclaims that this bill is not an 
unmixed evil. It gives statehood, which his people so much 
desire, but in such a way as to wound the pride and destroy 
the history of New Mexico, This Territory has a remarkable 
history, which records the struggles and triumphs of her people 
for more than a half century, but after the passage of this bill 
this ancient and honorable Territory will no longer exist in 
name and character, but will be merged with Arizona, and her 
people will be deprived of the honorable name they have so 
long enjoyed. I am not surprised that they should receive this 
legislation with shame and humiliation; I am not surprised 
that they are ambitious to become a member of the Union, 
clothed with all the rights and powers of statehood, that they 
may make for themselves and their posterity a name and char- 
acter in the sisterhood of States that would redound to the 
honor and glory of this Republic. 

It is wrong, wickedly and cruelly wrong, to deprive New Mexico 
of the name which she has so long enjoyed, and which she is 
entitled to enjoy as a member of this Union. Mr. Ropry, in 
answer to a question asked him by Mr. WILSON, the Delegate 
from Arizona, which was to the effect: “ Was it not true that 
these two Territories were large enough for two States, 
and ought, in fact, to be two States?” replied, in sub- 
stance: “ Yes; but we in New Mexico have made up our minds 
that a half loaf is better than no bread.” ‘Shame that the 
American Congress should deprive these Territories of a whole 
loaf when they are justly entitled to it. Shame that the 
American Congress should force these Territories to accept 
single statehood by declining to give them anything unless they 
do so, when in justice they are entitled to and desire to be ad- 
mitted into the Union as separate and independent States. The 
people of these Territories have waited long and patiently for 
separate statehood, and Mr. Roney himself only accepts this 
measure because the prospect of separate statehood is so re- 
mote that he fears Congress will not grant it. I am glad to 
say that those of us on this side of the Chamber are ready to 
redeem our party pledges and do justice to the population of 
these two Territories. Mr. Ropgey said: “I reluctantly acqui- 
esce in the inevitable, and on behalf of the long-neglected, 
good Christian people of the great Territory of New Mexico, 
whom I have the honor of representing as a voteless Delegate, 
advocate the passage of this measure.” Why does he adyocate 


it? Why does he accept it? Why does he acquiesce in the de- 
cision of the majority of the Committee on Territories? Why 
is he willing to merge New Mexico into Arizona? Why is he 
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willing for the name of New Mexico to be dropped from the his- 
tory of his country? Why is he willing to see her deprived of 
the honor and glory connected with independent statehood? I will 
tell you why. Because the majority of the Committee on Terri- 
tories has denied to his people the right and privilege which 
legally and morally belongs to them. It is absurd to presume 
that the support which he gives this bill is any evidence what- 
ever that the people of those two Territories desire this union. 

I do not believe that any Senator on the Committee on Terri- 
tories will say for a minute that the people of either Territory 
desire this union. I do not belieye—and I challenge them to 
produce the evidence—that 10 per cent or 5 per cent or 2 per 
cent of the population of either Territory are in favor of this 
union, provided they can get single statehood. You can not pro- 
duce the evidence. 

Well does Mr. Ropey say that the people of these Territories 
have battled for a half century, until now, failing to secure all 
they were expecting, they accept the only measure of self-gov- 
ernment which the powers that be in this nation seem willing 
to accord them. I believe this bill ought to be amended, strik- 
ing out every section relating to the union of New Mexico and 
Arizona and inserting the legislation necessary to give state- 
hood to both New Mexico and Arizona. I have offered such an 
amendment. This amendment is the identical bill that passed 

. the House almost unanimously at the last session of Congress 
and was defeated in the Senate by continuous debate. I do not 
believe that any Senator will deny that had we reached a vote 
on this bill before the adjournment of Congress this meas- 
ure would have received the approval of a majority of the Sen- 
ate and would have given statehood to each of these Territories. 

The identical bill passed the House practically without oppo- 
sition and had a fair majority in the Senate during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and there has been no change in the member- 
ship of either the House or the Senate. 

It is not necessary to refer to the methods adopted to defeat 
this legislation, neither do I desire to criticise those who saw 
proper, in the discharge of their official duties, to defeat the 
measure. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that this 
amendment, which I now offer at that time met the approval of 
a majority of both Houses of Congress. In passing upon this 
important question, Mr. President, we should resort to argu- 
ment, and not abuse; we should appeal to reason, and not to 
passion and prejudice; we should consider the welfare of the 
population of these Territories and the interests of the American 
people. We should critically examine the resources of each 
Territory and the character of the population residing therein 
and ascertain the capacity of the people to carry on State gov- 
ernment. We should see if they are likely to be able to bear 
the burdens of taxation and to carry on all the functions of 
State government. We should ask the question, What is likely 
to be the future of these States in wealth and population in 
comparison with sister States? These are imporant inquiries, 
but how often in legislating we neglect important inquiries and 
are governed by passion and prejudice. 

I shall now address myself, Mr. President, to these inquiries, 
and I do so believing that I am right, believing that these two 
Territories ought to come in as one State—that they are en- 
titled to do so legally and morally. 

Arizona has less population than New Mexico. This Terri- 
tory embraces an area of 113,929 square miles, 42,000,000 acres 
of grazing land and 10,000,000 acres of agricultural land. The 
timber belt alone contains nearly 10,000 square miles. The last 
census shows 1,840 patented mines now in operation in Arizona. 
The output from these mines annually, in round numbers 
amounts to $43,000,000. Tell me a Territory like this is not 
capable of discharging the duties of statehood! 

The mining interest in this Territory is still in its infancy. 
The testimony furnished me points to the fact that in Arizona 
there are nearly 30,000,000 acres of mineral lands. It is true 
that agriculture is maintained there almost entirely by irriga- 
tion, but we haye every reason to believe that irrigation will 
be a success. I have read with interest the report of the mi- 
nority of the House committee. This report shows 152,000 acres 
of land in cultivation in Salt River Valley, producing annually 
hay valued at $1,200,000; fruits valued at $80,000; stock fat- 
tened and sold from pastures valued at $1,500,000; honey val- 
ued at $80,000; butter and cheese, $76,000; poultry and eggs, 
$50,000; total, $2,906,000—nearly $20 per acre. 

It is absurd to talk about Arizona not having sufficient re- 
sources to meet the expenses incident to statehood, to be able 
to put in operation a magnificent system of schools, to erect her 
public buildings, and to pay her taxes. The American Union 
in the future will be proud of Arizona as a State. 

Irrigation, it is true, is expensive, but the soil is deep and has 
wonderful productive power. When irrigated the soil yields 


an annual return per acre as follows: Almonds, $75 to $150; 
canteloupes, from $75 to $100 net; alfalfa, from $36 to $56 per 
acre net, and so forth, clearly showing the productive power of 
the soil to be wonderfully great. The census shows three great 
lumber plants located in Arizona, cutting daily 200,000 feet of 


first-class lumber. I am informed by a gentleman who is per- 
fectly reliable that the census was taken last year by the Ter- 
ritory to ascertain the population, and that the Territory at 
that time contained a population of 178,600, and has probably 
now reached 200,000. If that be true, under every rule of con- 
struction Arizona is entitled to single statehood, and she would 
be entitled to a Representative in Congress under any rule we 
have ever laid down. This population, leaving out the Indians, 
is almost entirely American. In the face of these facts who will 
dare say that these people are not entitled to enjoy the bless- 
ings of statehood? Who will dare say that they are not able 
to meet the expenses and discharge the obligations of a sov- 
ereign State? We can say even more of the resources of New 
Mexico. Compare the census of 1890 with 1900, and see what 
rapid strides these people have made in a period of ten years. 
Number of farms in 1890 4,458; in 1900, 11,834. We find that 
in 1890 787,882 acres were in cultivation, and in 1900 
5,130,178 acres. The value-of farm lands in 1890 amounted to 
$8,140,800 ; in 1900, $20,888,824. 

Take the value of farm implements—and that is the highest 
evidence of the thrift of a people. Go into a county or a State 
where you find the farmers using improved machinery; it means 
progress; it is the highest evidence of thrift that they are keep- 
ing up with the progress of the age. The value of farm imple- 
ments in 1890 was $291,240, and in 1900 $1,151,610. The value 
of farm products in 1890 was $2,000,000 and had increased in 
1900 to $10,000,000. In the year 1900 New Mexico had 326,873 
acres of land under irrigation. In considering the resources of 
a State or Territory we should not undervalue the mineral pro- 
ductions or mineral lands. Coal and iron have made Pennsyl- 
yania rich and powerful, and have been the sources of great 
wealth in West Virginia and Alabama. In 1903 New Mexico 
produced gold, $384,685; silver, $148,659; copper, $860,733; 
lead, $94,936. The area of her coal lands amounted to one-half 
million acres. She produced from June 30, 1900, to June 30, 
1903, 3,710,000 tons of coal, valued at $5,011,281.70. I am 
informed that thirty coal mimes are now in operation in New 
Mexico. This Territory now owns 1,123,000 cattle, 5,674,000 
sheep, 113,000 head of goats, and 97,500 head of hogs. Its wool 
crop in 1902 amounted to 22,000,000 pounds. In the past three 
fiscal years 553 companies have filed incorporation papers, with 
a capitalization of $309,711,966. Give New Mexico the right to 
statehood, and with a good State government capital from all 
over this country will go there and develop that Territory and 
make it a great American State. 

The House committee tells us that the Territory maintains 
fifteen Territorial institutions; that the value of her hospitals, 
orphan asylum, and public school property amounts to more 
than $3,000,000. 

To state these facts and figures answers every argument 
made by the enemies of separate statehood charging that the 
population and resources of these Territories can not meet the 
demands of two separate and distinct States. I am informed 
that the population of New Mexico will now exceed 300,000 
people. New Mexico contains 122,580 square miles of territory. 
Combine these two Territories into one State and this new 
State will be larger than any State in the Union except Texas. 
It will not do to cite Texas as a precedent for the union of 
these two Territories. Conditions are entirely different. The 
joint resolution for annexing Texas to the United States had 
in view the great inconvenience likely to follow by the crea- 
tion of a State containing such vast area and made provision 
for the creation of new States out of territory within the 
boundary of Texas. The resolution annexing Texas provides 
that new States of convenient size, not exceeding four in num- 
ber, in addition to said State of Texas, and having sufficient 
population, may hereafter, by the consent of said State, be 
formed out of the territory thereof, which shall be entitled to 
admission under the provisions of the Federal Constitution. 
The people of Texas, with the consent of Texas, not with the 
consent of Congress, can divide the State into five States, to be 
represented by ten Senators on the floor of this Senate; they 
can do this without any further legislation by Congress. I pre- 
dict that the time will come when the people of Texas will di- 
vide and form four additional States, represented by ten votes 
in the higher branch of Congress. 

Texas came into the Union by treaty; we recognized the 
fact that she contained 269,000 square miles; we recognized the 
fact that she had then only a population of 150,000, but 
Congress clearly saw that the time might come, and that the 
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time would likely come, when Texas would desire to be divided 


into five States, and Texas was given the authority to do so 
without any action of Congress, and that provision was a wise 
one, in my opinion. . 

I do not know whether my friends from Texas agree with 
me in the prediction I have made, but Congress certainly has 


provided that in an emergency, if the people are dissatisfied: 


with the present arrangement, on account of any inconvenience, 
they may divide themselves into five States and come into the 
Union. There is no such provision in the bill now before us, 
providing for the union of New Mexico and Arizona. If they 
come in as one State, regardless of inconvenience, wealth, or 
population, the fate of the people, so far as statehood is con- 
cerned, is forever settled. 

Why was it that Congress divided the Territory of Dakota 
into South and North Dakota? When the bill was first intro- 
duced in 1887 by Senator Manderson, of Nebraska, it was 
intended to create out of the whole Territory of Dakota a 
State, but it was amended, changing the boundaries so as to 
create two States. This was done for the reason that the 
whole of the Territory was entirely too large for a single State. 
I have been handed extracts from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
giving in substance the arguments made in favor of division. 
The basis of the argument was that Dakota was entirely too 
large for a single State. 

I have never found any argument in favor of division ex- 
cept that Dakota was too large for one State. The debate lasted 
for days. The bill was pending in Congress for weeks and 
months, and the ablest men who have ever represented States 
in this Union stood here and pleaded in favor of division, and 
they never gaye any other reason than that the Territory was 
too large for one Sta 

It was stated during the debate that the Territory of Dakota 

contained 149,100 square miles, so that as one State it would 
embrace, in round numbers, 27,000 square miles more than the 
United Kingdom of England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. 
Those in favor of division contended that Dakota was as large 
as New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, and Vir- 
ginia. These arguments were so strong and convincing that the 
division was made, and as a result of such division we now 
have two States formed out of the Territory of Dakota—North 
and South Dakota. 
What are we proposing to do now? To unite Arizona and 
New Mexico as one State, which will give nearly. 100,000 square 
miles more in the new State than were contained in all Dakota. 
Join these two Territories together and you have, in round 
numbers, 241,000 square miles in area. South Dakota has 
77,000 square miles and North Dakota, 72,100 square miles, 
while the new State to be created out of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona will contain an area of 241,000 square miles. We divided 
Dakota because the Territory was too large for one State, and 
we are uniting Arizona and New Mexico because they are not 
large enough for two States. 

Well have the friends of double statehood asked the ques- 
tion, When has the principle changed that it is wrong to cut up 
large Territories into small States, or that it is right to unite 
large ones into still larger ones? 

Well has it been said that it was contrary to the policy of this 
nation, so long established, in almost. every instance to cut up 
large Territories into small States that they might be adminis- 
tered more conveniently and more economically, 

The reason for division in the present instance is much 
stronger than it was in the division of Dakota. The population 

the same habits, were living under the same form of 
government, and had no conflicting interests. The population 
of Arizona and New Mexico are different in nationality and 
have different customs, habits, and laws, and many antagonisms 
are sure to arise by this unnatural union. A comparison of 
these two propositions ought to defeat the pending measure. 
Why should Congress make any distinction between these two 
Territories seeking statehood and other Territories heretofore 
admitted to statehood? Why should we lay down a different 
and more drastic rule for Arizona and New Mexico than has 
been applied since the organization of our Government? The 
ordinance of 1787, providing for the admission of new States 
into the Union, set forth that when any State shall have 60,000 
free inhabitants therein such State shall be admitted, by its 
Delegates, into the Congress of the United States on an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects whatsoever, and 
shall be at liberty. to form a permanent constitution and State 
government. Congress was empowered: to admit a Territory 
with less population and frequently did so, but when a Terri- 
tory acquired a population of 60,000 inhabitants this fact alone 
entitled such Territory to statehood. 

This number of inhabitants gave the undoubted right. to ad- 


mission, and Congress had the discretion to admit them earlier. 
I know of no other act of Congress prescribing the qualifica- 
tion for statehood. All of the territory acquired by Congress 
heretofore, with the exception of Alaska, Philippine Islands, and 
Porto Rico, was intended to be organized into States. The trea- 
ties whereby we acquired the Louisiana Purchase, the Floridas, 
and the treaty with Mexico, whereby we acquired the Pacific 
slope, the identical territory we are considering, expressly. pro- 
vided that the inhabitants thereof shall be incorporated into the 
Union of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible 
according to the principles of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr, BATE. I will ask the Senator from what he reads. 

Mr. CLAY. I stated the substance of the treaties, 

Mr. BATE. Does the Senator refer to the Gadsden treaty 
or the Guadalupe-Hidalgo treaty? 

Mr. CLAY. The latter. 

No one will deny that this Government has contracted. with 
the powers from whieh we obtained ceded territory that the 
people residing in such territory should be admitted into the 
American Union at the earliest practicable day, and should 
enjoy all the rights, privileges, and immunities of American 
citizens. Our fathers never thought of acquiring territory, 
either by treaty or conquest, for any other purpose except to be 
organized into States and to be clothed with all the rights and 
powers enjoyed by the original thirteen States. We have kept 
in good faith those sacred promises, with the exception of New 
Mexico and Arizona, and there is no sound reason why we 
should not extend to them the blessings. which we have here- 
tofore extended to all of the territory heretofore acquired. 
Vermont was the first State to come into the Union after the 
formation of our Government with a population of only 85,485. 
and New Mexico now has a population more than four times the 
population of Vermont when admitted into the Union. In- 
diana, the home of the junior Senator from that great State, 
who now so ably protests against the admission of New Mexico 
and Arizona as separate States, came into the Union with only 
24,000 population, while New Mexico has a population of more 
than 300,000. Minnesota came into the Union with a less popu: 
lation than either of the Territories now seeking statehood pos- 


sess. 

Thirty-two States haye been admitted into the Union since 
the organization of our Government, and only six of them had 
a population larger than the population of either New Mexico or 
Arizona. Kentucky, 73,677; Tennessee, 60,000; Ohio, 42,366; 
Louisiana, 76,506; Indiana, 24,520; Mississippi, 75,444; Illinois, 
53,211; Alabama, 127,901; Maine, 298,375; Missouri, 66,586; 
Arkansas, 52,240; Michigan, 160,000; Florida, 72,000; Iowa, 
153,000; Wisconsin, 300,000; California, 92,507; Minnesota, 
172,053; Texas, 150,000. Mark you, the great State of Texas, 
with more than 260,000 square miles of land, came into the 
Union with less population than now reside in either New Mex- 
ico or Arizona. Oregon came into the Union with 52,465; Kan- 
sas, 107,206; West Virginia, 440,000; Nebraska, 122,993; Nevada, 
42,491; Colorado, 122,993; North Dakota, 135,000; South Dakota, 
$28,808; Montana, 132,159; Washington, 340,300; Wyoming, 
60,703, and Utah, 276,746. 

It will thus be seen that we have heretofore admitted into 
the Union twenty-six States with less population than either 
of the Territories now seeking statehood possess. A critical 
examination of our history will clearly show that our policy 
has always been to consult the wishes and interest of the popu- 
lation seeking statehood, and to make small States when desired, 
easily and economically governed, above all keeping in view 
the convenience of the people desiring statehood. 

I have heretofore contended that the only expression by Con- 
gress fixing the qualification for statehood was the ordinance of 
1887, providing that 60,000 inhabitants shall entitle such Terri- 
tory making the application to statehood. It is true that a dif- 
ferent rule was adopted in the admission of Kansas. The Com- 
mittee on Territories contended that admission ought to be 
based on the unit of representation in Congress. that the ‘Terri- 
tory seeking admission should have at least sufficient population 
to entitle such State to one Representative in Congress. 

We have not adhered to it, but on the contrary we have vio- 
lated it in more instances than we have adhered to it. You will 
find that of the States which have been admitted into the Union 
since we adopted the rule in the Kansas case a majority came 
in with less population than was necessary to give such a State 
a Representative in Congress. 

This rule, as I have said, has not been followed, and even 
should it be followed now, New Mexico has sufficient population 
clearly. to entitle her to one Representative in Congress, and 
nearly enough for two. Arizona, according to the census taken 
by the Territory last year, had almost enough population to en- 
title this Territory, if admitted to statehood, and, by this time, 
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in all probability, has ample population for such representation, 
based upon our last census. So that under any rule you may 
lay down, so far as population is concerned, these Territories 
ought to be admitted to statehood. 

It is a serions matter to unite these two Territories, against 
the wishes of the people, residing hundreds of miles apart, to 
call upon them to go to a capital eight or nine hundred miles 
away, placing them at this great inconvenience, when we could 
easily grant to each of them statehood. 

But, I repeat, we have not been governed by this rule since 
it was adopted. Nevada came into the Union with only 42,000 
inhabitants, and at that time the basis of representation was 
over 107,000. 

Idaho, if I remember correctly, came into the Union with a 
population of 82,000, and at that time the basis of representa- 
tion in Congress was 173,000. Wyoming came into the Union 
with only 60,000 people, and the basis of representation in Con- 
gress at that time was about 173,000. We have admitted State 
after State into the Union with less population than required to 
give representation in Congress. Now, why discriminate against 
New Mexico and Arizona? If the majority is determined to 
pass this measure, let us adopt the amendment offered by the 
senior Senator from Ohio, which provides that this union of 
the two Territories as one State must first be approved by a 
majority of the voters of each Territory before such union shall 
take place. These two Territories have existed for fifty years 
as separate and distinct Territories, with different customs, 
habits, laws, different modes of religious worship, and we cer- 
tainly should not unite them unless a majority of inhabitants 
residing in each desire such union. The twentieth section of 
the bill provides that the convention to frame a constitution for 
the two Territories as one State shall consist of 110 delegates, 
66 of which delegates shall be elected from the Territory of 
New Mexico. This is manifestly unjust to Arizona; this would 
give New Mexico a majority of the votes of the convention and 
would enable this Territory to form a constitution in the inter- 
ests of New Mexico and directly against the wishes of the peo- 
ple of Arizona, Antagonisms would spring up that would have 
no ending. New Mexico has a larger yoting population than 
‘Arizona and could adopt a constitution against the wishes of 
every voter in Arizona. New Mexico would have a majority of 
the legislature after the State was organized, and would be able 
to take charge of all three branches of the government, and 
could extend the laws, customs, and religion of New Mexico 
throughout Arizona against the wishes of the people residing 
therein. 

Who can tell what results might follow? This unhappy and 
unnatural union would plant the seeds of hate and animosity, 
resulting in unending strife and probably bloodshed. If this 
union shall be made, and it ought not to be, let us give to each 
Territory an equal representation in the convention, and under 
no circumstances give one the advantage of the other in the 
formation of the organic law of the new State. It will be far 
better to heed the wishes of an overwhelming majority of the 
people residing in each Territory and grant them separate 
statehood. No one residing in either Territory has asked for 
single statehood, provided separate statehood could be obtained. 
The last Republican convention nominating a candidate to rep- 
resent New Mexico in the Fifty-ninth Congress adopted resolu- 
tions in favor of single statehood, and the ‘Democratic con- 
yention did likewise. The Territorial Teachers’ Association, 
representing every section and every important public institu- 
tion of education in Arizona, unanimously adopted resolutions 
in 1904 against union. Well did this association say that the 
differences of educational organization and social conditions, the 
size of the proposed State, and the difficulties of intercommuni- 
cation between the different sections are unanswerable argu- 
ments against such union. The boards of trade, church or- 
ganizations, bar associations, the newspapers, and almost the 
au inhabitants of the two Territories desire separate state- 

ood. 

I have never yet seen a single individual residing in either 
Territory in favor of union, provided they could get single state- 
hood. I lay down the proposition to-day that if we pass this 
measure uniting these people against their wishes, no one will 
ve it except those who fear they can not get statehood with- 
out it. + 

Mr. BATE. I will ask the Senator, in that respect, if I am 
mistaken in understanding that Governor Brodie himself, in a 
strong phrase, states that he has not met a single individual in 
favor of the combination of the two States? 

Mr. CLAY. I have so understood; and the present Delegate 
in Congress, in a very able speech—a speech that ought to have 
given him a renomination—said he accepted the bill reluctantly, 
accepted it with shame and with humiliation, . 


“T do not want it. I have been begging for bread for years 
and years. You would not give me bread. You have now given 
me a half loaf, and I accept that half, because I am starving 
for statehood, and can not get anything else.” 

Such legislation, in my opinion, is not in keeping with our 
free republican institutions. In a Government like ours we 
ought to consult the people to be affected by such legislation. I 
think it would be extremely unfortunate to pass this measure 
and force these people to unite against their will. 

When we join these Territories together and form this un- 
natural and undesirable union we do so against the protest of 
the entire inhabitants of the Territories. We forever destroy 
many of the customs, habits, and laws dear to the people re- 
siding in those Territories. We fix the basis for an intermin- 
able feud between different races, when all of this could be 
avoided by granting simple justice to each Territory. We 
violate party pledges. We crush hopes so long cherished. We 
most seriously disappoint an intelligent, conservative, and patri- 
otic people by denying to them the same blessings which we 
have granted to others seeking at the hands of Congress to be- 
come members of this Union. Heretofore, when other Terri- 
tories have knocked at the door of Congress asking for admis- 
sion, we heeded their demands. They were admitted into the 
Union. Now, why make this discrimination against New Mexico 
and Arizona? For one, I will not be a party to it. This great 
Government can not afford to violate its own plighted faith 
and force a policy on these Territories against their will. I 
believe we will consult their interest and heed their wishes. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee if other Senators opposed to the bill are ready to speak 
to-day? 

Mr. BATE. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
we have none who wish to go on just now. I understood that 
the Senator from Minnesota himself would like to make some 
remarks. We shall be pleased to hear from his side. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not want to interfere with any other 
speaker. 

Mr. BATE. You will not, I assure you; and we shall be 
pleased to hear you. 

Mr. NELSCN. Mr. President, for a moment and in rather a 
perfunctory way, I propose briefly to reply to some of the argu- 
ments advanced by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] and 
in part advanced by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Snimons]. Before doing so, however, I wish to call attention 
to some of the statements made by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Cray]. 

A majority of the people of New Mexico, he states, if they 
can not get single statehood, want joint statehood. But there 
are a large number of people in New Mexico who prefer joint 
statehood to any other statehood. There is quite an element 
that does not want any statehood at all; and to support this 
statement I ask the Secretary to read a portion of an article, 
which I have marked, from the Albuquerque Morning Journal, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., January 10, 1905. I may say that I do 
not know what the politics of this paper is—whether it is Re- 
publican or Democratic. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it is wise, it is Democratic; if it is other- 
wise, it is Republican. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NEW MEXICO STANDS PAT FOR JOINT STATEHOOD—GENERAL CANVASS OF 
ENTIRE TERRITORY MADE BY THE MORNING JOURNAL SHOWS THAT 85 
PER CENT OF THE PEOPLE OF TOWNS PREFER UNION WITIL ARIZONA TO 
REMAINING A TERRITORY. 

From a careful canvass made of Albuquerque and the other larger 
towns of New Mexico by the Morning Journal, embracing business and 
rofessional men, stockmen, farmers, and mining men—excluding poli- 
iclans—it is shown finally and conclusively that the agitation in 

Santa Fe and elsewhere against joint statehood originates in a very 

small ring of men, who are o not only to statehood with Arizona, 

but to statehood of any kind, and who propose to say New Mexico a 

Territory as long as possible. This canvass shows that the statements 

made by Governor Otero in his annual report mage 4 one or two news- 

papers in Territory are not well founded. ‘The majority of the 
people of this Terri are In favor of statehood of any k in pref- 
erence to remaining a itory. They would rather have single state- 
hood, but failing that they would gladly accept joint statehood. 

There are a considerable number who flatly and openly express their 

preference to joint statehbod, while there are others who are flatly and 

— . indifferent, The people may be divided into the following 


saes : 

An overwhelming rity would like to have single statehood, but 
failing of that would willing to accept and would vote for joint 
statehood with Arizona. 

A large number who favor joint statehood alone and who would be 
against single statehood. 

A considerable number who declare for single statehood only and who 
say they would vote against joint statehood. 
A small ring o£ pol ticians and their followers who are 5 to 
int stateh a who would be opposed to single stateh should 


e issue come before 
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The Mo ‘Journal has ascertained that in Santa Fe, where the 
opposition to joint statehood has its center, enemies of the joint state- 
hood bill, in an effort to get signers to a telegram of protest, failed to 
get a dozen ie Oe ae aside from office holders under the Territorial 

‘overnment. m the other hand, friends of the bill were able in an 

our to get the signatures of practically every business man in Santa 
Fe, numbering something over 150, to a telegram indorsing the joint 
statehood bill. This proves conclusively that the majority of the peo- 
ple of the capital, the hot bed of the opposition, favor the joint bill. 

Mr. NELSON. A part of the argument of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Simmons], as well as of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], in opposition to uniting Arizona and New 
Mexico as one State was based upon the provisions of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo made with Mexico in 1848, by which this 
territory was ceded to us. The Senators argued that we had no 
right, at least no moral right, under the provisions of that 
treaty to unite these two Territories into one State. The only 
Provision of that treaty which bears at all upon the subject is 
article 9, which is as follows: 

The Mexicans who, in the Territories aforesaid, shall not preserve 
the character of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with 
what is stipulated in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into 
the Union of the United States, and be admitted at the proper time (to 
be judged of by the Congress of the United States) to the enjoyment of 
all the rights of citizens of the United States, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution; and in the meantime shall fe maintained 
and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property, and 
secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 

Now, this is all there is in that treaty which bears on this 
subject; and if you construe it in the most liberal manner pos- 
sible it simply amounts to this, that at some time in the future, 
wholly in the discretion of Congress, we will admit this Terri- 
tory into the Union as a State or States, without specifying any- 
thing in reference to the particular size of the State or States. 
There is nothing in this article that can be used as an argument 
why we have not the right—the moral right, I mean, as distin- 
guished from the legal right—to unite these two Territories into 
one State. i 

By this treaty we secured not only what is now the State of 
California, but what is now the States of Utah and Nevada, as 
well as the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico. By a sup- 
plemental treaty in 1853 we secured in the southern part of 
Arizona, to straighten our boundary, a little strip of land com- 
monly called the “ Gadsden Purchase,” which is marked on the 
map yonder on the wall [indicating]. There is nothing in 
that except it stipulates that this article 9 shall remain in force. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me farfetched in the extreme 
to use this article as a basis for an argument against the joining 
of these two Territories into one State. 

Another suggestion was made by the Senator from Idaho yes- 
terday, and when he made it I felt like interrupting him, but as 
a rule I never like to interrupt speakers in the midst of an argu- 
ment. However, I think he inadvertently fell into an error and 
I desire to correct it. It was in reference to the matter of Okla- 
homa and Indian Territory. I will give what he stated in sub- 
stance. I can only give the substance of it; I will not under- 
take to quote his words. If I understood him correctly, he 
stated that Oklahoma was clearly entitled to statehood and 
ought to be admitted alone, but as to Indian Territory he 
thought that that was not quite fit and that it ought to remain 
outside for a longer period. . 

Now, in respect to the last part of his statement particularly, 
I desire to draw the attention of the Senate. If there is any 
portion of these four Territories that now needs statehood more 
than any other, it is the people of Indian Territory. People form 
a misapprehension because of the name. They think that that 
Territory is settled by the members of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
As a matter of fact, Indian Territory has to-day a population of 
upward of 600,000 people, I think. Over four-fifths, I think 
five-sixths, of that population are white people. At least four- 
fifths are white people of the same character and the same 
abilities and the same energy as the people of Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory. The people of Oklahoma Territory have a Territorial 
government. They have a governor and a secretary of that Ter- 
ritory. They have a legislature and they have all the para- 
phernalia that appertains to an embryo State government. But 
the four or five hundred thousand white people in Indian Terri- 
tory are to-day utterly helpless. Mr. President, outside of a 
few of the municipalities, a few of the incorporated towns, 
where they have organized local municipal governments and 
have established schools, they have no government in that Ter- 
ritory except what little they have under the Federal courts 
and the court commissioners. They have no means by which 
they can provide themselves with public schools except by pri- 
vate subscription. Those people have come in there with the 
permission of the Indians and leased lands and deyeloped the 
country and made Indian Territory to-day as prosperous and 
as goed a country as Oklahoma Territory. And it is a most 


valuable Territory. I called attention to the fact two years 
ago in my discussion before the Senate that that Territory is 
not only possessed of a large and valuable agricultural area, 
but that it has a fine body of forest in the southern part, if I 
remember aright, in the Choctaw Reseryation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me on that point? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would not interrupt the Senator except 
that he is passing the point. I would inquire by what tenure 
the white people are in the Indian Territory; -if they are not 
merely there as lessees of Indian lands under conditions where 
they can never acquire title to them or become permanent resi- 
dents? 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to reply to the Senator by saying that 
while in the past most of them, nearly all of them, except those 
who have acquired title to their lots in incorporated towns, are 
there as lessees, they have come there by permission of the 
Indians and by permission of the Interior Department and have 
settled and developed that country. 

Now, we have about completed our system of allotments in 
that country; that is, the great work of taking the estate of 
the five Indian nations has been nearly accomplished. The 
land has been allotted to those Indians in severalty. There is 
a restriction upon their homestead allotments in most cases of 
40 acres, in one case óf 160 acres; but practically a large share 
of the restrictions have been removed, so that by the time this 
law could become effective as to Oklahoma and Indian Ter- 
ritory, in March, 1906, those lands aside from the homestead 
allotments to the Indians would be in market and could be 
secured by actual settlers. 

In addition to developing the agricultural lands, the people 
have gone in there as lessees to develop their coal lands. They 
have valuable coal mines and other minerals in that country. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to correct the Senator. Un- 
less we amend it, there would be no chance for homestead set- 
tlers to get in there. The best land now by various devices is 
in the hands of lessees or pretended lessees. They have posses- 
sion. The land is being allotted to the Indians, and through 
processes they have there, by collecting thirty or forty Indians 
together, they make an arrangement with them. They take 
them to the land office or take them to the Commission of the 
Five Tribes, and they take a lease on them for five years at 
from thirty to sixty dollars a year for.a piece of land worth 
probably $500 or $1,000 a year. Now, they are in possession. 
The Indians are not in possession. By the law they can get the 
lease, The Commissioners make a deed, which isexecuted by the 
chief of the nation, the governor of the tribe. The deeds are 
being executed now, and one year from now they can sell, as 
they will, for a mere nominal sum, because they are really in 
the hands of these speculators. All the lands, that is, the best 
of them, will fall into the hands of speculators. Consequently, 
if in the passage of this law there is any anticipation that any, 
portion of this land is going to get in the hands of actual set- 
tlers, who will cultivate their own land, it will be a misappre- 
hension. If there is not something done the lands will be held 
by a few and the Indians will have nothing; they will be pau- 
perized. The lands will then be leased to whoever will be will- 
ing to take the lease. The people will be very unwilling to take 
leases there because they will be in a very unpleasant neighbor- 
hood to live. The Indians will be troublesome; they will be 
paupers. If you let the thing go on as it is now I should be very 
much opposed to making it into a State or doing anything with 
them, unless we can provide some way to protect those Indians 
and protect persons who desire to make homes there. 

Mr. NELSON. As I understand the drift of the Senator's 
argument, he prefers—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The statement of the Senator from Nevada 
as to the condition of the Indians there is rather startling. I 
should like to inquire of the Senator how much, if any, of this 
situation is due to the removal of the restriction from their 
power of alienation? 

Mr. STEWART. In the last appropriation act? 

Mr. SPOONER. In the last appropriation act. 

Mr. STEWART. A part of it is due to that. Unfortunately 
the committee did not understand the situation or it would not 
have allowed the restriction to be removed to the extent it was 
done. It was to be allowed under such regulations as the See- 
retary of the Interior may prescribe. He has prescribed regu- 
lations which are not effective, because having selected their 
lands and made their arrangements to purchase them when they 
get the right to purchase them they find that the land has been 
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leased. The system of leasing has prevented the provision of 
that act from going into effect, by which bona fide settlers might 
have gotten possession. The right is not sufficiently guarded. 
It is not appraised before it is sold, and it is not properly 
guarded. But the restrictions are removed from others, which 
was premature. Those restrictions do not apply until they have 
something to sell, and they can not sell it until they have had it 
allotted to them and get their deeds. The Curtis Act provided 
that after they get their deeds, in one year from that time, they 
can sell the same as anybody else. But there was a previous 
act to the act of last year which applied to only a part of the 
Indians and allowed them to lease for five years. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Is there not a restraint in regard to the aliena- 
tion of a homestead? The owners of the homesteads are not 
allowed to sell for a number of years. 

Mr. STEWART. For twenty-one years, and they must have 
40 acres. But they are leasing their homesteads. So they are 
not very valuable as homesteads. 

Mr. BERRY. Was not the removal of the restriction only 
from the negroes under the last appropriation act? Did it not 
apply only to the land that was given the negroes? Did it apply 
to Indian lands? - 

Mr. STEWART. No; it was only removed as to them, and 
the effect of that removal upon the negroes was very apparent. 
When I first entered the Territory I observed negroes driving 
fine equipages. One in particular had two cream-colored horses 
as pretty as you ever saw and a Brewster buggy. The negro 
and his wife were dressed up in the finest fashion and driving 
through the streets. I asked how that was; nobody else was 
riding in such style in the Indian Territory. I have not seen it 
in any other Territory. It was the finest equipage I had seen 
for years in the West. This is how it was: The negro had a 
good piece of land. He sold it for a good price and invested 
it in this way; and in a month he will have nothing. That will 
be the whole of it. That is an illustration of the way they 
squander their money. I observed it with regard to most of 
the negroes who sell their lands, squander their money on gew- 
gaws and foolish things, and it really does them no good. 
They are not capable of managing their own affairs, whoever 
may be to blame for it. I am to blame for it to some extent, 
because I ought to haye gone down there before. I regret that 
I did not. The condition of things there is such that if we 
pass this bill, or if we do nothing, the great mass of the good 
lands will fall into the hands of a few speculators, and it will 
be 2 country of lessees and not of actual settlers. My anxiety 
is that some law shall be passed whereby actual settlers can 
obtain a foothold. 

I have prepared an amendment and offered it to this bill 
which it seems to me will effect a cure, and the Department of 
the Interior have also prepared a bill which I have introduced 
and had referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator from Nevada intend that 
the Senate shall understand that the Interior Department pre- 
pared a bill that abolishes the administration of the estates of 
decedents and minors in the courts of that country and sub- 
jects them to the arbitrary will and disposition of an appointee? 

Mr. STEWART. We certainly have a bill that does that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the Interior Department prepare that 
bill? 

Mr. STEWART. One of them. If you will come before the 
committee to-morrow morning and hear the discussion you will 
see the two bills. 7 

Mr. BAILEY. Doubtless I would be enlightened but not con- 
vinced by what occurs. : 

Mr. STEWART. But I am not convinced that the present 
condition of things is not reprehensible. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator 

Mr. STEWART. Let us look—— 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me 
just a moment—— 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. .I agree with the Senator from Nevada that 
there is now much, and that there has for a long time been 
much in the Indian Territory to criticise, but the Senator from 
Nevada and many other Senators in this body make a grave 
mistake in charging that practically everything there is tainted 
with fraud and injustice. Those people are my neighbors. A 
very narrow stream separates that Indian country from the 
State of Texas. Many of them were formerly my constituents 


and my friends; and I undertake to say that a more honorable 
and upright set of men have never yet settled a new State in 
the history of this Union. While some of them, from all sec- 
tions, do prey upon the helpless Indian, that is not true of even 
a large percentage of those people. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not pretend to say how large a per- 
centage of good people are there. There are some six or seven 
hundred thousand of them. A great majority of them are 
undoubtedly good people. I am speaking of the men who are 
getting the land under these leases. I am speaking of such 
men as Cobb, who told me he had gotten 120,000 acres in nine 
months. I found that a great many of them were engaged in 
that business. I am speaking of them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does not the Senator believe, though, that 
under the law as it now stands, by a proper procedure in the 
courts, those leases could be vacated? 

Mr. STEWART. Not in time to effect any good. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator, then, permit me to ask him 
a further question? 

Mr. STEWART. I have provided for it in my amendment 
and made it the duty of the superintendent to examine them, 
and if he is not satisfied, to proceed in the court and have an 
investigation made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to 
inquire if he thinks as a matter of law that Congress can de- 
stroy a lease already entered into between parties? 

Mr. STEWART. Well, it can not. 

Mr. BAILBY. Then, as a matter of fact, about the only way 
to reach and set aside these fraudulent leases, and therefore 
yoid leases, is to resort to the court. a 

Mr. STEWART. In my amendment I provide for that very 
thing. First, I provide for a superintendent to have the cases 
investigated, and if he thinks they ought to be investigated be- 
fore a court—that is, if there is anything wrong, inadequate 
consideration, fraudulent or undue influence—he is to resort to 
the court. 

Now, with regard to the administration of the estates of 
these Indians, I found this condition of things under the 
Arkansas law: They were appointing guardians of the prop- 
erty. At Tishomingo the governor and some of the leading. 
Indians were there, and they came and asked us if that could 
be done. They had taken the Indians into guardianship and 
they then had the allotments leased. I have not examined it, 
but that is the claim down there. It goes through probate pro- 
ceedings. I was told that they sell the land for the benefit of 
the estate by the order of the court. They are working very 
hard to get hold of the estates of deceased persons. Whether 
that has succeeded or not, I was told that they are going around 
and hunting up the estates of deceased Indians, because when 
sold under the order of the probate court they would get com- 
plete title, free from the limitation of the Indian title. There 
is and has been great anxiety to get hold of those estates, That 
ought not to be. Under the amendment which I have proposed 
there can be judicial officers appointed for the Indians. I do 
not believe that the same probate system is applicable to In- 
dians as to white people, because there are many Indians whose 
estates and persons ought to be taken care of; Indians who 
can not take care of their own property who will need guard- 
ians, and so forth, appointed under different rules from those 
relating to the whites. When a white person's property is ad- 
ministered upon and sold under order of the court, of course, 
the title ought to be completed and perfected. - I do not think 
the Arkansas law was ever made with a view to the case of the 
Indians, and consequently provision has been made for such 
cases. I do not like the Department bill as well as I do my 
amendment. I have followed it along and attempted to have 
no provision in my amendment that would prevent a man from 
having his day in court. I do not believe in proceeding with- 
out due process of law. I am willing that my amendment shall 
be amended if there is any place where that right is infringed 
upon, 

Mr. BATE. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion, as he seems to be familiar with this subject. What be- 
comes of the title of the Indians? The Indians have no right 
to give it away. 

Mr. STEWART. The Indian title is ended. 

Mr. BATH. But the tribal relations still exist. 

Mr. STEWART. Tribal relations terminate on the 4th of 
March, 1906. 

Mr. BATE. By what authority? 

Mr. STEWART. By the authority of treaties made between 


the Indians and the United States. That is all agreed to and 
provided for. 

Mr. BATE. Only as to part of them. 

Mr. STEWART. As to all. They have all agreed to the sev- 
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erance of the tribal relations and to the allotment and segrega- 
tion of their lands. 

Mr. BATE. How was that brought about? 

Mr. STEWART. By treaties with them and contracts made 
with them, which have been enacted into law. 

Mr. BATE. But still, Mr. President, the tribal relations exist 
to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; they exist to-day. 

Mr. BATE. Then the Indians are the owners of the land? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly; but they have agreed to have 
the lands sold and allotted. ‘ 

Mr. BATE. But to-day they are the owners of that land, 
and we are proposing to act as if the tribal relations had been 
severed and the allotments had been made. 

Mr. STEWART. They have agreed to this modification. 
They would still be the owners of the land. 

Mr. BATE. They have not parted with their title, then? 

Mr. STEWART, No; but they are trying to do so. 

Mr. BATE. The tribal relations still exist. 

Mr. STEWART. But the Indians have agreed that the allot- 
ments shall go on, and the allotments they have agreed to have 
been deeded, and they are making deeds now. 

Mr. BATE. That, of course, does not carry with it the title 
until it is consummated. True, such deeds might be placed in 
escrow. 

Mr. STEWART. That would carry with it the title after the 
passage of the law. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I will now resume the thread 
of my remarks, which were interrupted by the inquiry of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

First of all, I want to state to Senators that they are very 
much mistaken as to the character of this population. As I have 
already stated, I think that five-sixths of the population of 
Indian Territory is composed of white people, equal to those to 
be found in the Territory of Oklahoma or anywhere in this 
country. The remainder of the people, what are known as mem- 
bers of the Five Civilized Tribes, consist of between eighty and 
ninety thousand. I am not sure of the exact figures, but out of 
that eighty or ninety thousand there are only about twenty or 
twenty-five thousand who are full-blooded Indians. The bal- 
ance consists partly of diluted Indians—largely diluted with 
white blood. Then there is a class belonging to the tribes who 
have no Indian blood in them at all. They have become mem- 
bers of the tribes by adoption or by intermarriage. Then there 
are quasi members belonging to the tribes who are descend- 
ants of freedmen, or are themselves freedmen. So that, prac- 
tically, in the Indian Territory to-day we can say that at the 
utmost, in all that large population of upwards of 600,000, there 
are only about 25,000 real Indians—not any more than are to 
be found in the Territory of Oklahoma to-day. 

The proposed law in respect to Oklahoma and Indian Terri- 
tory will not become effective, even if it be passed, until they 
adopt a constitution, the people ratify it, and the President 
issues his proclamation. They do not become a State until 
March, 1906. By that time the tribal governments are to 
cease; the Indians will have become citizens of the United 
States, and they will have their allotments of land in severalty. 

I have already gone over, both in my remarks two years ago 
and in my remarks when this bill was first called up in the Sen- 
ate at this session, the question of allotments. The bulk of 
allotments of most of the tribes has been completed. I shall 
not go into that question any more in detail at this time; but 
I want to say that I think by March, 1906, the allotments will 
have been practically completed, and by that time the tribal 
governments will have ceased, the Indians will be citizens of 
the United States, and their condition in respect to their real 
estate will be this: Under the laws and treaties which have 
been adopted they got two classes of allotments. One was 
known as homestead and the other as not homestead. The 
homestead allotment in case of four of the tribes, if I remember 
correctly, was a 40-acre allotment, in some cases an absolute 
40 acres, in other cases 40 acres based upon valuation, and in 
another case a homestead allotment as to one tribe, which I 
think was the Cherokee, of a 160-acre allotment. 

In respect to the so-called homestead allotments, they are 
inalienable, untaxable, and unencumberable for a period of 
twenty-one years, with the exception of the case of the Semi- 
noles, whose homesteads are inalienable in perpetuity. 

In respect to the other lands, in most cases there was a 
limitation of the power of sale for five years after allotment. 
In one case there was a limitation so that such a proportion 
might be sold in one year, such a proportion in two years, and 
such a proportion in three years. But this whole thing was 
changed by a paragraph in the Indian appropriation act which 
passed at the last session of Congress, Under that paragraph, 


which I quoted in my remarks the other day, and which I will 
not reiterate to-day in terms, to a large extent as to all the 
other lands except homesteads—the homesteads that I have 
described—and as to lands owned by minors, the restriction 
on alienation is absolutely removed except as to those of In- 
dian blood, and as to those of Indian blood the restriction can 
be removed at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 
That is the condition. 

My heart goes out to those half million people in the Indian 
Territory who are to-day without any government. They do 
not now enjoy the advantages which the people of Arizona, 
of New Mexico, and of Oklahoma enjoy. They are there to- 
day, outside of the incorporated towns, to a large extent as 
tenants. In the towns which have been incorporated, the lots 
have been sold, in which case they have secured title to their 
lots; but outside of the towns they hold as tenants in some 
form. They are there- by permission of the Indians and by 
the permission of the Interior Department. They have made 
that a wealthy and prosperous country, more prosperous than 
it ever could have been if it had been left to these eighty or 
ninety thousand members of the Five Civilized Tribes. For the 
good of all those people they need State government above any- 
thing else, and they need it to a far greater and more urgent 
extent than is the case with the people of any of the other Ter- 
ritories. 

Under those circumstances the people of Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma are to-day agreed almost unanimously to become 
united as one State, and I submit to the Senate with that popu- 
lation and those resources and that area we ought to grant 
their request. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not subscribe to the Senator’s statement 
that the people of these two Territories are practically unani- 
mous in their desire for single statehood. I think if they were 
offered joint statehood or separate statehood a majority of each 
Territory would prefer separate statehood, but I have no pur- 
pose of entering into a debate of that kind now. 

What I rose to ask the Senator was, if he does not think it 
would be an excellent idea, if these Territories are now to be 
united into one State, that we should begin by wiping out the 
old lines of separation between them? If they are admitted, 
and the bill admitting them begins to perpetuate the old divid- 
ing line, as it does in its provisions as respects the court, that 
dividing line will grow deeper and wider with the years—a new 
Mason and Dixon’s line, as it were—with respect to this particu- 
lar State. If the committee could provide a way to divide that 
Territory into two judicial districts, making the line run north 
and south, without reference to the old line between the two 
Territories, I believe it would perform a useful and more than a 
mere sentimental service. 

I am not myself sure, but it seems to me that there are section 
lines—that is, lines of the sections of land—and that those sec- 
tional lines are in some cases coincident with the lines of the 
counties, and I ask if it would not be practicable for the com- 
mittee to re-form its present provision with reference to the ju- 
dicial districts and make the lines run north and south? 

I am opposed to uniting those Territories, but if they are to 
be united politically I should rejoice to see them united as thor- 
oughly as possible in every other way. We can do for them an 
excellent service by completely effacing that line which has sep- 
arated the two Territories; and I ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota if that is not possible? 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator want a reply? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. I was asking for information. 

Mr. NELSON. I will say to the Senator that it is only in this 
one respect—in providing for the establishment of two judicial 
districts—that the bill adheres to the line between the two Ter- 
ritories. Now, speaking for myself—and I have no right to 
speak for anybody else on this proposition—I can say that I do 
not feel sufficiently advised as to whether any change should be 
made in this particular; or, if a change should be made, what 
would be the proper line. The way I look at the question is 
this: Under this bill, if it becomes a law, those people would be 
entitled to elect Members of Congress at the time they ratified 
the constitution, and the State would be admitted into the 
Union—assuming that everything transpired as contemplated— 
in March, 1906. They will then have their Members of Congress 
elected, and they will come here with two Senators and five 
Representatives, who will be better prepared than, I think, our 
committee is to-day to say what the proper dividing line be- 
tween the two judicial districts should be. I think when their 
five Representatives and two Senators come here to Congress 
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and desire this division they would know better than we the 
proper. line, and I have no doubt that Congress would give it, 
for it would be only a question of changing the boundaries of 
two judicial districts. 

Mr. BAILEY. The trouble with that is that we are initiating 
a division and recognizing it. That is going to be followed to a 
practical certainty by the election of one Senator from what is 
now embraced in the Territory of Oklahoma, and the other from 
what is now embraced in Indian Territory. I would, if possible, 
like to see that line of separation, or demarcation we will call 
it, effaced. The Senator from Minnesota practically admits that 
it is an arbitrary one now, adopted without reference to the 
population or to the convenience to be served, and adopted sim- 
ply because it is an established one and saves us the trouble of 
establishing a better one, 

The Senator will understand, of course, that I make no com- 
plaint against the committee. I have no doubt that if I had 
been a member of the committee, further removed from those 
people than I am, I would have accepted that not only as a con- 
venient but as a somewhat natural division of the new State 
into judicial districts; but knowing, as I do, that there is in 
both those Territories to-day a strong disposition to treat them 
as made up of two separate parts, using the old present dividing 
line, I think it is important that it be effaced as rapidly as pos- 
sible. I should like to see this bill pass without anything in it 
to indicate that we had done violence to those two Territories 
by compelling them to unite. 

That is not the only particular in which this bill is absurd. 
The provision with reference to the judicial districts is not an 
absurdity, but you have an absurdity in the bill with reference 
to prohibition. You have in this bill a provision that prohibits 
the sale of liquor in what is now the Indian Territory and per- 
mits it in what is now the Territory of Oklahoma, thus apply- 
ing a rule to them as separate entities. Yet the Senator from 
Minnesota is not unmindful of the fact that in this division 
throughout which the sale of liquor is now prohibited there is 
not a single blanket Indian to-day, whereas in Oklahoma there 
are seventeen or cighteen thousand blanket Indians. I presume, 
however, that the committee has taken the precaution to in- 
clude within the prohibition district the present grazing reser- 
vations of the Kiowa and Comanche Indian tribes, because in 
those districts are practically the entire population of blanket 
Indians to be included within the boundaries of the new State. 

Of course, so far as I am concerned, independently of how ex- 
tensive the committee make this prohibition, I would never vote 
that the Federal Government should regulate the sale of liquor 
in any Commonwealth of this Union. I think if there is any 
purely domestic matter with which the State, and the State 
only, ought to deal, it is the question of permitting or prohibit- 
ing the sale of whisky. But assuming that that amendment will 
be adopted—and it never could have been assumed a few years 
ago that Congress would by condition assume to control a purely 
domestic arrangement in a State—but assuming that the amend- 
ment which now appears in the bill will be adopted, you will 
have two important provisions still perpetuating the lines which, 
when Territories, divided these two entities, and continuing that 
division line when they both are merged into one State. . 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, in reference to the last pro- 
vision to which the Senator from Texas has called attention, I 
will say that that is not an arbitrary matter. I think I may 
say justly that that provision was incorporated because of 
obligations under old treaties with the Five Civilized Tribes, 
not for the purpose of perpetuating an arbitrary line or segre- 
gating the people of the Indian Territory from Oklahoma, but 
rather because of our obligations under former treaties to pre- 
vent the sale of liquor in that Territory. 

There are different views in regard to the matter. There 
are some who claim that we never ought to allow the sale of 
liquor in the Territory, and some who have insisted upon a 
twenty-one years’ limit. The committee finally came to the 
conclusion that at the end of ten years the Indians of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, in respect to the question of drinking intoxi- 
cating liquors, would be able to take care of themselves, and 
would be upon a footing with the other people of the Territory. 
That is all there is of it. The committee may have erred in its 
conclusions, but that is the reason for making the distinction 
between the two Territories. 

Mr. BAILEY. In speaking of the obligation of the Govern- 


ment to prevent the sale of liquor in the Indian country, the 
Senator refers, of course, to the same treaties under which the 
Government guaranteed the perpetual possession of that land 
to those Indians. They not only had a treaty right to that 
land, but, as to the Choctaws, they had a solemn deed executed 
by this Government, and the covenant of that deed was that 
they and their descendants should possess and occupy that land 


as long as the grass grows and the water runs and the sun 
shines. Now, in view of the fact that the Government has not 
respected that solemn covenant to hold the Indians in posses- 
sion of their land, it seems a little strange that we should 
stretch the powers of the Government again to establish a 
Federal prohibitory law over one-half of what is to become a 


į sovereign State. 


Mr. NELSON. I do not care to go into any detailed discus- 
sion in respect to that question. It is to my mind largely a 
moral question upon which Senators may well differ. Tech- 
nically, in admitting that Territory as a State, we have a right 
to do what we see fit in the matter. We have a right to enact 
legislation with that prohibition in it or have a right to leave 
it out. But the inclusion of the provision is a yielding to the 
moral sense of the community that we ought, for the protection 
of the Indian, to put in this restriction, this prohibition period of 
ten years. 

I will not undertake to argue with the Senator whether that 
moral sentiment is well grounded or not. You may apply to it 
the old Latin maxim “De gustibus non est disputandum ”— 
there is no accounting for tastes. So in respect to this matter. 
There are a good many people who believe that we ought not 
to have any restriction; that when we provide that no liquor 
shall be sold to the Indian that is the extent of the inhibition 
the bill ought to contain. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield in a moment, if the Seantor will 
allow me. d 

There are others who think that these Indians, these members 
of the tribes, are still in a measure our wards, and for their 
protection, not for any other reason, we ought to have this lim- 
ited ten-year prohibition. Now I yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to ask a question of 
the Senator. He said we have a right to put in this bill this 
amendment or to leave it out. I want to ask the Senator if he 
believes, if that provision should be put in the law and that Ter- 
ritory should come in as a State, it would have the slightest 
binding effect upon the new State? It has been held over and 
over again, if the Senator will pardon me, that whatever condi- 
tions may be imposed as to its admission, when a State is once 
admitted to this Union that State becomes a sovereign, the peer 
of all the other sovereigns, and there can be no condition ap- 
plied to one State that will not equally apply to another or to 
all of them. So I would like to ask the Senator if he thinks the 
provision would be worth anything if put in the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. I think Congress has the power to impose 
such a restriction, but whether it will be of any practical value 
is hardly for me to say. If the people of the Indian Territory 
are as good as the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry], and I be- 
lieve they are, they will no doubt take great pleasure in enfore- 
ing that provision and see that no liquor is sold during the ten- 
year period. If they are a lawless set, determined to disregard 
ay and constitution, then the provision may be of no practical 
value. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
mterrupt him again 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator is not answering my question, 
but evading it. The question is not how good the people there 
are or whether or not they would be pleased with the amend- 
ment; they may choose to adopt it heartily and unanimously ; 
but the question is whether it would be worth a cent and 
whether it would have any binding force whatever upon those 
people. Even if they proceed to enact a prohibition law, 
would it not have to be done upon their own motion and in 
their right as a sovereign State, and not on account of anything 
you may put in this bill? 

Mr. NELSON. This is a provision that we require them to 
incorporate in the constitution of the new State 

Mr. MONEY. That would not make any difference. 

Mr. NELSON. As a requisite for admission into the Union. 
I take it that the provision of a constitution of that kind, under 
such circumstances, would be binding. However, there are 
better constitutional lawyers in this body than I am, and I am 
quite willing to submit this proposition to their judgment in- 
stead of my own. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Minnesota 
will permit me—— 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Texas? 
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Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi 
IMr. Money] that the very injustice of this amendment is that 
it requires the constitutional convention in the new State to in- 
corporate this prohibition provision in the constitution before it 
can be admitted to the Union. Undoubtedly the Senator from 
Mississippi is eminently correct when he says that the new 
State could take this provision out of its constitution, notwith- 
standing it is a condition imposed; but the trouble of it is that 
in order to take it out the State would be compelled to amend 
its constitution, and it would be compelled in that way to have 
the unusual vote required for a constitutional amendment, 
whereas if it were intended simply to require the new State to 
incorporate this provision in a statute, a bare majority could 
repeal it. Notwithstanding the requirement that the prohibi- 
tion provision be incorporated in its constitution, the new State 
could undoubtedly repeal that or any other constitutional: pro- 
vison, but it would take the unusual majority. That is the 
injustice of a Federal law imposing upon a new State a domes- 
tie arrangement as a condition of its admission to the Union. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think in every act admitting 
a Territory to be a State since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the present time there has been in such act what is 
called a “compact” between the State which is to be formed 
and the General Government—that is, that the State in forming 
its constitution shall put into it certain things with relation to 
land, with relation to taxation, and various subjects. Now, I 
do not understand that in requiring in this bill that the new 
State shall pass prohibition laws, there is any difference between 
that in principle and what we have required all Territories to do 
when they came into the United States—make a certain agree- 
ment with the United States that they will do this or they will 
not do that. 

Whether there is any remedy in case the State violates that 
is another question. We required the State of Utah to put into 
its constitution an agreement that it would pass laws forever 
prohibiting polygamy in the State, and I do not think that that 
stands on any different ground from what we are requiring here. 
But if Utah refuses to keep its compact in any particular, or any 
State which has made a compact refuses to keep it, whether or 
not e United States has any remedy is an entirely different 
question. : 

However, we are doing nothing unusual here. I do not sup- 
pose we can exclude a State after we have once admitted it, 
even if it does not keep its compact, and I do not know any way 
in which we.can reach the question. But it seems to me we are 
doing nothing unusual here. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think we are doing not only an unusual, but 
an unprecedented thing here, and I think the Senator from Con- 
necticut, upon reflection, will not stand on his proposition that 
the sale of liquor is upon a level with the practice of polygamy. 

Mr PLATT of Connecticut. Not in enormity or turpitude. I 
agree to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then that itself might be such an extreme 
case as that Congress felt justified in imposing upon the State 
of Utah that condition. 

The Senator from Connecticut, while not asserting it, does 
not deny my proposition that if the State of Utah had seen fit, 
after once” being proclaimed a State of this Union, to repeal 
that prohibition against polygamy, the Federal Government 
would have been powerless to prevent it, and the only recourse 
for the Federal Government would have been the exercise of 
power to deny to the representatives of Utah admission to the 
House and to the Senate. 

But if it had been another matter, like the sale of liquor, a 
purely police regulation, the Federal Government would not 
dare to go to the extreme of denying representatives from a 
State in the Union admission to the House and to the Senate, 
because that State in the exercise of its sovereign power had 
chosen to deal in her own way with a police regulation affecting 
her own people. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BAILBY. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to ask the distinguished Senator from 


Texas if it is not true that the police power is an inalienable 
one; that no community can grant it or divorce itself from it? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator is clearly right. 

Mr. MONEY. It is a necessity for the life of the community 
that it shall exercise the police power, and it can not grant it 
away or bargain it away. 

Mr. BAILEY. And it would be an anomaly under our sys- 
tem of government for a State of this Union to be incapable of 
exercising its police powers. 

I venture to suggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
there is a wide difference between the prohibition of the sale of 
liquor and the prohibition of plural marriages. In my opinion 
the sale of liquor at most goes only to the question of the peace 
and good order of a community where it is sold or prohibited, 
while the permission of plural marriage goes to the very foun- 
dation of the Government itself, or goes rather to the purity of 
the home, which goes deeper even than the question of an or- 
ganized government, and it might be permissible for Congress 
to impose a condition like that to take, as it were, a kind of 
bond for good behavior. s 

Mr. SPOONER. Has it that power? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ah, the Senator did not watch what I said 
with his usual attention. I said it might be permissible. I do 
not think it is. I do not think the Federal Government has the 
power to impose upon any State, admitted or to be admitted, 
its will in respect of the domestic affairs of that State. 

But I am not willing to allow the statement to pass unchal- 
lenged that the prohibition of plural marriage involves no 
further question than does the prohibition of the sale of liquor. 
One can only be a police question. The other may be a wider 
and a broader and a deeper question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, legally I do not 
see any distinction. Morally I can see distinctions. But the 
question which gave rise to this discussion was whether the 
United States could impose upon a Territory certain conditions 
of admission; in-other words, whether they could admit it if it 
would put into its constitution, as a condition of admission, cer- 
tain things—agreeing not to pass certain laws, or to pass certain 
laws. While I agree that plural marriages are to be considered, 
so far as moral grounds are concerned, so far as their morality 
is concerned, so far as the effect upon the General Government 
is concerned, entirely different from the sale of liquor, yet as 
to the power of the Government and the right of the Government 
when it admits a State to impose conditions with regard to 
what laws the new State shall or shall not pass, I do not think 
there is any distinction. 

Here we require that the— 
convention shall provide, by ordinance irrevocable without the con- 
sent of the Uni States and the people of said State— 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be se- 
cured, and that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in 
Sad that solpennoun ronek peron eende tes mole tata, or aie 
ing of intoxicating liquors to Indians, are forever prohibited. : 

They shall agree to that. Then the people inhabiting the 
proposed State shall— 


declare that they forever disclaim all right and title in or to ony 
unappropriated public lands 11 — within the boundaries thereof, 
to all lands | within said limits owned or held by any Indian, tribe, 


or nation; and t until the title to any such public land shall have 
been guished by. the United States, the same shall be and remain 
subject to the jurisdiction, ry ge ene control of the United States. 
— 5 rty bel 2 8 . Pay h eer 2 8 
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That provisions shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 
of a per of public schools, which shall be open to all the children 
of said State and free from sectarian control; and said schools shall 
always be conducted in English: Provided, That this act shall not pre- 
clude the teaching of other ges in said public schools. 

That said State shall never enact any law restricting or abridgin 
the right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previous condition o 


Those are the conditions upon which the United States will 
admit this Territory as a State, and I see no objection on legal 
grounds, therefore, to requiring that they shall pass laws pro- 
hibiting the sale ef intoxicating liquors. The necessity of those 
laws, compared with laws prohibiting polygamy, is another ques- 
tion. 

The point on which I rose to speak when last up was this: 
The Senator from Texas suggested that the United States had 
no remedy if the State did not keep its agreement, which was 
made a condition of its admission, and suggested that the only 
way the United States had of enforcing such an agreement 
would be to refuse to the State representation in the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, this question has always been a difficult one, 
and I think the best lawyers have not seen any way in which 
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the United States can enforce such an agreement made with a 
State when it adopts its constitution as a condition of admis- 
sion. If a State deliberately breaks its promise, deliberately 
violates its compact, and does those things which it said it 
would not do, or does not do the things which it said it would 
do, my judgment is that the United States is absolutely without 
remedy. I do not believe it furnishes a sufficient ground for 
the exclusion of representation of such a State. There is a dif- 
ference of opinion about that, perhaps. You can not turn 
the State out of the Union because it violates its compact, and 
if you can not do that and are obliged to allow it to remain 
in the Union, it must remain as other States in the Union, 
with all the rights and powers and privileges which the other 
States have. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Connecticut is on the Com- 
mittee on Territories, I should like to ask him, and if he is not, 
I will ask the Senator from Minnesota, who is on the committee, 
why it was deemed necessary to provide that the new State 
shall never discriminate against anybody in its suffrage laws 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude? 
Were they afraid that the fifteenth amendment would not apply 
there without that special provision? 

Mr. NELSON. That provision came to us in the bill as it 
came from the House, and inasmuch as it is a provision of the 
Constitution it certainly can not be harmful. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 


Mr. NELSON. The most the Senator could urge against it is 
that it is surplusage. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is, and it is a little hard to be reenact- 
ing 

Mr. NELSON. I trust the Senator from Texas will not be 
too hypercritical in this matter. There ought to be a limit to 
criticism. 


Mr. BAILEY. I was really wondering if the committee had 
some reason except simply an abundant caution, though I do 
protest against reenacting in an unnecessary way the Constitu- 
tion in one section and violating our whole theory of Govern- 
ment in the very next section. I think the Constitution could 
well be left out of the statute, and I believe in making every 
act, even an enabling act, as short as is consistent with clear- 
ness. 

It does look to me as if it is useless to provide that the new 
State shall not discriminate against anybody on account of race, 
color, or preyious condition of servitude. That much I grant it 
is the right of Congress to say. I will say that if any State 
were to present a constitution which permitted a discrimination 
on account of race, color, or previous condition, I should be con- 

- strained, under my oath, to vote against the admission of the 
State, because its constitution would be contrary to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. But it seems to me that that propo- 
sition might be reversed, and that Congress has no right to re- 
quire a sovereign State to come to this body seeking admission 
upon terms that are wholly repugnant to the Constitution. In 
other words, I maintain that the legislature of that State, un- 
less restrained voluntarily by its own constitution, should have 
the right, at its very first session, to deal with every police regu- 
lation which concerns the happiness of its people, and that 
whether or not they deal wisely with police regulations is a 
question for them and not for Congress. 

Mr. NELSON. The provision to which the Senator from 
Texas refers was in the bill as it came from the House, with an- 
other addition, which we eliminated. This provision, being 
exactly in conformity with the Constitution, simply amounts to 
this: We ask the State to reaffirm expressly in its constitution 
its allegiance to this constitutional amendment. It will not do 
to be too critical in these matters. It might have been in one 
sense neater, perhaps, and it might have shortened the bill to 
have left out that paragraph, but it certainly can do no harm to 
ask the new State in this form, “ Do you believe in this para- 
graph of the Constitution?” —and that is all it amounts to. 

Mr. President, there were some other portions of the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Idaho, as well as a portion of the 
argument of the Senator from Georgia, to which I intended 
briefly to reply when I rose, but the hour is now very late, and 
therefore if no one else desires to speak I move an executive ses- 
sion, and will make my reply on a subsequent day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 19, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate January 18, 1905. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 


I. N. Steen, of Mayville, N. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota, vice John M. 
Carignan, resigned. 

John R. Brennan, of South Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota, his term hay- 
ing expired December 14, 1904. (Reappointment.) 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


William A. McClure, of Taylor, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Dickinson, N. Dak., vice Leslie A. Simpson, re- 
signed. 

” PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. Schofield to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 17th day of June, 1904, vice Lieut. Albert C. 
Dieffenbach, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAYY. 

John H. Blue and Thomas G. Foster, jr., citizens of New York 

and Alabama, respectively, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy 

from the 16th day of January, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade on that date. 


POSTMASTERS. 


ARKANSAS. 

B. W. Allen to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county of 
Ashley and State of Arkansas, in place of Albert W. Coulter, 
Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Edward E. Blackmon to be postmaster at Augusta, in the 
county of Woodruff and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward 
E. Blackmon, Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1905. 

CALIFORNIA. 

John E. Hoyle to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Shasta and State of California, in place of John E. Hoyle. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Flora S. Knauer to be postmaster at Reedley, in the county 
of Fresno and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

FLORIDA. 

Daniel T. Carlton to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county 
of De Soto and State of Florida, in place of Daniel T. Carlton. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

GEORGIA. 

Jennie B. Smith to be postmaster at. Carrollton, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Georgia, in place of Jennie B. Smith. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

INDIANA. 

Louis T. Bell to be postmaster at Flora, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Indiana, in place of Louis T. Bell. Incum- 
bent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Lucius L. Camplin to be postmaster at Shirley, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1904. 

Howard H. Newby to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Indiana, in place of Howard H. 
Newby. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 

John R. Nordyke to be postmaster at Wolcott, in the county 
of White and State of Indiana, in place of William E. Fox. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Charles R. Swaim to be postmaster at Knightstown, in the 
county of Henry and State of Indiana, in place of John W. 
Lowry. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Harry J. Jennings to be postmaster at Claremore, in District 

Four, Ind. T., in place of Elmer S. Bessey, resigned. 
IOWA, 

Levi M. Black to be postmaster at Ireton, in the county of 
Sioux and State of Iowa, in place of Spencer H. Carr, removed. 
KENTUCKY. 

J. L. Earlywine to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Bourbon and State of Kentucky, in place of John S. Sweeney. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 


MAINE. 
Charles H. Eastman to be postmaster at Millinocket, in the 
county of Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of Charles H. 
Eastman. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 
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MARYLAND. 
‘Alfred Sigler to be postmaster at Ridgely, in the county of 
Caroline and State of Maryland. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


George A. Birnie to be postmaster at Ludlow, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of George A. 
Birnie. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 


MINNESOTA. 


William J. Annon to be postmaster at Anoka, in the county of 
Anoka and State of Minnesota, in place of Irving A. Caswell. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Aaron R. Butler to be postmaster at Bagley, in the county of 
Clearwater and State of Minnesota. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1905. 

John P. Lundin to be postmaster at Stephen, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Minnesota, in place of John R. Walters. 
Ineumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

William H. Smith to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the 
county of Isanti and State of Minnesota, in place of William H. 
Smith. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Charles S. Strobeck to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the 
county of Meeker and State of Minnesota, in place of Wellington 

V. Joubert. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1905. 
MISSOURI. 

Warren W. Parish to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county 

of Bates and State of Missouri, in place of Elizabeth C. Cox. 
- Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

William M. Tygart to be postmaster at South St. Joseph, in 

the county of Buchanan and State of Missouri, in place of John 
NM. Armstrong, deceased. 

Grace Lamont to be postmaster at Dillon, in the county of 
Beaverhead and State of Montana, in place of Grace Lamont. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

NEBRASKA, 


George Williams to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Furnas and State of Nebraska, in place of George Williams. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Arthur W. Charles to be postmaster at North Conway, in the 
county of Carroll and State of New Hampshire, in place of 
Charles H. Whitaker, deceased. 


NEW JERSEY. 


John J. Anderson to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the 
county of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in place of John J. 
Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired May 28, 1904. 

Ezra F. Ferris, sr., to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Ezra F. Ferris, sr. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Henry Graham to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in place of Henry Gra- 
ham. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

William H. Jernee to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of 
ae H. Jernee. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
16, 8 

Howard V. Locke to be postmaster at Swedesboro, in the 
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in place of 
2 V. Locke. Incumbent's commission expires January 

NEW YORK. 


Charles W. Clark to be.postmaster at Oriskany Falls, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York, in place of Charles 
W. Clark. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Frantz Murray to be postmaster at Dolgeville, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York, in place of Frantz Mur- 
ray. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Ernest J. Robinson to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the 
county of Clinton and State of New York, in place of Ernest J. 
Robinson. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905.. 


OHIO. 


Orrin W. Curtis to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio, in place of Orrin W. Curtis. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Thomas E. Dunnington to be postmaster at Malta, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Ohio, in place of Thomas E. 
Dunnington. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

George E. Reed to be postmaster at Prairie Depot, in the 
county of Wood and State of Ohio, in place of George E. Reed. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 


OREGON. 
Harrison Kelly to be postmaster at Burns, in the county of 
Harney and State of Oregon, in place of Edward B. Waters. 
Incumbent's commission expired May 28, 1904. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Scott Bancroft to be postmaster at Shinglehouse, in the county. 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Frank A. Howe to be postmaster at Waterford, in the county 
of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank A. Howe. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Robert A. Todd to be postmaster at Ellwood City, in the 
county of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Rob- 
ert A. Todd. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Arthur B. Chubbuck to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the 
eounty of Edmunds and State of South Dakota, in place of 
Arthur B. Chubbuck. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
81, 1905. 

TENNESSEE. 


Joseph C. Hale to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Tennessee, in place of Joseph C. Hale, 
Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Joseph J. Losier to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Madison and State of Tennessee, in place of Felix R. Bray, 
removed. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Ellis L. Cassell to be postmaster at Eckman, in the county of 
McDowell and State of West Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

WISCONSIN. 


Oliver W. Babcock to be postmaster at Omro, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin, in place of Oliver W. Bab- 
cock. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Charles S. Button to be postmaster at Milton Junction, in the 
county of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles 8. 
Button. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Martin A. Lien to be postmaster at Black River Falls, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Wisconsin, in place of Martin 
A. Lien. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1905. 

Irwin R. Nye to be postmaster at Wittenberg, in the county 
of Shawano and State of Wisconsin, in place of Irwin R. Nye. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1904. 

John ©. Southworth to be postmaster at in the 
county of Trempealeau and State of Wisconsin, in place of John 
C. Southworth. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1905. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Eæecutire nomination withdrawn from the Senate January 18, 
1905. 


Edward B. Waters to be postmaster at Burns, in the State 
of Oregon. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1905. 
MARSHAL. 

Frank M. Chandler, of Ohio, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Ohio. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Maj. Henry C. Haines, assistant adjutant and inspector, 
United States Marine Corps, to be assistant adjutant and in- 
spector in the Marine Corps, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
from the 15th day of December, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Farmer Morrison to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of January, 1905. 

Commander William W. Kimball to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 12th day of January, 1905. 

Lieut. George F. Cooper to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 12th day of January, 1905. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF LOUISIANA. 

James Lewis, of Louisiana, to be surveyor-general of Louisi- 
ana. 

POSTMASTERS. 


ARKANSAS. 
Joseph A. Foster to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Logan and State of Arkansas. 
Charles H. Tisdale to be postmaster at Hazen, in the county of 


Prairie and State of Arkansas. 
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M. P. Westbrook to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 

Saline and State of Arkansas. 
INDIAN TERRITORY, 

William T. Brooks to be postmaster at Broken Arrow, in Dis- 
trict 7, Ind. T. 
; 3 P. Bradley to be postmaster at Wetumka, in District 13, 

n 
ILLINOIS. 


Alpheus K. Campbell to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the 
county of Moultrie and State of Illinois. 
MINNESOTA, 
John P. Lundin to be postmaster at Stephen, Minn. 


TREATIES WITH INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed January 18, 1905, 
from the eighteen treaties with Indian tribes in California, sent 
to the Senate by President Fillmore June 7, 1852. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January 18, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covven, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was Bossa and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 16992. An act to authorize the county of Sunflower to 
construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 3168. An act making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the grounds within the Presidio Military Reservation 
at San Francisco, Cal. ; 

S. 2654. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish à code of law for the District of Columbia; 

S. 1422. An act for the relief of the Omaha National Bank; 

S. 1456. An act to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of James H. Dennis; 

S. 5209. An act for the relief of Edward H. Ozmun; 

S. 4806. An act relating to the competency of witnesses in the 
United States. courts ; 

S. 4196. An act to provide for the distribution of the reports 
of the United States circuit courts of appeals and of the United 
States circuit and district courts to certain officers of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 

S. 4162. An act providing for the appointment of a solicitor 
for the Post-Office Department and abolishing the office of As- 
sistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department; and 

S. 3532. An act to provide for the payment of certain claims 
against the District of Columbia in accordance with the acts of 
Congress approved January 26, 1897, and as amended July 19, 

1897. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 8460. An act providing for the transfer of forest re- 
serves from the Department of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

II. R. 15225. An act to amend the act relating to the printing 
and distribution of publie documents, and for other purposes; 


and 
H. R. 16720. An act permitting the building of a railroad 
bridge across the Red River of the North from a point on see- 
tion 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County, 
Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51 
west, Walsh County, N. Dak. 
IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman from California use some 
of his time now? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I yield seven min- 
utes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MeCarzl. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to most of the 


very able arguments that have been made in this proceeding, 
and without assuming to have read the entire record I will give 
some impressions that I have received concerning the case. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] yesterday very 
eloquently presented to the House a noble ideal of a judge, an 
ideal that was as unattainable as it was sublime. If we were 
to impeach all Judges who do not attain to it and impeach them 
at once, I do not think we should have a single judge upon the 
bench at the end of the week. I am not sure we want just that 
sort of judge, because I think it would give us the régime of an 
intellectual and moral monster, under whom mankind would be 
crucified, and we would soon long for a judge with some taint of 
the frailties of poor humanity upon him. I am unable to ac- 
cept the contention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, pre- 
sented in the very full argument in which he introduced the res- 
olution, before the holidays, as to the character of an impeach- 
able offense. The gentleman (and I have since re np his speech 
as reported) said in substance that we either commended Judge 
Swayne or we did not commend him. If we believed that what 
he had done was right, we should send him forth with our ap- 
probation, but if we did not so believe, then we should send him 
to the constitutional trier—to the Senate. I do not think, sir, 
that the process of impeachment is any such light affair. The 
Constitution gives. to this House the power to impeach public 
officers for treason, felony, and other high crimes and misde- 
meanors. Noscitur a sociis. A crime is known by the company 
it keeps, and whether the otlier “ high crimes and misdemean- 
ors.” must be indictable offenses per se or not, it is evident that 
the framers of the Constitution, in associating them with trea- 
son and felony, contemplated very grave offenses against so- 
ciety. Now, as to the specific charges. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. McCALL. I have only seven minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then it is not reasonable to 
expect you to yield? 

Mr. McCALL. I shall be very glad to submit to the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
under those circumstances. 

Mr. McCALL., The article based upon the false certificates 
of expenses, I think, was completely destroyed by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cocknax] in the argument which he made 
yesterday, which imparted a temporary appearance of dignity 
to this case, a dignity which speedily disappears the moment 
one looks into the record. The first charge I will consider is 
the railroad charge. It is alleged that this judge accepted free 
transportation and free subsistence while being transported, 
from the receiver of a railroad, which receiver had been ap- 
pointed by him. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
estimates the cost to the railroad at twenty or thirty dollars, 
or some similar small amount. It seems to me that this charge 
should be reverenced, if for no other reason than because of its 
antiquity. This offense occurred some dozen years ago, at a 
time when I think it was quite the custom for public officers to 
receive what are euphemistically called “favors” at the hands 
of railroad corporations. I am willing to assert, however, that 
if the rule were applied, even in these virtuous times, that a pub- 
lic officer haying authority either to make or execute Jaws 
against railroad corporations should be adjudged as having 
committed a high crime and misdemeanor because he ac- 
cepted a favor from a railroad, then that rule would cause an 
amount of mortality among our contemporary statesmen. which 
it is frightful to contemplate. [Laughter and applause.] 

The exhuming of this indiscreet act of Judge Swayne after 
the dust of a dozen years has gathered upon it, this act which 
I believe was a thoughtless act, but which it is not alleged 
caused any injury to anyone or corrupted him in any way—I 
say that the exhuming of this offense at this late day is not so 
much a witness for his impeachment as it is to the diligence of 
the hostility with which he had been pursued. 

Now, as to the contempt charges and his action in the con- 
tempt cases. It appears that he had been negotiating for the 
purchase of a piece of land in Florida for his wife. A deed was 
sent to him or tendered him for that land. He noticed that it 
was a quitclaim deed instead of a warranty, and he asked the 
question: Why is not this a warranty deed? They then told 
him that it was because of a cloud in the title which was being 
tried in his court, and he at once ordered the deed to be re- 
turned, and the transaction, so far as he was concerned, was 
terminated and was never taken up again. A motion was made 
that he should “recuse” himself on the ground that he had an 
interest in the land. As a matter of fact, he could not declare 
that he had the remotest interest in it. He decided that ques- 
tion presented to him judicially on the ground that he did not 
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have an interest in the land and could not recuse himself, and it 
can not be doubted that he decided it in accordance with the 
fact. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCati] has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield three minutes more to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt]. 

Mr. McCALL, The lawyers who made the motion then 

brought suit against him, as if he were the owner of the land or 
claimed title to it. They caused a publication to be made in a 
newspaper. The evident purpose of the whole proceeding was 
to coerce the judge, when the matter was called up again, into 
recusing himself. I regard that, Mr. Speaker, as a very grave 
contempt, and I do not believe that it can receive the approba- 
tion of the Florida bar. 
A poor man may be in court with the title to his home in 
controversy, and if a great and rich antagonist is to be permitted 
to coerce the court, to bring a groundless suit against the judge 
and to publish defamatory articles against him, then justice 
will become a mere byword. In the other offense case an 
attempt was made to assassinate an officer of the court because 
of the way he attempted to perform an official duty. These of- 
fenses were not committed against Charles Swayne, but they 
were committed against the very majesty of the law, and if such 
offenses were permited to go unpunished they would paralyze 
the arm of justice. 

We have heard very eloquent declamations here about liberty, 
a name that is always sweet to our ears. Those declamations 
are made because these offenders were sent to jail. But the 
kind of liberty, sir, that this Government stands for is liberty 
under law. The kind of liberty that is declaimed about here 
is liberty to the assassins of the law. If our courts shall not 
enforce their processes, shall not protect their officers from as- 
sassination, and shall not protect themselves from insult, then 
the liberty for which this Government stands will cease to 
exist, and with the falling of that the Government itself will 
fall, and it ought to fall. 

I have no difficulty, sir, in reaching the conclusion that I shall 
vote against all these articles of impeachment. As to the 
House being put in a false position, I will say that I do not think 
that it should pursue an eyil course simply because it has once 
started upon it. We were hurried into the passing of the reso- 
lution some three or four weeks ago under the spur of the pre- 
vious question; and if we decide to prosecute this case no 
longer we can still retire with dignity ; we can send a resolution 
to the Senate that after further consideration we have decided 
to prosecute the case no further and that the charge which we 
have presented can not be maintained by the evidence into which 
we have investigated. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I am not inclined to yield any 
more time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cockran]. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield a minute in which to ask a question 
and a minute in which to answer it. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCAaLL] to say that he did not ap- 
prove of the conduct of Judge Swayne in using personal property 
that was in his possession for the benefit of the creditors, but 
that the offense was so general that if we pursued it here it 
might become a little awkward for ourselves. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman does not quite state my posi- 
tion correctly. I do not approve the action of Judge Swayne in 
accepting such a favor from a railroad corporation over which 
he had jurisdiction, but I think it altogether too trivial and too 
ancient for us to-day to declare it a high crime and misde- 
meanor. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. I wanted to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that the impression on my mind was 
that the act itself being reprehensible we ought not to pursue it 
because it was general. I want to suggest to the gentleman 
whether the universality of that thing ought not to be the best 
reason for attempting to correct it, one to be prosecuted on the 
first conspicuous example that came to our notice. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in that three 


minutes I want to say just one thing. I always listen with 
very much pleasure to any argument made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. He is always evidently so sincere and so 
thoroughly possessed of intellectual integrity that every word 


he utters goes a long way with me. The fallacy of the gentle- 
man’s argument a moment ago, however, consists in this: That 
he places upon the same ground exactly an impeachable offense 
committed by an executive or legislative officer and one commit- 
ted by a nonjudicial officer. He forgets that while there is but 
one clause of the Constitution that applies to executive and other 
officers nonjudicial, there are two that apply to the judiciary. 
The ordinary constitutional provision for impeachment is appli- 
cable to both, and comprehends “ treasons, felonies, and other 
high crimes and misdemeanors.” There is another clause of 
the Constitution which refers to the removal by impeachment 
of judicial officers. When you come to the consideration of the 
impeachment of a judicial officer, there is another clause of the 
Constitution equally applicable, and that is the clause which 
fixes the tenure by which he holds his office. The judges shall 
hold their office “during good behavior;” eo converso—they 
shall not hold their office after bad behavior as judges. Im- 
peachment is the method of determining as to them not only 
their guilt or innocence of “ treason, felony, or other high crimes 
or misdemeanor,” but whether their behavior as judges is good. 
A judge is impeachable therefore for bad behavior as a judge, 
because that is a noncompliance with the constitutional condi- 
tion of his tenure, and he stands in a two-fold attitude to the 
Constitution so far as relationship to impeachment proceedings 
is concerned. I merely wanted to express that thought. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this interesting and 
memorable proceeding will soon be terminated. In view of the 
able and exhaustive addresses that have been delivered I can 
not hope to interest my auditors, but I shall at least endeavor to 
be just in discussing the propositions involved. So thorough has 
been the discussion on the law and evidence, a barren harvest 
is left for me to glean. Three points, however, shall receive my 
attention during the brief time allotted me. It is regrettable 
that the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
on yesterday undertook to drag partisan politics into these sol- 
emn proceedings. This impeachment trial, above all others, 
should be tried according to law and evidence. Partisan debate 
should be deplored by all Members respecting their oaths of 
office when grave matters like these are to be determined. 
There was an intimation of prejudice on the part of gentlemen 
over there. Surely on a great question like this we can divest 
ourselves of feelings of partiality and prejudice. For the judi- 
ciary of my country I have the profoundest regard. The office 
is exalted and should ever command the highest respect of every 
citizen. In the formation of our Goyernment there was much 
diversity of opinion about the tenure of office, but it was fixed 
during “ good behavior” by the provisions of the Constitution. 
When that “ good behavior” required of a Federal judge ceases 
he should be removed from office, no matter whether he resides 
North or South in this Republic. 

Debate it as we may, there is only one remedy for removing 
an unfit Federal judge—impeachment before the Senate on 
charges preferred by this body as representatives of the people. 
Mr. Jefferson always dreaded the encroachments and powers of 
Federal judges, and warned the people to jealously guard their 
acts and hold them to strict accountability. He deplored life 
tenure of office and eloquently declared against it. He foresaw 
the tardy movement of impeachment and denounced that rem- 
edy as the mere “scarecrow of the Constitution.” Still, the 
Constitution remains unamended. We have Federal judges in 
office for practically life tenure, and impeachment is the only 
remedy for their removal when they misbehave. š 

With the system we must for the present be content, but let 
us hold the judges to strict accountability for their good be- 
havior. I do not believe the power of impeachment the mere 
“scarecrow of the Constitution” where a judge has so fla- 
grantly misbehaved as proved against Judge Swayne. This 
House will rise to the occasion, shut its eyes to pleas of section- 
alism, and relieve the good people of Florida of a judicial tyrant 
who has ground some of her best citizens to the earth. 

It is not necessary or usual, Mr. Speaker, for a Federal judge 
to become odious before the people of his district or State be- 
cause, forsooth, his politics do not accord with theirs. His 
legitimate functions are to mete out law, justice, and equity, 
not politics. 

In my State we have four Federal district judges, one a Demo- 
crat, the other three lifelong Republicans. These men are re- 
spected by the bar and people of Texas. It gives me pleas- 
ure to testify here now before this assemblage that no stain of 
dishonor has ever attached to their names, They stand high up 
in the judicial ranks in Texas and throughout the country where 
they are known, and I to-day congratulate my people on their 
ability, eminence, and honorable judicial conduct. One, hailing 
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from the great State of Iowa, had only been in the confines of 
‘Texas a brief period when the lamented McKinley eleyated him to 
the bench, and so good was his behavior that he at once sprang 
into popularity with the legal profession and the people of Texas. 
The same estimate may be placed upon the Democrat and the 
other two Republicans, who have lived honorable careers in 
Texas for many years. An upright judiciary is surely one of 
the greatest blessings to be enjoyed by a free people. Bacon 
wisely said: 


The pac of justice is an hallowed place; and therefore not only the 
bench, but the foot place and precincts and purprise thereof, ought to be 
preserved against scandal and corruption. ‘ 


When it ceases to be such a refuge, the people suffer. 

In the enthusiasm on yesterday we drifted somewhat from the 
law and facts. Let us cast aside prejudice, repudiate blind par- 
tisanship, and try this case as become representatives of free 
people in a great Republic. This cause should not be tried here 
as it will be in the Senate. There proof of guilt must be made 
beyond reasonable doubt. Here it must only be such as in- 
duces a rational belief of the guilt of the accused. Such is the 
rule of law as laid down by accepted authorities. 

More than ten years ago, by a unanimous vote, the Florida 
legislature, in August, 1893, passed a resolution denouncing 
Judge Swayne as a “corrupt judge” and one “susceptible to 
corrupt influences,” and memorialized Congress to investigate 
his conduct with a view to impeachment. In the short period 
of three years as a judge he had so demeaned himself in Florida 
that all the State senators and representatives concurred in de- 
nouncing him as being “corrupt” and “subject to corrupt in- 
fluences.” But the power of impeachment is tremendous, and 
moves with halting step. It was not inaugurated, but permit- 
ted to sleep here before some committee. After more than ten 
years have elapsed the long-suffering people of that State again 
appeal to this body for investigation and impeachment. Your 
Judiciary Committee have given the complaint thorough inves- 
tigation, and report unanimously against Judge Swayne. The 
hearing was not ex parte; it was complete and fair, and the 
respondent had process at the expense of the Government to 
brug his witnesses here for his defense. The Committee on 
the Judiciary have set forth impeachable grounds in twelve 
specifications, and it is to be regretted, in my judgment, that 
they did not include one more. The evidence contained in this 
record undeniably shows that Judge Swayne could fairly be 
impeached for his conduct in the Hoskins bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. In my discussion to-day I shall confine myself to three 
propositions, to wit, the question of nonresidence, the contempt 
proceedings against Belden and Davis, and the contempt pro- 
ceedings against W. C. ONeal. 

The specifications as to nonresidence read as follows: 


ART. 6. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed 
and confirmed, was commissioned district judge of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida on the ist day of April, 
A. D. 1890, to serve during good behavior, and thereafter, to wit, on 
the 22d day of April, A. D. 1890, took the oath of office and assumed 
the duties of his appointment, and established his residence at the city 
of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida, which was at that time 
within the said northern district. That subsequently, by an act of 
Con approved on the 23d day of July, A. D. 1894, the boundaries 
of the said northern district of Florida were chan and the city of 
St. Augustine and contiguous territory were transferred to the south- 
ern district of Florida, a it me and was the duty of the 
said Charles Swayne to change his residence and reside in the northern 
district of Florida and to comply with the five hundred and fifty-first 
section of the Revised Statutes of the United Sta which provides 
that “a district judge shall be appointed for each trict, except in 
eases hereinafter provided. Every judge shall reside in the district 
for which he is appointed, and for offending against this provision shall 
be deemed guilty of a higħ misdemeanor.” 

Nevertheless the said Charles ade bag judge as aforesaid, did not 
noi gh a residence, and did not, with e intent and meaning of said 
act, reside in his said district, to wit, the northern district of Florida, 
from the 23d cay of July, A. D. 1894, to the 1st day of October, A. D. 
1900, period of abont six years. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge, as aforesaid, willfully 
and knowingly violated the aforesaid law and was and is guilty of a 
high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 7. That the said Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed 
and confirmed, was commissioned a district judge of the United States 
in and for the northern district of Florida on the Ist day of April, 
A. D. 1890, to serve during good behavior, and thereafter, to wit, on 
the 22d day of April, A. D. „ took the oath of office and assumed the 
duties of his appointment and established his residence at the city of St. 
Augustine, in the State of Florida, which was at that time within the 
said northern district; that 1 agg & oy an act of Congress of 
the United States, approved the 23d day of July, A. D. 1894, the bound- 
aries of the said northern district of Florida were changed, and the 
city of St. Augustine, with the contiguous territory, was transferred 
to the southern district of Florida, whereupon it became and was the 
duty of the said Charles Swayne to change his residence and reside in 
the northern district of Florida, as defined by said act of Congress, and 
to comply with section 551 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Sta which provides that “a district judge shall be appointed for 
each. district, except in cases hereinafter provided. avery judge shall 
reside in the district for which he is appointed, and for o ending 
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As is well remembered, Judge Swayne lived at St. Augustine, 
Fla., when the lines of his district were changed in the year 
1894, and he lived outside of the northern district of Florida, 
for which district he had been appointed to act as judge, until 
yery recently, when charges against him originated. Under an 
express statute recited in these specifications it became his 
duty to remove into his district and reside therein while judge. 
But, mark you, he did not wish to remove and did not intend to 
remove, and he did not remove his residence into the northern 
district of Florida until within the last year, since impeachment 
proceedings were inaugurated against him. In his statement 
before the Judiciary Committee he said: “After a consultation 
with my friends in Jacksonville and vicinity they urged me not 
to move my furniture nor my family, saying that the next Con- 
gress. would be Republican and the district would be placed back 
in its usual form.” This solemn admission before the commit- 
tee evidences the complete intent on his part to remain out of 
the northern district of Florida, and it sheds light on the true 
inwardness of his feelings and desires, and by this declaration 
his subsequent acts must be construed. 

The district was never changed by Congress after 1894, as he 
and his friends believed and prophesied would be the case. 
His family never removed into the district, but remained in the 
State of Delaware. Permit me to submit here the evidence of 
witnesses on the question of residence. It proves conclusively 
that the intentions and acts of Judge Swayne were a violation 
of the statute quoted. Where such a statute has been violated 
there is no legal excuse that can be pleaded by the judge. He 
is guilty of a high misdemeanor and should be removed from 
office. C. H. Laney, an attorney in the State of Florida, testi- 
fied that he had made trips to Guyencourt, Del., and that he 
found out while there that Judge Swayne periodically visited 
there and spent almost his entire summers there. He swore 
that Judge Swayne had nominally a home there, a furnished 
house, and that he has a place there called his place, at which 
he stays. The place, he testifies, is at Guyencourt, Del., a small 
hamlet, with a railroad station and post-office, about 8 miles 
north of Wilmington. 

On the question of inconvenience to litigants, Judge W. A. 
Blount testified that “ Judge Swayne’s absence from the district 
had resulted in inconvenience, and that the question as to 
whether it had resulted in detriment would depend upon 
whether matters could be decided as well upon written as upon 
oral argument, and whether certain matters ought to be decided 
ex parte instead of inter partes.” ©. M. Coston, an attorney of 
Florida, swore that “the length of time in each year which 
Judge Swayne spent in the district consisted of the time which 
it required him to go there, hold his term of court, and go away, 
usually from two to five weeks.” 

Judge A. C. Blount, jr., testified that he had learned from 
Judge Swayne and others that the Judge had a home at Guyen- 
court, Del. He swore that he and Judge Swayne had been on 
pretty friendly terms and that he sometimes held conversations 
with the Judge, during the course of which the Judge had spoken 
of his place at Guyencourt, Del., his horses, ete. 

J. C. Keyser testified that“ Judge Swayne was never in Pen- 
sacola, Fla., except during terms of his court, shortly before and 
shortly after, and that he boarded while he was there.” 

W. H. Northrup testified that Judge Swayne stopped at his 
house during the time he was holding court in Pensacola and 
that he had heard Judge Swayne speak of his old homestead at 
Guyencourt, Del.” He also testified that he had heard Judge 
Swayne say that he would come to Florida, but he had never 
heard him say that he intended making his home there.” 

George P. Wentworth testified “that Judge Swayne occupied 
the Simmons residence, and that his family came to Florida 
while court was being held and then went back to his place at 
Guyencourt, Del.” 

J. E. Wolfe, who had been United States district attorney and 
assistant United States district attorney, swore that “it was gen- 
erally understood that Judge Swayne had a home in Guyencourt, 
Del., where he resided when he was not required to be in Florida 
at terms of court, and that when court adjourned he would go 
away.” He testified that “Judge Swayne rented a residence 
for a few months, and that he boarded for some time with Cap- 
tain Northrup, in Pensacola.” He swore that “ Judge Swayne 
would usually arrive a day or two before court met, remain 
until the business of the court was disposed of and go away,” 
and that “the Judge usually held three terms of court in the 
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83 per annum, each term of from ten days to two weeks’ 
uration.” 

Judge Swayne testified that he had not been a registered voter 
in fourteen years, and that he had not paid his poll tax in 
Florida or qualified himself to vote. Out of three hundred and 
sixty-five days in each year for the last ten years he has spent 
in all only about sixty days in his district while actually hold- 
ing court. He has maintained his family in Delaware. The 
only evidence tending to show that he attempted in the slightest 
degree to obtain a residence in the northern district of Florida 
is some excuse offered by his clerk, Mr. Marsh, and his friend, 
Captain Northup, claiming that he was trying to secure a home 
in the district on one or two occasions for the purpose of bring- 
ing his family there. Both of these witnesses state that he 
never secured the home. 

More than ten years ago the people of Florida, through their 
legislature, denounced him as being a corrupt judge and suscep- 
tible to corrupt influences. He has never forgiven the legisla- 
ture or the people of that State for their action. He has lorded 
it over them and has been determined to show these people that 
he would not reside amongst them permanently and obey the 
mandates of the statute requiring him to reside in his district. 
His acts have been the very plainest violation of the statute, 
and on all occasions he has manifested his contempt and scorn 
for the people of that State. 

For my part, I have no doubt that Judge Swayne never in- 
tended to remove into the new district as fixed by the act of 
Congress in 1894, and the evidence will convince any fair- 
minded man who will read it that he has never actually ac- 
quired a residence there until the Florida legislature forced him 
to do so by beginning these proceedings. ‘There should be no 
hesitancy on the part of any Member of Congress to remove 
him from office on these specifications. The day of reckoning 
for this judge has come. He has defied the people and their 
laws long enough. For my part, I shall not shut my eyes to his 
flagrant violation of the plain statute, but when the hour comes 
shall pronounce judgment against him on this specification and 
send him to the high court of impeachment, where the Senate 
will strip the judicial ermine from him and place it upon 
worthy shoulders of an honorable successor. 

The next points claiming my attention will be the Davis and 
Belden and O'Neal contempt cases. Those specifications read 
as follows: 


Ant. 8, That the said Charles Swayne, having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as judge, 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a judge of a circuit 
court of the United States, heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escambia, 
in the State of Florida, did maliciously and unlawfully adjudge guilty 
of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to 
prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attorney and counselor 
at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the United States. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, behaved 
himself in his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial gops and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

Arr. 9. That the said Charles Swayne having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as judge of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as jud 
as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a . of a cir- 
cnit court of the United States heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escam- 
bia, in the State of Florida, did knowingly and unlawfully adjudge 
guilty of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and com- 
mit to prison for a period of ten days E. T. Davis, an attorney and 
counselor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the 
United States. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge and was and is guilty of an abuse of 
judicial yore and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 10. That the said Charles Swayne, having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju fe of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as judge 
as afo d, to wit, while performing the duties of a judge of a circuit 
court of the United States, heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Escambia, 
in the State of Florida, did malicious! and unlawfully adjudge guilty 
of a contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and commit to 
prison for a period of ten days Simeon Belden, an attorney and coun- 
5 5 at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the United 

tates. 

Wherefore, the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself in his office of judge, and was and is guilty of an abuse of judl- 
cial power, and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

ART. 11. That the said Charles Swayne, having been appointed, con- 
firmed, and duly commissioned as ju of the district court of the 
United States in and for the northern district of Florida, entered upon 
the duties of said office, and while in the exercise of his office as 
udge as aforesaid, to wit, while performing the duties of a circuit 
udge of the United States ‘court heretofore, to wit, on the 12th day of 
November, A. D. 1901, at the city of Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia, in the State of Florida, did knowingly and unlawfully adjud 

Utx of contempt of court and impose a fine of $100 upon and commit 

o prison for a period of ten days Simeon Belden, an attorney and coun- 


selor at law, for an alleged contempt of the circuit court of the United 
States. Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbe- 


baved himself in his office as judge and was and is guilty of an abuse 


of judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in office. 

The points inyolved in the Davis and Belden cases are sub- 
stantially these: On the 15th day of February, 1901, a suit 
was instituted in Judge Swayne’s court, in the northern district 
of Florida, by Florida McGuire and others against the Pensa- 
cola City Company through her attorneys, Simeon Belden and 
oie, Paquet. The case was not tried at the spring term of 
cou 

On the 19th day of October, 1901, Mr. Belden and his cocounsel, 
Mr. Paquet, presumably from the city of New Orleans, addressed 
a letter to Judge Swayne, at Guyencourt, Del., asking the judge 
to recuse himself in the above entitled case on the ground of his 
personal interest in the litigated land. To this letter Judge 
Swayne made no reply. He came to Pensacola and opened his 
court on the 5th day of November, 1901. It has been contended 
on the other side of this House that Judge Swayne announced in 
open court on November 5, 1901, in the presence of the attorneys, 
Belden, Davis, and Paquet, that his “relative” had purchased 
block 91 of the land inyolved in this suit, and that he, learning 
of the litigation pertaining to block 91, had returned the deed. 
They have said that he made a general statement in the presence 
of Davis and Belden on November 5, 1901. Judge Swayne has 
not said anywhere, nor is there any legitimate testimony in this 
record, that such a statement was made by him in the presence 
of Belden and Davis prior to November 11, 1901, after Davis had 
dismissed in his court the case of Florida McGuire v. The Pensa- 
cola City Company. Indeed, on November 5, 1901, Davis had not 
been engaged or employed in the case. Let me here submit 
Judge Swayne’s testimony on this point, and the only statement 
touching it ever made by him: 

On November 5, 1901, while engaged in the trial of a criminal case, 
counsel for plaintiff in the case of Florida McGuire came into court, 
and I immediately suspended proceedings and called them up and ex- 
plained to them the situation as above detailed, and notified iem that 
their letter was not in such form as to be the foundation of a formal 
order, but that I would not recuse myself as uested. I made my ex- 


planation clear and emphatic, and I am certain that they could not 
mistake or misunderstand the statements of fact that I then made. 


He only states that “counsel for plaintiff in the Florida 
MeGuire case came into court,” and does not say that Belden or 
Davis came into court. What counsel? It could only have been 
Paquet, of New Orleans, because Davis was not then an attor- 
ney in the case, and Belden was sick with facial paralysis in his 
hotel at Pensacola, Fla., according to all the evidence. Hence, 
Davis and Belden did not hear this statement when he made it, 
because they were not in court, according to any testimony in 
this record. There is no legitimate testimony anywhere au- 
thorizing the inference that Davis ever was in the Florida 
McGuire case until the morning of the 11th day of November, 
1901, when he was counsel only by courtesy to dismiss the case 
at the instance of Mr. Paquet and Mr. Belden. Hence, Judge 
Swayne’s offense against Davis was vastly more grievous than 
the one against Mr. Belden, although it was enormous against 
that venerable attorney. 

The contempt proceedings were instituted on the 11th day of 
November, and Davis never came into the case until that morn- 
ing, although it is undeniably true that Judge Swayne was sued 
by Davis and others on Saturday evening, about 8 o'clock, 
November 9, immediately preceding the Monday when the con- 
tempt rule was entered. Before Davis ever came into the case 
Belden and Paquet, of the city of New Orleans, had requested 
Judge Swayne to recuse himself on the trial of the case and 
had offended his imagined dignity. He had declined to recuse 
himself and had stated that a “relative” had purchased a part 
of the land. This was on November 5. He did not have the 
honesty to state on that day, when refusing to recuse himself, 
that the so-called “relative” was his wife. An honorable 
judge should have instantly stated the facts to all the counsel 
in the case. Judge Swayne contends that he did not object to 
being sued by these attorneys, for they had a right to sue him. 
Still, the charge against the attorneys as drawn by Mr. Blount 
was solely for the fact that they had brought suit against Judge 
Swayne. Here is the gravamen of the charges against Belden 
and Davis: 


To show cause before this court at a day and hour to be fixed by 
the court why they shall not be punished for contempt of the court, 
in comets and procuring as attorneys of the circuit court of Escambia 
County, Fla., a summons in ejectment, wherein Florida McGuire is 
plain and the Hon. Charles Swayne is defendant, to be issued from 
said court and served upon the judge of this court, to recover the 

on of block 91 in the Chevaux tract, in the city of Pensacola, 

la., a tract of land involved in controversy in ejectment then depend- 

ing in this court in a case wherein the said Florida McGuire was 
plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company et al. were defendants. 


Belden, Davis, and Paquet had the right to believe that there 
was some transaction going on between the real estate firm of 
T. C. Watson & Co. It can not be denied that suit was then 
pending, or that judgment had already been rendered in fayor of 
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T. C. Watson & Co. against C. H. Edgar to recover commissions 
for the sale of the land to Judge Swayne or his wife prior to 
November 5, 1901. Whether this suit had been brought to 
judgment or not is immaterial. 

J. ©. Keyser testified, in giving his estimate of the value of 
the land and in response to other interrogatories, that “I gained 
from the fact that there is a judgment in Judge McCullough’s 
court for commissions of $70—5 per cent on $1,400—and 88 
abstract fee against Charles H. Edgar and in favor of Watson 
& Co., lot No. 91, to Mrs. Lydia C. Swayne.” He further 
testified that the value of the land was about twice $1,400. Bel- 
den and Paquet knew of this suit or judgment. It was freely 
rumored in Pensacola that Judge Swayne had bought lot 91, a 
part of the land in controversy before him in the McGuire case, 
Mr. Belden testified. His testimony is as follows: 


The Florida McGuire case against Blount et al. was instituted early 
in the year, but was not ready for trial at the spring term. During 
the summer of 1902 the rumor was general through the town that 
Judge Swayne had 7 lot 91 of the De Rivas tract, which was 
in litigation before him as judge of the circuit court here. The rumors 
were so definite and of such form as to leave no doubt in the minds of 
counsel of the purchase. So, the 19th day of October, Judge Paquet 
and myself addressed a letter to Judge Swayne requesting him to recuse 
himself, for the reason 1 have just stated, being a party at interest; to 
recuse himself and notify Judge Pardee, so he could assign a disinter- 
ested judge at the November term. He never replied to the letter at 
all, and, so far as I know, never informed Judge Pardee, the circuit 
jude, of the circumstances surrounding himself and the case. The 

ovember term I was sick—had an attack of facial paralysis—but our 
aga telegraphed me to come over, though I could not appear before 

e court. 

Later, on the 9th or 11th, he gest to our communication, in which 
he declined to recuse himself, and went on to state he had not pur- 
chased the land, that a relative of his had purchased the block of 
ground in question, and that he had got hold of the deed and returned 
the deed to the vender of the deed. e vender of the deed was C. H. 
Edgar, a party defendant in the suit in question, and he being a party 
defendant, made Jud Sware a party defendant through him, as we 
sup He stated that the deed had been sent on to this relative 
at Guyancourt, and he returned it, as he had no interest whatever. 
The following * without any reference to the case whatever, the 
judge called up t is, and in his statement he said: “The relative I 
referred to yesterday, or the day before, is my wife.” He went on to 
say that his wife had paid for it from funds from the estate of her 
father in Delaware. 

It was so positive that she had purchased it, and we also learned 
that a suit had been brought by Watson & Co. against r for com- 
missions due them by Edgar ; the records will show it. Now, upon that 
we brought suit against Judge Charles Swayne; the first thing we 
did in the morning, before any business was transacted, was to discon- 
tinue the suit. In the meantime Judge Paquet had prepared the plead- 
ings to eject him from that property. 

Mr. Speaker, why did Judge Swayne return the deed sent to 
him by Watson & Co.? Was it because the land was in litiga- 
tion in his court? Or was it because it was a quitclaim and not 
a warranty deed? Watson, the senior member of the firm sell- 
ing him the land, states positively “the negotiations were not 
completed because Judge Swayne objected to taking any but a 
warranty deed. That was what he bargained for.” The ne- 
gotiations were broken off because Judge Swayne objected to 
taking anything but a warranty deed. The deed was returned 
to a party in New York.” Never prior to November 11, 1901, 
did either Judge Swayne or any member of the firm of Watson 
& Co. testify that he returned the deed because the land was in 
litigation. He planted his refusal to take this deed exclusively 
on the ground that it was a quitclaim, and never hinted that he 
returned it because the land was in litigation. He contended 
that he had bargained for a warranty deed and nothing else 
would suit him. He cared nothing for the litigation before 
him and said nothing about it. Therefore it is plain that the 
suit for commissions against Edgar was pending, or that judg- 
ment had already been rendered, on the ground that the sale had 


been made to Judge Swayne when Belden and Paquet requested | - 


aa 5 retire from the case in his court where the land was in 
tigation. 

Mr. Belden says, in testifying: “They went to the real estate 
agents, and the real estate agents told them that this transac- 
tion had been made, and that a suit was pending for their com- 
missions for selling the land from Edgar to Swayne.” There 
is not the slightest proof that Davis was then professionally 
connected in any way with the case in the Federal court, or ever 
was until the 11th day of November, 1901, when he went into 
court and dismissed the McGuire case as a matter of profes- 
sional courtesy to Belden and Paquet. Judge Swayne said he 
did not object to these gentlemen suing him, yet if they had 
questioned his word after he said he was not interested in it 
I undertake to say that he would have consigned them to prison 
just the same. He was inflamed solely because they justly 
charged that he was interested in the land. He did not pro- 
pose to submit to being questioned, either directly or indirectly, 
by these attorneys, although it was plain that he was in the 
midst of a transaction for a part of the litigated land. I under- 
take to say that if they had offered to prove, as they could have 
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done, that he was interested in the land, he would have spurned 
their offer and adjudged them guilty of contempt just the same. 
No matter how plain the facts might have been, if they had 
hinted or charged in any way that he was interested in the land, 
he would have adjudged them guilty of contempt. He stated 
several times that he did not object to being sued, yet the 
whole gravamen of the contempt charge is that these attorneys 
did sue him. 

Some things are not denied. Briefly to summarize, blank 
mortgages and blank notes were forwarded to Judge Swayne at 
Guyencourt, Del., for him and his wife to execute. Some of the 
testimony shows that the price he was to pay for the land was 
but half its value. That fact was known and believed by many 
people in Pensacola. It was notorious that there was a suit 
pending for commissions, for the reason that the judge or his 
wife had already bought the land. Judge Swayne admitted 
from the bench that a relative“ of his had negotiated for the 
land, not disclosing, as judicial honor would require, that the 
“relative” was his wife. There is testimony in these proceed- 
ings from his lips that his “ wife had some money which she in- 
herited from her father’s estate,” and, further, that “she had 
paid for this land with her money.” With these facts well 
known, the air being full of rumors, when the attorneys under- 
took to question the judge about it, he perched himself upon the 
bench and said that he had explained and would not permit the 
attorneys to proceed further toward recusing him: 

Mr. Speaker, I say they had the right to question his juris- 
diction to try this cause. They had the right to sue him in the 
State court, and they had the right to believe that he was 
interested in the land. These attorneys would have done violence 
to their clients if they had not undertaken to oust him from 
jurisdiction in this cause. They should have charged, as they 
did charge, that he was guilty of purchasing the land for him- 
self or his wife while it was in litigation in his court. No mat- 
ter what his alleged dignity led him to say, the facts show that 
deeds and mortgages were passing back and forth between him 
and real estate agents of Pensacola in reference to this land. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to get my idea 
clear about the act of Judge Swayne in committing Belden and 
Davis for contempt. Did the commitment, as made by Judge 
Swayne, set forth the act alleged to be a contempt of his court? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The commitment did not. The com- 
mitment simply stated that they were guilty of a substantial 
contempt of his court. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Is that all? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; that they were guilty of a sub- 
stantial contempt. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Are the papers in evidence upon which 
the contempt proceedings were predicated? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; and I am going to read from 
them. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What I would like to know is this: 
Whether the papers clearly indicate that the reason, or rather 
that the motive, that actuated Judge Swayne was the commence- 
ment of a suit against him for ejectment? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; I am going to take that up right 


now. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Or does it show any other act on the part 
of Belden and Davis which might be construed into a contempt 
of court? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, I haven't a great deal of time, 
but will answer the gentleman’s question. This is the charge 
against the attorneys (not the manner in which they brought 
the suit) : 

To show cause why they should not be punished for contempt of 
the court in Any and procuring as attorneys of the circuit court of 
Escambia Count „ & summons in ejectment wherein Florida Me- 
Guire is plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne is defendant to be 
issued from said court and served upon the judge of this court to re- 
cover the possession of block 91, the Chevaux tract, in the city of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy in ejectment then 
pending in this court in a case wherein the said Florida McGuire was 

ti, plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company and others were defend- 
an 

That was the ground, that he had been sued by these attor- 
neys, and Davis was not then in the case. He was not in Judge 
Swayne’s court, was not connected with the litigation in the 
remotest degree in his court until November 11, although for 
bringing the suit in the State court on the Saturday preceding 
November 11 he is charged with contempt and imprisoned and 
fined $100. There has been some contention that these gentle- 
men did not purge themselves of contempt. It is true the mo- 
tion of Blount was not sworn to and the attorneys, Belden and 
Davis, who were acting under the sanction of their official 
oaths as officers of the court, did not swear to their answer. 
Judge Swayne regarded the motion of Blount as being a sufi- 
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cient pleading and he treated the answer of Belden and Davis 
as being a sufficient pleading in his court. Their answer did 
clearly purge them of contempt. As I have mentioned above, 
Belden was not in Judge Swayne’s court on November 11 when 
he made his statement, neither was Davis. Judge Swayne has 
not said so, and there is no testimony to show that they were 
present. This allegation in their answer purges them of con- 
tempt: 

Second. That the petition to recuse referred to in said motion they 


had nothing to do with before this court, nor were they present on the 
5th day of November when submitted, as stated In said motion, nor 


mt when any statement made by the judge coneern his connec- 
m with any of the property, except the statement made sald judge 
on November 11, after court convened and the motion to n- 


tinne in the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. 


was made. 
Third. To the second paragraph showeth: As above stated, they 


heard no declaration made by the judge referred to in said paragraph. 
They denied the facts upon which the contempt charge was 
based. They denied in this answer that they were present on 
November 5, as Blount had charged against them. Davis was 
not an attorney until November 11. Still, for bringing the suit 
on Saturday, November 9, before he was an attorney in any way 
in the McGuire case, he was adjudged to be guilty of contempt. 
Can anyone contend that this judge had the power to punish 
him when he was not acting as an officer of the court until two 
days after the suit in the State court was brought? So it is 
clear that Judge Swayne transcended his power; that he was 
vindictive and cruel. Because, forsooth, these attorneys be- 
lieved and charged that he was interested in this land they 
were made the objects of his judicial wrath and vengeance. 
The specification in the O'Neal case is as follows: 


dge heretofore, to 
wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, at Pensacola, in the 
county of Escambia, in the State of Florida, unlawfully and know- 
ingly adjudge guilty of contempt, and did commit to prison for the 
period of sixty d one W. C. O'Neal, for an alleged contempt of the 
district court of the United States for the northern district of Florida. 
Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge, as aforesaid, was and is 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in 
0 be 

Gentlemen on the other side of this House have contended 
that Judge Pardee held that Judge Swayne was acting in ac- 
cordance with the law in imprisoning O’Neal. Judge Pardee 
made no such ruling. The circuit court of appeals simply de- 
cided that Judge Swayne had jurisdiction in contempt cases 
before his court and that courts had no right to review his ac- 
tion by appeal on habeas corpus proceedings. In the Supreme 
Court of the United States O’Neal’s writ of error was dismissed 
on the ground that a writ of error was not the proper remedy 
for carrying a contempt proceeding to the Supreme Court for re- 
view. In fact, there is ro remedy under the law to review such 
tyrannical actions of a judge as in the Belden and Davis and 
O'Neal cases. The power to punish in such cases is peculiarly 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal district judge, and his 
action can not be reviewed on habeas corpus before the appellate 
court by writ of error or otherwise. The circuit court of ap- 
peals clearly decided this point in the O'Neal case. The Su- 
preme Court adjudicated it and dismissed the writ of error 
brought before them by O’Neal in his case pending in that court. 
Following is a part of the language of the judgment dismissing 
the case: 

An dismiss, t R 
BESA IEEE TE ts. now have endured ana ANDATO DE tile comrt 
that the writ of error in this cause be, and the same is hereby, dis- 
missed for the want of jurisdiction. 

June 1, 1903. 

The O'Neal case is substantially this: A. Greenhut had been 
appointed trustee in bankruptcy for one Scarritt Moreno. 
Greenhut had brought an action in the county court of Escambia 
County, Fla., for the purpose of having certain land, which was 
in the name of Moreno’s wife, brought into the bankruptcy 
estate to relieve the land of a mortgage for $13,000, which ap- 
peared to be a lien given the National Bank of Pensacola, and 
by it assigned. Greenhut was a director in the bank of which 
O’Neal was president; he was also an indorser on Moreno’s 
paper in the bank for $1,500. O’Neal was charged with con- 
tempt of Judge Swayne’s court for having a difficulty with 
Greenhut, the trustee in bankruptcy, in which difficulty Green- 
hut was cut with a knife in several places by O’Neal. For en- 
gaging in this affray with Greenhut Judge Swayne contends 
that O’Neal was guilty of contempt of his court in assaulting 
the trustee in bankruptcy. O'Neal contends that the facts are 
as e and the testimony tends strongly to corroborate his 
con n: 


That the said Greenhut had been from the tion of the Ameri- 


can National Bank, of Pensacola, in October, 1900, a stockholder and 
director thereof; that while he was such stockholder and director the 


said bank received from the said Scarritt Moreno a certain mortgage 
for the sum of $13,000 to secure certain indebtedness due or to become 
due by the said Moreno to the said bank; that the said transaction was 
an honest and bona fide transaction, and that the said Scarritt Moreno 
was and became indebted to the said bank in a large sum of money 
secured by the said mo ; that the said Greenhut was t of 
the whole of said transac and knew of its bona fides and honesty, 
as he did of the subsequent bona fide transfer thereof to Alex McGowan, 
N. J. Foshee, and H. L. Covington for a la consideration paid by 
them to the said bank, and that the Dill filed the said Greenhut as 
trustee as aforesaid was filed to declare the said mortgage and transfer 
null and void, although the said Greenhut knew them to have been en- 
tirely ee pinia and valid transactions. 


That on a of the 20th of October, 1902, ent was 
proceeding from his residence to his office in the said bank, in the direct 
and usual path pursued by „ and he saw the said Greenhut stand 
at the door of his said store office upon the said path of respondent, an 
t occur to respondent to reproach the said Greenbhut with 
having brought the suit mentioned in affidavit against the sald bank 
when he, the said Greenhut, knew, as aforesaid, that there was no 


he then bein: 
The said Greenhut answered that respondent could Speak t to him then, 


he had been a stockholder and director, 
both in his refusal to pay the tiable paper hereinbefore mentioned 
and in the bringing of an unfounded suit against it. The conversation, 
however, concerning chiefly the Drin; of said suit against the said bank, 
hot w. between the sai dent and said Greenhut, dur- 
ing which the said Greenhut said that he would “do respondent up,” to 
which respondent answered that he did not come to have a disturbance 
and would not fight in his office except in self-defe: but that if he 
pa — aa he would do so if the Greenhut would come out upon 
es 


reached the door, he turned and said to 
„Well, you know you lied about the Moreno . for you said 
that you would pay it,” the Moreno acceptance 
before mentioned. As ent 


said Greenhut (who was short, stout, heavily built, and a tly 
much more m than 5 struck the respondent (who is 
thin and feeble) and forced him against the railing in the office. 
The respondent shoved the said Greenhut a little away from him. but 


th at respondent 
with his arm opnaa to strike, when respondent drew from an 5 — 
rotect himself, upon 


a small pocket 
said Greenhut rushin rewith, while the said 


him, 
Greenhut was still fi Fhe van and cudenvoring to strike him. 

Such is substantially the statement of this contempt case. 
O’Neal’s assault was alleged to have been for the purpose of in- 
timidating Greenhut in the exercise of his duties as trustee and 
for the purpose of hindering him in doing his duty. The assault 
was committed a block and a half away from the Federal court- 
house; court was not in session and the judge was absent from. 
the district. There is no law of the United States by which 
O'Neal could be held guilty of committing a contempt of court 
under such circumstances. His act was not in the presence of 
the court or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration 
of justice. O’Neal was not an officer of the court and was not 
guilty of disobedience or resistance as an officer of the court. 
He was not resisting or disobeying any mandate, order, or de- 
cree of Judge Swayne’s court, and Greenhut was not undertak- 
ing to carry out any mandate, order, or decree of the court 
when the difficulty occurred. There was not the slightest evi- 
dence that the difficulty occurred because Greenhut was trustee. 
It was simply a personal matter brought on between O’Neal 
and Greenhut, which perhaps was induced indirectly by the offi- 
cial actions of Greenhut, but not because he was a trustee or 
for the purpose of hindering him in his official duties as such 
trustee. After the impeachment of Judge Peck had failed, and 
he had so flagrantly violated his power as a Federal judge, the 
contempt statutes of 1831 were passed. They read as follows: 

1. That the power of the several courts of the United States to 
issue attachments and to inflict summary punishments for contempts of 
court shail not be construed to extend to any cases except the misbe- 
havior of any person or persons in the presence of the said courts, or.so 
near thereto as to obstruct the tration of justice, the misbehay- 
lor of any of the officers of the said courts in their official transactions, 
and the disobedience or resistence by any officer of the said courte, 
party, juror, witness, or any other person or 8 any lawful 
writ, 22 order, rule, decree, or command of the courts. 

2. t if a person or persons shall corruptly, or by threats or 
force, endeavor infiuence, intimidate, or impede any juror, witness, 
or officer in any court of the United States in the disc’ of his duty, 
or shall corruptly, or by threats fo: obstruct or impede, or en- 
deavor to obstruct or anosa the due N of 8 * — 

ending shall e on there- 
fur bo indictment. aoe spall, i on conviction thereof, 5 by fine 
not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment not exceeding three mon or 
both, according to the nature and aggravation of the offense. 

This statute sets the exact limits of the power of Federal 
judges to punish for contempts. Judge Swayne should have 
known the provisions of this act. He was quick to see, after 
consulting the statutes, as he contends, that Belden and Davis 
were guilty of “misbehavior in their official transactions” as 
officers of his court under the act of 1831. His eagle eye in- 
stantly ascertained that the act gave him the power to punish 
for “ misbehavior as officers of his court,” but in the next breath, 
in a childlike and bland contention, he says that he was ignorant 
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of the fact that the statutes on contempts prohibited him from 
punishing for contempt by both fine and imprisonment, although 
the two clauses of the act were within the range of the same 
glance of the eye that made the discovery giving him jurisdiction. 
He read one part of the statute that gave him power to punish 
for contempt and omitted to read the other part within his vision 
which limited his jurisdiction. When the statute of 1831 was 
enacted there was no provision inserted in it that gave Judge 
Swayne power to punish, summarily, O’Neal for assaulting an 
officer of his court. Under section 2 of that act he might have 
been punished for endeavoring, by threats or force, to influence 
intimidate, or impede an officer of the court in the discharge of 
his duty. But the punishment should be “by indictment” under 
the very terms of that section of the law. 

O'Neal was entitled to a trial by jury. He was entitled not 
to be put twice in jeopardy of life and limb. Judge Swayne had 
no power to compel him to testify against himself in this and 
foreign matters and offenses, as he did when he was on the 
stand stating the details of the difficulty. Judge Swayne tried 
him summarily in a contempt proceeding as if he were trying 
the case of an assault to murder. This statute clearly divested 
him of jurisdiction, and this he must haye well known. It 
pointed out to him the method by which O’Neal could have been 
punished, and in the language announcing his sentence of pun- 
ishment he quotes the section of the act of 1831, providing that 
because by threats or force O’Neal was endeavoring to intimi- 
date Greenhut, his trustee, in the discharge of his duty he would 
punish him for contempt. In reading this statute he should 
have seen that it directed him to proceed by indictment in such 
cases, and stripped him of the power to summarily punish this 
man for an act committed far away from his court room. 

In the case of Savin (131 U. S.) Mr. Justice Harlan said: 

It is contended that the substance of the charge against the appel- 
lant is that he endeavored, by forbidden means, to influence or * im- 

"a witness in the district court from 3 in a cause pending 
erein, and to obstruct or impede the due administration of justice, 
which offense is embraced by paragraph 5399, and, it is argued, is 
punishable only by indictment. Undoubtedly the offense charged is 
embraced by that section, and is punishable indictment. But the 
statute does not make that mode exclusive if the offense be committed 
under such circumstances as to bring it within the power of the court 
under paragraph 725; when, for instance, the offender is guilty of mis. 
behavior in its presence or misbehavior so near thereto as to obstruct 
the administration of justice. , 

O’Neal was entitled to all the constitutional privileges of a 
man charged with an assault with intent to murder, in this pro- 
ceeding, yet Judge Swayne took all these privileges from him. 

O'Neal was prosecuted in the State courts for this offense, yet 
Judge Swayne put him in jeopardy a second time, in violation 
of the Constitution of the United States. No upright man can 
read the testimony of the proceedings of Judge Swayne in the 
O’Neal case and say that he acted as a just judge. The wonder 
is that some outraged citizen, pursued by his vengeance, did not 
drag this judicial autocrat from his high place, as Virginius 
dragged Appius from the throne he had disgraced. His victims 
suffered long and patiently; they permitted him to violate the 
Constitution and statutes of the United States and to trample 
upon their most sacred privileges secured by law. He took 
from them the right of trial by jury, imprisoned them for con- 
tempt when no contempt had been committed. We should shut 
our eyes to partisan politics and arraign this man for all his 
acts of tyranny and violations of law. In the name of the 
Constitution and statutes of this country, whose provisions he 
has violated and disgraced on many occasions, he should be sent 
before the American Senate. 

In the name of the Federal judiciary, whose purity he has 
tarnished and whose ermine he has stained, he should be im- 
peached for high crimes and misdemeanors—not on one charge 
alone, because all the specifications conspire to show the 
tyranny, corruption, and true character of this judicial monster. 
A reading of the record discloses that from the moment he 
came upon the bench in the court room his restless eye looked 
around for some one to mark as the victim of his wrath and 
vengeance. There seemed to be no goodness in his heart. He 
was In pursuit of some one over whom to exercise his powers 
as judge. He sent some of the best citizens of Florida to the 
bogs and fens of that State. Young Hoskins destroyed his life 
with his own hand rather than face this man upon the bench. 
O’Neal, pursued and hounded for months by him, has gone to 
his reward in another existence. There are also many other 
citizens of the State of Florida who are trembling and dreading 
his power. Not since the days of Peck has a judge so abused 
his high prerogatives. 

The power of a Federal judge is great; but give to him life 
tenure of office and add to it the dogma, “ The king can do no 
wrong,” and in a brief period it makes tyrants of most men. 

This judge has not hesitated to shut his eyes to plain constitu- 
tional provisions. He has denied the sacred right of trial by 


jury. To scandalize a public functionary under the old sedition 
laws was an offense, but the defendant had the poor privilege of 
proving the truth of his charge and the right of trial by jury 
under the terms of the law. This law against the freedom of 
speech and the press became odious with the people, and not a 
vestige of it remains. But in this modern day to speak against 
this petty judge, whether false or true, brings down his wrath 
and he refuses to hear the truth as a justification against him, 
holds at naught the sacred constitutional right of trial by jury, 
and summarily consigns to prison citizens who dare assert in 
his court a statutory and constitutional privilege. Oh, for the 
spirit of the people who blotted out the ancient sedition laws of 
the early days of the Republic! In the ages past when one of 
the wise men of antiquity was questioned as to the best possible 
form of government, he replied: “ That in which an injury done 
to the humblest citizen is regarded as an injury done to the 
whole community.” This spirit taught by the ancients can 
alone preserve our free institutions and stay the tyrant’s hand. 
[Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman on the 
other side will use some of his time. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 
quire, before I start to close the debate, if all of the gentlemen 
on the part of the majority who intend to speak, excepting the 
gentleman who proposes to close the debate, have spoken? I do 
not care to close for the minority if they have not. 

Mr. PALMER. The time on this side will be occupied as I 
see fit and when we have to use it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I submit that is 
hardly a fair statement. I want to close for the minority. I 
would like to know if all of the gentlemen have spoken that 
intend to speak, so that I may have the opportunity of answer- 
ing them? 

The SPEAKER. Generally in the practice of the House the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, if not by right, at least by usage, 
has the right to close the debate. It is also true, however, that 
either through accommodation or a spirit of fairness, the prac- 
tice of the House has been that gentlemen arrange among them- 
selves by which, if it is desired by either or both sides, the gen- 
tleman in charge of the minority report shall close for his side. 

The gentleman closing the debate—in this instance the gentle- 
man from Pennsylyania—has the right, if he sees fit to exercise 
it, to the hour, and the gentleman in charge of the views of the 
minority, under the agreement, would have the right to have the 
hour immediately preceding the hour that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania controls and gets. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, before I enter 
upon the merits of the case now pending before the House there 
is an argument made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Powers], which has also been referred to by other Members and 
also by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], that I 
desire to notice briefly. It was stated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that all that remained for this House to do was 
to consider whether or not the articles presented by the commit- 
tee were in due and proper form. That the merits of the several 
articles were no longer involved, the same having been settled 
when the House passed the resolution of impeachment. ‘The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated that this House can not 
at this time afford to yote against impeachment, because if we 
did we would stultify ourselves by reason of the position hereto- 
fore taken by us. I desire to say that this is the first time that 
the Members of this House have had a fair opportunity to 
inquire into the merits and to discuss them fully upon the 
grounds and charges which the majority deemed sufficient in the 
articles submitted by them to warrant impeachment in this case. 
I believe it is our duty, I believe it is our right, not only to our- 
selves but to Judge Swayne and to the Senate of the United 
States, that we should fairly consider these articles and vote 
upon them as we believe is right and just. If stultification 
comes anywhere it comes in sending to the Senate for trial 
groundless charges, ill-considered and not supported by the evi- 
dence, and I do not propose, as far as I am concerned, to 
stultify myself in this manner. I do not believe the Members 
of this House feel as if they want to stultify themselves in 
that manner, therefore the argument made by the gentleman 
is entitled to but little weight. These articles are before us for 
consideration; they are before us for debate; and we are to 
pass upon the merits of the case and render such a decision 
as is warranted by both the law and the evidence. The Senate 
has the right to demand of us a fair investigation, an impartial 
investigation, and to be cautious not to send to it charges which 
will take up its time and impose upon this country a large ex- 
pense, which are not founded upon sufficient evidence and have 
no merit; and if, after a full consideration of these articles, 
both as to the evidence and the law, we are of the opinion that 
they are supported by both, it is our duty, as public officers, 
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to so state. We can square ourselves with the country and with 
the Senate by doing so, and certainly with our own consciences. 
That is all I care to say in this connection. 

Now, then, my presentation of the minority views will take 
perhaps a little wider range than was first intended because of 
statements made by gentlemen representing the majority report 
and who favor impeachment. In the heat of debate the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] said that “the track of 
this judge was strewn with bankruptcies, scandals, and sui- 
cides, and he did not believe he had a friend in Florida, politi- 
cally or otherwise. The gentleman was excited when he said it, 
and it is not based upon any fact and is not true. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts said the feeling existing in Florida 
against Judge Swayne has continued for years. If this is true, 
if this is so, then it is proper for us to go back in the years past 
and find out why it is so. Why has this judge enemies in 
Florida? Why are there men pursuing him in the legislature 
of that State, in the Senate of the United States, and in this 
House of Representatives? Has he by reason of his political 
conduct brought down upon him the ill will of the people, or has 
there been some other influence at work that has caused the 
people of Florida to discredit him? Now, Judge Swayne was 
appointed judge in 1889. He was not confirmed until 1890. 
When he entered upon the discharge of his duties he walked 
into a great political storm that was circling over the entire 
State of Florida. He walked into a storm that was full of pas- 
sion and prejudice and vengeance. He walked into a storm 
where there were murmurings against and cursings of the 
United States Government, its officers, and its laws through the 
attempt of its officials to enforce violations of the United States 
election laws. There was appointed with him at that time a 
marshal and a district attorney, and the President of the United 
States told them that those laws must be enforced and the guilty 
punished, and he started to enforce them. He discharged his 
duty well, but he did not discharge it without bringing down 
upon him the ill will, and the vengeance, and the malice, and 
the prejudice of a great many citizens then living in Florida. 
So intense and bitter was this feeling, so far-reaching was it, 
that a United States marshal was assassinated in broad day- 
light and brought home and thrown in front of the court-house. 
So far was it carried that John Byrd, a witness on the part of 
the United States Government, was called from his door to the 
gate and plerced with more than forty bullets. 

The judge himself was not safe. They did not content them- 
selves with their conduct in Florida, but they came to the Sen- 
ate of the United States and endeavored to prevent the con- 
firmation of the judge, endeavored to prevent the confirmation 
of the district attorney, and to prevent the confirmation of the 
marshal, officers who, under instructions from the President of 
the United States and Attorney-General, were endeavoring to 
enforce the law against crimes that had been committed in 
Florida against the election laws of the United States. 

And I desire at this time to read and make a part of my re- 
marks the language used by Senator Chandler when this mat- 
ter was pending before the Senate. It shows the conditions 
existing there at that time, which have followed along through 
these years and are to-day pervading to a large extent the 
House of Representatives, and goes a long way to prove the 
reason for any feeling that may exist in the minds of some of 
the people of Florida against Judge Swayne: 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are engaged in very different business from 
hunting down the murderers of John Bird and W. B. Saunders. What 
are they doing, Mr. President? They are ＋ J down the district 
gase and the United States marshal and the district attorney, and the 

tor from Florida comes here and defames the dead man on the floor 
of the Senate. That is what they are en in. It is easily under- 
stood vey thep know nothing about the details of this business. It is 
because they have not studied it, It is because they have not sought 
the means of information which were at hand, and because they are 
here go in before the Judi Committee and trying to prevent the 
confirmation of the judge and the district attorney and the marshal 
whose business it is to punish election frauds in the State of Florida, 
if they can do so by lawful means. 

Then Senator Pasco said: 

Mr. Pasco, I want that taken down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, I hope the reporters will take it down, if the 


Senator from Florida would like it. Let it be taken down twice, if 
choose ; the Sena 


judge and this district attorney and 
this marshal were ap ted they have been hunting them down and 
assailing them and defam them in every possible way and under all 
possible circumstances and every possible place. 

That is the condition, Mr. President, in which the State of Florida 
stands to-day. It has a jase and a district attorney and a marshal 
appointed by the President, not confirmed by the Senate, who are doing 
the best they can to punish election frauds and to protect themselves 
while they are about it. The Democrats of Fiori have rallied to 
assail these men, the witnesses are killed, the United States deputy 
marsha! is killed, and if there are not ae them ae hee this 
uds innumerable, crimes beyond 


iness is over it will not be the fault 
a dozen counties where, by fra 
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measure, a Republican candidate for Congress was counted out and a 
Democratic candidate for Congress was counted in. 
Now, this is the whole case and the whole situation. I do not 


wonder that the Senators from Florida wish to change the issue. I do 
not wonder that they wish to draw attention away from the murder 
of John Bird and the murder of W. B. Saunders, and get up all the 
stories they can concerning the drawing of jurors and the imperfect 
administration of justice in the State of Florida. 


Those were the conditions existing at that time in the State 
of Florida when this judge was trying to enforce the laws 
which it was his duty to enforce. And I might state here that 
in the first case that was brought to trial he instructed the jury 
to acquit In the other cases there was a mistrial There were 
several appeals taken from his judgment to higher courts, and 
they were all affirmed. The record that Judge Swayne made 
was the record that was used against him. It was all at that 
time political. There were no charges of tyranny; there were 
no charges of abuse of personal liberty; but because he and his 
marshal and his district attorney were seeking to enforce the 
laws of the land it brought down upon him the abuse and yilli- 
fication of a large number of the citizens in that part of the 
country. So intense was this feeling that in 1894 these same 
people introduced a bill in Congress taking twenty counties out 
of the northern district, which was then too small, throwing 
him ’way over into the western end, at Pensacola, where he had 
but little to do. This was not done in good faith; it was not 
done because of Judge Swayne’s unfitness; it was not done be- 
cause he was unworthy of the ermine he was wearing; but it 
was done to remove him from the section of the country where 
the political feelings were so bitter and intense against him. 

After the boundaries of his district were thus changed Judge 
Swayne went to Pensacola and took up his residence there, as 
I shall show by the record later on. He went there and estab- 
lished for himself a reputation among the people that was good, 
and the best people in that part of the country were in fayor 
with him and sympathized with him, and are so to-day. 

Immediately after the statement was made on this floor the 
other day that he had not a friend in Florida there came to me 
over the wire from Pensacola, from Tal and other 
places in Judge Swayne’s district telegrams which I desire to 
put into this record showing that that statement was not well 
founded. 

a of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman read some 
of t ? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Here is one dated January 14. 
from Pensacola, Fla., as follows: 


Hon. J. N. GILLETT, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 

We believe in the integrity of Judge Charles ales ge and as citizens 
of his judicial district number ourselves as his frien 

This telegram is signed by the leading merchants and the 
leading citizens, as well as by the presidents of two of the lead- 
ing banks of that city. A large number of the best men in Pen- 
sacola signed a telegram to the effect that they believed in the 
integrity of Judge Swayne and that they were not in sympathy 
with the statements made against him. à 

The same is true of one from De Funiak Springs and from 
other parts of his district. Now, when the people of a commu- 
nity where Judge Swayne lives—when lawyers, bankers, and 
business men, representing the best interests and representing 
the best element of the community—send telegrams of that kind 
to this House we should stop and pause and think before we 
brand him under the charges that have been brought here to 
his door. I might also say that gentlemen have written letters 
from Florida to Judge Swayne, Democrats and Republicans 
alike, condemning the action taken by Representative Lamar in 
this matter. I hold in my hand a letter dated January 3, 1904, 
and which is addressed to Judge Swayne, which I will read: 


TALLAHASSEE, FLA., January 23, 190}. 
Hon. CHARLES SW. ates 3 


s AYNE, 
United States District Judge, Pensacola, Fla. 

DEAR SIR: I have been a foreman of one of your grand juries at Tal- 
lahassee and also as a petit juror at a diferent term of court, and it 
was with great surprise I learned of the attempt on the part of our 
Con man to accomplish your impeachment. 

‘Aithou h a Democrat of long years and from birth, I am in no wise 


in sympa with this movement, and hasten to ress my sentiments 
to you in this way. Your charge to us as grand jurors was a beauti- 
fully expressed and fair-minded and clear statement of our duties, and 


I but voice the expressed sentiments of the gentlemen whom I had the 
honor to be foreman of, when I say your conduct was most pleasing to 
us, and it was the unanimous and openly expressed conclusion of of 
us that you not only knew your duties, but knew them well and per- 
formed them without fear, favor, or partisanship. Your conduct as a 
trial judge has always been, when I have been in attendance as a petit 
or d juror, that of a conscientious and honest judge. 

do not know how I can serve you other than Py expressing to you 
my sentiments on this matter, as I am man of large plantation in- 
terests in this community and am not versed in the ways of political 
but I at least want to do this much. 


Epwarp B. EPPES, 
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Mr. LAMAR of Florida. May I interrupt the gentleman a of this resolution broadcast throughout the land; they have 


second? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Did you read the name? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. It is Edward B. Eppes. I sup- 
pose you know him? 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. He is one of the best of men. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. My good friend will notice that 
he did not indorse Mr. LAuan's conduct in these impeachment 
proceedings. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him again? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Florida that I have a very limited time, and while I want 
to be absolutely courteous to the House, I do not care to have 
my time taken up. 3 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. Just one statement 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Well. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. And I will not interrupt you again. 
I want to disclaim, so far as I am concerned, the truthfulness 
of Mr. Patser’s statement. I have never alleged upon the floor 
of this House that Judge Swayne did not have some friends in 
Florida. Of course any man makes some friends; but if he 
bad a thousand friends it does not disprove the truth of the 
charges brought here. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I want to say that the gentle- 
man said that Judge Swayne was the greatest tyrant and the 
most lawless man in the State of Florida, and that is why he is 
not entitled to friends. 

Mr. LAMAR of Florida. I affirm that. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Now, I have another letter, 
written to Judge Swayne, which I will read: 


TALLAHASSEE, FLA., February 6, 190}. 
Hon. CHARLES SWAYNE, 


District Judge, Pensacola, Fla. 

Dear Sm: I have been twice a juror in your court at Tallahassee 
and wish to express to you mg sentiments of loyalty, not only to 
your courts, but to you, hen I went to your court first I had heard 
sọ many things against you I was ressed against you, but my im- 

ressions readily gave way to your fairness and impartiality on the 

h, ant esteem you one of the best judges I have ever served as 
s pyan had any reason from my close observation of you to 
suspect you of any arbi rulings, and if I had not known from out- 
side information your politics I would not have been able to say 
whether you were a Republican or a Democrat. 

While I am a Democrat and was and am a strong rter of Con- 
eee LANON I wish to tell you I do not indorse this action of his 

I am, yours, respectfully, J. E. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What town was that? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Tallahassee, the capital of the 
State of Florida. 

Now, then, there has already been offered to the House and 
printed in the Recorp letters that Judge Swayne received from 
the bar of his own county, from the leading citizens of Florida, 
stating that he was a man of high character, that he was a man 
of integrity, and a most excellent judge, and these letters were 
addressed to the President of the United States, recommending 
Judge Swayne’s appointment as circuit judge of the fifth ju- 
dicial circuit. Judge Maxwell, to whom the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Lamar] on yesterday gave high praise as an hon- 
orable gentleman, wrote a letter to the same effect, recommend- 
ing him to be a member of the circuit court. Now, is it not 
quite strange that a man who has won the respect and confi- 
dence of the people among whom he is living, so that the lawyers 
of his district should write letters in his behalf, that the lead- 
ing citizens of his State should write letters in his behalf, 
giving testimony of his character and his fitness for a judge, 
that all at once this man should be denounced in that com- 
munity as a tyrant, as a corrupt judge, and lawless, without 
standing, without reputation, and a man not fit alone for the 
bench, but unfit to mingle among the men of his country? I 
say there must be some reason for this. What is the reason? 
In 1901 the record shows that Judge Swayne stood high in the 
State of Florida. He had the confidence of the judges in the 
State and in his district. He had the confidence of the lawyers 
that were practicing before him. He had the respect of the 
people among whom he moved and lived, and Judge Swayne 
to-day, in my judgment, would have had that same respect— 
Judge Swayne would have retained that same confidence—if it 
had not been for the fact that on one Monday morning a 
banker of that State sought to cut the throat of an officer of 
his court and he punished him for it. 

You can trace back all these troubles to Mr. O’Neal’s difficulty. 
Prior to that time Judge Swayne’s record was good; since that 
time his record has been bad. O'Neal and his hirelings have in- 
fluenced the legislature of Florida, they have lobbied through 
it a resolution against Judge Swayne; they have sent copies 


caused the press of the country to write him down, and they 
have been persistent, tireless, and malicious in doing this. It is 
O’Neal’s lawyers and O’Neal’s money that are doing it all. And 
shall we stand here and by our vote perform the last act in 
this persecution, and ourselves condemn him upon statements 
that are unworthy of credit? 

Now, look at the O’Neal case. I desire to discuss it briefly, 
and as quickly as I can. I say the O’Neal case is responsible 
for it all. A man by the name of Moreno filed his petition in 
bankruptcy in Judge Swayne’s court. The creditors met. Mr. 
Greenhut was elected trustee, and his election was confirmed. 
He then became an officer of that court. He then had charge 
of the affairs of the bankrupt estate and it was his duty to 
gather it together and hold it for the benefit of the credtiors. 
It then became his duty to see that the estate belonging to the 
bankrupt was brought in to be distributed among the creditors. 
Acting under the advice of his counsel, acting within the line 
of his duty as an officer of the court, discharging that which the 
orders of the court required him to do, he commenced an action 
against Mr. Moreno, and made several of the banks defendants, 
to recover property of about the value of $12,000. Mr. O'Neal 
was the president of the American National Bank, which was 
one of the parties defendant. This suit was commenced on 
Saturday. Going down the street on the following Monday 
morning, Mr. O'Neal saw Mr. Greenhut standing by the door of 
his store. He wanted to speak to him. They walked inside. 
He said he went into the store to reproach Greenhut. He did 
reproach him, and in that controversy that took place, which no 
one saw, O’Neal drew a knife and cut Greenhut through his ear, 
down across his face to the corner of his mouth, and stabbed 
him three times in the body. Greenhut went to bed and re- 
mained there for three weeks. 

When he was able to move about he filed a petition setting 
forth all these facts—how he had been assaulted and assailed 
as an officer of the court, how he had been interfered with in 
the discharge of his duties as such officer—and Judge Swayne 
very properly issued a rule requiring Mr. O’Neal to show why 
he should not be found guilty of contempt for interfering with 
an officer of the court. Mr. O'Neal in his answer admitted 
that Greenhut was an officer of the court; admitted that he 
went in there to reproach Greenhut. He admitted that what 
Greenhut was doing was in the discharge of his duty as an 
officer of the court and under the advice of counsel, but he 
gives some other excuse, saying that there were other differ- 
ences between them which caused the trouble, and claiming that 
what he did was in self-defense. 

The record in the case shows that Mr. O’Neal had a fair 
trial. A great number of witnesses were called, and while 
O'Neal claimed in his answer that Greenhut was the one who 
commenced the trouble the fact appears in this examination 
that O’Neal himself was the one who struck the first blow. 
Judge Swayne had a right to inquire into these facts; he had 
a right to examine the witnesses; he had a right to examine 
into the matter. He found from the evidence that an officer of his 
court had been assaulted; he found that this assault interfered 
with the discharge of his duties, and that it was made for that 
purpose, and plainly under the law he had a rignt to find O’Neal 
guilty of contempt for the commission of this act. Wouid it 
not be a strange thing if a judge should be so powerless that 
he could not protect the jurors of his court, the clerk of his 
court, and his receivers and trustees when they went out to dis- 
charge their duties and carry out the orders and decrees of the 
court? Has it come to a pass that the courts are so powerless 
that their officers may be stabbed; that they may be threat- 
ened; that they may be intimidated in the discharge of their 
duties, and because these things do not happen in the imme- 
diate presence of the court that the court has no authority to 
act and summarily punish the guilty parties for contempt? 
There is no such law as that in this country of ours. 

The law is plain that where an officer of the court in the dis- 
charge of his duty has been interfered with the court may cite 
the party to show cause why he should not be punished for 
contempt. And I want to call your attention to a few of the 
decisions on this point. There is reported a case in volume 21 
of the Federal Reporter, at page 761, which is very instructive 
on this particular branch of the law. The court says: 

It is a contempt of court to interrupt and violently break up the 

tion of a witness before an examiner, by persisting in the 
elaim to dictate, ger and control the answers of a witness. It is 
also a aag es t the examiner use of violent and abusive 
language to after he has left the office and is upon the street. 
Nothing in 


the Revised Statutes or section 725 has taken away the 
power of the court to punish such contempt. 


And on page 771 the court says: 
The privil of protection to all in and about the business 
„CCC MOALA Gt: ORATU AEA tn Chat Gomme feces hes 
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lence, insults, threats, and disturbance of every -character, is a very 


high one, and extends to protect the persons en from arrest in 
civil suits. It arises out of the authority and dignity of the court, 
and may be enforced by a writ of protection, as well as by punishing 
the offender for contempt. 

This is the law of the land; this is the law under the section 
of the Revised Statutes which gentlemen have called our atten- 
tion to. It must be the law, because without it the courts could 
not do business. How long would men carry out the orders 
placed in their hands by the court if they knew that the moment 
they walked out on the street they would be assaulted, intimi- 
dated, or stabbed? How long could we maintain peace and 
good order in the court if it is powerless to protect itself and 
officers? Judge Swayne dicided right. O’Neal petitioned the 
Supreme Court of the United States for a writ of habeas corpus, 
and the proceedings were dismissed. He then took the matter 
before Judges Pardee, Shelby, and McCormick, setting forth all 
the facts presented by the record on file herein, and the judges, 
after listening to all of the statements and arguments, used this 
language, reported in one hundred and twenty-fifth volume of 
the Federal Reporter : 


The cha of contempt E FEE the relator is based upon the fact 
that he ea E assaulted and resisted an officer of the district 
court in the execution of orders of the court and in the performance of 
the duties of his office. Under such orders and in that respect it would 
seem to be immaterial whether at the time of the resistance the court 
was actually in session with a judge present in the district, or whether 
the place of resistance was 40 or 400 feet from the actual place where 
the court was actually held, so long as it was not in the actual pres- 
ence of the court nor so near thereto as to em the administra- 


f justice. ; 
Hon leo the bankruptcy act of 1889, section 2, the district courts of 


J „are continuously open, and, 
„ . 2 2 ao act 5 trustee in booki tey 
is an officer of the court. The question before the district court in 
the contempt proceedings was whether or not an assault upon an 
officer of the court, to wit, a trustee in Lapin! Aos d for an account of 
and in resistance of the performance of the duties of such trustee, 
had been committed by the relator, and, if so, was it under the facts 
proven a contempt of the court whose officer the trustee was. Un- 

uestionably the district court had jurisdiction summarily to try and 
etermine these questions, and having such jurisdiction said court 
was fully authorized to hear and decide and adjudge upon the merits. 

Here is the decision of the appellate court sustaining Judge 
Swayne on the question of jurisdiction, holding that he had a 
right to inquire into this matter and to punish O’Neal as he 
did; and are we now going to send to the Senate the finding 
of O'Neal guilty of contempt, as one of the articles of im- 
peachment, after the court has affirmed the action of Judge 
Swayne? Can it be reasonably supposed that the Senate will 
convict Judge Swayne upon a charge that has been supported 
by the courts of the United States? I think not. It seems to 
me of all the charges that this one has the least merit of any. 

BELDEN AND DAVIS. 

Now, taking up the question of finding Belden and Davis 
guilty of contempt. A great deal has been said on this and a 
great many statements have been made that seem to me to be 
hardly borne out by the evidence. An action was commenced 
in Judge Swayne’s court in the spring by Florida McGuire 
against the Pensacola Improvement Company and others to 
recover possession of over 200 acres of land; the description 
of the property involved in this action was so uncertain that 
nobody could locate it. During the summer Judge Swayne, in 
company with his wife, sought to buy several pieces of prop- 
erty in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as an investment. They 
were shown a piece of land known as lot No.91. Judge Swayne 
had no knowledge that it was in any way in litigation before 
his court or included in the property referred to in the said 
action. He went to Guyencourt, Del. A deed was made by 
one Edgar, the owner of lot 91, but it never fell into the hands 
of Judge Swayne at all and he never saw it. It was retained 
by Edgar’s agent, Mr. Hooten, who kept it in his possession. 

Hooten advised Judge Swayne, by letter, that Edgar would 
not give a warranty deed for the lot because he was afraid of 
the Caro claim. The Caro claim was land involved in the liti- 
gation before Judge Swayne in the case of Florida McGuire. 
Judge Swayne answered the letter by saying: “ You may cut 
this out.“ That is all he ever said in relation to it. He 
gave no reason why he would not take the lot. He did not 
say: “I want a warranty deed,” or “I will not take it because 
you failed to give me a warranty deed,” but as soon as it was 
brought to his knowledge that it involved land in litigation be- 
fore him he ordered it to be cut out and he did not take it. 

So later on Judge Paquet and Mr. Belden, representing the 
plaintiffs in this action, wrote a letter to Judge Swayne about 
this matter, asking him to recuse himself because he had an 
interest in part of the land involved in the litigation before him. 
This letter was not answered. Now, I- have heard Judge 
Swayne’s action criticised here because he did not answer this 
letter. I have heard Members say “ Why didn’t he answer this 
letter?” I express my opinion that a lawyer is not acting 


fairly when he writes a judge a letter upon matters of that kind. 


He almost is in contempt of court by doing so. If Judge 
Swayne was interested in this property, there was a way to 
bring it to the knowledge of the court by filing a formal petition, 
setting forth the facts and asking him to recuse himself, and 
serving a copy of it upon the attorneys for the opposite side. 
This is what lawyers practicing before the courts in an honor- 
able way should have done; and the defendant had a right to be 
heard because he was interested in this action as much as the 
plaintiff. But they wrote a letter asking Judge Swayne to 
recuse himself without finding out whether or not he owned 
the land, and without giving any notice to the defendants. 
When court convened on the 5th of November Judge Swayne, 
having received this letter and properly not answering it, be- 
cause he could not send his opinion and his decrees throughout 
the country, because they must go on file where they will stand 
as a part of the records of the case, called the counsel for 
plaintiffs before him. He made a statement to them that he 
had received the letter; that they had made no formal demand 
on him to recuse himself, and he informed them at that time 
that he had no interest in this land, he or his wife owning no 
portion of it, and that he would try the action. Judge Belden 
states that Judge Swayne said at that time that a relative of 
his owned it. Judge Belden was not there on the morning 
when the court made this statement and he never heard it. 
Judge Swayne says differently and Mr. Blount, who heard it, 
testifies differently. This fact was brought to the knowledge 
of plaintiffs’ counsel in open court by the judge when he called 
them before him in the morning of November 5. He stated at 
that time that he owned no interest in this land and that he 
had never bought it. He stated to them that his wife was nego- 
tiating for it, but as soon as he found out that it was involved in 
litigation pending before him that he immediately stopped all 
negotiations, and inasmuch as he had not been formally asked 
to recuse himself he proposed to go ahead and try the case. 

What more could an honorable judge have done? He was 
not to throw up his duties simply because somebody wrote him 
a letter. It was his duty to try cases that came before him as 
a judge. He was paid for that. The defendants had a right 
to have him sit and pass upon the merits of that case, and these 
lawyers by writing a letter could not force him out of the trial 
of it, and neither had he any right to withdraw from the trial 
of that case unless he was legally disqualified, and he was not, 
and nobody to-day claims that he was. Now, these gentlemen 
made no efforts to present a petition and ask him to recuse 
himself. On Saturday the criminal calendar was completed. 
There was only one case to be tried, and that was the Florida 
McGuire case. Counsel for plaintiff asked to have it postponed 
until Thursday. The defendant had made arrangements to 
try the case on Monday. The witnesses were all in Pensacola. 
They were within half an hour’s call of the court-house. But 
the plaintiffs wanted a postponement, and to this the defendant 
most strenuously objected. Now, Judge Swayne made this fair 
statement to them. He said: “I will try this case on Monday 
unless you come into court and show some cause why I should 
not and make some motion in a regular way, as a lawyer would 
make a motion.” They informed him that they would show 
cause why it should be continued. That was about 6 o’clock 
at night. They did show cause. As soon as they had eaten 
their dinner they went to the store of Mr. Prior, one of the par- 
ties to the suit. They sent word and brought Judge Belden 
down. It has been said here by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Crayton], and I think by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. PALMER], that Judge Belden was not present that 
evening, but Judge Belden says that he was, and you can find 
it in the record. He came at the time when the commencement 
of an action against the judge was talked over. He signed the 
papers himself. 

Why did they commence this suit? Why were they in this 
great hurry? They had made no effort to find out who the owner 
of the property was. In five minutes they could have gone to Mr. 
Watson or Mr. Hooten and found out that Mr. Edgar owned 
this property. They made no inquiry whatever. They acted 
simply upon a rumor without making any effort to ascertain if 
it was true. They did not bring the suit in good faith. They 
brought it for the sole purpose of placing the judge where he 
had to recuse himself or proceed with the trial with the public 
knowing that he had been sued for part of the land. There 
was no occasion for this great hurry. There was no occasion 
to get the sheriff up at 11 o’clock at night and put the papers 
in his hands and tell him they must be served at all hazards 
that night. There was no occasion why Mr. Paquet should 
write a piece for the newspaper that a new move had been 
taken in the Florida McGuire case and send it down to the 
paper that it might appear in the morning. Why all this un- 
seemly haste? Why all this great anxiety to sue a judge that 
stated to them he never owned the land? If anybody owned 
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it his wife owned it, and they should have sued her. There 
can be only one reason, there can be only one motive, and that 
was the motive that Judge Swayne attached to their actions, 
that they sought to embarrass him, that they sought to inter- 
fere with the trial of this action; that, as lawyers of his court, 


they acted with gross and serious misbehavior. Gentlemen 
tell us that because this action was commenced in a State 
court no contempt was committed in the Federal court. Does 
it make any difference where a man commits the act if it is 
contemptuous of the court? Were they not acting in a bad 
manner? Was not their conduct unbecoming honorable lawyers? 
Were they acting in good faith? When Judge Belden was 
asked the question why he commenced this suit in this manner 
he said, “ Why, we wanted to get service on him before he got 
out of the State.” Yet they knew he was to be there Monday 
morning to hear the case when it came up. You may say all 
you please about it and discuss it from évery conceivable stand- 
point, but there is one important fact in the case that answers 
it all. Judge Paquet, the leading counsel in the Florida Me- 
Guire case, the man who helped to put up this job, the man who 
was charged with contempt, came into court and filed with the 
court a written statement stating that he had acted wrongly 
in the matter, that the court was justified in viewing it as he did, 
and asking the court to forgive him for his conduct, and humbly 
apologizing. Now, what is the use of arguing that they did 
not intend to do this or that they did not intend to do that; 
that they were all acting in good faith; that they were acting as 
under the law they had a right to act, when one of them, the 
principal one, comes into court and confesses to the contrary, 
when one of them makes a statement showing the motive 
with which this suit was commenced? It seems to me that 
this written statement made by Paquet answers every argument 
that has been made, and clearly shows that Judge Swayne was 
not mistaken when he found that they had been guilty of mis- 
behavior as officers of his court and therefore guilty of con- 
tempt. 

Mr. Davis says, and it is contended here on the floor, that he 
was not an attorney in the case at the time the action against 
Judge Swayne was commenced. The evidence is clear that he 
was. The clerk of the court spoke with him that Saturday 
about getting out subpenas. Judge Belden says he was in the 
ease before that evening. Judge Paquet says he had been there 
for a week consulting with parties in the suit and finally asked 
him if he had any objection. Paquet, Belden, Marsh, and, I 
think, Keyser, one of the parties to the suit, all say that Mr. 
Davis was an attorney in the suit long before this action was 
commenced in the State court of Florida against Judge Swayne, 
although he denies it. Now, they say they intended to dismiss 
the suit on the following Monday morning. There is no evi- 
dence to that effect. Judge Swayne had no knowledge of it. It 
was not brought to his notice, it was not made part of evidence 
in the case. If that is true, why did they not put it in their 
answer? And here is another circumstance quite important to 
consider. When this matter was being heard before Judge 
Swayne, when he had it under consideration, Mr. Belden and 
Mr. Davis never took the witness stand in their own behalf. 
They filed a statement, but it was not under oath. They filed a 
statement by which they tried to deny his jurisdiction. They 
called Mr. Blount and Mr. Fisher to the stand, but these two 
parties charged with contempt, these two parties charged with 
conduct that would have disbarred them as lawyers in that 
court, when the matter was pending before Judge Swayne, never 
took the stand to give any evidence in their own behalf at all. 
Is it not passing strange that a man who is innocent will not 
take the stand when charges are made against him? Is it not 
passing strange that if these men were acting in good faith 
they would not have so stated to the court? What was Judge 
Swayne to conclude from this action, from their manner, and 
from the course they were pursuing? Just the same as any 
fair-minded judge would have concluded, that they were wrong 
and they knew it, but would not submit themselves to an ex- 
amination which would clearly indicate that they were wrong. 
Now, they said he acted arbitrarily; they said he acted 
viciously in passing judgment upon them, and it is charged 
that he acted ignorantly, because why; he imposed upon them 
a fine and imprisonment. Judge Swayne says that was a mis- 
take of law on his part, and I want to say not only was Judge 
Swayne mistaken on this point, but Judge Blount, who was 
there also, knew nothing about it, and the parties themselves, 
who are claimed to be good lawyers, had no knowledge of this 
law, and when they took the matter before Judge Pardee they 
never raised that point then, as far as this record shows, until 
Judge Pardee himself pointed it out. Now, then, because a 
judge has entered a judgment not in accordance with the law, 
is he to be impeached? If that is true, then no judge ever sat 
upon the bench—not even Blackstone—whom under the same 


reasoning we could not impeach. Will we impeach judges for 
the mistakes they make, for errors they make? Why, I want 
to call your attention to something that shows how easy it is 
to make mistakes by those who are good lawyers. In filing 
his report the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in speaking about 
this matter, stated that they purged themselves under oath. 
He said they filed an answer there which was verified by which 
they purged themselves and for that reason the proceeding 
against them should have been dismissed under the law. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman point me to the place 
where I said that they filed an answer which was verified? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. You stated they purged them- 
selyes under oath. 

Mr. PALMER. That is quite another matter. The witnesses 
testified that they filed an answer to purge themselves. That 
is the record on which I go. I never said that the answer was 
sworn to. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I will call the gentleman's at- 
tention to it in just a moment, as I do not want to misrepresent 
the gentleman. You made it in your argument when yon first 
brought the matter up, but you did not make it the last time 
you spoke because your attention was called to it. You said, 
on page 15 of your report, that— 
kno 


statement of Mr. ignored 
ee that they had committed or had intended to commit a con- 

Now, the law does not require the statement to be verified, 
and the record shows that neither Belden or Davis answered 
under oath. ? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] says: 

Presuming that Judge Swayne knew the law, he knew that proceed- 
ings for contempt not committed in the presence ‘of the court must be 
e e 
some other person who witnessed the offense. * * 

Now, I say that that is not the law. It is not the law as laid 
down by the Supreme Court of the United States. It is not the 
law as laid down by the courts of the land. It is only laid 
down in two States, where they have statutes requiring it, and 
as able a lawyer as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] made a statement that is erroneous so far as the law 
is concerned, and just as bad as that made by Judge Swayne. 
He says: 

Ju Swayne knew that issu roper 
affidavit was erroneous, b 8 po nd 
quent filing thereof. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania quoted 
there, did he not, to sustain his position? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The gentleman says that the 
rule of common law is this— that if any party can clear him- 
self upon his oath, he is discharged.” Knowing the law, Judge 
Swayne issued a rule to show cause why Davis and Belden 
should not be committed for contempt. 

That is the statement. They not only failed to file an answer 
under oath denying the charges preferred against them, but 
they absolutely failed to take the stand and defend themselves 
or to make any explanation under oath as to what happened 
or what prompted them to commence the action or that their 
motives in so doing were proper, although other witnesses were 
called. Now, the case stands like this: It has been passed upon 
by the circuit court on a writ of habeas corpus. It was held 
that they were officers of his court and he had a right to in- 
quire into the proceedings, he had a right to inquire into the 
merits, and he did inquire into the merits and he passed upon 
them and found the parties guilty of contempt. It is the duty 
of a lawyer to uphold the dignity of the court of which he is an 
officer. It is his sworn duty to see that the court is not brought 
into disgrace and that its orders and rules are observed. It is 
his duty to treat the judge courteously and kindly, and not 
slander him and not bring unfounded suits against him. If he 
does these things he is guilty of a misbehavior as an officer of 
the court and under the statutes he may be punished. It seems 
to me there is nothing that can be shown—that there is nothing 
in the charges urged here—that Judge Swayne acted without 
authority of law when he took those men and imposed upon 
them the judgment which he did for contempt of his court. 
They were not acting in good faith. They conspired together 
in the dead of the night. They wrote that article for the 
newspaper. They never followed the suit up at all. The only 
thing that they ever did was to file one paper, and that was 
the end of it. They brought this matter before the public-and 
in that way accomplished the very purpose which they sought 
to accomplish. And after haying been punished for doing this 
act, they make that the basis here for impeachment. Why, 
while Mr. Davis was before the Florida legislature lobbying 
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through resolutions condemning Judge Swayne, he never at 

that time thought this was sufficient grounds against Judge 

Swayne for which to impeach him, and no mention of it what- 

pats is made in the resolutions passed by the Florida legisla- 
re. 


RESIDENCE. 

Now, let us take up the question of residence. It is con- 
tended that Judge Swayne did not have a legal residence in the 
northern district of Florida. I ask the gentlemen, Where has 
Judge Swayne lived since 1895? Where has his home been? 
Where has he gone and voted, and where has he paid taxes? 
If his home has not been in Florida, where has it been? 

Mr. PALMER. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
GILLETT] ask me? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes, sir; I will ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I will say that it has been at Guyen- 
court, Del. He has been there two hundred and twelve days out 
of every year. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania says that Judge Swayne has been in Guyencourt, Del., for 
two hundred and twelve days out of every year. Then I say to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], since you have 
established that fact so conclusively, that settles the whole busi- 
ness. And why did you not bring Guyencourt, Del., down here 
to prove it? We told those prosecuting Judge Swayne to bring 
their witness, and they sent a Mr. Laney to Guyencourt to find 
proof that Judge Swayne made his residence there, and they 
never brought a single, solitary witness who lives in Guyencourt, 
Del., or any other place to prove that Judge Swayne lived there. 
Judge Swayne has not lived there for years. 

Mr. PALMER. I say he said it himself. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. He has not lived there for 
years, and the clerk of his court, in his evidence, stated that 
Judge Swayne spent his summer vacation at Guyencourt. If 
Judge Swayne lived in Guyencourt it was an easy matter to 
prove, and not a single witness was sworn as to that fact. I 
want to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has been so industrious in fixing Judge Swayne's residence 
at Guyencourt, to the fact that the records show where Judge 
Swayne was during various months of every year from 1895 to 
1903. The gentleman says that he was two hundred and twelve 
days at Guyencourt. I demand that the gentleman produce his 
evidence. There is no witness who testified that he was there 
any number of days. You have taken the number of days he 
was holding court and you have assumed that he was the rest of 
the time at Guyencourt, Del. 

But let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, if that were true, if he was 
there in the old homestead and by the side of his old mother, 
84 years of age, now in declining health, and whose life will 
probably be taken by reason of this vicious prosecution, he was 
not there as a resident, but as an affectionate son visiting his 
mother. He tried cases in January, February, March, April, 
May, October, and November and December, in Alabama, Texas, 
and Louisiana, and in his own court. Why do you not bring 
your witnesses and fix his home as being there? Is Guyencourt, 
Del., abandoned of people? Have you not the power of subpœna 
to bring them here if you know it is a fact, or have you kept it 
from this House and left it to be proven in the Senate? This 
shows how utterly unfounded is this charge and the efforts that 
have been made to mislead the minds of honorable gentlemen of 
this body so that they may vote impeachment. I will file a 
statement here showing that he was trying cases during all the 
spring and winter months and the fall months. I will read them 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he will listen. This is 
from 1895 down to 1903. In 1895 he was trying cases during the 
months of February, March, April, May, November, and Decem- 
ber. In 1896, during the months of January, February, March, 
April, May, June, July, November, and December; in 1897, 
January, February, March, April, May, June, July, and Septem- 
ber; in 1898, February, March, April, May, June, November, and 
December; in 1899, January, February, March, April, May, June, 
October, November, and December; in 1900, January, May, June, 
July, September, October, November, and December ; in 1901, Jan- 
uary, February, March, April, May, June, July, September, Novem- 
ber, and December; in 1902, January, February, March, April, 
June, Noyember, and December; in 1903, January, February, 
March, April, May, June, October, November, and December. All 


through these years, I will state to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. PALMER], the record shows that Judge Swayne was 
either in Louisiana, Alabama, or Texas trying cases; that he 
was assigned there by circuit judges, and I will let it go on 
record that because for a few weeks or a few months during the 
heat of the summer he spent the time with his mother on the 
old homestead where he was born, in Delaware, the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania charges him with a high crime, and ex- 
pects and will ask the honorable Senate of the United States to 
convict him and dismiss him in disgrace from the high office 
which he now holds. If this is all you have to base your claim 
for nonresidence on, I say it is the duty of this House to turn it 
down, and this question should never have been raised here. 

Mr. PALMER. Will you yield to an interrogation, now that 
you have exhausted the peroration? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Do you mean to tell the House that Judge 
Swayne was in those places that you have named during those 
months you have named? Is it not true that he was ninety- 
three days a year outside of his district holding court? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I say this: I copied it from 
the record of the clerks of the courts, that he was holding court 
those very months. I copied it but last night, and propose to 
put it in the Recorp. I do not say that he was at those places 
all through the month. Sometimes he was there all the month 
and sometimes a part of the month, and some of the time was 
spent in traveling backward and forward to the places stated. 
Is there any evidence to show that his house is in Delaware? 
Is there any evidence to show that his furniture is in Dela- 
ware? He left Delaware years ago and moved to Philadelphia, 
where he practiced law, and after having won the confidence 
of the leading citizens of Pennsylvania, in 1885 he went with 
his family to Florida; and in 1895, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives had legislated him out of his district, he went to 
Pensacola and registered there in that city and told the clerk 
of his court and Mr. Northup to find a house for him if they 
could, and they said they never could get him a suitable place, 
though for several years they tried to do so. 

He tried to purchase three properties from 1896 to 1900. He 
did rent the Simmons house in the fall of 1900 and moved in 
with his family. In the spring of 1893 he bought the A. C. 
Blount home, which he now owns, and late in the fall moved 
into that. When he went away to hold court in these different 
places he registered himself Charles Swayne, Pensacola, Fla.” 
Does not a man know where his home is? To comply with the 
law must he have a mansion, must he keep a carriage and sery- 
ants, must he live in a house of his own? Can he not maintain 
a residence and live in a hotel or live in a boarding house? If 
he can not, a bachelor never can hold office in this country with- 
out standing some chances of being impeached. His own con- 
duct shows that he intended to reside there. He did reside 
there; he made his home there; he did his business there; and 
I want to say that when Mr. Hooten wrote him about these 
deeds that he said he had in his possession, he says, “ You may 
take the matter up when you come home.” Mr. Hooten, one of 
the leading citizens' of Florida, writing him in Delaware, says, 
“We will take these matters up when you come home.” 

Of all the unfounded charges in this world that can be 
brought against a man to degrade and impeach him is this 
charge made against Judge Swayne that he had no residence in 
northern Florida. He had no residence any place in the world 
if he had no residence there. The intention governs, and, under 
the decision read here by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD] in his address, referring to the case from Colorado, 
there can be no mistake as to the law in this matter. Are we 
going to ask the Senate of the United States to impeach Judge 
Swayne and to degrade him because in obeying the commands 
of his superiors, as the law obliges him to do, he spent a large 
part of his time out of his district in different States? I say 
there is no merit to this question at all. I do not see how gen- 
tlemen can vote for impeachment with the facts standing here 
as they do stand, and, as far as I am concerned, I do not pro- 
pose to do it. 

PRIVATE CARS. 

Now, take the question of private cars. I want to hurry 
along as quickly as I can. Take the question of using these 
private cars. I do not want to be understood as commending 
the conduct of any public officer in riding in private cars fur- 
nished gratuitously by a railroad company. I do not stand 
here to say it was right for Judge Swayne to do so, but I do 
contend this, that under the circumstances it does not present 
a case of that enormity which would authorize us to commence 
impeachment proceedings. There was no intent to corrupt or 
influence him. It was not accepted with that in view. The 
railroad was in the hands of the receiver and the proceedings 
were pending before his court. He was the head of it. It was 
under his control; it was managed by the orders that he made 
and by his officers, and while in Guyencourt, Del., the receiver, 
Mr. Durkee, of his own volition, sent a private car to Delaware 
for him. The car cost nothing to move it back and forth from 
Jacksonville to Guyencourt, not a thing in the world. The 
porter upon this car was engaged there by the month and his 
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wages went on just the same. The conductor that had charge 
of the car was paid by the month and his wages went on just 
the same, and after the car had been sent to Guyencourt it 
had to be hauled back any way. 

Now, if Judge Swayne had said to Mr. Durkee: “I want you 
to get out of here with your car, and I will ride back in another 
one,” and if he had done so that would have been all right; 
but because he went into the car of the road of which he was 
the head, after he had been requested by the receiver to come 
back to Jacksonville, and consumed a few provisions on the way 
down, and this ten years ago, it is made now the basis of an im- 
peachment proceeding. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Thirteen years ago. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. This took place thirteen years 
ago, I suppose the expense included some beefsteak, perhaps a 
little cabbage, some potatoes, and small potatoes at that, if we 
are to measure them by the character of the proceedings here in 
relation to this matter. And because he accepted this courtesy 
from the receiver, because a few provisions were furnished to 
feed him for twenty-four hours they ask us thirteen years 
afterwards to impeach him. I say it is trifling with the Sen- 
ate of the United States to send a matter of this kind there in 
a serious way. z 

He made his trip to California and he made it at his own ex- 
pense. There is no evidence that the company was eyer out 
one farthing on account of that trip. No complaint was ever 
made by the creditors at all that they were ever wronged; and 
it seems to me that if it is worth anything it simply stands 
here as a living example of the efforts that are being made to 
bring Judge Swayne into disgrace in this country. While I 
say I do not commend the use of private cars, if you start in to 
impeach upon this ground, where are you going to stop? The 
highest officials in this land have accepted courtesies of this 
kind, judges and governors, and are doing it to-day. Where 
are you going to stop? How long since we have become so 
righteous that we will go back thirteen years to impeach a pub- 
lic officer for riding in a private car, when we could have found 
them riding in private cars within a month, if we had sought 
evidence against them? 

I do not believe this House will vote in favor of that charge. 
I feel confident that the Senate of the United States will not 
treat it seriously. 

Now, there is another charge that walks in here at the 
eleventh hour as one of great importance, and one which will 
surely persuade this House to vote impeachment—it is the 
question of expenses. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the 
record shown here by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
clearly cuts this out as an article of impeachment. What atti- 
tude are we in? Suppose we did agree that under a fair con- 
struction of the law that a judge was only entitled to receive 
what would be his actual expenses incurred and no more. 
Suppose we all conceded that that was the construction that 
should be placed on this statute, and that none other could be 
placed on it. Look at the record. It stands before us here 
that a large majority of the judges of the United States in 
years past have construed that law to mean that they were al- 
lowed an allowance of $10 a day when ordered to hold court 
out of their district. When the matter in 1896 was brought 
to the attention of the Senate, Senator Allen, from Nebraska, 
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that some of the 
judges in the land were using this as a means of drawing $10 
a day when their expenses were less. Senator Allen introduced 
an amendment that they should only receive their actual ex- 
penses incurred. The Senate passed the amendment, it came 
to the House, and we refused to concur; and that, too, with 
the knowledge on our part of what the judges in this country 
were doing. 

Later on, in 1898, this matter came up before the House of 
Representatives, At that time the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpERwoop] used this language: 

Now, this section in the bill very materially changes the provisions 
of section 715 of the Revised Statutes. In the first place, it provides 
a compensation of $10 a day to the district judges during the tims they 
are traveling from their homes to the places where they hold extra 
courts. The statute already gives them $10 a day compensation durin, 


the time they are holding courts, but this gives them an additio 
compensation of $10 a day while traveling back and forth. 


The gentleman from Alabama was then of the opinion—I be- 
lieye he was a member of the Appropriations Committee—that 
this $10 a day was compensation granted to them under the law, 
which they were drawing and which they had a right to draw 
and receive. Then this colloquy took place: 

Mr. Uxpsrwoop. As I understand, the judge gets $10 a day after he 
gets to the place where he is going to hold the court. 

Mr. CANNON. Not the district Judge; but the circuit judges. 

Mr. UNonnwoobp. When a new district j is sent to hold court 
when another judge is sick, he gets, under the law, $10 a day. 


Mr. Cannon. I do not so understand it. Let me give my understand- 
ing, so as to get the exact difference between us. I und 
district judge gets his $5,000 a year, if that is it ee iae 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. Cannon. When he goes outside to hold court, he does not get 


myig 
. UNDERWOOD. My friend from Illinois, I think, is mistaken When 
he goes to attend court he gets $10 a day compensation for holding 
that court during the are he is there, and I think that is sufficient, 
for he already gets $5, a 2 and to pay him $10 per day while at 
court will more than cover his expenses and it is suficient compensa- 
tion without giving him the additional amount in this bill. 

Mr. Cannon. Commencing on line 16, “ expenses of judges of the cir- 
cuit courts of appeals” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That excepts the circuit court judges, and they 
would not receive it anyway, for it is their duty now. 

Mr. Cannon. I understand when the circuit court is held away from 
the residence of one of the circuit judges—I mean the appellate court 
they get $10 a day. 


So the controversy goes on. It was stated here in 1898 on the 
floor of this House and to the Members present and to all the 
world, so the Members of the House understood it, that the law 
as it then stood entitled the judges, when sent out of their dis- 
tricts, to receive $10 a day. That is the construction placed upon 
it by the Members of this House; and with this understanding 
the bill passed and became a law; and now are we, after the 
language that was used in 1898, when the present law was re- 
enacted by Members of the House; after the debates that 
have taken place concerning this question and recorded at the 
time; after we decided that judges were to receive $10 per 
day as an allowance or compensation, going to impeach a man 
because he took the $10 a day, when the law intended that 
he should receive it, and everyone at that time so understood it? 

Mr. BEDE. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Yes. 

Mr. BEDE. Has not the House already impeached Judge 
Swayne? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I say that through an awk- 
ward proceeding, by putting the cart before the horse, without 
the power or opportunity to debate the specifications that we 
were going to send to the Senate, we have voted to impeach 
Judge Swayne, but I want to say this to the gentleman from 
Minnesota, that if we at that time made a mistake, and we are 
not brave enough to take it back now, we are not worthy to be 
Members of the House of Representatives. [Applause.] 

n If Judge Swayne is innocent he ought to have 
a trial? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. No, sir; there is nothing to 
try if he is innocent. 

Mr. BEDE. Have we not done the worst thing we can? He 
has been impeached before the country, and everybody is talk- 
ing about it; if he is innocent he ought to have a trial, and if 
he is guilty the people ought to have a trial. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If Judge Swayne has been im- 
peached before the people of the United States it has been done 
by those who have been maliciously pursuing and hounding 
him for several years. 

Mr. BEDE. Did not the gentleman from California agree to 
the impeachment a month ago, and hasn’t he been discussing 
it ever since? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If I made a mistake in the 
first instance, I want to say to this House that I have the man- 
hood to stand up and say, after the disclosure of all these facts 
which I have mentioned, that I did Judge Swayne an injustice, 
and if I have a chance I am going to vote to undo the wrong 
I did him. [Applause.] 

Mr. BEDE. Are we going to impeach the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this House? 

Mr. GILLETT of California. The Judiciary Committee of 
this House is no more infallible than are men. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to say to the gentleman that 
nine members of the Judiciary Committee were against this 
proposition in the beginning. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
what information he has now that he did not have when he 
voted to impeach Judge Swayne. Has there been any testi- 
mony taken before the Judiciary Committee since that time? 
Is not the record just the same as it was when we voted? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to answer that question. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not asking the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman does not want me to 
answer. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
asks me what information I have. I have this information: I 
have a statement from the Secretary of the Treasury as to the 
number of judges throughout this country who had charged 
the same amount, and which the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia [Mr. PALMER] refused to be permitted to be shown. Right 
or wrong, I have it. I have this also: I have a statement made 
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by honorable Members of this House in 1898 that it was the 
intention of the law that these judges should draw $10 a day, 
and when they draw $10 a day under that statement we have 
no right in fairness and in just spirit to say they should be 
impeached for doing it, and I am not going to do it. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. BEDE. The gentleman admits that the judge has 
already been impeached. I am not a lawyer. I am here as a 
plain American citizen. The lawyers seem to have muddled 
the case. You have already impeached a judge in high office in 
the United States. Now, the question is one of mere formality 
of sending the articles of impeachment to the Senate, and yet 
the lawyers in this House have been trying the case for a week. 
I am a plain American who wants information. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If the gentleman is a plain 
American, I will ask him to stand on his American manhood 
and do unto an American what he would have an American do 
unto him. [Applause.] 

Mr. BEDE. I am willing to do that. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. If this House, through the Ju- 
diciary Committee has made a blunder, if they have made a 
mistake in this matter, and now, after five or six days of de- 
bate, we have ascertained that we have made a mistake, we can 
recall what we have done, with honor and credit to ourselves, 
from the Senate and put it before the world that Judge Swayne 
is not to be impeached. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And what about the Hoskins case? 
They relied on the Hoskins case. Call their attention to that. 
There is no foundation for that. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. We have stated in the report 
to this House, or the majority has reported, and it has been 
argued on this floor, that Judge Swayne should be impeached 
because he entered into a conspiracy to ruin an old man by the 
name of Hoskins living in the State of Florida. The charges 
were baseless. They were unfounded. Even the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] confesses now that there is 
nothing in them. It has been said around this great broad land 
of ours that Judge Swayne has bankrupted men, and that Mr. 
Hoskins was one of them. They sowed all this seed, and now 
when, in fair discussion, we take it up they try to get away 
from it. They have abandoned the Hoskins case. They have 
abandoned the charges that every bankrupt estate that went 
before his court was reeking with wrong. They have aban- 
doned the charge that he was corrupt. They have abandoned 
the charge that he was ignorant, and they have abandoned 
eight or nine of the specifications that were furnished us. I 
say that it is time, they having backed out of all of these | 
charges, that we as Members of this House should back out of 
the rest and get our feet on ground that is fair and honest. 

If the prosecutors have a right to abandon seven or eight 
charges that have been sent broadcast over the land, that have 
been brought on the floor of this House, that have been embraced 
in the majority report, because they are groundless and with- 
out merit, then we have the same right to abandon the rest 
when they are no better grounded. Now, I say it is time the 
people of this country should commence to look into this matter 
a little. It is time the Members of this House should commence 
to stand on what is fair and right. It is time we should stop 
listening to reports from Judge Swayne’s political enemies in 
Florida and endeavor to try the case fairly and justly and 
honestly and upon its merits. It seems to me he has been 
_ hounded and pursued from one end of the country to the other. 

They have made charges and have backed down from them. 
They have sent to every Member, under seal, the articles passed 
by the Florida legislature. Everything that O’Neal’s money 
could do, everything that a vicious spirit could do to blacken the 
reputation of Judge Swayne has been done. What act has 
Judge Swayne ever done in the discharge of his duty that is 
wrong? He has tried cases throughout Alabama; he has tried 
cases throughout Louisiana; he has tried cases throughout 
Texas, month after month and year after year; and no com- 
plaint comes from these States of his wrongdoings. He is 
indorsed here as a judge and as an able judge by Judge Pardee. 
Where has he been wrong? Whom has he wronged? What 
judgment is not right? Where is there any corruption shown 
in this case? I have present here, and I shall put them in the 
record, telegrams from the best citizens of Pensacola, Fla.— 
lawyers, doctors, bankers, merchants, and timber men—in which 
they repudiate the statements made on the floor by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Lamar] and say that they have confidence in 
Judge Swayne’s integrity and that they are not behind this im- 
peachment proceeding. The following are the telegrams: 
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House. 


tended fifteen 


JANUARY 18, 


PR 
LNG aL NSACOLA, FLA., January 1}, 1905. 


Cc, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
We believe in the integrity of Judge Charles Swa ens 
of his judicial district number pie bh as his friends. 15 
F. C. Brent, J. J. Stephens, jeweler; C. L. Mann, jeweler; 
Peter Lindenstruth, jeweler; Thos. C. Watson, rea 
e e ends aed ha 
or; Chas. 
merchant tailor; J. E. Wa a 


Dailva, merchant; 


am, 
; A. 
uty collector of customs; Alfred Moog, 

or dealer; David Bear, retired mer- 
chant; M Bear, wholesale merchant; Max 
merchant; Dave Dannehise, liquor 
Lischkoff, jeweler; He Horsler; N. G. 
shoe merchant; Wm. „ merchan 
man, wholesale merchant; H. Mueller, t; B. 
L. Gundersheimer, merchant; A. M. Cohen, whole- 
sale notion merchant; J. N. Broughton, contractor ; 
J. F Rhodes, merchant; C. J. Kenney, merchant; W. 
L. Gilmore, hotel keeper; Geo. Bell, merchant; Jacob 

„ underwriter agent. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., wary cou 
Hon. J. N. GILLETT, 5 = DaN 
Washington, D. C.: 8 
We believe that Ju Swayne has the friendship and good wishes 
of many citizens of Pensacola, amo them — y 


Douville om 3 
C: Binkley, lawyer; G. W. 
F P. B. Be 


P. Stone, mer- 
rehant ; 8 


W. 2. . Ca 
chant; W. H. Knowles, First National Bank; 
Hilton Green, Citizens’ National Bank; P. H. Whaley, 
2 minister; T. F. MeGourin; F. G. Rensha’ 


De FUNIAK SPRINGS, FLA., January 15, 1905, 
Hon. J. N. GILLETT, M. C. 
Washington, D. g: 

We regard statements in Congress on 13th against Judge Swayne 
as being too strong. Having attended his courts and seen his action 
neon penei we express our confidence in his fairness. We are his 

ends, 


F. N. Kolmetz, deputy marshal; L. F. Cochrane, jeweler; 
L. W. Plank, 2 dealer; W. F. Hall, . : 
J. H. New, eee Hoge tigre Frank R. Hart- 
ford, deputy collector; C M. Cox, attorney at law; 
Kisabrook ‘yom D Kine: chant: x i. Nlag, 
; John D. „ mere 3 a 
merchant; P. F. Leight; A. L. Breach. 


CEDAR Key, FLA., January 1}, 1905. 
Hon. J. N. GILLETT, Washington, D. C.: 
We — disapproval of Representative PALMER’S statement in 
e have h opinion of Judge Swayne's judicial action and 
have confidence in his impartiality as a judge. We believe he has al- 
ways been fair to citizens of Levy County. 
J. L. COTTRELL, Member Town C 
J. R. MITCHELL, Town Marshal, : 
J. A. WILLIAMS, Attorney. 
R. L. TiIsox, Merchant. 
FRANK CALE, Pilot. 
FRED. Cusperty, Attorney. 


TALLAHASSEE, FLA., January 1}, 1905. 


Hon. J. N. GILLETT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
We admire J — Swayne, thinking him 
Jeff D. Ferrell, blacksmith; B 
E. Craig, constable ; 
States marshal; J. F. Hill 
ham Hotel; Aaron Levy, 5 A. 


TALLAHASSEE, FLA., January 1}, 1905. 
Hon. J. N. GILLETT, ps 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Palmer's statement that Ji Swa 8 friends not fact. All 


Republicans and many ocra ere. 
EDMUND C. WEEKS, Surveyor-General. 


MARIANNA, FLA., Ji È 
Hon. J. N. GILLETT, * » January 14, 1905. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 


I have served as United States commissioner for near ten years; at- 
terms of court; sent near 400 cases for final trial before 

Talked with grand and trial jurors and defendants, and 
but praise for Judge Swayne from any of them. 

of friends, and the charge that he has not is base and 


JOHN THOS. PORTER. 


Let the people of Florida pass on this question themselyes 
and you will find the best citizenship of Florida denouncing 


slanderous. Letter follows. 
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this very proceeding as they are already denouncing it. Judge 
Swayne has friends in Florida. He numbers among his friends 
men who stand high in society and in the business world. I 
was there and I listened to the O'Briens and the Keysers and 
others of that ilk, and I saw them there upon the stand and I 
sized them up, and I say there is no evidence produced that for 
a moment can convince my mind that Judge Swayne is guilty 
of any of the charges preferred against him. Champagne to 
carry through the resolution of impeachment in the Florida 
legislature; six or seven lawyers lobbying the bill; a Federal 
judge with only one Republican friend on the floor. Is it won- 
derful that he was impeached by the State of Florida? And 
the only thing now that they rely on, it seems to me, in which 
there can be a particle of merit, is the question of Davis and 
Belden and the question of his nonresidence, and they are ab- 
solutely without a foundation. I was proud yesterday when 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockxran] said so elo- 
quently, so logically, that he did not believe in the charge of 
these expenses; when he spoke of the right that a judge had to 
protect his officers because of the protection to which they were 
entitled to receive under the law that justice might be admin- 
istered in the courts. I thought he spoke well and spoke ad- 
visedly, and I wish it could be read again to the Members of 
this House before they take their votes. And in conclusion I 
wish to say I know not what other Members of this House may 
do, I know not what views they may entertain, but as far as 
I am concerned, having been connected with this matter for 
nearly a year, having been to Florida and in several of its 
cities observing the manner and demeanor of witnesses on the 
stand, finding out something about the spirit that is behind 
this, inquiring into the merits both from the facts and the law, 
I can not say that I would do justice to my conscience if I 
would vote to send to the Senate articles of impeachment so 
groundless as they are, to have the Senate spend its valuable 
time in passing upon them sufficiently long to kick them out, 
and I trust that this House, in all spirit of fairness, with an 
attempt to do what is right and just by a man, will weigh these 
matters carefully and satisfy their own consciences and their 
own hearts that they are right before they answer to their 
names when the roll is called. [Great applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
JUDGE CHARLES SWAYNE. 


APRIL 1, 1904.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be 
rinted. Mr. GILLETT of California, from the Committee on the Ju- 
iclary, submitted the following views of the minority (to accompany 

H. Res. No. ate 
On the 10th day of December, 1903, the House passed a resolution, 
a copy of which Is as follows: 


{House resolution No. 86, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session.] 


Mr. Lamar of Florida submitted the following resolution: 
“ Whereas the following joint resolution was adopted by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Florida: i 


“ ‘Senate joint resolution in reference to Charles preme judge of the 
United States court for the northern district of Florida. 


e it resolved the legislature of the State of Florida: Whereas 
Charles Swayne, United States district judge of the northern district 
of Florida, has so conducted himself and his court as to cause the peo- 
ple of the State to doubt his integrity and to believe that his official 
actions as judge are susceptible to corrupt influences and have been so 
corruptly influenced ; 

“* Whereas it also ope that the said Charles Swayne is guilty of 
a violation of section 551 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
in that he does not reside in the district for which he was appointed 
and of which he is judge, but resides out of the State of Florida and in 
the State of Delaware or State of Pennsylvania, in open and defiant 
violation of said statute, and has not resided in the northern district 
of Florida, for which he was appointed, in ten years, and is constantly 
absent from said district, only making temporary visits for a pretense 
of discharging his official duties ; 

“* Whereas the reputation of Charles Swayne as a corrupt ju is 
very injurious to the interests of the entire State of Florida, and his 
constant absence from his supposed district causes great sacrifice of 
their Labi and annoyance and expense to litigants in his court; 

“*Whereas it also appears that the said Charles Swayne is not only 
a corrupt judge, but that he is ignorant and incompetent and that his 
= opinions do not command the respect or confidence of the 
people; 

“*Whereas the administration of the United States bankruptcy act 
in the court of said Charles Swayne and his appointed eree has 
resulted in every instance In the waste of the assets of the alleged 
8 by being absorbed in unnecessary costs, expenses, and allow- 
ances, to the great wrong and be of creditors and others, until such 
administration is in effect legal robbery and a stench in the nos- 
trlis of all good people; 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Flor- 
ida, the senate concurring, That our Senators and Representatives in 
the United States Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to cause 
to be instituted in the Congress of the United States proper proceedings 
for the investigation of the proceedings of the United States circuit and 
district courts for the northern district of Florida Charles Swayne 
as United States judge for the northern district of Florida, and of his 
acts and doings as such judge, to the end that he may be impeached 
and removed from such office. 

“ ‘Resolved further, That the secre of state of the State of Fior- 
ida be, and is hereby, instructed to certify to each Senator and Repre- 


sentative in the Congress of the United States, under the great seal 


of the State of Florida, a copy of this resolution and its unanimous 
adoption by the legislature of the State of Florida. 


“+ THE STATE OF FLORIDA, 
“* OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


“*Unrrep States or AMERICA, State of Florida, ss: 


“tI, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do 
hereby erug that the foregoing is a true and exact copy of senate 
oint resolution in reference to Charles Swayne, judge oF the United 
tates court for the northern district of Florida, passed by the legis- 
lature of Florida, session of 1903, and on file in this office. 

“* Given under my hand and the Feet seal of the State of Florida, 
at Tallahassee, the capital, this the 7th day of September, A. D. 1903. 


[SEAL.] H. CLAY CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State? 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to in- 
guis and report whether the action of this House is requisite concern- 
ng the official misconduct of Charles Swayne, judge of the United 
States district court for the northern district of Florida, and say 
whether said judge has held terms of his court as required by law, 
whether he has pn eae od and persistently absented himself from the 
said State, and whether his acts and omissions in his office of judge 
have been such as in any de; to deprive the people of that district 
of the benefits of the court therein to amount to a denial of justice; 
whether the said judge has been guilty of corrupt conduct in office, 
and whether his administration of his office has resulted in injury 
and wrong to litigants of his court. 

“And in reference to this investigation the said committee ts hereby 
authorized and empowered to send for persons and papers, administer 
oaths, take testimony, and to employ a clerk and stenographer, if 
necessary; to send a subcommittee whenever and wherever it may be 
necessary to take testimony for the use of said committee. And the 
said subcommittee while so employed shall have the same powers in 
respect to obtaining testimony as are herein given to said Committee 
on the Judiciary, with a sergeant-at-arms, by himself or deputy, who 
shall serve the processes of said committee and subcommittee and exe- 
cute its orders, and shall attend the sittings of the same as ordered 
and directed thereby. And that the expense of such investigation shall 
be d out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

e author of said resolution, esentative LAMAR, was requested 
by the subcommittee appointed to investigate said charges contained 
in said resolution, to submit to it a statement setting forth specifically 
the charges referred to in a general way in said resolution. In com- 

liance with this request, Mr. LaMar presented to said subcommittee 

e following, to wit: 


“In re Charles Swayne, United States district judge in and for the 
northern district of Florida: Specifications of matters to be pre- 
sented for investigation before the investigating committee of the 
House of Representatives, United States Congress. 


“ Specification 1.—That the said Charles Pde judge of the United 
States court in and for the northern district of Florida, for ten yi 
while he has been such udge, was a nonresident of the State o 
Florida, and resided in the State of Delaware; that he never pre- 
tended to reside in Florida until May, 1903; that during said time of 
his nonresidence, by such nonresidence, he has caumed eat incon- 
venience, 5 injury; and expense to litigants in his court, not 
so much by failure to hold terms of court as by failure to be in reach 
for the disposition of admiralty and chancery matters and other mat- 
ters arising between terms of court needing disposition. 

“ Specification 2—That said Charles Swayne, as such judge, appointed 
one B. C. Tunison as United States commissioner; that it was charged 
that it was an improper appointment, and that testimony was offered 
to such effect before said appointment. 

“ Specification 8.—That the said Charles Swayne, as such judge, ap- 
pointed and maintains one John Thomas Porter as United States com- 
missioner at Marianna, but that said Porter does not reside at Mari- 
anna, but at Grand Ridge, 16 miles away, and is never at Marianna or 
at his office except when notified of an arrest, necessitating people hav- 
ing business with United States commissioner, often at expense and 
inconvenience, to go to Grand Ridge, and necessitating the holding of 
prisoners for a day or two, at their inconvenience and in impris- 
onment at the expense of the Government, until said Porter sees fit to 
come to Marianna. 

“The said Swayne, although there is great necessity for a commis- 
sioner at Marianna, has refused to appoint such. 

“Specification 4.—That sald Swayne, in the administration of his 
court, has been guilty of great ality and favoritism to one B. C. 
Tunison, mentioned in specification No. 2, and a practicing attorney in 
said court; that so great and well known has this partiality and 
favoritism become that it has created the general impression that to 
succeed in that court before the said Swayne it is necessary to retain 
the, Bpecification: 5.—That said 8 has been guilty of « 

“ Specification 5.—That sa wayne has been of o 
and tyranny in his office, incorrectly and oppressively and without just 
cause imprisoning one W. C. O'Neal, one E. T. Davis, and one Simeon 
Seine 3 felgned, fletitious, and false charges of contempt of his 
said co 

“ Specification 6—That said Charles Swayne has willfully, negli- 
gently, and corruptly administered e cases in his court, to the 
extent that the assets of bankrupts have, in all or nearly all cases, 
been squandered or dissipated in paying extraordinary fees and expenses 
and never paying, any dividends to creditors. 

“ Specification 7.—That said Charles Swayne was guilty of oppression 
and tyranny in his office to one Charles Hoskins upon an alleged con- 
tempt, resulting in the suicide of the said Hoskins, and said alleged 
contempt proceed being brought for the 2 of breaking down 
and infariag one W. R. Hoskins, who was charged in said court with 
involuntary bankruptcy, but who was defending and resisting such 


g Specification 8.—That said Swayne corruptly purchased a house and 
lot in the city ro Pensacola while the said house and lot was in litiga- 


tion in his co 

“Specification 9.—Ignorance and incompetency to hold said position. 
Under this cation many illustrations could be given, among them 
a case in which he took jurisdiction in admiralty in violation of the 

between the States and Sweden and Norway, and in one 
y, in which he charged 
the d. diametrically conflicting theories of law. 

2 dee —That said Swayne, by reason of his absence from 
the State, failed to hold the term of court which should have been held 
at Tallahassee in the fall of the year 1902, during the months of No- 
vember or December. 


pression 


trea 
ease, that of Sweet v. Owl Commercial Com 
to exactly an 
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“Specification 12.—That the said Charles Swayne has been guilty of 
conduct unbecoming an upright judge in that he has procured as in- 
dorsers on his note, for the 7 of borrowing money, attorneys and 
litigants having cases pending in his court. 

“specification 13.—That the said Charles Swayne has been guilty of 
maladministration in the affairs of the conduct of his office; that he 
has discharged people convicted of crime in his court. Illustration, 
case of Alonzo Love, convicted in the year of 1902, of perjury.” 

The committee, on February 10, 1904, proceeded to Florida to take tes- 
witnesses and re- 
ter receiving all 
Inst the matters set 

, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12 
and 13 were not proven or were not of sufficient gravity to warrant 
impeachment charges being made. 

he majority of the committee were of the opinion that specifications 

1, 4, and 5 had been proven; that Judge Swayne also had wrongfully 
ted a continuance in the case of W. H. Hoskins, a bankrupt, when 

e desired to go to trial, and refused to hear his witnesses, and that 
of impeachment against him on these grounds should be pre- 


fer: 

From this I dissented, because I did not believe that the evidence 
and the law warranted such a conclusion. I looked upon the impeach- 
ment of a Federal judge as a very serious matter, the proceeding being 
a quasi criminal. one, and felt that before charges should be prefer 
that the mind should be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt and to a 
moral certainty of the truth of the matters alleged, and that said mat- 
ters should be of a most serious character, if not a high crime or mis- 
demeanor, of such a willful and intentional misbehavior in office as to 
amount to a denial of justice to litigants or to cast discredit upon the 
court and to cause a loss of confidence in the honesty, integrity, and 
morality of the judge. I could not persuade myself to believe that 
every error made by the court, or every mistake made by him in the 
Sincharse area should be considered sufficient unds to 


ae others, Co in 
constant session, and it would be the est court in the world. If 
of contempt 
te to answer 


for many a day. ow long would the authority of our courts and 
their decrees be ed every dissatisfied li t and ev per- 
son found guilty of contempt could come to Con in uce a 
resolution with a t flour of trumpets charging the judge with 
ignorance, corruption, Krano, incompetency, and dishonesty, and 

ereupon the ju be investigated and brought before the bar of 
the Senate? ity of the courts must be maintained, and their 


ine e against whom complaint has been made has willfully, know- 

ng 

has 
With 


that guaps Swayne has misbehaved in office; that he has been 
of any high cri 


majo 

a 8 vindictive, or oppressive manner. 

that the evidence in the case warrants the action taken by the majority 

or Is sufficient to cause the House of Representatives to prefer charges 
belief I shall now consider 


NONRESIDENCE. 


First, as to the charge of nonresidence and the inconvenience, an- 
noyance, injury, and to litigants in his court by reason thereof: 
he evidence shows that in the year 1885 Judge Swayne moved from 
Pennsylvania to the State of Florida to practice law. In ‘the year 
1890 he was apointed district judge of the northern district of Florida, 
and shortly thereafter he moved to St. A ine, which was in his 
district. In June, 1894, the boundaries of the district were changed, 
district of Florida. 


and St. Augustine became a part of the southern 
After this Judge Swayne ceased keeping house in St. Augustine and 
stored his furniture. He went to nsacola, Fla., then the largest 


city in his district, and requested a friend to place his name on the 
register of voters. This was not done. From 1895 until 1900 Judge 
ro did not own or rent any house in Pensacola, or in his district, 
but boarded when there in hotels and with private families. 

When he went to Pensacola first he directed Mr. Marsh, the clerk 
of his court, to find him a suitable house. Mr. Marsh testifies that he 
tried to find a house from October, 1895, to October, 1897, but could 
not get a suitable one. After that he tried to buy a house for him, 
and sought to purchase the Wright house, the Piagio house, and the 
py . house, but failed to get either. Captain Northrup testified 
that when Judge Swayne first came to Pensacola he asked him to get 
for him a suitable house and that he took mina, Swayne In his buggy 
and drove him about to find a house but fail 

In 1900 he rented a house from Thomas C. Watson & Co., put his 
household furniture in it, and pald rent and insurance until May, 
1903, when he moved into a house purchased by his wife and where 
he now lives. There is no direct and positive evidence or any evi- 
dence at all that from the year 1895 down to May, 1903, Judge Swayne 
had a home anywhere in the United States excepting in Florida. 
During a pr of this time his family were in Europe. They lived 
with him for a short period in Pensacola, and his son came and lived 
with him for a while. 

In the resolution it ts ch; that during this time he resided in 
Delaware or — tha but no evidence of this kind was offered, 
and it is very evident if Judge Swayne resided in either State and 
made his home there that it would have been a v easy matter to 
have established that fact by an abundance of proof. A list of wit- 
nesses to prove that he resided in Delaware was furnished the com- 
mittee, but none were called, and the prosecution rested without 
offering to call any of them, hence it is reasonable to suppose that it 


could not be proven that Ju Swayne resided in that State. 
fact, he he left Delaware in 1867 and has never since me ian 
made his home there. Judge Swayne must have a residence some- 
1 . 5 0 ecg and there is no 
roo e ever e e mi 
e intended to ap so: aes? ome elsewhere, or that 
e at he went no: every summer to nd his vacation, 
be with = aged mone oe not gon — n changed his . 
because a practice followed some o e Federal judges 
South. The heat of that country oming intolerable, ae 
during the summer months. In 1900 he moved his furn 
house in Pensacola rented fro: 


depart. 

that he would return to Pensacola also at times when thi 

2 det ff date 
ow, then, g was a nonresident of the d 

and therefore guilty under the statute of a crime, to wit, a nen ae 

demeanor, it falls upon the prosecution to prove beyond a reasonable 


doubt that Judge Swayne did not reside within the district but 
tained a residence elsewhere, and I submit that absen himself = 
he is a non- 


length of time from the district does not alone prove tha 
resident of it. The prosecution have not shown where his residence 


is if it Is not in his district. Between 1895 and 1899 Judge Swayne 
requested es in Pensacola—\. H. Northrup and Fred Waren ts 
find for him a suitable residence, and they testified that no suitable 


lace could be found. He also attempted to purchase a house and also 
ook some steps toward building one. “This clearly shows the intent on 
the part of Judge Swayne to reside in his district, and surely a man's 
intent always controls on a question of residence. Residence is clear] 
a question of Intent. A man chooses his own residence and that resi- 
dence remains until he decides to have another. There is no evidence 
that Judge Swayne had no intent to establish his residence in Florida 
and in his district, or that he had any intent to establish it somewhere 
else. That he pa no taxes or did not vote is not conclusive that he 
did not reside his district. Neither are necessary to establish resi- 


dence. 
But it is sald he was absent from his district nearly ten months dur- 
ing each year. But this, as said before, does not prove his residence 


was not there. Well, it fs said, It is a stron reumstance and it 
roves that he was neglecting his business; that he was not discharg- 
ng the duties of his office, and from this fact he should be im- 
poached, Let us see, It is true that Judge Swayne was absent from 
is district, and for months; but it is not true that litigants in his 
court su great or any inconvenience thereby, or that they suff 
any loss. Judge Swayne tells us the reason why he was aw 
where he was. He was on duty. He was not on a vacation, en 
the quiet and rest of Guyencourt, Del., or idling away his time in 
seeking pleasures, but he was on duty most of the time. Under the 
law the circult judge of a district may order a district judge to go into 
other 3 and hold court, and also to sit on the circuit court of 
appeals. 

The records in this case show that Judge Pardee and Judge McCor- 
mick ordered Judge Swayne to hold court in Alabama, Texas, and Loui- 
siana at different times, and also to sit on the circuit court of a Is. 
and that he obeyed this order, as it was his duty todo. The cect cates 
of the clerks of different courts in the States just named show when 
Judge Swayne held court therein, and here follows the record, not giv- 
ing the States and courts, which can be obtained, but the number of 
months in which he held court in each year in sald States and out of 
his district, ge ee with 1895: 

1895.—April, M. November, and December, four months. 

1896.—January, February, March, April, May, June, November, and 
December, eight months. 

Iaer anuar February, March, April, May, June, and July, seven 
months. 

1898.—January, February, March, April, May, November, and Decem- 
ber, seven months. 

1899.—January, February, March, April, May, June, October, and No- 
vent eight months. 


A — anuary, May, June, September, October, December, six 
months. 7 
1901.—September. 


1903.—January and February. 

Holding court for two months on an average in his own district would 
make him holding court on an average of about nine months each year. 
And this, it musf be admitted, is a good record for holding court in the 
Southern States. A ares part of the other three mont! no doubt, 
were by the court in preparing decisions and taking a vacation 
unless he decided all of his cases from the bench, which is not likely. 
The record also shows that not only did he hold court in other dis- 
tricts seven and eight months during the year, but when the time for 
holding court in his own district arrived t he went there and dis- 
patehed all of the business and kept his docket clear. What does the 
Hi setae want to impeach him for? Because he was absent from his 
district under orders; because he only worked nine and ten months a 
year holding court; because he kept his docket clear; because he did 
not work hard enough? No; nly these can not be the reasons, 
Then what are they? If litigants were subjected to “ inconvenience, 
annoyance, injury, and ex as stated in the specifications, during 
the time he was absent from his district under orders from Jud Par- 
dee and McCormick, then whose fault was it? And what right have 

es to make this the basis for charges of impeachment, and what 
ust reason can this committee give to accept the same as sufficient for 
preferring charges? 

Now, the presumption of law is that Judge Swayne Is a resident of 
his district. As long as a party retains an office which he holds during 
good behavior he is presumed to continue his domicile in the place 
where he is to exercise his functions. (Oakey v. Eastin, 4 La., 69.) 
This presumption, as already stated, must be overcome by evidence sumi- 
ciently strong to satisfy the mind beyond a reasonable doubt, because 
under the statute it is made a high misdemeanor not to reside in the 
district. It can not be overcome by hearsay evidence or by opinions 
of parties, as sought to be done in this case, but by satisfactory evidence 
which is competent and relevant. One mer be considered as dwelling 
and having home in a certain town, t be has no particular 
choice there as the place of his fixed abode (2 Me. Repts, 411.) A 
man is not prevented from obtaining a residence in a where he 
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goes to permanently make his home by the fact that his wife and chil- 


n remain in his old home. 

Neither does absence from a man’s 
able eat gone Pt to ge 3 — 
the judge's residence mus a one as 
* and his intent, coupled with his acts, to make up this 
residence ; at he pays no taxes or does not vote is not evidence 
sufficient to rebut the presumption of his residence. He may not have 
any property to pay taxes on, and may not, under some circumstances, 
care to vote. en a judge goes to a place avowedly for the purpose 
of making it his home, requests others to try and rent him a suitable 
house in which to live, endeavors to purchase a suitable place when 
he learns he can not rent one, contemplates building a home when he 
can not buy, and finally sueceeds in renting a house which he moves 
into and pays rent thereon for three years, and finally occupies, with 
his family, a house purchased by his wife, surely must have estab- 
lished the fact that ie was his Intent in good faith to make his home 
in that place, and in the absence of a very strong showing it must be 
conceded that he has established a residence there. 

Having established this residence he can not lose it because his 
duties as a judge require him to hold court in other States within the 
circuit in which his district is for seven and eight months a year, or 
by spending a vacation during the hot months of July and August with 
his mother in Delaware. Under all these facts it can not be said 
that Judge Swayne has violated the statute, and neither has he made 
any excuses for his nonresidence. He explained his absence from the 
district, as above stated, and surely this can not be urged as a sufi- 
cient ground for his impeachment. 

This brings me to the other question stated in the first specification, 


(1 Bond, 578.) 

lace of business for a reason- 
is residence there. - Of course 
from a con- 


disposition.” 

Of course, if, as has just been stated, he was absent under orders 
holding court elsewhere, he is to be excused. But what are the facts 
on this question? J. E. Wolfe, a United States district attorney from 
1895 to 1898, and for two years thereafter assistant district attorney, 
speaking of the loss and inconvenience to litigants caused by the a 
sence et inde Swayne from the district, says: 

“JT do not know of any case in which there has been an embarrass- 
ment on account of Judge Swayne's absence, and I do not know of any 
civil proceeding in which litigants were damaged or injured by the 
absence of the Judge. 

Mr. Marsh, the cierk of the court, was asked this question (237 of 
record): 

ne G Bo you know of any loss to litigants by ed inconvenience re- 
sulting by reason of the absence of Judge Swayne?—A. Never a com- 
plaint, except in one instance, and that was the signing of a bill of 
exceptions + + When Judge Swayne was holding a term of court 
fa 7 | Tex. I shipped the bill to him and it was signed and returned 

time.’ s 

W. A. Blount, one of the leading lawyers of Florida, says: 

“ Whether, as a matter of fact, his absence has resulted in 
or expense, İ do not know. I can not say now if any cases have 
delayed by his absence.” 

B. 8. Liddon, one of the attorneys for the prosecution, attempted to 
show that he had a case which he was forced to settle because the 
judge was absent, and that he had a good defense to it. He said the 
action was commenced in the summer, and that Judge Swayne would 
not return until November. The facts are, as finally admitted by the 
witness when confronted with the record, that the suit was commenced 
on January 25, 1897, after the court had adjourned on January 9; 
that it was settled in February, and that the court returned from 
Texas, where he had m ordered to hold court, and held a term of 
court in Pensacola on March 6. 

Another lawyer for the prosecution, Mr. Davis, was put on the 
stand to testify to inconvenience caused litigants by the judge's ab- 
sence. He complained that he could not get a bill of exceptions 
signed readily because the court was absent Delaware. It appears 
from the evidence that the delay was caused by the fault of Mr. Davis 
by not incorporating into the bill certain documentary evidence which 

e court directed to be included in it, but even then the bill was signed 
in time and no loss followed to anyone. One Marshall was sworn as a 
witness to prove that he was forced to settle a bankruptcy case owing 
to the fact that he could not get a hearin, A short time after the 
matter was commenced the judge was holding a term of court and 
Marshall never asked to be heard. ted the only three in- 
stances shown by the prosecution to substantiate this ge. All 
amounted to 8 it is quite evident, with the great industry 
of the gentlemen d this movement, t if there was anything to 
support the charge they would have found it. 


CONTEMPT OF O'NEAL. 


Second. The majority contend that Judge Swayne should be Im- 
ched because he found W. C. O'Neal guilty of contempt and sen- 
need him to jail; that there is no law authorizing such a judgment, 
and that the judge acted arbitrarily and oppressively. I can not agree 
with the majority either as to their construction of the law or as to 
the facts. They haye stated the strongest case possible in this matter 
against Judge Swayne without inquiring if the record does not contain 
— to justify his conduct and to uphold his judgment. The facts are 


ese: 

On the 29th day of August, 1902, one Scarritt Moreno filed in the 
district court for the northern district of Florida his petition in bank- 
ruptey. On September 15, 1902, one Adolph Greenhut was appointed 
trustee of the estate of said bankrupt. That the said Greenhut, as 
such trustee, in carrying out the implied orders of the court appointing 
him, and in the discharge of his duties to collect and recover the assets 
of the bankrupt, commenced an action in equity for the purpose of 
having a certain deed of property purchased by said bankruptcy in the 
a ee ot his wife, and to have certain mortgages thereon declared null 
and void. 

The American National Bank of Pensacola was made a party defend- 
ant in this action; W. C. O'Neal was the president of the bank. The 
action was commenced Saturday afternoon, October 18, 1902. On the 
following Monday morning the said W. C. O'Neal, when ng the 
office of the said Greenhut, where were t the pa of said estate 
and the business thereof transacted, stop and said to Greenhut that 
he wished to speak to him, and Greenhut replied, “I will see you 


jury 


I have 


right now,” and both gentlemen st into Mr. Greenhut's office. 
What transpired in that office was only seen by Greenhut and O'Neal, 
and their statements are conflicting, O Neal testifying that he went in 
there to reproach Greenhut for.commencing the action, that hot words 
p between them, and that Greenhut threatened to do him up; 
that as he started to leave the office he turned around and told Green- 
hut that he had lied about the Moreno acceptance, and that Greenhut 
then struck him and he pushed him away, and as he rushed upon him 
again he drew his pocket knife and cut Greenhut in self-defense. 

Greenhut, in his 1 says that O'Neal went in his office with 
him, where he kept and had the custody of the papers, books, ete., re- 
tating 36 and connected with the books of said Moreno, bankrupt; that 
he asked him, Greenhut, why he had commenced the action against the 
American National Bank, and made the remark that he would settle 
with him, or will settle the matter, and that O'Neal then started to 
walk out, and that Greenhut, not knowing of his purpose, followed. 
That when at the doorway: O'Neal, without an rovocation, turned 
and wheeled suddenly about with his knife in h nd and struck at 
his (Greenhut’s) throat, cutting him at a point behind the left ear, cut- 
ting through a portion of it, thence across the left cheek to the corner 
of the mouth, stabbed him four times, inflicting serious injuries upon 
him which prevented him from attending to his duties as a trustee. 
Seventeen or eighteen days after this assault the said Greenhut filed 
in Judge Swayne's court an affidavit of which the following is a copy: 
“ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Northern District of Florida, City of Pensacola, ss: 

“Adolph Greenhut, of the city of Pensacola, in the district aforesaid, 
belng duly sworn 5 to law, on his oath doth depose and say: 

That theretofore, to wit, on the 29th fey. of August, 1902, one Bear: 
ritt Moreno filed in the honorable the district court of the United 
States in and for the northern district of Florida, at Pensacola, his 
petition to be adjudicated a bankrupt and to obtain the benefits of the 


acts of Congress of the United States relating to bankruptcy. That 
thereafter such proceedings were had u said petition i 
States district ome that on Se tember 35. 1902, pte iaga 


afant was duly a 

pointed trustee of the estate of the above-named Scarritt Moreno, hank: 

rupt, which said of ge ppt 2 deponent as trustee was then and 
e 


there approved by cou 
“Thereafter, to wit, on the day and year last aforesaid, afflant 
his bond as such trustee, which 


accepted said appointment and fil 

said bond was duly approved by E. K. Nichols, esq., referee in bank- 
ruptcy, and at the same time deponent took the oath of office as re- 
qu by law, and thereupon he became charged with the duties and 
clothed with the authority appertaining to a trustee in bankruptcy 
under the laws of the Uni tes, and from thence hitherto has oc- 
cupied and is now occupying said trusteeship, amenable to and subject 
to the orders of the said the honorable district court of the U ted 
States in and for the northern district of Florida. 

“That affiant was, by his counsel, advised that it was his duty as 
trustee of the estate of sald Scarritt Moreno as aforesaid to Institute a 
certain sult or action in equity for the purpose of having certain 
erty p by the id Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt, the title 75 
which was taken by the said Scarritt Moreno in the name of his wife, 
brought into the said United States district court as a part of the es- 
tate of said bankrupt, to be there administered as required by law, and 
for the further pur of haying certain mortgages on said property 
decreed and dec! to be null, void, and of no effect. That thereupon 
in the afternoon of Saturday, the 18th day of October, 1902, through 
his counsel, he, as trustee as aforesaid, and in the performance of his 
duty as aforesaid as an officer of the said United States district cou 
caused to be filed in the circuit court of -Escambia County, State o 
Florida, his certain bill of complaint, therein and thereby, among other 
ey, asking the relief above referred to. 

“That by the advice of his counsel, Scarritt Moreno, Susie R. Mo- 
reno, his wife, American National Bank of Pensacola, the Citizens’ 
National Bank of Pensacola, and others were made parties defendant 
in and to said bill of complaint, and that upon the filing of the said bill 
of complaint sult was commenced against the defendants named in said 
bill of complaint. That all of the proceedings above referred to were 
taken and had by affiant as an officer of the district court of the United 
States in and for the northern district of Florida, and in the due, 
proper, and faithful performance of his duty as such officer, and were 
necessarily had and taken under the law and his oath of office. 

“That on Monday, the 20th dax of October, A. D. 1902, between the 
hours of 9 and 10 o’clock a. m., afflant was standing in the door of the 
office of the store owned and conducted by him, situated at No. 
East Government street, in the city of Pensacola aforesaid, which said 
office was occupied by deponent, among other things, for the pur of 

forming the duties devolving upon him as trustee as aforesaid, and 

which said office this deponent kept and had the custody of the . 
books, ete., Hamer to and connected with the estate of sald rri 
Moreno, bankrupt, in deponent’s hands as trustee as aforesaid; that at 
the said time d ent was engaged in conversation with ene Alex Lisch- 
koff, when one W. C. O’Neal, who was at the said time president of said 
American National Bank of Pensacola, one of the defendants in the ac- 
tion or suit heretofore referred to, approached to where afflant was 
standing and 3 as aforesaid, and stated to affiant that as soon 
as he, affiant, was at liberty, he, said O'Neal, desired to speak to him. 
Thereupon ant stated in effect that said O'Neal could speak to him 
then, and affiant entered his said office and stood alongside of a stand- 
ing desk about 5 feet from the door of said office. 

“Said O'Neal followed affiant into said office and stood opposite to 
affiant, and distant only a few feet. That thereupon said O'Neal in ef- 
fect asked this affiant why he, affiant, had brought the name of his, the 
American National Bank, into the Moreno suit (meaning thereby the 
suit above referred to, brought by afflant, as trustee, against Searritt 
Moreno and others) ; that ant replied that he, O’Neal, could see his, 

t's, attorneys in relation thereto; that said O'Neal made some re- 
mark to the effect that he would not do so, and stated to affiant that 
he, affiant, was no gentleman; that affiant thereupon said that he, af- 
fiant, was as much of a gentleman as he, the said O'Neal; that there- 
upon said O'Neal said Weill settle the matter,’ and turned about as if he 
intended to leave the premises of deponent, walking toward the door of 
said office and out upon the sidewalk ; that aiant had no thought, ide: 
or suspicion that said O'Neal intended any personal violence towa 
him, and qu started forward from where he was so standing as 
aforesaid toward the door of said office leading into the street. 

“That affiant barely reached the doorway of said office when said 
O'Neal, without any provocation, without any notice to deponent of his 


murderous intention, turned and wheeled suddenly about with his knife 
in his hand, and, with intent to kill and murder deponent, struck at 
his, deponent’s, throat with sald knife, and cut deponent at a point be- 
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through the lower portion of said left ear, 
, ending at left corner of mouth; and imme- 


hind the left ear, 8 
then across the left chee 
diately thereafter said O’Neal cut and stabbed deponent four further 
times: (1) On left side over lower ribs, (2) upon left hip, (3) on left 
elbow, and (4) on right hand. That the cuts, wounds, and stabs so in- 
flicted by said O'N upon deponent were of a serious and dangerous 
character, and from said time to the present deponent has been unable 
to attend to and perform his duties as trustee as aforesaid, and has been 
confined to his home, except for a few hours on two or three different 
days, and bas ever since been and is now under the care and treatment 
of a physician who is attending to said wounds. 

“That said assault and attempt to murder was committed by said 
O’Neal as aforesaid solely because and for the reason that affiant, 
as an officer of the United States district court in and for the north- 
ern district of Florida, had instituted the suit above set forth against 
the said American National Bank and others, and to interfere with 
and to prevent deponent from executing and performing his duties as 
such officer of said court; and the said O'Neal did, by the said mur- 
derous assault, interfere with the management of the said trust by 
deponent as an officer of the said court, and did for a long period of 
time, to wit, from the said 20th day of October, 1902, up to the 
present time, by reason of the injuries inflicted by him upon deponent 
as aforesaid, prevent and deter deponent from performing the duties 
incumbent upon him, deponent, as such officer, and did thereby inter- 
fere with the management by deponent as such officer of the estate of 
the said Scarritt Moreno, bankrupt. 

. “A, GREENHUT. 


2 Sworn, to and subscribed before me this 7th day of November, 
D. 1902. 
= E. K. Nichols, Referee in Bankruptcy.” 


To this affidavit O'Neal filed an answer, a copy of which is as 
follows: 
nd thereafter, and in the said day, to wit, on the 22d day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1902, the following answer was filed in the said cause 
by the respondent therein, to wit: 


“In United States district court, northern district of Florida, at Pen- 
sacola. In re rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he should 
not be punished for contempt upon the statement set forth in the 
rule and. the affidavit of A. Greenhut, thereto attached. 


“Respondent, for answer to the rule and to the said affidavit, says: 

“41. That he knows in part and presumes in part that the allegations 
of the first paragraph of the said affidavit are true. 

“2. That he knows in part and 8 in part that the allegations 
of the second paragraph of the said affidavit are true. 

3. That the statements in the third ph of said affidavit are 
in part true and in part untrue, and that the following statement of 
the facts leading up to, accompanying, and surrounding the affray be 
tween himself and the said Greenhut on October 20, 1902, are true: 

“That the said Greenhut had been, from the organizgtion of the 
American National Bank, of Pensacola, in October, 1900, a stockholder 
and director thereof; that while he was such stockholder and director 
the said bank received from the said Scarritt Moreno a certain mort- 

e for the sum of $13,000, to secure certain indebtedness due or to 
Sethe due by the said Moreno to the said bank; that the said 
transaction was an honest and bona fide transaction, and that the said 
Scarritt Moreno was and became indebted to the said bank in a large 
sum of money secured by the said mortgage; that the said Greenhut 
was cognizant of the whole of said transaction and knew of its bona 
fides and honesty, as he did of the subsequent bona fide transfer thereof 
to Alex McGowan, 8. J. Foshee, and H. L. Covington for a large con- 
sideration paia by them to the said bank, and that the bill filed by the 
said G ut as trustee as aforesaid, was filed to declare the said 

and transfer null and void, although the said Greenhat 
otal em to have been entirely honest, straight, and valid transac- 
ions. 


“That prior to the said 20th of October said A. Greenhut became 
indorser upon certain negotiable paper of the said Scarritt Moreno 
to the said bank to an amount of about $1,500; that the said Greenhut 
refused to make good his said indorsement or to pay to the said bank 
the . due upon said paper at its a ey hereafter, and before 

Oth day of October the said bank had been compelled to sue 
court of Escambia County, Fla., upon said paper, and 
that in the said suit the said Greenhut int a defense which this 
respondent believed and believes to be untrue and known to the said 


Greenhit to be untrue. 

“That on the morning of the 20th of October, 1902, respondent was 
proceeding from his residence to his office in the said bank, in the direct 
and usual path pursued by him, and he saw the said Greenhut standing 
at the door of his said store office upon the said path of respondent, 
and it suddenly occurred to respondent to reproach the said Greenhut 
with having brought the suit mentioned in his affidavit against the said 
bank, when he, the said Greenhut, knew as aforesaid that there was 
no foundation therefor; and thereupon the respondent stated to the 
said Greenhut that he wished to speak to him as soon as he was at 
liberty, he then being engaged in a conversation with one A. Lischkoff. 
The said Greenhut answered that respondent could speak to him then, 
and both he and respondent stepped to the rear of the said Greenhut's 
office, when the respondent reproached the said Greenhut with his atti- 
tude toward the bank, of which he had been a stockholder and director. 
both in his refusal to pay the negotiable paper hereinbefore mentioned 
and in the bringing of an unfounded suit against it; the conversation 
however, concerning chiefly the bringing of the said suit against the said 
bank. Hot words passed between the said respondent and said Green- 
hut, during which the said Greenhut said that he would ‘do respond- 
ent up,’ to which respondent answered that he did not come to have 4 
disturbance and would not fight in his office except in self-defense, but 
that if he had to fight he would do so if the said Greenhut would come 


mortga 


out upon the street. 
“When the respondent turned to leave the office and when he had 
nearly reached the door, he turned and said to the said Greenhut, 


‘Well, you know how you lied about the Moreno acceptance, for you 
said that you would pay it,’ the Moreno acceptance be ing the negotia- 
ble paper hereinbefore mentioned. As respondent turned, saying this, 
he noticed that the said Greenhut was following him, and as he said 
it the said Greenhut, who was short, stout, heavily built, and appar- 
ently much more muscular than respondent, struck the respondent, who 
is thin and feeble, and forced him against the railing in the said office. 
The respondent shoved the said Greenhut a little away from him, but 
he, the said Greenhut, instantly recovered and rush at respondent 
with his arm uplifted to strike, when respondent drew from his pea 
a small pocketknife and opened it, in order to protect himself, and upon 


said Greenhut rushing upon him, cut him therewith, while the said 
Greenhut was still following and endeavoring to strike him. 

“That it is not true that the os pee at any time said to the said 
Greenhut that he, respondent, would settle the matter, but the facts are 
as hereinbefore stated; that respondent does not know how many or 
where located were all the wounds inflicted with said knife and hence 
he is unable to admit or deny the allegations of the said affidavit re- 
lating thereto; that it is not true that the use of the said knife was 
with the intent to kill and murder the said Greenhut or to do him any 
bodily harm, but respondent avers that it was entirely from the in- 
stinctive desire of respondent to defend himself from the attack of a 
larger and more powerful man. 

“That it is not true that the assault charged in the said affidavit was 
committed by the respondent solely because and for the reason that the 
said Greenhut had instituted the suit aforesaid against the said Amer- 
ican National Bank, or to interfere with and prevent him, the said 
Greenhut, from exercising and performing his duties as an officer of 
this court; that in truth the respondent never contemplated at an 
time any interference with the said Greenhut as trustee as aforesai 
or contemplated any affray with the said Greenhut, or an rsonal 
conflict with him until he saw the threatening attitude or fhe said 
Greenhut toward him, the respondent, as hereinbefore set forth, and 
that so far as respondent can determine from the actions of the said 
Greenhut, who was the aggressor as aforesaid, the cause of the said 
affray was the remark of respondent to the said Greenhut concernin 
the rac Greenhut's action in repudiating his obligation to pay the said 
acceptance. 

“And respondent disclaims the existence on his part at any time of 
any intent to interfere with, prevent, impede, or delay the said Green- 
hut in the prosecution of the said suit against the said bank, or to 
interfere with or impede or prevent him in any wise in the execution 
or 5 of any of his duties as such trustee, and specially dis- 
claim any intent to do any act which might savor in the slightest 
degree of contempt of this honorable court. 

“W, C. O'NEAL. 

“W. C. O'Neal, being duly sworn, says that he has read the forego- 
ing answer and that the statements therein made are true. 

W. C. O'NxAL. 
FA patra and subscribed before me this 18th day of November, A. D. 


[span] “ JNO. PFEIFFER, Notary Public. 

“On the 9th day of December the matter came on for trial, and the 
court, after hearing all of the evidence and all of the witnesses, ren- 
dered the following judgment: 

“And afterwards, to wit, on the 9th day of December, A. D. 1902, 
the following proceedings were had in open court, to wit: 


“In the matter of the rule upon W. C. O'Neal to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt of this court as to the matters 
and things set forth in the affidavit of Adolph Greenhut. 


“This cause coming on to be heard at this time on the affidavit of 
Adolph Greenhut, in the matter of the bankruptcy proceedings in the 
estate of Scarritt Moreno, and upon the rule to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt of this court issued thereon by 
this court against W. C. O'Neal, and upon the answer of the said re- 
spondent, W. C. O'Neal, to the said rule and affidavit, and the court 
having heard the testimony and the witnesses for the prosecution and 
for the respondent, and after argument of counsel and consideration by 
the court, and the court being advised in the premises, the court doth 
find as follows: 

“That the affidavit of Adolph Greenhut, upon which this rule was 

nted, is true, and that the respondent is guilty of the acts and 
things set forth therein, in the manner and form therein all , and 
that the same constitute and are a substantial contempt of s court; 
and it is therefore 

“ Ordered, adjudged, and directed that the said ndent, W. C. 
O'Neal, be taken hence to the county jail of Escambia cin ge A at Pen- 
sacola, in the State of Florida, and there confined for and during the 
period of sae days, and that he stand committed until the term of 
reg! sentence complied with or until he be discharged by due process 
of law. 

“And the said respondent, W. C. O’Neal, at this time having sued out 
his writ of error to the Supreme-Court of the United States, and made 
and entered into a bond and undertaking, conditioned as required by 
law, and duly approved by this court, it is therefore ordered that the 
said writ of error be and operate as a supersedeas to the judgment 
heretofore rendered in this cause.” 

There is no evidence that Judge Swayne acted arbitrarily in the mat- 
ter, that he was oppressive, or that he wrongfully and willfully in de- 
fiance of law tried the action and pronounced judgment. The majority 
of the committee contend that there is no law to warrant the decision 
of the court; that no contempt had been committed; that the judge 
was in error; and for these reasons and because he made a mistake in 
the law, because he rendered an erroneous judgment he should be im- 


ched. 
Pe The judge certainly had the right to pass on the credibility of the 
witnesses and carang had the right to believe Greenhut's statement 
in preference to that of O'Neal's, and if the evidence apporre the alle- 

tions of Greenhut's affidavit—and the judge found that it did—then 
he antes re under the law, in my judgment, to find O'Neal guilty 
of contemp 

A trustee in 8 under the bankrupt act, is made an officer 
of the court. It is his duty, under an order of the court appointing 
him, to commence any actions necessary to recover property belonging 
to the bankrupt, and when he commenced such an action he is acting 
as an officer of the court and under its orders, or he would have no 
right to commence and prosecute the action at all. And any interfer- 
ence with him, either in the commencement of the action or in its 
prosecution, is a resistance by a party to a lawful order of the court 
and clearly falls within the 7 language and meaning of section 
725 of the Revised Statutes. he action of O'Neal was not only to 
reproach Greenhut, but to frighten and terrorize him and to interfere 
with him in the lawful discharge of his duties as trustee and as an offi- 
cer of the court. x 

Is ìt possible that the court may direct its trustees and officers to 
commence an action to recover assets to be distributed by the court 
to creditors and can not punish for contempt a party who stands in 
the street blocks away from the court-house and by force of threats 
intimidates the trustee so that he, through fear of personal violence. 
dare not commence his action? Surely such can not be the law, an 
such is not the law. What are the decisions on this 1 get 

In the case of the United States v. Anonymous, reported in volume 21, 
Federal Reporter, page 761, it is held that it is a contempt of court to 
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interrupt and violently break up the examination of a witness before 
an examiner by 3 in the claim to dictate, prompt, and control 
the answers o e witness. It is also a con t to insult the exam- 
use of violent and abusive language to 
the ce and is upon the street. Nothing in 
cirri bee Eroe en away the power of the court to punish such 
contempts.” 
on page 771, uses this very strong language, which applies 

with t force to the O'Neal case. 11 says: 

The oes of protection to all engaged in and about the busi- 
ness of the court from all manner of obstruction to that business, 
violence, insult, threats, and disturbance of every chara 
high one, and extends to protect the persons engaged 
civil suits, etc. It arises out of the authority and — . the 
as by pun- 


and reported in volume 120, Federal Re; 
en This case discusses the causes that 


commis- 


r oner at the 
uty. 

ave its officers to enforce and 
carry out its decrees, to enforce and protect the rights of litigants, to 
preserve pers and good order, and to assist it in the performance of 
those duties which are imposed upon it by law. The himself is 
only an officer of the court, and, indeed, the court would weak that 
had no power to punish a party for contempt who interfered with one 
of its officers for the ponon of preventing him from discharging his 
duty as an officer of the court, as trustees, or receivers. If trustees, 
commissioners, and other officers of the court are to be deterred in the 
performance of their duties by reason of violence or threats, if they 
may be assaulted and stabbed because they are carrying out the man- 
dates of the law, then we will have no law, no order, no security, no 
protection of person or property. 

It is 3 the peace and good order of the law and of society 
that a trustee bankruptcy may, without fear, commence actions in 
the courts to recover property which belongs to creditors. It is also 
necessary that after the action has been commenced that he shall not 
be terrorized to the extent that he dare not prosecute further. His 
duties are, among other things, to collect reduce to money the 

of the estate for which he is a trustee, under the direction of 


in ilty of a contempt, Judge Swayne’s duty was to 
punish h thesete "ena he would not have been mindful of the peace 
and good order of his court and the due administration of justice therein 
if he had not done so. 


8 and it was error to punish him for it,” and there ‘ore the 


udge 
~ * 5 1 as 


false, the Government is remitted to a prosecution for perjury. 

is the common-law rule. But the answer must be credible 

sistent with itself, and if 

sistent with his avowed p will 

to draw its own inferences m the facts stated. rey 
Term R.; U. 


weeny, Fed., 447; In re Debs, Fed., 724. 

5 mer of intentio disrespect or design to embarrass the due 
administration of justice is, as a rule, no ex where the 
facts constituting the contempt are itted or where a contempt is 
clearly a t the ces surrounding the commission 
of the a (Cyclopedia of L. & P., vol. 9, 25.) ” 


the court. (Territory v. Murray, 7 Mont., 251; Crow v. Sta 24 
Tex., 12; State v. Harper Bri Co., 16 W. Va., 864; U. S. v. 
64 Fed, 724; In re Snyder, 103 N. Y., 178; 48 Conn., 175; 19 Fed., 


The law as above stated is clearly applicable to the answer filed by 


He admits that he knew that Greenhut had been ted trustee. 
He admits that he knew that Greenhut as such trustee commenced 
an action to recover assets which it was alleged belonged to the bank- 
rupt and which he was —— cover up by fraud. He admits 
that the bank of which he was president was a defendant in this 
action, and he admits that “it suddenly occurred roach 
the said Greenhut with having brought 

admits that when he entered 


suit agains 
reenhut’s office he 


He also ts 
the said Greenhut for bringing an unfounded suit against 


of duty |. 


“the conversation, however, concerning chiefly the bringing of the sald 
suit against the said bank,” and that hot words between them 
and that he invited G ut into the street to fight. He says that 
it is not true that the assault charged in the said affidavit was com- 
mitted by ent solely because and for the reason that the said 
Greenhut had instituted the suit against the said American National 
Bank, or to interfere with or prevent him, the said Greenhut, from ex- 
ercising and performing his duties as an officer of this court.” 

He says that the assault was not made solely for that reason, but 
rs not deny that that was one of the reasons, and thereby admits 

a was. 

Having made an afidavit in which he admits so much, the court 
could well find that it was inconsistent with his claim that he had no 


of contempt by his answer. 
But the action commenced by Greenhut, being an — ig action, 
and his duties as trustee being more as an officer in ogn ty than one at 
law, the court had the right to inquire into the merits even if O'Neal 
filed an affidavit fully and completely purging himself of the contempt 
ed, a different rule obtaining 1 than at law. (Buck v. 
37 N. H., 450; 48 Conn., 175.) 
o 


charg 
Buck, 60 III., 105; 114 Mass., 230; 

P f error 
to the reme Court of nited States and the cause was dis- 
missed. en he sued out a writ of habeas corpus before Judge Par- 
dee, and on the 10th of November last the court, — As McCormick 
and Shelby concurring, dismissed the writ. This decision is reported 
in volume 125, Federal Reporter, page 967. . 

The court says: 

“The charge of contempt against the relator is based upon the fact 
that he unlawfully assaulted and resisted an officer of the district 
court in the execution of orders of the court and in the 


bankruptcy act of 1889, section 2, the district courts of 
the United States, sitting in bankruptcy, are continuously open; and, 
under section 33, and others of the same act, a trustee in bankruptcy 
is an officer of the court. The question before the district court in the 
contempt proceedings was whether or not an assault upon an officer of 
the court, to wit, a trustee in bankruptcy for an account of and in 
resistance of the performance of the duties of such trustee, had been 
committed by the relator, and, if so, was it under the facts proven a 
contempt of the court whose officer the trustee was. Unquestionably 
the district court had jurisdiction summarily to try and determine 
these questions, and having such sdiction, said court was fully au- 
thorized to hear and decide and adjudge upon the merits.” 

If O'Neal was guilty of the matters charged nst him, and there 
was sufficient proof of that fact as shown both by Greenhut’s affidavit 
and his own, then there is no doubt that he was guilty of contempt. 

Judge Swayne having been fearless enough on the proof of these 


facts to find a banker and an influential citizen gullty of contempt, the 
majority in their rt say, on page 20, that Swayne’s action 
unla It could have 


was, to say the least, nage? unjust, and 
proceeded only from either ul disregard 


ance of its provisions.” 

If the court has no power to punish those for contempt who beat, 
assault, and intimidate its officers when discharging their duty, then 
what protection have they, and how will the law enforced? If a 
sheriff can not serve a process without being beaten, if a clerk can 
not file a paper without being threatened, if a juror can not proceed 
to hear a case without interference, and if a trustee can not com- 
mence an action without being stabbed, and neither have any right 
to appeal to the court for protection, then men will not be found 
who will disch; their duties; and if a judge dare to punish for con- 
tempt for the doing of any of these things he lays himself subject to 
impeachment and to be with tyranny, appren, and ignor- 
— and his acts characterized as being “arbitrary, unjust, and 
un! wiul ” 

But the majority in their report in this matter give their whole case 
They say, on pages 20 and 21, O'Neal did not assault Green- 
because Greenhut had sued the bank, but because he had sued the 
bank knowing that his contention was false.” 

Here is an admission that O’Neal did assault the trustee, and that 
the assault w out of the action that Greenhut commenced against 
O'Neal's but the assault is sought to be justified Neal 
claimed that the suit was an unfounded one and Greenhut knew it. 


of the law ox from ignor- 


ecutor, ator and stab and try to cut his throat, and 
justify his action by claiming that a suit brought against him by such 
officer ‘ounded, then how can the court protect its officers e 


ci 

In p O'Neal Judge Swayne did his duty. Out of 
trouble grew impeachm 
in to get even on the court, and the evidence shows that he employed 
lawyers to to Tallahassee and lobby thro resolution passed 
by the haat, fbads of the State of Florida. e two most 
lawyers now prosecuting this matter, Mr. Liddon and Mr. „ ad- 
mit that they were employed by O'Neal to lobby this resolution 


through. 
There is considerable yens of prejudice and malice in this p 


roceed- 
Ing, and it is well to be and not be influenced by it, to the end 
that no mistakes are made and no injustice done. 


BELDEN AND DAVIS. 


Jud 
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known as block 91 of the new city, but there is nothing in the said 
description of the tract of land that would show this fact. In the 
summer of 1901 Judge Swayne’s wife was negotiating with a real-es- 
tate firm for the purchase of several pieces of land, one of which was 
said block 91. This block was owned by a Mr. Edgar, who lived in New 
York, and upon whom service of summons had never been made in the 
said Florida McGuire suit. Mr. Edgar made a deed in favor of Mrs. 
Swayne and sent it to Thomas C, Watson & Co., the agents above 
named. Mr. Hooten in July. 1901, wrote to vue Swayne that he 
had received the deed, but it was not a warranty deed, as Edgar was 
afraid of the Caro claim. To this letter Judge Swayne replied as fol- 
ows: 
Gentlemen, 


you may omit block 91 and send papers for the others 
along, and oblige.” 


This ended the negotiations of Judge Swayne's wife to purchase said 
block. Afterwards it was sold to the Pensacola Improvement Com- 
pany, and neither Judge Swayne nor his wife ever owned it or were 
ever in possession of it. ‘ore the commencement of the November 
term of court the attorneys for the plaintiff in the Florida McGuire 
suit requested Judge Swayne, 1 letter, to recuse himself, as he owned 
an interest in the property in dispute. The judge did not answer this 
letter. On November the 5th, when court opened, the judge brought 
this matter up in the presence of the attorneys for plaintiff, Florida 

cGuire, and stated that he had received a letter from them asking 
him to recuse himself because he had purchased a aie of land which 
was a part of the land embraced in the Florida McGuire case. (Testi- 
mony of W. A. Blount; Mr. PALMER states they had no notice.) 

“The judge stated he had not purchased any such land; that his 
wife through him had negotiated for the purchase of a block of this 
tract, but when the deed was sent to close the trade he saw it was a 


quitclaim, and he asked why a warranty deed had not been given. The 
reply by Watson & Co., Edgar's agents, was the reason a Warranty deed 
was not giyen was because this land was in controversy in this suit 


and he did not care to give a warranty. Ju Swayne, sere ae this, 
caused the deed to be returned, and as no formal demand had been 
made of him to recuse himself, he would try the case.” 

The foregoing is the statement of W. A. Blount, Florida's foremost 
attorney, who was in the court at that time. The criminal calendar 
was taken up first, and the court informed the parties that he would 
take up the civil docket right after the criminal calendar. The only 
ease on the civil docket was the case of Florida McGuire. A jury was 
in attendance. During the week the attorneys for Florida McGuire in- 
formed W. A. Blount, attorney for defendants, that they were ready. 
All of their witnesses were in Pensacola and easy to reach. Saturday 
morning it was apparent that the last criminal case would be finished 
that day, and Mr. Blount took out a subpena for his witnesses. Again 
I quote from the testimony of Mr. Blount: 

The first we knew that they would not be ready was the — 
tlon by Judge Paquet for a 12 of the case to Thursday. I 
objected very strenuously. had tried the same issue eleven times. I 
called the court’s attention to the fact that my knowledge of the wit- 
nesses and the issues led me to believe that 90 per cent of the witnesses 
were in half-hour call of the court room; there was no reason for de- 
lay. The court took that view, would not call it then, but would call 
it Monday, unless there was an application for a continuance in ac- 
cordance with the rule.” 

That night, Saturday, after the court had refused to postpone the 
case, Davis, Belden, and Paquet, attorneys for the plaintiff, Florida Mc- 
Guire, met together in a store of one of their clients, and there dis- 
cu the question of suing gnage Swayne and decided to do so. Bel- 
den admits he was present at this meet £ though the majority report 
says, page 8, The papers were taken to imeon Iden, into his hotel, 
where he was ill, and he signed them.” ‘The following are the facts as 
sworn to by Belden: 

“A. I was at the Park Hotel a short time, and they sent for me to 
come down to Judge Paquet. 

“Q. Where was he?—A. At Mr. Prxor's store, I think; I went there 
and signed the papers and left. It was a suit against Judge Swayne 
for the recovery of that property.” 

The suit was commenced after 8 o'clock at night in the circuit court 
of Escambia County, Fla., after the clerk had gone home, and the state- 
ment was made to him that the writ must be served that night at all 
hazards. After the writ was issued the sheriff was hunted up and in- 
structed to serve Ju Swayne with it that orena These attorneys 
also, in carrying out their scheme, wrote an article for the paper, to 

ublished next morning—Sunday—stating that the suit had been 
ought and the object of it, and procured its ublication. 

The majority in their report say that they did not procure its publi- 
cation, but the evidence is positive that the did. The suit was won 
in ejectment to recover from Judge Swayne block 91 and mesne profits 
amounting to $1,000, and all three of. these parties well knew that 
Judge Swayne had never owned the land and had never been in the 

jon of it. Judge Belden claimed that the land was Lydia C. 
Bwayne g, and Mr. Davis, in his petition for a writ of habeas corpus, 
stated the same fact. It was open, unimproved land. The action was 
not commenced in good faith with the intention of prosecuting it, and 
nothing more was ever done with it, If the parties had been acting 
in good faith they certainiy would have sued Mrs. Swayne, whom ey 
claimed to be the owner of the land, and not Judge Swayne, who ha 
never negotiated for it. When forced to state what caused them to 
act in this great haste, they gave as an excuse that they were afraid 
that Judge Swayne would leave before they could get service upon 


him. Monday forenoon Judge Blount talked the matter over with 
Judge Swayne, and he, acting oo his own su: tion, prepared the 
papers upon which Davis and Belden were foun ilty of contempt. 


t the trial Judge Swayne said, so states Mr. Blount in his evidence, 
that he had no doubt that the yous in the city had a right to sue him 
but the circumstances showed it to be an attempt to influence a United 
States Pudge in his duty by putting him where he would have to declare 
himself disqualified, and knew he had so announced, and had no reason 
to believe so. Before Davis and Belden were cited for contempt they 
dismissed the Florida McGuire suit. They pay heard contempt 
proceedin were being started. They ela now that Saturday 
evening they had decided to dismiss the case pending before Judge 
Swayne. But if this is a material fact in the case, it could only have 
been such by calling Judge Swayne's attention to it at the time of the 
contempt proceedings, which they did not do. As far as the court 
knew, no intention of that kind ever existed. It was not sworn to, 
was not put in their answer, and was mentioned in no way when it 
7 t to ae been, and it seems rather late in the day to make that 
claim now 


: Mr. Davis claims that he was not retained in the Florida McGuire 
suit until Sunday, after the suit against Judge Swayne had been com- 
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menced, and the majority in their report say that E. T. Davis was 
not of counsel in the case and had no connection with it up to the 
time that court adjourned on 83 November 9, at 6 o'clock.” 
We believe that Davis was retained and was connected with the suit 
before Judge Swayne was sued, and had been for some time, and the 
evidence clearly establishes that fact beyond all doubt. J. 6. Keyser 
was interested in the suit on behalf of plaintiff; in fact, he was one of 
the plaintiffs, though his name did not appear of record. e sa 
when asked what attorney asked Judge Swayne to recuse himself, “i 
think Mr. Davis and General Belden." 

On page 250 Mr. Marsh, the clerk of the court, says: 

“I don’t think any precipes had been gotten out. I had told Mr. 
Davis I would wait as late as he desired to get them out. He did not 
seek . 

4 1 75 Was Mr. Davis in the case, then, that Saturday afternoon?— 

„Tes. 

On page 278 Mr. Belden says: 

“After receiving the telegram from Judge Pardee, Mr. Davis was to 
make up the record in the case, so if there was error we could appeal 
it—take it up by writ of error. We intended to proceed, but the judge 
calling the case Saturday evening, 9th of November, refusing to allow 
us time to get our witnesses before the court, we were deprived of the 
facilities of making up such a record as Judge Pardee contemplated 
we should make, and we had to discontinue it.” 

Here is a positive statement by Mr. Belden that Davis was in the 
an petora Ape deny was ae : hat “Devt * 

r. Paquet says, page „ that “Davis was brought into the suit 
on Saturday, November 9, before Judge Swayne was sued; that he was 
one of the advising counsel of the clients, that he was associated, and 
asked if I had any objections; during the week he was in court very 
sik arn advising with some of the plaintiffs.” 

avis also admits in his ee for a writ of habeas corpus that he 
was an attorney for plaintiffs, a copy of which writ is as follows: 


“ United States circuit court, fifth judicial circuit, ex parte Elza T. 
Davis, habeas corpus. 


“The relator in this case, Elza T. Davis, comes into court and ex- 
cepts to the consideration of what is filed herein as a certificate of 
Charles Swayne, judge, without date, because it contains cha and 
statements 9 to charges of contempt against this defendant 
not contained in motion and order charging contempt, and which state- 
ments and charges he has never been ordered to answer, or in any way 
given a chance of reply to. 

“Should this exception be overruled then defendant, with permission 
of court first had and for which he prays, says: 

“That on the 5th of November, 1901, in open court of the United 
States circuit court of the northern district of Florida, Charles Swayne, 
United States district pope presiding, in answer to a letter from this 
defendant and Louis P. Paquet, of counsel for Mrs. Florida McGuire. 
of date October 4, 1901, to said judge at Guyencourt, in the State of 
Delaware, requesting him to recuse himself on the trial of the suit of 
Mrs. Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al., among other 
reasons, because of his interest in the said suit pending before him, 
refused to recuse himself, and went on to state from the bench in open 
court that a relative of his had purchased a part of the sald land in 
litigation, before him in said suit of Mrs. Florida McGuire, that the 
deeds had been sent north to him (the judge), and that he had 
returned them. 

“Second. In the second paragraph of the 1 5 certificate he men- 
tions the desire of his wife to purchase block 91, being the block that 
he is sued for in the State court, but he has not stated as fully as he 
did in open court on the 11th of this month the facts in reference to 
said purchase. On said date, 11th November, 1901, said judge stated 
in the hearing of all present, this relator and Simeon Belden, also coun- 
sel for Mrs. McGuire being present, that the relative referred to in his 
statement from the bench in open court on the 5th of November “ is his 
wife;" that she purchased said block of ground on the Rivas tract 
with her own money; that finding that it was on the “ Rivas” tract in 
litigation before him he return the deed. At no time has he ever 
stated or furnished us any proof that said sale had been resolved at his 
request or by his wife’s vendor, or that his wife, who purchased the 
same with her own money, desired it canceled. 

“Third. In paragraph 5 in said judge's certificate the facts in refer- 
ence to trial of suit of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et 
al., the material facts are suppressed. ‘They are as follows: The crimi- 
nal term of said court ended 5 late in the evening of November 
9, when said judge announced that he would take up the trial of the 
McGuire case the following Monday at 10 o'clock a, in. The case had 
never been fixed for a day to which we could have our witnesses sum- 
moned, and we therefore asked the court to allow us until the following 
Thursday to get our evidence in the case. The judge seemed willing, 
but counsel for defendant, W. A. Blount, and who is also one of the 
defendants in the McGuire suit, which is an ejectment suit, with much 
warmth insisted on the trial on Monday, November 11, to which the 
judge acquiesced. 

“This was Saturday, 9th, after office hours; next day being Sunday, 
no summons for witnesses could issue, thus pantok only from the open- 
ing of clerk's office at 9 o'clock Monday, 11th, until 10 o'clock, opening 
of court (one hour) to issue summons and serve more than fifty wit- 
nesses, which was physically impossible. While we were satisfied that 
said Judge is interested in the result of said suit, still he refused to 
recuse himself, our intention was to try the case before him had he 
fixed a day for trial so that we could haye secured our evidence thereto 
and made our record, but when thus arbitrarily cut off therefrom our 
duty to our clients was to discontinue the suit to prove their rights, 
which discontinuance of said suit, upon motion, was orde by 
Judge Swayne at 10 o'clock on the morning of November 11, 1901, 
and after which the motion of rule for contempt was inaugurated by 
W. A. Blount, attorney, and a defendant. \ 

“Fourth, In pee 7 of said certificate said judge refers to 
consultation with some members of the bar, but does not name them, 
but finally selects W. A. Blount to call the mhtter of contempt before 
the court, assisted by W. Fisher, of whom are defendants in the suit 
of Mrs. McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al., and trespassers 
on a large portion of the land in question. Now, while there is no 
act charged against us which under the law we were not entitled to 
do, still we make reply to statements and certificates, to place it be- 
yond doubt, that we have acted strictly within the line of our sworn 
duty to our clients, which we have a right to do under the law, and 
there can be no contempt, and no contempt was ever intended or 
thought of, in su Charles Swayne in a State court, and especially 
is it so demonstrated by a discontinuance of suit in Federal court. 
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“ OATH. 


“Elza T. Davis, being cny sworn, deposes and says that all the 
facts and allegations recited in the foregoing exception and statement 
are true and correct, to the best of his knowledge and 2 

E. T. Davis. 


“Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d of November, 1901, at 
the city of New Orleans, La. 
LSraL.] “ BENJAMIN ORY, 
“ Notary Public for the Parish of Orleans, La. 


“(Indorsed:) United States circuit court, fifth judicial circuit, north- 
ern district of Florida, ex parte Elza T. Davis applying for writ of 
habeas corpus. Exceptions and statement of relator received and filed 
November 23, 1901. H. J. Carter, clerk. Filed December 10, 1901. 
F. W. Marsh, clerk. 


“ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 88: 


“J, F. W. Marsh, clerk of the circuit court of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, hereby certify that the foregoing is a 
true and correct copy of a certain paper filed in the matter of the 
application of E. T. Davis for a writ of habeas corpus, in the said cir- 
cuit court, as the same remains of record and on file in said court. 

“Witness my hand and the seal of said court at the city of Pensa- 
cola, in said district, this 24th day of 3 A. D. 1904. 

J . W. Marsa, Olerk.” 
115 pennon in the same language was prepared, sworn to, and filed by 

r. en. 

There can be no doubt, from this positive evidence, that Mr. Davis 
was an attorney in the case when he commenced the action against 
Judge Swayne, and that he knew Judge Swayne had no interest in the 
land can not be doubted, and the finding to the contrary by the ma- 
jority is not supported by a preponderance of evidence. 

The following is the record in the case of Simeon Belden, and the 
record of Mr. Davis is just the same: 


“THE UNITED STATES AGAINST SIMEON BELDEN. 


“Be it remembered that on the 11th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
at a term of the United States circuit court in and for the northern 
district of Florida, the following motion was made in open court and 
entered of record, to wit: 

“And now comes W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor at law of 
this court, and practicing therein, and as amicus curie, and moves the 
court to cite Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys 
and counselors of this court, to show cause before this court at a day 
and hour to be fixed by the court, why they shall not be punished for 
contempt of the court in causing and procuring, as attorneys of the 
circuit court of Escambia . Fla., a summons in ejectment, 
wherein Florida McGuire is plaintiff and Hon. Charles Swayne is de- 
fendant, to be issued from said court and served upon the judge of 
this court, to recover the possession of block 91, in the Cheveaux tract, 
in the city of Pensacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy 
in ejectment then pending in this court in a case wherein the said 
Florida McGuire was plaintiff and the Pensacola City Company et al. 
were defendants, upon the grounds: 

1. That the said suit In ejectment against the judge of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recuse himself in the 
said case of Mrs. Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. 
had been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and 
after the said judge had stated in open court and in the presence of 
the said counsel, Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that an allegation 
of the said petition, that he or some member of his family were 
interested in or owned property in said tract, was untrue, and had 
stated that he had refused to permit a member of his family to buy 
land in said tract, because the said suit of Florida McGuire, involving 
the title to the said tract, was in litigation before him, the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge the said coun- 
sel were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his 
family were the owners of or interested in any part of the said tract 
and had no reason whatever to believe that he or they were so inter- 
ested, and knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was 
not in the possession or control of anyone, but was „ 

“3. That the said suit against the said judge was tituted on 
Saturday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court 
had overruled the motion of the said attorneys to postpone the trial of 
the case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. for a 
week or more, and after the said judge had announced to the said 
counsel that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 11, 
1901, and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made a 
showing why he should not so try, and the said counsel had announced 
that they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said E. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the 
said suit against the judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set forth. 

i “W. A. BLOUNT 
“An Attorney of this Court. 
“ NOVEMBER 11, 1901. 


“And afterwards, and on the same day, to wit, on the 11th oy of 
November, A. D. 1901, the following order was made and ente of 
record in the said cause, to wit: 2 


“In re matter of contempt proceedings agnos Simeon Belden, Louis 
Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 


“Upon reading the motion of W. A. Blount, an attorney and coun- 
selor of this court, for a citation to Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and 
E. T. Davis why they should be committed for contempt, for the reason 
set forth in said motion, and after consideration of the same, it is 


ordered: 

“That the said Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis be, 
and they are ret cited to appear before me, Charles Swayne, judge 
of this court, at 10 o'clock, on Tuesday, November 12, 1901, to show 
cause why they should not be punished for contempt upon the grounds 
and for the reasons set forth in the said motion, which is now of record 
in the records of said court, and a copy of which is to be attached by 
the clerk to the copy of this order served upon the said Simeon Belden, 
Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 

“ Ordered in open court this 11th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 


“At the time of the presentation of the said motion by the said W. A. 


Blount, in open court, on November 11, 1901, the said Simeon Belden 
and the said E. T. Davis were present in the said court, and before 


said order the said judge made and directed to be spread upon 
XXXIX——66 


the minutes the following declaration concerning his connection with 
the land in the Cheveaux tract, mentioned in said motion, to wit: 

“On Tuesday, November 5, 1901, at the time of the presentation of 
the said motion by plaintiffs, that the court recuse himse f, he had then 
stated, and now states, that he never agreed to accept nor ever accepted 
any deed to any portion of the said Cheveaux tract; that, as he stated, 
a member of his family, to wit, his wife, had, with money inherited 
by ber from her father’s estate, negotiated for the purchase of some 
city lots in Pensacola; that certain deeds in connection therewith had 
been sent to her in Delaware, one of them proving to be a quitclaim 
deed, and upon investigation and inquiry it was found that the pro 
erty in this deed was a portion of the property in litigation in the suit 
of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al., and that th 
upon, and by his advice, the said deed was returned to the proposed 
grantors, with the statement that no further negotiations whatever 
could be conducted by them in relation to this property, and they there- 
upon refused to purchase, either at the present time or in the future, 
any neinn of the said tract. 

W. A. Blount, an attorney and counselor at law of this court and 
3 therein, and as amicus curiæ, moves the court to cite Simeon 

elden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis, attorneys and counselors of 
this court, to show cause before this court, at a day and hour to be 
fixed by the court, why they should not be punished for contempt of 
this court in causing and procuring as attorneys of the circuit court 
of Escambia com Fla., a summons in ejectment wherein Florida 
McGuire was plaintiff and the Hon. Charles Swayne was defendant, to 
be issued from said court and served upon the said judge of this court, 
to recover the possession of block 91, Cheveaux tract, in the city of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., a tract of land involved in a controversy in ejectment then 
pending in this court in a case wherein the said Florida MeGuire was 
pees — the Pensacola City Company et al. were defendants upon 
the grounds: 

1. That the said suit in ejectment against the ju of this court 
was instituted after a petition to this judge to recusé himself in the 
said case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. had 
been submitted to the court on November 5, 1901, and denied, and 
after the said judge had said in open court and in the presence of the 
said counselors, Simeon Belden and Louis Paquet, that the allegation of 
the said petition that he, or some member of his family, were interested 
in or owned ae in said tract was untrue, and had stated that 
he had refused to permit a member of his family to buy land in said 
tract because the said suit by Florida McGuire, involving the title to 
the said tract, was in Ktigation before him, the said judge. 

“2. That after the said declaration of the said judge the said coun- 
sel were aware that neither the said judge nor any member of his 
family were the owners of or irterested in any part whatever of the 
said tract and had no reason to believe that he or they were so inter- 
ested, and knew, or could easily have known, that the said block was 
cant 9 the possession or control of anyone, but was entirely unoc- 
cupied. 

“3. That the said suit against the said judge was instituted on 
Saturday night, the 9th instant, after 6 o'clock, and after the court 
had overruled the motion of said attorneys to postpone the trial of the 
said case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. for a 
week or more, and after the said judge had announ to the sald 
counsel that he would call the case for trial on Monday, November 
11, 1901, and would then try the case, unless counsel for plaintiff made 
a suomiai why he should not so try, and the said counsel had an- 
nounced that they would make such showing. 

“4. That the said E. T. Davis was, before the instituting of the 
said suit against the said judge, cognizant of all the facts herein set 


forth. 
“(Indorsements:) In re contempt proceedings Simeon Belden, E. P. 
aquet. Filed November 11, 1901. F. W. Marsh, 


BENS; and Louis 
clerk. 

Marshal's return:) United States of America, northern district 
of Florida, ss. I hereby certify that I served the annexed citation on 
the therein-named Simeon Belden and E T. the within-named 
Louis Paquet not found, being outside the northern district of Florida, 
by banding to and leaving a true and correct copy thereof with Simeon 
Belden and E. T. Davis personaly; at Pensacola, Escambia County, in 
said district, on the 11th day of November, A’ D. 1901. T. F. Me- 
Gourin, United States marshal. By R. P. Wharton, deputy. 

“And thereafter, to wit, on the 12th day of November, A. D. 1901, 
the following answer was made and entered in the said cause by the 
said defendants therein, to wit: 


“Before the Hon. Charles Swayne, judge circuit court United States, 
northern district of Florida. In re matter of the contempt pro- 
ceedings against Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, and E. T. Davis. 


“And now comes Simeon Belden and E. T. Davis, and for reasons why 
they should not be punished for contempt, showeth: 

First. That the general grounds upon which the said contempt is 
based, to wit, summons in ejectment issued from the circuit court of 
Escambia County, Fla. wherein Florida McGuire was ntti anI 
roceedin is in 


the Hon. Charles Swayne was defendant, that said 
ounty, Fla., and 


the jurisdiction of the circuit court of Escambia 
that this court is without jurisdiction thereof. 

“Second. That the A sprees to recuse referred to in said motion they 
had nothing to do with before this court, nor were they present on the 
5th day of November when submitted, as stated in said motion, nor 
present when any statement made by the judge concerning his connec- 
tion with any of the property, except the statement made by said judge 
on November 11, after court convened and after the motion to discon- 
tinue ma case of Florida McGuire v. Pensacola City Company et al. 
was made. 

“Third. To the second 9 showeth: As above stated, they 
heard no declaration made by the judge referred to in sald paragraph, 
and as for reasons to believe that he, Judge Swayne, or some member 
of his family, was interested in block 91, Rivas tract of land, named in 
said summons, we voor refer to the declaration made by Hon. Charles 
Swayne on November 11, 1901, when said motion was made by the 
Hon. W. A. Blount, and that after hearing said declaration believe 
there is in existence a deed to Mrs. Charles Swayne uncanceled, and 
that they have no knowledge of its 5 and as the negotiations 
for the property named in said d was one made by Mrs. Charles 
Swayne In bee individual right that no act of the said Hon. Charles 
Swayne would repudiate or render null and yoid any transaction made 
by Mrs. Charles Swayne with her own money or property. 

“Fourth. That E. T. Davis, for himself, showeth that this court had 
no jurisdiction over him in said matter of Florida McGuire v. Pensa- 
cola City Company et al. until he requested the court to mark his 
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name as attorney for 
presented the motion to discontinue the aforesaid sul 
> “SIMEON BELDEN. 

“E. T. Davis. 


laintiff on the morning of 8 11, when he 


“ (Indorsements :) Before the Hon. Charles Sw: judge of the 
circuit court of the United States for the northern trict of Florida, 
at Pensacola. In re contempt against Simeon Belden, Louis Paquet, 
and E. T. Davis. Filed November 12, 1901. F. W. Marsh, clerk. 

“And afterwards, to wit, on the same day, November 12, 1901, the 
following proceedings were had in open co! to wit: 


“The United States v. Simeon Belden. No. 249. Contempt of Court. 


“This cause coming on to be heard on the motion of W. A. Blount, at- 
torney and counselor at law of this court, as amicus curie, to cite the 
. said Simeon Belden to show cause pore should not be punished for 
contempt of this court for the reasons in said motion distinctly alleged, 
and on the rule granted on said motion, dated November 11, 1901, a 
certified copy of which has been duly served on said Simeon Belden, and 
on the answer to said ruJe on this day read and filed in open court b 
and on behalf of the said Simeon Belden; and after hearing the testi- 
mony of the witnesses introduced by the United States and by the said 

defendant, and after duly considering the same: 

“It is now ordered and ad that the said Simeon Belden is 

lity in manner and form as said motion and rule set forth of the 
facts therein alleged; and it is further a ay hr that the same con- 
8 a substantial contempt of the dignity and good order of this 
cou 

“ Wherefore it is ordered and adjudged that the said Simeon Belden 
do pay a fine or penalty to the United States Government of $100, and 
that he be taken hence to the county jail of Escambia Coen. Fla., at 
Pensacola, there confined for and during the term and period of ten 
days from the 12th day of November, 1901, and that he stand com- 
mitted until the terms of this sentence be complied with or until he be 

8 by due course 


of law. 
and done this 12th day of November, A. D. 1901. 
“ CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge.” 

At the hearing witnesses were examined, but their testimony is not 
furnished us, and all we have is a short statement by Mr. Blount of 
what took place. 

In the — of any of the testimony taken at the * we have 
no right to assume that the allegations of the statement filed charging 
the contempt were not proven, or that the evidence was not sufficient 
to warrant the finding of the court that a contempt had been com- 
mitted. On the contrary, the presumption is that they were and that 
the evidence was sufficient to warrant and support the judgment of 
contempt entered by the court. 

Mr. and Mr. Davis were atto of Judge Swayne's court, 
and were both attorneys in the case of Florida McGuire, pending in 
his court. When they requested the a to recuse himself because 
he owned a of the property invo in the litigation they were 
informed by the judge that he owned no interest whatever in this land 
and they have kno’ that he did The slightest inquiry on 
their part 


fact, and they admit if anyone 
—.— = interess it ek ee Panna; On Saturday the court in- 
rmed them on Mon e wo 
l Thursday. 


proceed with the case; they 
desired, a postponement unti. Ae was in attendance, 


had all week in which to 
roceed with the trial M 
unless made a motion 
said they would do so, and at 
den in the 8 
and consulted wha 


cted to serve the papers at all 
hazards that night. They were not satisfied with this, but they wanted 
to give the suit publicity. They wanted to advertise to the world that 
Judge Swayne was intending to try the question of title to property 
in which he owned an interest, and, following this ou peers a 
statement of the case and gaye it to the morning paper to published, 
which was done. 
excuse they have yet been able to give for this unseemly 
at they wanted Swayne served before he left the State, a 


The onl 
one conclusion 


haste is 
most flimsy and unreasonable excuse. There is onl 
these facts, and 
a fictitious 


AEDE A OME BN eee ee 

at ey wanted, desired, 

— 2 e nel and continue the action. 
that though not disqualified he 


suit, to force Judge Swayne to recuse 

anay wanted to so em him 

would refuse to hear the action, and if this conclusion is true there 

can be no doubt, as attorneys and officers of the court, they were guilty 

of gross misbehayior, and clearly were guilty of contempt within the 
35 of the Revised Statutes. 


doubtful. But if paar wane, guil 


charged, if had collusively and in bad fai 
action to interfere with the trial of the case 

revent the defendants from securing a 

e court, then they were guilty of contempt, and this con- 
tempt was not purged by coming in later and dismissing the suit or by 
-the using toward harsh and abusive language. 
. Davis sued out a writ of habeas corpus before Judge Pardee. 
At the hearing Judges McCormick and Shelby sat with him and con- 


cages court sare: 
e S: 

“The — —4 is an attorney and counselor of the United States cir- 
cult court for the northern district of Florida, and, as such, one of the 
officers of the court, within the intent and meaning of the above stat- 
ute. As such officer he was and is charged with conduct in and out of 
court which, if accompanied with malicious intent, or if it had the 
effect to embarrass and obstruct the administration of justi 
such misbehavior as amounted to contempt of court.” 


of what th 


commenced 
Swa and 
the Jodge of 


The writ of habeas corpus was discharged. There is no doubt that 
this sult was brought with no intention to ever try it. In fact it was 
dropped. And there can be no other conclusion but that the com- 
mencement of this action could have no other effect than to embarrass 
and obstruct the administration of justice. The fact that the suit was 
commenced in the State court can make no difference, because its effect, 
as intended, was to embarrass Judge Swayne in trying the action pend- 
ay Saari him in the United States court. 

laintiffs dismissed the suit, but in a few months commenced it again 
In Judge Swayne’s court, which fact shows that when they dismissed it 
first they had no intention to abandon it. 

But the majority find fault and lay 
that, in his ju ent, finding Belden and vis guilty of contempt, he 
does not, in the language of statute, find them guilty of misbehavior 
as officers of his court, but adjudged that their conduct constituted a 
substantial contempt of the dignity and good order of the court. And 
is it not true that a misbehavior of an attorney is a contempt of the 
dignity and good order of the court? 

o embarrass the court in the administration of justice surely must 
be a contempt of the orderly conduct of the court in its business. 

In discussing J a Aa action in passing judgment of Gaa 
against Beiden and Davis, the majority show considerable feeling, The 
committee charge that he was “ guilty of gross abuse of judicial power 
and misbehavior in office,” and that knowing the law, and knowing that 
no contempt had been committed, he, with a bad and evil intent, de- 
clared them guilty. This is making a very broad accusation when we 
consider all of the facts and surrounding circumstances and the law 


controlling the same. 
that Judge Swayne “knew that proceedin 


eat stress upon the fact 


The committee 
contempt not committed in the presence of the court must be founded 
on an affidavit setting forth the facts and circumstances constituting 
the alleged contempt” and “knew that issuing of proofs without filing 
was erroneous,” and “knowing the law, Judge Swayne issued a rule to 
show cause why Davis and Iden should not be committed for con- 
tempt upon an unsworn statement of Mr. W. A. Blount.” 

Now, it is to be ho that the House will not vote to impeach an 
one for a mistake of law or ignorance of it, for if such a precedent is 
established none of us will be safe. It might be ible that Jud 
Swayne did not know the law as stated above, and it might be possible 
that such is not the law. It is true that the committee cite one Cali- 
fornia and two Indiana cases, but in California the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure provides that a contempt committed out of the presence of the 
court can only be called to its attention by affidavit, and no doubt In- 
diana has a similar statute. 

There is no settled practice in contempt proceedings. (United States 
v. Sweeney, 95 Fed., 446.) In volume 9, page 38, of the Cyclopedia 
of Law and Proeedure we find the law stated as follows: 

« to punish for contempt committed out of 
vesence of the court should be instituted by a statement or some 
writing or affidavit presented to the court setting forth the facts.” 

Numerous authorities from all over the United States are cited to 
support this proposition of law. 

And it has been held that in such a case the court may even act of 
its own motion and make the accusation. (24 W. Va., 416; 81 Mich., 
592; 27 How. Prac., 14.) 

It might have been possible that J Swayne did not know of the 
decision in California or the statutes of Indiana, but followed the rule 
as rga above. 


for a 


hearing, that he did not pore. himself and 
matter seriously the facts and 
circumstances that existed at the time * was pronounced. 

The — * 5 re roceeded on the that the action was 
commen in 


committed against the Federal court. If attorneys, who are officers of a 
the Federal court, to embarrass the judge of that court in the admin- 
istration of justice, commence an unmeritorious action in the State 


faith? No; for this reason: Belden, Davis, 
and Paquet are all good la th 
e land; they knew 

‘ore they knew that if the title had ever left Edgar it vested 
Being lawyers, they must have known that if the title was in 
her no judgment 7 Judge Swayne individually would divest her 
of that title, and efore such a j ent would avail their clients 
nothing. If they were 1 good faith for the purpose of tryin: 
title to land, knowing all of the facts just stated, they certainly woul 
have sued Mrs. Swayne as the owner of the land and joined her hus- 
band with her. 

Belden says: 

“Tt was so positive she had purchased it. 

“Q. Did you have any reason to suppose Judge Swayne had exercised 
any acts of ownership?—A. No. 

*Q. Did you have any such information before you brought the 
suit?—A, I did not. When we learned that suit was pending in the 
county judge’s court t Edgar that revealed the fact that sale had 
been made to Mrs. Lydia C. Swayne.” 

Commencing an action against Judge Swayne alone after he had 
stated that he would proceed with the trial of the case unless tes 
made a motion to continue it under the rule, and they having stat 
they would do so, is very oe: ger ng and is made more so when they 
never did anythin further with the suit. There can be no doubt that 
they were acting in bad faith. There can be no doubt of their motives 
t to accomplish. Why was it necessary to pro- 
was it necessary to find the clerk and 
night and cause one to file the papers and the 
other to serve f they intended to dismiss the suit Monday 
morning, as they now claim, why did they not wait until Monday and 
commence the sult after the er action had been dismissed? Why 
was it necessary to 3 an article for the paper and procure its 
publication that night? 

There can only be one answer to all these questions, one explana- 
tion of their conduct—that it was their intention to carry out the 
statement made to the court that they would show grounds for a con- 
tinuance Monday morning. There can be no other sane reason; no 
other reason can explain their conduct. All of this was done to em- 
barrass the court in the trial of the case pending before him. They 


were seeking to force him to recuse himself, or, if he persisted in 
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trying the case, to do so in the face of the charge, made public by the 
ress, that he was, as judge, trying title to a piece of land in which 

e owned an interest. Where is the court in the land that would Pe - 
mit such conduct as this to pass unnoticed and unchallenged? id 
not Judge Swayne, under all these circumstan have the right to 
inquire into this matter and punish the parties guilty? hav- 
ing committed the contempt, could they purge themselves by dismiss- 
ing the action? The contempt was committed Saturday evening, for 
which they could have been punished then, and can it be seriously urged 
now that dismissing the action, petap because of what they had 
done, that they stood innocent of any wrong when their trial took 

lace? Such a contention can have no support in reason. The jndge 

id his duty as he saw it, and the facts certainly warranted his be- 
lief. This seems to be a very slim charge on which to impeach a 
Federal Fy There were certainly good grounds for his action, and 
he had the right, from all the peculiar facts and circumstances, to be- 
lieve a contempt had been committed. 

After the hearing was closed the following papers filed In the con- 
tempt proceedings of Belden and Davis were received, and the same 
are hereby embodied in this report. 

The following is a copy of the newspaper article which it is alleged 
Belden, Davis, and Paquet prepared and procured to be published: 


“ JUDGE SWAYNE SUMMONED AS PARTY TO THD SUIT IN CASE OF FLORIDA 
M’GUIRE v. PENSACOLA COMPANY ET AL, 


“A decided new move was made in the now celebrated case of Mrs. 
Florida McGuire, who is the owner by inheritance and claims the pos- 
session of what is known as the Rivas tract,’ in the eastern portion 
of the city, near Bayou Texas, by the filing of a precipe for summons, 
through her attorneys, . Simeon Bel 


Judge Swayne purchased from a real estate agent in this 1 
the summer months, and which is a part of the property now litiga- 
tion before him. 
“The summons was placed in the hands of Sheriff Smith late last 
night for service. 
Filled November 12, 1901. 
F. W. Marsa, Olerk.” 


The following is a copy of a statement filed by Louis P. Paquet in 
Judge peat dar court, and connected with the commencement of the 
action aga’ se Swayne by himself, Belden, and Davis in the 
State court of Florida, referred to in the foregoing newspaper article: 


“United States circuit court, northern district of Florida, at Pensa- 

oaia in the matter of contempt proceedings against Louis P. 

aquet, 

“Now comes Louis P. Paquet, respondent in the aboye-entitled mat- 
ter, and says: 

“That upon full and mature consideration of his actions and conduct 
in the matter referred to in the motion, made as the basis of the above- 
entitled proceedings, through excessive zeal in behalf of his clients, he 
did so act that this honorable court was justified in believing that the 
said actions were committed in contempt thereof and as showing disre- 
spect therefor. That respondent regrets exceedingly the course taken 
by him in this matter, and now appears in court and requests that he 
be permitted to apoligize for his behavior and file with the records in 
the above-entitled cause this paper. 

Louis P. Paquet, Respondent. 


“ Filed March 31, 1902. 
F. W. Marsa, Olerk.” 


The contempt proceedings against Mr. Paquet were dropped. 
r HOSKINS CASE. 


Fourth. The majority contend that Judge Swayne should be im- 
ched because he refused to proceed to trial in the W. H. Hoskins 

nkruptcy proceeding, when the attorneys for the petitioners were 
ae for a continuance for two weeks in which to secure certain 
evidence. 

I find the facts of this case to be as follows: 

On February 10, 1902, an involuntary petition in bankruptcy was 
filed in Judge Swayne's court against W. H. Hoskins. 

On February 24, B. S. Liddon appeared in said matter on behalf of 
said Hoskins and demurred to the petition. On the 24th of February, 
John M. Calhoun was appointed receiver and on the 25th gave the 
usual bond, which was approved on the 26th. 

On the 27th of February the court sustained the demurrer to the 
petition, one of the grounds being that the petition was not verified 
as required by law, and also that the petition did not set forth if the 
petitioning creditors were firms, partnerships, or corporations, and 
gave petitioners ten gaya in which to amend their petition. „After that, 
and in fact before this date, B. S. Liddon, the bankrupt's attorney, 
and who appears in this proceeding as the chief counsel for the prose- 
cution, commenced industriously to get creditors to withdraw their 
petitions and claims, and, it is all „ made misrepresentations and 
threats to secure affidavits from petitioners and to cause them to with- 
draw their claims, so as to defeat the 1 8 pending 
before the court, which facts are set forth in affi ts filed in the cause 
by J. W. Calhoun and J. Hartsfield; and in the case of Hartsfield it is 
stated that he signed the affidavit through fear of Hoskins and one 
Justice, and that notwithstanding the petition he signed he desires the 
proceedings to go forward. 

The court on motion extended the time to file an amended petition 
to March 9, and on March 22 W. H. Hoskins filed his answer thereto. 
On March 20, Hoskins having given a bond in the sum of $5,000, had 
his property all turned over to him by the receiver, and he took the 

fon thereof and continued his business. On the 5th day of 
March, 1902, Charles D. Hoskins, son of the said alleged bankrupt, at 
the s tion of his father to get a certain book, made an assault upon 
one J. N. Richardson, the deputy of the receiver; pulled him out of 
his buggy, beat him violently, causing the said Richardson, who was 
an old man, to remain in his bed for some time, and took from him the 
book; that this book was a book taken by the receiver from the place 
where the bankrupt Hoskins carried on his business, and which it was 
alleged by the receiver, upon information and belief, belonged to the 
alleged bankrupt and contained his accounts. For this assault upon 
Mr. Richardson, an officer af the court, Judge Swayne issued a rule 
for C. D. Hoskins to appear before the court and show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt Hoskins concealed himself, was 
ore the court and neyer surren- 


never served and never appeared 
the book. 


On March 24 or 25 the cause was set down for trial to take place on 
the 31st. Mr. Hoskins contended that he was solvent and could meet 
all his Nag tics and was ready and ae to do so, which was a 

0 


fact. But he, through his attorney, refused pay, one cent of costs, 
and here is where the trouble arose. Had he been willing to ar- 
range for the payment of the costs everything could have been settled 
and dismissed at once without any trial. He never requested the court 
to fix the amount of costs, because he refused to pay any at all. 

Considerable cost had been incurred, the United States marshal 
alone having a bill of $304 for taking care of 8 and feeding 
stock. On the morning of March 31 the attorneys for petitioners 
requested the court to continue the case for two weeks, as they could 
not safely proceed to trial without the book, which they were informed 
and believed contained material evidence, and which C. D. Hoskins had 
by force and violence taken from the custody of the receiver, and 
which he refused to return. 

This motion was resisted by the bankrupt, he contending that he 
was ready for trial, that the book was not his and that he could prove 
by witnesses present that the book was not his. He also claimed that 
he had no control over the book. Judge Swayne, notwithstanding 
this offer, refused to hear the evidence; said he would not believe his 
brother under the circumstances, and insisted he would continue the 
case until the book was oduced. The sees | condemn Judge 
Swayne for this conduct and contend that he should be impeached for 
it. The case had only been at issue five or six days; all of the property 
was then in the possession of the bankrupt and not under e 
He had full control of his business. Also many things had come to 
the attention of the court in this matter besides taking the book that 
might well cause him to proceed with caution, to doubt the honesty of 
the bankrupt, and to believe that the book contained material matters 
and which the court should know. 

Petitioning creditors had been requested to withdraw their claims, 
some had been threatened, and the deputy of the receiver had been 
assaulted in a most brutal manner and a k taken from his posses- 
sion which it was alleged contained the accounts of the bankrupt. 
Under all of these circumstances it can not be said the court did not 
act with due discretion when the case was continued. 

The near to continue a case rests always in the discretion of the 

e did not deny Hoskins a trial; he did no act which injured 
im in his rights. Hoskins already was in the possession of his proj 
erty, and the judge was ready to try the case and did offer to try it 
June, but. the ties had stipulated to try it in the following ‘Novem: 
ber, showing there was no hurry about a trial. It never was tried, but 
was settled, the bankrupt eeing to pay part of the costs, and in fact 
the question of costs was there was the case and all that kept it 
8 the fact that la 
e major ay great stress on the fac at some ers had 
entered into a conspiracy to ruin Hoskins and plunder his pote it 
this should be true the court was not a party to it, and it was never 
brought to his notice. The judge acted absolutely in good faith, and 
there is no evidence whatever t he lent himseif to any conspiracy. 

The attorneys on both sides are not to be commended lor thelr con- 
duct in this matter, and surely what they did or what they desired to 
do can not be used as a basis to impeach the judge, especially when he 
was ignorant of it all. He sustained the demurrer; he released the 
property i he was willing to try the case and came to Pensacola in 

une to do so, and did not do so from the fact that these parties, who 
were so desirous for a speedy trial to the end that they would not be 
ruined in their property and credit, had entered into a written stipula- 
tion that the case should be tried at the November term. 
This is the Hoskins’s case, as it appears from the record, and for the 
pares conduct in this case this committee is asked to impeach him, 

till, if he is to be impeached, the grounds for doing so in this partic- 
ular case are just as good and substantial as in any other instance pre- 
sented by the prosecutors of the resolution. Liddon, who is the chiet 
prosecutor in this action, was trying to force matters and was also in- 
terfering with the clients of the creditor’s attorneys. The creditors 
wanted a book 8 in court that Hoskins told his son to take from 
the receiver. he books must have been in Hoskins’s control, and 
were the bést evidence of what they contained. Had the books been 
produced for the inspection of the court there would have been no 
trouble or delay, and this, no doubt,-Hoskins could have done. Under 
the circumstances the court could well have granted the continuance 
asked, and there was no abuse of discretion in doing so. Hoskins 
could not have been injured by reason of this continuance, because he 
had all of his property in his possession, was carrying on his business, 
and was suffering no loss. In fact, he agreed to postpone the trial 
until the following November, notwithstan ng that the court was will- 
ing to try it earlier, which alone is a strong reason that no injury was 
done to Hoskins. 

TUNISON CASE. 


They say J ndge Swayne 1 ergo one B. C. Tunison a United States 
commissioner after Tunison had been impeached in his court. Tunison 
was a commissioner in 1892 or 1893. e claimed to have been shot 
by one Humphreys and caused his arrest. Humphreys was tried in 
1892 or 1893, and the trial was a bitter one. Tunison was impeached 
at that time. Tunison is one of the ablest lawyers in Florida and is 
so conceded. He discha the duties as United States commissioner 
well and without complaint. He had the very best citizens of Pen- 
sacola for his clients and as his friends. 

In 1897 the entire bar of Pensacola indorsed him for United States 
district attorney for the northern district of Florida. At the same 
time many of the best and most prominent citizens wrote letters in his 
behalf. ter this indorsement by the bar in 1897 his term expired 
and he was reappointed by uiue Swayne. Most of those who im- 
peached him were his enemies. is friends said his reputation as a 
citizen was . His enemies spoke ill of him, and his friends spoke 
well of him, but no charge was ever made against him for neglect or 
wrongdoing in his official duties, and he has been commended for the 
able and efficient manner in which he discharged them. But it is said 
that it is reported in Florida that Tunison has and exercises an undue 
influence over the court, so that, as generally understood, to win in 
Judge Swayne's court you must employ Tunison. 

There is no evidence that this rumor ever came to the attention of 
Judge There is no Instance shown 
wherein Judge 8 


wayne ever ted any favor to Tunison. There is 
nothing to prove that at any time, or in any 6 Judge Swayne 
was corruptly or otherwise influenced by Tunison. But this charge 


caused an 
therefrom that out of eighteen cases tried by Mr. Tunison bef. 
e lost twe 


is, that ison has infiuence with the court—I only have 
to call the attention of the committee to the instance where Tunison 
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to dismiss the 
charge for contempt gen C. D. Hoskins for assaulting and eruell 
beating an officer of court, and the judge's refusal to do so un 
Hoskins, who had been evading the officers of the law, should present 
himself before the court. 

It is not an uncommon thing to hear that an attorney has influence 
with a judge, and some go so 
ence; but never before now did I hear 
cause of such a rumor, of which the judge had no knowledge and 
which is unfounded in fact, the judge should be impeached and removed 


from office. 
and that Is 
the animus behind this entire proceeding is to impeach sa peN Swayne 
0 


was 8 to see Judge Swayne and induce him 


at any hazards. A number witnesses, many S 
or in the OE Sate Po an ON Bar na ADAS SUURE 19-a TROE 
which they have heard, wit, that Tunison exercises an undue influ- 


ence over Judge Swayne, and without any evidence sho such to be 


the fact, without the siata of a single instance in W. the court 
ever favored Tunison or decided a case in his fayor wrongfully, with- 
out showing knew of such 


that the jude ever acted or ever 

majority of the committee — this as a ground for 
impeachment, and as a ger N piece this ground present another 
eit le unfounded in contempt proceedings instituted against 
C. oskins. 

CASE OF c. b. HOSKINS. 


When the members of the subcommittee met to disagree, it was then 
agreed us all that there was nothing in the charges concerning the 
contemp a pior against C. D. Hoskins which would war- 
rant an 
the same within his report, and 1 am glad that he has, as it will show 
the Members of the House the character of charges preferred and how 
unwarranted they are. 

On the 5th day of M 1902, C. D. Hoskins, a young man, as- 
saulted a Mr. Ric ö o was a deputy o — D pr groans 

bankru proceed! m o 8 
> Veeck trom bin tgi n book or ledger, which 


proceed Inst 
young Hoskins. affidavit was in proper form and „ sufficient 


tempt was made to the court to dismiss the matter or to im a 
fne> but Judge Swayne, considering the character of the ppa and 


the fact that Hoskins ed the officers of the court, refused to do 
anything until Hoskins a in court and was examined. Hoskins 
was in the habit of beco: 


a ing preg. oe one day gent for 7 —— 
cola with 8450 on person, go nking hard, was foun 

dead, it being claimed that he took laudanum to commit suicide. Now 
it is claimed that he took the poison rather than face Judge Swayne. 
A more unreasonable and unfounded statement never was made. He 
was not under This was a long time after the contempt had 
been committed. Judge Swa had made no threats against him, and 
had dene no act te oppress All he ever did was to issue a rule 
upon an affidavit whi 


m. 


been 3 eee beaten, and property in the custody of the 
law taken from y force. 
that the ority have made Young Hoskins’s case a 
gist 1 —— it emphasizes the effort that is being 
eae eal By Pipa faithfully ——— a E aal 
i duties. He has o — o m, a yr- 
ag because he found one — guilty contenape for sta an 
officer of his court and interfering with him in the discharge of his 
duties and for issuing an order for the arrest of another who brutally 
assaulted another officer and took from him by force property in his 
custody as an officer of the court. No judge was eyer before in this 
country mal a slandered, illtreated as Judge Swayne 
has been, a maliciously, too. It has been reported of him by 
his enemies, and caused to be published in the press throughout the 
land, that he is a spo ala ignorant and incompetent; that he has 
m bankrupt estates pe g in his court in such a manner as to 
absorb the entire estate in unnecessary costs, expenses, and allowances. 
to the great wrong and injury of ereditors and others, until such ad- 
ministration is in effect legalized robbery and a stench in the nostrils 
of all good people. 


e forego language first found form in a resolution lobbied by 
thas said Genf through the Florida legislature. It was in stated 


on the floor of the House of Representatives when this resolution was 
offered, and it has been published throughout the land in the public 

and there is not a scintilla of truth in any part of it, or no fact 
proven to warrant even the suspicion of such grave and serious N 
A subcommittee t ten days in Florida investigating these charges, 
and the result of their labors is now printed and on file with the docu- 
ments of this House. Every opportunity was given to Judge Swayne's 
accusers to prove their charges. Every witness they wanted was sub- 
penaed, hearsay, irrelevant, and immaterial matters were received in 
evidence, and no obstacles were p in their way. Five lawyers for 
the prosecution for some time had been diligently at work, and I sub- 
mit that not one single bit of proof can be shown where Judge Swayne 
ever did an act that was corrupt or unbecoming a just and upright 
judge. So much for the ch of corruption. record intro- 
duced and printed, giving a list of cases tried by him and appealed, 
shows that as a judge he has made an excellent record and that he is 


not incompetent and ignorant. 
The fact that Judge Pardee assigned him to sit on the circuit court 
of the district for six, 


of appeals and to try cases in different 

seven, and eight months during the year is a good recommendation for 
bis standing as € Joopa. In fact, no one so far has had the hardihood 
to come forward swear that he is an incompetent and ignorant 
judge, and there is nothing in the record that shows it. 

As to the bankrup business, there can be no excuse for the slan- 
derous statements made, to wit: That “all cases were man 
ruptly, the assets away, no dividends paid 
became so notorious as to be a stench in the nostrils of the 
This is hard language, and, more than this, it is not su 


e” 
by the 


evidence. 
Out of 175 cases of bankruptcy commenced in his court the prose- 


-| my opi 


shows that the bankruptcy 


of the 7 
re e: 
—— Jud 8 and well. 


Swayne was managed dentl 
A EE 
we 


Nothing should 
char; when 


erred in this House, the eyi- 
dence is on file here, and he should receive his Vindication here. 


GILLETT. 
Ronr. M. NEVIN. 
8 5 ER. 


— 


VIEWS OF MR. LITTLEFIELD. ; 
I have not had the time to examine carefully the minority views of Mr. 
on . ing At ag pares à a * 12 — ; 
sa m t 
state of facts that would justify — —2 „ 
C. E. LITTLEFIELD, 


VIEWS OF MR. PARKER. 

In the opinion of the subscriber, proceedi 
Judge Charles Swayne should not be begun. It is not necessary always 
to justify his action or to maintain that his behavior has always been 
consistent with judicial dignity or the duty that he owes to his dis- 
trict, He has been out of that district a great deal of each year, but 
since 1901 he has rented a house there, and more lately his wife has 
purchased, and it can hardly be said that he has not resided the 
within the meaning of this criminal statute, for a period covering ail 
ordinary limitations of criminal Those limitations should 
govern this case. : 

It does not appear that his behavior in any of the cases cited by the 
majorit: renders him liable to impeachment. He was justifiably severe 
with O'Neal for getting into a quarrel with an officer of his court about 
his official action as receiver in bankruptcy and then stabbing him. He 
was right to be severe when goma Hoskins beat the clerk of another 
such receiver and took from him claimed by that receiver. He 
had occasion for righteous indignation against two attorneys of his 
court, who doubted his word when he denied all interest a case 
pending before him, and brought suit against him personally in order 
publicly to emphasize that doubt. In such a case he should not be cen- 
sured eyen if be went to the limit of his jurisdiction to defend the 
Paes cite —.— f the proceedings In bankru 

ournment o pr gs ptey of the elder Hos- 
kins was intimately connected with the contempt proceedings as to the 
younger one. There appears to be no substantial proof of the charges 
of corruption, ignorance, incompetency, deliberate waste of bankruptcy 
assets, criminal or improper favoritism to certain lawyers, failure to 
hold terms, improper acceptance of accommodation indorsements from 
attorneys or litigants, or the wrongful discharge of convicts. In the 
opinion of the majority all these charges appear to be without founda- 
tion. Whether the conditions that prevail in this district demand 
some cm age pt remedy may be a question, which is not here now. In 
on Judge Swayne is not lable to impeachment. 

: RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 


Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest 
of my time. 

Mr. PALMER. I have the conclusion of this matter, I be- 
lieve, and I think the gentleman ought to use his time now. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I will reserve my time and we 
will get through that much earlier if I do not want to use it. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. Speaker, I had regarded the situation 
and the surroundings as peculiarly favorable for an impartial 
consideration and an honest and patriotic disposition of this case. 
No political campaign is on to excite the Members of this House 
or the country. The same party that is in the majority here is in 
the majority in the Senate and by an overwhelming vote of the 
people it has been intrusted for four years more with the execu- 
tive control of this Government. If the judge against whom 
articles of impeachment have been reported be removed from 
office he will be succeeded by ‘another of the same political faith. 
How any party or any faction of any party could derive ad- 
vantage or suffer harm through the proper disposition of this 
case is something entirely beyond my power to fathom; and 
yet, Mr. Speaker, there is evidently on foot and has been in 
progress for days an effort, organized, systematic, persistent, to 
dispose of the matter, not according to the merits, not according 
to the facts or the law, but by drawing the- line, if it be possi- 
ble, upon the middle aisle of the House. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that there has ever come to me 
in my career here in this House a moment when I felt like 
bowing my head in sorrow and in shame as when the letter 
from Judge Pardee was read yesterday by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. From the depths of my heart I am to- 
day in sorrow and in shame for that exhibition. The first time 
in the history of the American Republic we have just had in the 
House a saddening exhibition of judicial partisan intermeddling. 
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Suppose some one, out of feelings no matter how tender, out 
of regard no matter how high or how deep, out of motives no 
matter how pure, according to his conception, should write to a 
juror sitting in a court under Judge Pardee and say, “I can not 
believe that a juror of your political faith will render a verdict 
for the plaintiff or will find the defendant guilty.” 

Even though it were ignorance appealing to ignorance in 
sightless innocence instead of a judicial dignitary in petty par- 
tisan zeal appealing to legislative cunning and prejudice, what 
would be the action of the judge? How with righteous indigna- 
tion his brow would be mantled! How would the terrors of 
judicial dignity and judicial power be visited upon him who 
dared inyade the sancity of the court and seek to prejudice a 
juror and turn him from duty! Suppose the man writing to the 
juror were to say, “I do not really know anything about this 
matter, but I am sure that on account of politics you will forget 
your oath; you will have no regard for your duty to the coun- 
try; you will have no respect for the facts of the case nor the 
requirements of the law.” What would be the action of the 
judge then? 

I understand that this is an upright judge and that his record 
is good. I am sorry that he has put upon that record a stain 
which years of usefulness, which even a lifetime of rectitude 
and judicial dignity and devotion to judicial duty, could not re- 
move. The ermine is stained beyond the power of time and the 
effort of man to make it clean again. 

There it is and there it will hang, the one judicial robe in all 
our history thus stained and tarnished and blotched, with time 
but deepening the hue of the great indiscretion and holding it 
up for the wonder and the sorrow and the warning of those who 
are to come. Iam sorry that this has happened. I am sorry that 
the eloquent and capable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], 
in the plenitude of his zeal and in the rich fruition of his 
partisanship, saw proper to expose his friend, the Judge, where 
he will stand for all time, pilloried as the judge who attempted to 
do here in this House, who attempted to do here in the great Amer- 
ican Congress, that which if done by the humblest man in the 
land in the meanest court that sits would bring down upon the 
offender the condemnation of his neighbors and the heavy hand 
of judicial correction. 

In his telegram authorizing the public use of his letter to 
defeat the efforts at impeachment, Judge Pardee says: Use 
your discretion in my behalf and I will be satisfied.” What 
will the judge finally think of the “discretion?” Will he wish 
any further use of such discretion “in my behalf,” and will he 
be “satisfied?” 

This is a partisan proceeding, is it? This is a pursuit of 
Judge Swayne, forsooth, because he is a Republican, is it? 
What are the charges against him? Not one of them relates to 
politics. There is not a particle of politics in one of them, ex- 
cept politics such as Judge Pardee injects when, in his letter to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], he says: 

I do not think that a Republican House should vote impeachment 
against him [Swayne]. 

Is there any polities in certifying to an expenditure of $10 a day 
when only two or three or four dollars a day have been expended? 
Is that partisan? Was it partisanship to use, as Judge Swayne 
used, cars in the possession of the receiver appointed by him? Is 
that partisanship? Where does the partisanship crop out in the 
sad case of O’Neal? Where is the partisanship in the case of 
Belden and Davis? Is the requirement of the law that a judge 
shall reside In his district political, or are the facts of residence 
and nonresidence partisan? Never was a case freer of politics, 
and never was there one that should be freer from partisan in- 
fluence and prejudice. 

Then what of the attitudé of the judge who, descending from 
his lofty seat upon the woolsack down, down to the level of 
those who suggest things to juries, writes such a letter as Judge 
Pardee wrote, or of him who, from his place here in the House, 
tries by arousing partisan feeling to blind the judgment of hon- 
est men, to hoodwink and tie those whose honest intentions 
would see no partisanship? - 

When the muse of history comes to gaze upon the record 
made here to-day and goes over these proceedings, how will 
these people appear? How far away will drift the clouds and 
the dust, and how dull and pulseless will be the stir and the 
noise of partisan contention, and how strong, and clear, and dis- 
tinct will loom the outlines of this case! 

Here are the facts in the record, and here they will remain 
until the erasing finger of time in far distant ages shall have 
rubbed them out. Partisanship, forsooth! What has this 


mighty party—so recently covered with the laurels of a phe- 
nomenal yictory—what has it to gain by invoking partisanship 
here and shielding by partisan means a judge against whom 
articles of impeachment are leveled? 


Let us consider for a moment this strange, new philosophy, 
this philosophy ef tender conscience, this philosophy of sublime 
self-consciousness, which must be satisfied beyond a reasonable 
doubt of the guilt of Judge Swayne before—what? Finding 
him guilty? Oh, no; before putting him upon trial, so that the 
triers—the Senate—may determine whether or not he is guilty! 
Gentlemen exhibit here to the admiring gaze of their fellows 
and hope to place before the eyes of an admiring country a ten- 
der consciousness, a kindly good feeling which justifies the con- 
viction of Belden and Davis and O'Neal, not beyond a reason- 
able doubt, but contrary to a reasonable doubt and against the 
weight of the evidence. No conscientious scruples, no reason- 
able doubt about poor O'Neal, gone to his long account. No 
question of reasonable doubt about the guilt or about the mo- 
tives of Davis and Belden. Only about Judge Swayne must 
reasonable doubts swarm—unless satisfied beyond a reasonable 
doubt that Judge Swayne is guilty do not put him upon trial! 

Eloquent gentlemen who hope to stand high as lawyers, and 
who heretofore have stood high in the estimation of this House, 
gravely urge that no articles of impeachment should be voted 
here, no trial should take place in the Senate, unless beyond a 
reasonable doubt they are satisfied of Judge Swayne's guilt. 

The Constitution is not up to the level of the vast intelligence 
and the high conscientiousness of these gentlemen. It is defect- 
ive in this particular. Strange that the Constitution did not 
provide that any person against whom articles of impeachment 
should be exhibited, after being here found guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt, might be tried in the Senate to see whether 
he would be found guilty there also. Sainted fathers from the 
far-away past! Great men of that great age of this Republic, 
when the Constitution was made and the foundation stones of 
human liberty and self-government were anchored deep and 
fast, you did not have this tender conscience, this grand, broad, 
sweeping intelligence, this tremendous grasp and profound legal 
learning, which require that a man shall be convicted before he 
is placed on trial! [Laughter.] Oh, if it had been possible for 
these sapient sons to change places with the fathers, what a 
Constitution we would have! 

And then gentlemen have discovered, too, that the Constitu- 
tion provides for impeachment only in cases of treason, bribery, 
and other high crimes and misdemeanors. There we have again 
the profound learning of our friends, all exerted for the benefit of 
Judge Swayne. I would like these gentlemen to tell the House, 
and I am sorry they did not tell—I hope some of them may put 
remarks into the Recorp explaining to the House—what is to 
be done in the case of a judge who does not live up to the re- 
quirement and work up to the standard of “good behavior“ 
in office? Do you know any way to get him out except by im- 
peachment? 

Is it not a fact and a very common fact that in construing 
constitutions and statutes you take into consideration all in the 
documents before you—all in the book—all in the Constitution 
relating to a particular subject-matter, reading it altogether and 
in harmony, if you can? 

In one provision of the Constitution it Is said that civil ofl- 
cers may be removed by impeachment for treason, bribery, and 
other high crimes and misdemeanors. In another part the 
Constitution says that these lifetime officers shall hold office 
during “good behavior.” Gentlemen say that Judge Swayne 
has not been shown to be guilty of “high crimes and misde- 
meanors,” in a technical sense and therefore he can not be 
impeached and can not be removed from office. If his conduct 
has fallen short of the requirements of good behavior” in a 
judge, no question, it seems to me, can abide in the mind of a 
man who will consider fairly and deal dispassionately with the 
subject, as to the right, power, or duty of the House to impeach, 
or of the Senate to try and convict, a civil officer of the Govern- 
ment, on impeachment, when his behavior is bad instead of 


good. 

Now, let us look upon these charges, and I ean only dwell 
upon them briefly. One charge is that this Judge Swayne certi- 
fied to his expenses at $10 a day, when they were less. Is it 
true or not true? Its truth stands demonstrated. What is the 
law? Men may quibble about it, but the law entitles the judge 
to the amount of his reasonable expenses, whatever the amount, 
not to exceed $10 a day. That is all. 

But, say gentlemen, he ought to be permitted to show that 
there are other judges who also have been charging $10 a day 
when, maybe, thelr expenses were less. That is a fine phi- 
losophy, and there are a good many people in this country, but, 
happily, far from a majority—really a small minority—who 
would be very glad to see that doctrine established. A light- 
fingered gentleman arrested for feloniously lifting a pocket- 
book from its proper receptacle in the wearing apparel of the 
owner, confessing his guilt, might, in seeking to defend his 
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conduct, offer to show that there are other people who steal 
pocketbooks; and when that character of testimony is not 
admitted there are gentlemen of high standing as legislators 
who, for consistency’s sake, should insist that a great mistake 
is made, a great wrong done. 

Gentlemen, why, on your theory, would it not be better to re- 
vise our whole court procedure? Let the courts in administer- 
ing justice say, for instance, “Gentlemen of the jury, it is 
charged that this man stole a horse, and he admits that he did; 
but, gentlemen of the jury, does the testimony show that he is 
not alone, is not the sole operator, in this field? If you find 
that other people are engaged in the same business, you will 
return a verdict of ‘ not guilty?’” 

How amazing that in the House of Representatives, how as- 
tonishing that in a body composed largely of lawyers, gentle- 
men gravely and apparently with sincerity—certainly with unc- 
tion and with many words and the consumption of much time— 
contend for a proposition like this! 

Judge Swayne enjoyed the “ hospitality“ of a receiver whom 
he had appointed. A passenger car—the president’s car—was 
sent to Guyencourt, Del., for him, and upon that car he and his 
family and some friends were carried, at the expense of this 
railroad in embarrassment, to Florida, where he was to hold 
court. Another time he was conveyed across this great conti- 
nent, from far-away Florida, down in the southeast, across the 
great swelling southland, along hard by the fields of blooming 
cotton, away over the mighty Mississippi, away across the vast 
plains that lie to the west, over the great Rockies, even to the 
far-away ocean which washes the western shore of the conti- 
nent—as the “ guest” of a railroad company! 

And mark you, gentlemen—there has been a little confusion 
about this—as the guest of the Florida Central and Peninsular 
Railroad Company, whose general passenger agent went along 
with him, distributing, as the Judge naively says, literature to 
advertise the railroad. And note, too, that the uncontradicted 
testimony of a reputable man establishes to a moral certainty 
that that railroad at that time had important litigation pending 
in the court over which Judge Swayne presided. 

Oh, yes; “a small matter,” say gentlemen. They estimate, in 
a rough way, that the conveyance from Guyencourt of the Judge 
and his family and “ wife’s people” cost the railroad company, 
whose property was in the hands of his receiver, a small sum 
only. We have all of us heard, as one of the old stories passing 
from mouth to mouth and generation to generation, about a 
certain individual once making a defense on a plea that had to 
do with size and not with substance. How far would that plea 
* go—how much would Judge Swayne have to wrongfully use a 
car placed by him in the hands of a receiver, and how much 
would the use of it have to be worth, before he would reach a 
point where he would have committed an offense or effected a 
departure from “ good behavior,” on account of which he might 
be impeached? 

But gentlemen say, “Oh, we do not justify that.” No, not 
by your words. How about your votes? If you yote against 
impeaching Swayne you do justify it. You justify it in a 
solemn and effective way. Oh, how weak are our words here, 
how little do our arguments amount to, and how great, how 
weighty, how tremendous, sometimes, are the consequences 
of the decisions made by our votes! “Oh, no,” say these 
gentlemen, “we do not justify that. The fact is, we rather 
think Judge Swayne is censurable for that, but let us not 
impeach him.” 

And the railroad car was not hurt any by this use! It was 
quite a good thing for it, a kind of relief from the tedium 
and the comparative ennui from which the car suffered in stand- 
ing upon the siding. It was rather beneficial to the car! Is 
that an argument? Will that do? Suppose that Judge Swayne’s 
receiver had had a livery stable in charge. It would answer 
just as well to claim that the horses were better for exercise; 
and as for the vehicles, it was not good for them to stand by 
unused, and therefore Judge Swayne might do a livery business 
and make what he could out of it. The vice is in doing what he 
had no right to do, what he should not do, what constitutes, to 
say the least, a departure from “good behavior,” upon which 
his title to his office depends. 

Of course, it would naturally occur to some acute mind to 
Suggest that as it is not proved that anyone objected to an 
allowance to the receiver in the settlement of his accounts, 
for the outlay involved in the “courtesy” of furnishing 
transportation for judge Swayne, family, and friends, the 
judge’s offense is condoned and can not be a ground for im- 
peachment. Read about what happened to Davis and Belden 
and O'Neal, and wonder what would have been the fate of the 
hapless mortal dgring to commit the awful “contempt” of 
questioning in Judge Swayne's court the propriety of Judge 


Swayne’s use of the property of another, free of cost, for his 
own convenience and gratification! . And then, this theory, logi- 
cally applied, would abolish punishment for murder, for who 
could doubt the truth of the plea that the victim had not com- 
plained since he was murdered. 

This is and for many years has been the law: 

A district judge shall be appointed for each district * . 
sehed kA Roen. eee Sa apen Ie. — Pm se = 8 he is ap- 

nted, and for offending is provision fl 
High misdemeanor. (Sec. 851. Rev. Stat) e 

Swayne was appointed district judge for the northern dis- 
trict of Florida and his appointment was confirmed about the 
Ist of April, 1890. Judge Swayne says (record, p. 241) that he 
moved to St. Augustine in the summer of 1890. The boundaries 
of the northern district of Florida were changed in 1894, and 
ever since that change St. Augustine and Jacksonville have been 
in the southern district. Pensacola is and has been in the 
northern district. Judge Swayne further says (record, p. 241): 

I resided in St. Augustine with my family. * è * After a con- 
sultation with my friends in Jacksonville and vicinity they urged me 
not to move my furniture nor family, saying that the next Congress 
would be Republican and the district Soa be placed back in its 
usual form, 7 furniture was allowed to remain, and I went at once 
to Pensacola. found a leading Democfatic friend there, and I stated 
to him that I had concluded not to move my furniture there, and it 
was all understood by the people there. I was there for a considerable 
period, sometimes early in October and sometimes a little later, and I 
was there all the time I was needed unless holding court somewhere 
else. In 1890, in July, I went with my family to Europe. In the 
spring of 1900 I was holding court at Birmingham, where I had a 
pat many friends, and after that I went to Pensacola and rented a 

ouse * * moved there early in October. 

According to his own story—to say nothing of any other testi- 
mony—Judge Swayne did not “reside” in his district from 
1894, when St. Augustine ceased to be in it, until October, 1900. 

But Judge Pardee, in the Pardee-Grosvenor letter, says: 

After his district was changed, in order to comply with the all 
spirit of section 551 of the Revised Statutes, it became necessary for 
him to dispose of his residence in St. Augustine and acquire and move 
to a residence in the western part of the State. In this respect, I am 
informed that he at once declared a residence and domicile in the west- 
ern part of the State and followed that N57 with more or less activity by 
acquiring a house and other things, all ing four or five years. 


Judge Pardee was informed that Judge Swayne “ at once de- 
clared a residence and domicile in the western part of the State.” 

Here we have “ absent treatment” applied to Judge Swayne’s 
nonresidence malady. If efficacious in his case, there appears 
to be no reason why it may not be employed to advantage in 
many other cases, varying widely, according to the diagnosti- 
cians. Indeed, this benign treatment may prove to be the uni- 
versal, never-failing cure-all, the like of which never yet ap- 
peared—that is, prior to Judge Pardee’s discovery and his 
associate’s announcement—even in the most promising of “ pat- 
ent“ medicine nostrum advertisements. 

Why might not Judge Swayne reside until his dying day in 
Guyencourt, Del., having “ declared a residence and domicile” 
elsewhere? Would not that do in the way of compliance with 
the “ alleged spirit” of section 551? 

Who can find excuse for being poor when he can “declare” 
wealth; hungry when he can “declare” food to his taste; 
naked when he can “ declare” raiment fit for a Solomon? 

Judge Pardee is likewise informed that Judge Swayne not 
only declared“ a residence and domicile, but that he actually 
“followed that up with more or less activity by acquiring a 
house and other things, all taking four or five years.” 

How comprehensive the expression “with more or less ac- 
tivity!” As we dwell upon it the fetters of time, place, and cir- 
cumstance seem to drop away, so that each one may feel free 
to train his own eyes of the mind upon Judge Swayne, and 
measure for himself the average rate of speed with which 
Judge Swayne moved, “with more or less activity.” To be 
sure, the detailed information conveyed by those other words— 
“all taking four or five years ”—is important and helpful. 

In “four or five years”—what are a few years between 
friends—proceeding “ with more or less activity,” Judge Swayne 
succeeded in acquiring “a house and other things” in his dis- 
trict; just what “ other things” we do not know. 

Now, take the case of O’Neal. Some gentlemen, forgetful of 
the facts, talk about this being a political prosecution, saying 
that but for the pursuit by O’Neal of Judge Swayne, on ac- 
count of the contempt proceedings against O'Neal, there would 
be no complaint or effort to impeach. What about the O’Neal 
case? 

I am aware that a gentleman speaking on this side, in the 
plentitude of what he would have us regard as generosity, mag- 
nanimously agreed with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD] in the conclusion that there is absolutely nothing in 
the O’Neal case; that it has been demonstrated that there is 
nothing in it. And yet, Mr. Speaker, may we enjoy a little 
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while longer the privilege of believing that there is something 
in it? May we still indulge the conviction that a great judicial 
outrage was perpetrated when O’Neal was adjudged guilty of 
contempt and, in violation of law, was sentenced to be confined 
sixty days in the county jail? 

No man can read what the gentleman from Maine attached 
to his remarks as an exhibit—the record of proceedings in this 
ease of O’Neal—and draw the conclusion from it that O'Neal 
was really prosecuted for a contempt or found guilty of a con- 
tempt. The judge discussed self-defense. What has self-de- 
fense to do with the matter of contempt? The judge discussed 
the credibility of witnesses. What has that to do with the mat- 
ter of contempt? I venture to say that if you could convict any 
justice of the peace in any township in any county in the United 
States of as gross ignorance in admitting testimony, as gross per- 
versions of the law, or as gross abuse of power as Judge Swayne 
exhibited in this case, as this record discloses, that justice of 
the peace would be disgraced in the community and would 
surely be defeated, if a candidate for reelection, for dishonesty 
or incompetency or both combined. [Laughter and applause.] 

O'Neal was compelled to testify whether or not he had been 
arrested and had pleaded guilty to a charge of carrying con- 
cealed weapons; whether he had been charged with an assault 
-and had been convicted or had pleaded guilty. What had that 
to do with the question of whether or not O’Neal committed a 
contempt? What warrant could there be for the introduction 
of testimony about Greenhut being a man of peace? 

The statute is plain, and the House is or ought to be and can 
be familiar with its provisions. 


Study it and analyze it; pick at it letter by letter, word by 
word, clause by clause. I defy any man, I care not who he 
is, to find in that enactment any power in any court to punish 
summarily as for contempt anybody for anything shown to 
have been done by O'Neal. That O'Neal might have been in- 
dicted by a Federal grand jury if it had seen proper to indict 
him is conceded; but is the grand jury to be dispensed with? 
Yes, if Swayne’s conduct in the O’Neal case constitutes “ good 
behavior;” if he may be held guiltless, notwithstanding this 
usurpation, this tyrranous abuse of power, then the grand jury 
may be swept away. But if gentlemen have any regard for this 
law, passed almost seventy-four years ago, enacted by men long 
since gone from this scene of action, to restrain just such judges 
as Swayne, they must hold that a judge can not with impunity 
do arbitrarily under a charge of contempt what might be done 
legally upon indictment. If this law can be disregarded, and 
if gentlemen can justify themselves in voting to sustain a man 
who disregards it, we have reached the farce stage. Are we 
where men suffer their prejudices to run away with judgment 
and stifle conscience, where reason does not guide, and justice 
does not control? 

Let us look at the case of Belden and Davis. A good many 
gentlemen have preceeded upon the assumption that this judge 
acted most excellently in that case. 

He had purchased some lands, part of which was embraced 
within a tract concerning which suit was pending in his court. 
He was asked on account of that to “recuse” himself, using a 
word, as I understand, from the civil law—in other words, to 
step aside and let another judge try the case. Let me pause a 
moment at this. Gentlemen proceed as though it was an out- 
rage to ask him to do that, as though dropping that transaction 
is enough—we may assume that he dropped it; we do not know, 
the assumption may not be well founded—but let us assume 
that he did drop it. Is that enough? 

Suppose one were called to sit as a juror in a case, and it 
should appear that he had been dealing with the subject-matter 
of the litigation, and suppose that a litigant were to challenge 
him and ask that another who had not necessarily and inevita- 
bly made up his mind, at least tentatively, with regard to a 
portion of the very issues upon which he would have to pass 
take his place—what then? Would the juror only have to say, 


Why, I quit this deal just as soon as I found that I had been 
summoned upon the jury?” 

What would the judge say about it? Would he say, “Oh, 
gentlemen, that objection does not amount to anything; this 
juror says that just as soon as he learned that he was on the 
jury he ended the transaction in which he was engaged; he 
is perfectly competent to try your case?” Suppose the entire 
panel were made up of such jurors, and suppose that, over 
your objection, your case went to trial before that kind of a 
jury, do you doubt what a court of review would say? But 
the poor, humble little juror—everybody knows he would be 
excused—would be regarded as disqualified, because he had 
looked into the matter and knew about it or had information 
about it, having investigated it to a certain extent. Of course, 
he would be “ recused” anywhere, unless it might be in Judge 
Swayne’s court—I could not tell about that. But when it 
comes to the Judge—say nothing about common fairness, or 
the rights of clients or lawyers! 

Now, were these lawyers wrong in concluding that Judge 
Swayne was not the right man to try their case, taking the sur- 
roundings and everything into consideration? Why did he in- 
sist upon sitting in a case in the essence of which he has been 
mixed and Involved? Perhaps we can get an answer when we 
view the subsequent course of the leading attorney for the 
defendants, himself a party in interest in the suit. As we know, 
this is the case of Florida McGuire against the city of Pensa- 
cola and others. Immediately following the dismissal, proceed- 
ings for contempt were instituted against Davis, Belden, and 
Paquet, the lawyers for the plaintiffs. They were instituted 
after a conference between this judge and this leading lawyer 
for the defendants, and himself one of the defendants in the 
Florida McGuire suit—begun by that lawyer and defendant. 

Ordinarily—I do not know how it is in Judge Swayne’s court; 
I know not whether there is some peculiarities about the climate 
of Florida which makes it different there—ordinarily a defend- 
ant in a case is content when a plaintiff dismisses. The plaintiff 
dismissing his suit, the defendant in ejectment is left in peaceful 
possession of the premises sued for. Usually a defendant 
wishes simply to be let out of court with costs. He defends 
only to prevent the plaintiff from prevailing against him. When 
the plaintiff dismisses there is an end of that suit—the defend- 
ant goes free. S 

But tħese plaintiffs brought suit in a State court against Judge 
Swayne, and how great the outrage! How sublime the indigna- 
tion of gentlemen over this proceeding against a judge! Ah, 
they sued the judge! They knew there was no case, and the 
judge, according to the language which he himself uses, felt 
compelled to defend the dignity of his couft! 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that I can see a very simple and plain 
way of preserving the dignity of that court, a course by which 
its dignity would have been emphasized, by which dignity 
would have been acquired by it. If this suit against Judge 
Swayne was groundless and baseless, it was only necessary for 
Judge Swayne to interpose his plea, appear in his own defense 
and drive his assailants out of court through a voluntary dis- 
missal, or by a judgment of the court, proving to an obsolute 
demonstration that the action against him was groundless and 
baseless. Then the dignity of the court would have blossomed 
and bloomed in a way far different from that conceived and 
brought about by this judge. 

I am not assuming to be a great lawyer, though I really be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, after the assumptions in that line, almost 
anybody at this time and under these circumstances in these 
proceedings might safely assume that he is a great lawyer— 
I am not assuming it however—but I advance the proposition, 
that there is no contempt and can be no contempt without the 
doing of that which is wrong. Is that proposition correct or is 
it not? If you do what you have the right to do, if you do that 
which violates no law, rule, or order, if you do that which vio- 
lates no duty, you can not be guilty of contempt. Now, was 
there a legal right to bring suit against Swayne in the State 
court? No man questions it. The reason I think it is not 
questioned in argument in this matter is that Judge Swayne in 
an unguarded moment himself conceded the right, and therefore 
his eloquent apologists are hampered, and do not feel like go- 
ing back upon the confession of Judge Swayne; otherwise I 
have no doubt that hours would be consumed in the effort to 
make it appear otherwise. 

Well, they did sue Judge Swayne, and had a right to sue him. 
They agreed at the time of bringing that suit that they would 
dismiss the other suit in Swayne's court—would do for the 
defendants what defendants pray for. But the defendants 
desired a trial by Judge Swayne! Why? Are there no other 
judges in that region of country? If Judge Swayne had recused 
himself, like a gentleman and a judge, like a man proud of his 
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position, proud of his honor, despising to stain either; if Judge 
Swayne had said, “Gentlemen, of course I will not try this 
case”—then I think there would have been found another judge. 
But he might not have answered so well the purposes of the 
defendants; he might not have been a judge so completely to 
their liking. Was there any reason for a contention and insist- 
ence upon Judge Swayne trying that case except a bad reason, a 
reason that a man will not avow? 

Why, there was Judge Locke, in the same State, of the same 
politics, but of a different stamp; a judge, it is said and not de- 
nied, of upright conduct, who, by following the path of the law 
and of judicial gentility and decency, has endeared himself 
to the community where he lives and labors. He might have 
been called in. Another judge might have been called in from 
another State, and the Florida McGuire case might have been 
disposed of without the stain and the shame of forcing a party 
to trial under a judge who was deeply interested—just how 
deeply and how far, by what means and for what purpose, upon 
his part and upon the part of those who dealt with him—that 
is something which I do not know and you do not know. De- 
cency required him to step aside, judicial morality required it, 
the interests of justice required it, but he would not. 

True it is that he said he didn’t take a quitclaim deed 
when he bought land the title to which he was determined to 
try! How praiseworthy! Oh, noble judge; oh, righteous jur- 
ist; oh, lofty paragon of what is to typify or may typify judi- 
cial morals in this country! As soon as he finds he has been 
dealing with the subject-matter of a suit pending in his court he 
quits it and insists upon trying the case! And then the conduct 
of these attorneys—they did not apologize, they did not crawl 
and cringe; they seem to have been made in the image of their 
Maker; they seem to have had the pride of conscious honesty ; 
seem to have been sustained by the courage of decent manhood! 

No; they did not cringe and crawl. Belden, with his seventy 
years of honorable life behind him, sick and afflicted, sore and 
suffering, went to the common jail, a victim of the tyranny of 
this outrageous judge, rather than bow the knee before the 
tyrant and humbly lick the hand that unrighteously smote him. 
They might have said to his august majesty, Oh, pray for- 
give us; we knew not what we did; we know not what we do; 
great and mighty judge, what concern is it that you have been 
dealing with the subject-matter of this suit; away with our 
professional pride and our duty to our clients; perish all of 
them, rather than risk your wrath, rather than be the victims 
of your judicial dspleasure, of your great, magnificent, and 
glorious judicial power!” 

They did not do it. And it is an honor to the bar of the 
Union, an honor to our profession, an honor to humanity, that 
they did not. 

But gentlemen read a little note signed by Mr. Paquet some 
months afterwards. Paquet went to New Orleans, called away 
by the sickness of a member of his family, and Davis, unfor- 
tunately, got into the case as a kindness and service to a 
brother attorney. Paquet comes back later and files something 
which they call an apology, and the judge says in his statement 
and testimony that he dealt leniently with Paquet when he 
filed this, and let the matter drop, and that if Belden and Davis 
had done as Paquet did he would probably have disposed of 
them in the same way. Swayne says they talk about malice in 
his brutal treatment of Belden and Davis, but that if he had 
been malicious why would he not have imposed a punishment of 
ten months instead of ten days in jail? Behold the magna- 
nimity! Behold the bright light and glory of judicial charity 
and forgiveness! > 

Swayne did impose a sentence of ten days in jail and a $100 
fine, with disbarment for two years—not very severe, I sup- 
pose; he did not mean much by it, just a little friendly admoni- 
tion, as much as to say, “ Boys, you have gone too far in this, 
and I must pull in the reins a little on you, I must call a halt.” 
Ah, charity! 

Charity does cover a multitude of faults, I suppose. The 
mantle is ample. It is stretched overmuch, perhaps, as all of 
us have need of it; but how bright and good it must be, how 
extensive, if it can cover such malefactions in law, such disre- 
gard of duty, such perversion and abuse of power. 

Belden and Davis were adjudged to pay a fine and undergo 
imprisonment, when by the law but one of these penalties 
could be imposed. The judge did not know the law, they tell 
us. Well, I do not know whether he did or did not. He im- 
posed an unlawful sentence. He took jurisdiction where he 
did not have it, and wantonly and cruelly did what he could 
not lawfully do in any contempt case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not only have we this Pardee letter, 
through the kind officiousness and busybodyness of our good 
friend from Ohio, but we find that Judge Pardee figured in this 


case. We find that the application for the writ of habeas corpus 
was presented to Judge Pardee and the writ sued out before 
him, and Judge Pardee thought that Swayne’s victims could do 
one of the two things; he held that the sentence was illegal and 
that they could take their choice between paying the fine and 
undergoing the imprisonment. Possibly here is a little expla- 
nation of why Judge Pardee breaks in. 

And there we have it. The falsification of accounts, the 
wrongful use of property in the hands of his receiver, the wan- 
ton exercise of arbitrary power in the case of O’Neal, the like 
exercise of arbitrary and unwarranted power in the case of 
Davis and Belden, positive, protracted violation of the residence 
statute; and yet there will be no impeachment if political preju- 
dice can prevent it. No impeachment! This shall go, it shall 
pass as the idle winds that blow over the fields and are gone— 
if prejudice can prevail. 

The time will come when what we do here will be analyzed; 
and if this impeachment fails, the man who reads the story of 
this day and this occasion, set down with the impartiality of 
the historian, will read that Swayne was justly impeached, or 
that impeachment failed, not because Swayne had not done 
much to warrant impeachment, but because enough gentlemen, 
in the blindness of partisan hate and partisan zeal, prevented 
impeachment. 

Mr. Speaker, that would be an impeachment as long as time 
shall last, as long as these records shall endure, of the men who 
bring about that perversion of justice, if they do. We will then 
have passed from the question of the impeachment of Swayne 
and we shall be where history impeaches the men who fail to 
impeach Swayne. They will have impeached themselves; and 
after our period of service here shall have ended and we shall 
have been gathered to our fathers, when the record of this day 
is read there will be found impeached at the bar of history, im- 
peached at the bar of conscience, impeached before the tribunal 
of high and patriotic duty, the men who allow blind partisan- 
ship to prevent the impeachment of the judge who deserves im- 
peachment; who, if he be shielded, will be shielded because 
Members shrink from doing their duty, as he perverted and 
abused the power to do his. [Loud applause on the Democratic 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I can not hope to 
throw light upon this subject. The distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], the chairman of this com- 
mittee, spoke the other day of this body as a body of lawyers. 
The same remark has been made this afternoon by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Armonp], and 
I think that the House is open to this impeachment. There are 
very few in this House who have not had the benefit of legal 
study and fortunately many have great knowledge of the law. 
For the last three days I have sat here and listened to lucid 
explanations in regard to the law, so that we could intelligently 
act upon this subject, this important subject that is now before 
us. I think it is very evident that there are many laws which 
any one of us might interpret for ourselyes and which seem 
clear, that are very differently interpreted by other men, very 
differently interpreted by the courts, and on which there may 
be honestly a great difference of opinion. It seems to me, as a 
business man and not a lawyer, that there might be great im- 
provement in this respect, and that laws might be written so 
clearly—I believe business men could do it—that there would 
not often be two interpretations possible. 

On the 13th of December the House voted to impeach Judge 
Swayne. At that time the distinguished gentleman from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Laxar] said, as I find it in the Recorp, that “ the en- 
tire Judiciary Committee of this House submits the resolution 
to impeach the judge, and I assume, therefore, that the resolu- 
tion to impeach will be voted upon affirmatively.” He says, 
“When it comes to the further question of specific charges, I 
shall ask to prefer the charge, and conclusively to prove it to 
every fair-minded man in this House, that he is a tyrannical _ 
and a corrupt judge.” 

I deeply. regret that I was not present yesterday afternoon 
when the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] spoke; but I 
presume he attempted to “ conclusively prove that Judge Swayne 
was a tyrannical and corrupt judge,” “to every fair-minded 
man in this House.” I have asked some who were present, 
whom I believe to be fair-minded, and they tell me that they 
were not conyinced. Nor have I been convinced by this whole 
discussion of such tyranny or cruelty on Judge Swayne's part. 

I wish to say, further, that after the vote had been passed, 
after the previous question had been ordered, there was still an 
earnest desire on the part of many to arrive at a conclusion, 
so that they could vote with intelligence. When the_previous 
question was ordered by a vote of 198 to 61, that did not seem 
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to me, as a business man and not a lawyer, it did not seem 
to me a desire to arrive at the true merits of the question. 

But later on that same day, December 13, Mr. PALMER said 
that the committee to formulate charges will “report to the 
House articles which, in their opinion, can be sustained by the 
testimony, and then the House can intelligently pass on the sub- 
ject.” Could a plainer statement well be made that up to that 
time few Members could have been expected to form any very 
intelligent opinions upon it? The distinguished gentleman fur- 
ther emphasized this idea by saying also in the same para- 
graph that “it must be obvious to every Member of the House 
that the Judiciary Committee is hopelessly divided on this 
question as to what Judge Swayne should be impeached for.” 
And yet in all this confusion of thought in the committee itself 
and in the House, the previous question had been demanded by 
a large majority. The suggestion that Members have since been 
influenced to vote against these charges by partisan motives, 
comes with ill grace, I think, from the other side of this House 
who joined in ordering the previous question at that time and 
who have acted with practical unanimity ever since on this 
whole matter. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, it is because I have not been con- 


vinced that these charges, as presented and explained, are a, 


sufficient basis for impeachment that I must vote against them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PORTER. May I have permission to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all gentlemen who have spoken upon this question may have 
leave to print pertinent remarks in the Recorp for five days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that all Members who have 
spoken upon the pending resolutions have the consent of the 
House to print for five days remarks pertinent to them. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to restate or 
reargue any of the questions involved in this impeachment; but 
J will turn aside for one half minute to congratulate the House 
that the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE 
ARMOND] has abandoned partisanship and has finally risen to 
the high plane of nonpartisanship in this contest. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] That gentleman has seen 
fit to illustrate his nonpartisan argument by claiming that some 
of us on this side have argued that where a man is charged with 
a larceny or robbery we claim that it is competent evidence to 
prove that others committed larceny and robbery in order to 
vindicate the man on trial. 

That is a specimen of nonpartisan argument. What we have 
claimed was that in the construction of a doubtful statute 
usage and contemporaneous construction are not only competent 
to be proven, but are conclusive of the law of the construction. 
I have been furnished by a gentleman with some very pertinent 
authorities, not weighty with the gentlemen who make such an 
argument as that, but weighty, I trust, with every intelligent 
lawyer on this floor. 

The question now is simply this: Was Judge Swayne author- 
ized and justified to put the construction upon this statute that 
he did by contemporaneous construction of court, lawyers, and 
the Department through which his vouchers passed? And, sec- 
ondly, if he was, was he entitled to prove it, and was the depri- 
vation of him from the right to prove it error and wrongdoing 
that ought to set aside this impeachment? 

I cite a very considerably respectable authority upon this 
question, and it was, mind you, a question on all fours with 
this, as I will show. This comes from Judge Story. Judge 
Story, in the absence of the opinion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. De Arsonp], would have been considered quite 
a lawyer. In his day he was. He said: 

I own myself no friend to the almost discriminate habit of late 
years of setting up particular uszges or customs in almost all kinds of 
usiness and trade to control, vary, or . 3 
F long eee eee 
such loose and inconclusive usages and customs, often unknown — ne 
ticular parties and always liable to great misunderstandings and misin- 
terpretations and abuses, to outweigh the well-known and well-settled 
nd that of late years the courts of 
meriea, have been dis to narrow the 
8 of such usages and customs and to discounte- 


er extension of them. The true and ad ery —.— 
en- 


rinciples of law. And I rejoice to 
aw, both in England and 
limits of the 
nance any fur 
of a usage or custom is to interpret the otherwise inde 


tions of parties and to ascertain the nature and extent of their con- 
tracts ar not from express stipulation, but from mere implications 
and presumptions and acts of a doubtful or equivocal character. 

Now, I want also to call attention to an extract from an 
argument by Mr. Blaine upon the subject of the impeachment 
of Andrew Johnson: 


Perhaps the best test as to whether the act of the President in re- 
movin . Stanton was good ground for impeachment would be found 
in asking any candid man if he believes a Leberg similar act by Mr. 
Lincoln or General Grant or any other President harmony with his 
party in Congres would have been followed by impeachment or by cen- 
sure or eyen dissent. It is compat A conceivable, nay, it is impossible, 
that under such circumstances the slightest notice would be taken of the 

ident’s action by either branch of Congress. 
ence of opinion as to the intent and meaning of u law, the general 
judgment in the case supposed would be that the President had the 
right to act upon his own conscientious construction of the statute. It 
ght not be altogether safe to concede to the Executive the broad 
scope of discretion which General Jackson arrogated to himself in his 
celebrated veto of the bank bill, when he declared that the Congress, 
the Executive, and the court must each for itself be guided by its own 
opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer who takes an oath to 
support the Constitution swears that he will support it as he under- 
stands it and not as it is understood by others.” ut without approy- 
ing the extreme doctrine which General Jackson announced with the 
applause of his party, it is aroi not an unreasonable assumption that 
in the case of a statute which has had no judicial interpretation and 
whose meaning is not altogether clear the President is not to be Im- 
ched for acting upon his own understanding of its scope and intent. 
pecially is he not to be impeached when he offers to prove that he 
was sustained in his opinion by eray member of his Cabinet, and offers 
further to prove by the same honorable witnesses that he took the step 
in order to subject the statute in dispute to judiciàl interpretation. 


Now, there is an authority quoted with approval. That is 
exactly on all fours with this case, and it shows, gentlemen of 
the House of Representatives, that this defendant was deprived 
of a legal right when he sought to prove that this statute had 
had not only a judicial but a departmental approval and inter- 
pretation, and that alone would be sufficient to reverse the 
judgment in any court in the country. [Applause.] 

First, then, I add this defendant was refused by the peremp- 
tory and bullying treatment of a member of the subcommittee 
the privilege of proving what he could have proved, that there 
is a uniform and universal consensus of construction of this 
statute which gave to him and to all the judges of the United 
States this allowance in lieu of their expenses. That was what 
the statute was passed for. That was the understanding when 
it was passed. That was the earliest and uniform construction 
of it. That was the meaning of the statute, as interpreted by 
the courts, by the Departments, and by Congress. There is 
nothing plainer. Why, gentlemen, if this man had been con- 
victed of murder with such a blundering, vulgar ruling upon a 
law question as the one under consideration, there is not a 
court in the United States that would not have reversed the 
finding of the jury and remanded the case for a new trial, and 
yet you are asked to shut your eyes to known facts and to pro- 
ceed with this impeachment that can have but one result, and 
that result is an honorable acquittal. 

But it is said that the friends of Justice Swayne have 
dragged politics into this question, and the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] shouts a battle cry 
of the Democratic party as he rushes frantically about the Hall 
of the House appealing for votes. Observing a slight weakness 
on the Democratic side of the House, he shouts: Turn the 
rascals out!” That is the battle cry of the Democratic party. 
It rang from Maine to California during the recent campaign. 
Turn the rascals out,” says the gentleman ffom Pennsylvania. 
“Turn the rascals out” for what; and who are they? “Turn 
the rascals out” who have taken $10 a day in lieu of their 
expenses in traveling as judges of the United States courts. 
If you turn one rascal out you better turn all the rascals 
out, and let this distinguished gentleman, leading a pure-in- 
heart crusade, advancing under the battle cry of “Turn the 
rascals out,” assail the courts of the United States and assail 
the judges wearing the pure ermine of their high office, assail 
them and refuse to permit them to prove the construction put 
upon this law by Congress, the construction put upon this law 
by the Departments, the construction put upon this law by all 
the judges who have construed it. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be but one result—a long, tedious, and 
vexatious trial in the Senate, the defeat of most of the meas- 
ures which the country requires and demands so earnestly, no 
time to legislate upon railroad rates, no time to legislate in 
favor of the upbuilding of the American merchant marine, no 
time for anything, but to “ turn the rascals out.” 

We shall see what we shall see, and when our managers 
come back from the Senate, trailing the flag of partisanship 
and persecution in the dust of overwhelming defeat, we shall 
understand then better than we understand now the principles 
of law governing this case and the elements of hate that have 
entered into it. 


If there was a differ- 
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Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Grtetr]. . 4 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. This debate reminds me of 
a witticism of Sheridan—not our Sheridan, but Richard Brinds- 
ley. In one of his speeches he alluded to Gibbon’s History, 
then just published, as the “luminous page of Gibbon.” The 
author, meeting him at dinner the next day, thanked him for 
the striking and flattering allusion, and after courteously ac- 
cepting it, Sheridan turned to his neighbor and whispered 
“What I really said was voluminous.“ I do not mean to 
intimate that this debate has not been luminous—I think it has. 
I think all phases of the issue have been illuminated and ex- 
hausted, and I do not imagine, in now closing for this side, I 
can add any new features, but the impressions of one who is 
not on the committee, and consequently has not undergone the 
stress of the contest which has obviously raged there, may be 
helpful. 

I suppose we will all agree that upon a question like this, 
where the House acts in a judicial capacity, we ought to aim 
at an impartial and judicial state of mind and come to a de- 
cision unaffected by personal or political prejudice. I have 
endeavored to take that appropriate position, but I will not pre- 
tend that I am certain that I have been able to rise above all 
prejudices. When I first learned that the Democratic side of 
this House was unanimous and intense for this prosecution I 
am afraid that, under the circumstances existing in Florida, 
a suspicion was aroused in my mind that this was a political 
and not a judicial prosecution. 

I was amused yesterday to have a friend on the Democratic 
side remark to me that he was glad that whatever the result it 
would not be effected by a partisan vote. I asked him if any 
Democrats would vote against the impeachment, and he said he 
thought one would, but the Republicans would be divided. That 
seems to be the Democratic idea of nonpartisanship—a solid 
Democratic vote and the Republicans divided—that is the sort 
of nonpartisanship we have generally witnessed when ques- 
tions of a judicial nature such as election cases have come be- 
fore the House, and I must confess I weary of it. But despite 
the lack of encouragement from the other side, I have en- 
deavored, I know not how successfully, to be uninfluenced by 
partisanship. Reading the reports of the committee tended to 
excite another bias in favor of Judge Swayne from quite a 
different reason. That committee, in the consideration of the 
question whether a judge had comported himself with becom- 
ing dignity and temper and uprightness, would naturally be 
scrupulous to itself display the high judicial qualities it de- 
manded from him. I do not think anyone can read the report 
of the committee and the speeches in support of it without feel- 
ing that impartiality was not one of its characteristics, and 
that however Judge Swayne may have failed in judicial fair- 
ness and decorum the tribunal which was trying him could not 
be recommended to him as a pattern or exemplar. 

But trying to throw off the bias occasioned by the conduct 
of his opponents, the first feature that impresses me is the con- 
trast between the proposed tribunal and the evidence. It seems 
to me the step from the sublime to the ridiculous will be well 
illustrated by the impressive and high-sounding charge “in the 
name of the House of Representatives and of all the people of 
the United States we impeach Charles Swayne of high crimes 
and misdemeanors ” pronounced before the most august tribunal 
known to our Constitution, and then the trivial, petty, insignifi- 
cant details of the evidence. And this is all that thirteen years 
of active, eager hatred could assemble against him. 

I have not time now in these closing moments of this debate 
to discuss this evidence, and it has all been most thoroughly 
weighed and dissected, and in my opinion it fails lamentably 
to support the sounding charge. 

I wish to say a special word, however, upon the only charge 
which has the unanimous report of the Judiciary Committee— 
the making of a false certificate. 

When evidence was offered before the investigating com- 
mittee to show that other judges had done the same, it was 
excluded by the chairman on his own motion. Under the tech- 
nical rules of law that was doubtless allowable. But if it was 
true that a majority of the judges interpreted the law to per- 
mit what Judge Swayne did, I do not think any but an invet- 
erate and unreasonable enemy would impeach Judge Swayne 
for it. The chairman of the committee in his speech, and this 
illustrates his temper and moderation, declared, There is not 
a syllable of testimony in this record and not a syllable of testi- 
mony anywhere on earth that any judge ever did this thing 
but Judge Swayne. That is what I say. I say it on my re- 
sponsibility as a Member of this House.” That statement is on 


the face of it preposterous, an evidence of extreme bias, for un- 


less the gentleman is gifted with omniscience he can not know 
that no such evidence exists. As a matter of fact I know that 
such evidence does exist and that the gentleman in his solemn 
asseveration is not only guessing, but is guessing wrong. I know 
that a certain judge was given the certificate to sign by the 
marshal, and said he had not spent $10 a day. The marshal 
assured him the custom of the judges was to certify to $10 re- 
gardless of their actual expenses, and quoted to him the names 
of judges of whom it might be said, in the graphic language of 
Macaulay, “names which would add authority to truth and 
furnish some excuse even for error.” The very fact that two- 
thirds of all the judges do certify to exactly $10 is of itself 
sufficient to my mind that Judge Swayne’s conduct corresponds 
with that of a majority of the bench. I do not think it is a 
fair or proper construction of the law. I do not think, now that 
attention has been called to it, the practice will be continued. 
But I do not think we wish to commence a general impeachment 
of our Federal judiciary, or that we wish to condemn Judge 
Swayne for an act shared in by a majority of his brethren. 

I do not wish to be understood as approving all Judge 
Swayne’s conduct. I think he has shown a lack of judicial 
moderation, self-restraint, and impartiality. I fear his useful- 
ness on the bench of Florida has ended. But mere unpopu- 
larity is not ground for impeachment. The fault may not be 
wholly his. It is most unfortunate and regrettable. I think 
I deplore it as much as anyone, for in my own State the whole 
bench of the United States and the supreme and superior courts 
of the State have the regard and respect and unreserved confi- 
dence of all our people without distinction of class or party. 
It ought to be so everywhere. You remember the famous 
sentence of Daniel Webster, When the spotless ermine of the 
judicial robe rested on John Jay, it touched nothing less spot- 
less than itself.” That is the type of judge we all wish to see 
on every bench. Judge Swayne falls far below it. If the ques- 
tion were to appoint him, I would oppose it; if it were to trans- 
fer him to another field, I would support it; if it were to 
accept his resignation, I would eagerly approve it; but I can 
not vote for his impeachment because I think the evidence is 
too stale, weak, and trivial to support that stately charge. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I have been in doubt for some 
days as to who is on trial in this case, whether it is Judge 
Swayne or the chairman of the subcommittee, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I remember that when I used to practice 
in the criminal courts a good many years ago, the criminal law- 
yer who had an especially bad case and had no defense for his 
client always tried the prosecuting attorney, or the witnesses on 
the other side, or somebody else except the defendant. It was 
always an evidence, whenever the prosecuting attorney was par- 
ticularly attacked, that the defendant had no defense. That 
seems to my feeble comprehension to furnish the reason why so 
many distinguished gentlemen who stand on this floor to apolo- 
gize for Judge Swayne’s conduct have found it necessary to 
assail the chairman of the subcommittee. 

I had intended to pay my compliments to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lrrrierretp], but the time that I have left is not 
sufficient to do that. [Laughter.] I shall endeavor to put into 
the REcorp some explanation of the charges that he has seen fit 
to make against the subcommittee and against myself. Idoitnot 
because they are of any special importance, not because I care 
particularly what his opinion is, but because this record will 
live after we are gone and when we are dead, and I do not pur- 
pose that the reputation of the subcommittee or my reputation 
shall be “ done to death by slanderous tongues.” 

I am sure the committee strove laboriously and conscien- 
tiously to do their duty according to the best of their ability. 
It seems that in the opinion of the gentleman from Maine 
we failed. That, however, is not particularly important. 

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Maine has seen 
fit to endeavor to create the impression that the subcommittee 
of the Judiciary that took the testimony in this case has left 
out of the record evidence favorable to Judge Swayne, and that 
the record is not complete, I want to state the exact truth of 
the whole matter. 

He says, “I do not want to make any reflection on anybody, 
but I will say this: So far as I have been able to inquire every 
document apparently missing, or that has been lost in the 
shuffle, happens to be a document that would make for the in- 
terest of Judge Swayne. Now, I do not say that anybody sup- 
pressed them on that account. I am simply calling attention 
to the fact, and it is a fact, and an unpleasant fact.” 

The gentleman from Maine does not make a direct accusa- 
tion that the subcommittee, or anyone on it, suppressed any 
testimony or document, but by an innuendo he endeavors to 
create that impression. 
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The particular document referred to by the gentleman from 
Maine, when the above statement was made, was a transcript 
of the stenographer’s notes of testimony in the O’Neal con- 
tempt case taken before Judge Swayne. It appears by the rec- 
ord that Benjamin S. Liddon, esq., counsel for complainan 
states in his written brief, as follows: 

OPPRESSION OF W. c. O'NEAL IN ALLEGED CONTEMPT CASE. 

In this case I file stenographer’s report of the evidence. 

Whether he did in fact file such report I am unable to say. I 
never saw it. Mr. GILLETT says he did see it. It certainly was 
never read, opened, or alluded to by Mr. Liddon. When the 
record was prepared for printing by Mr. Guerr and myself, 
under the direction of the committee, a great deal of matter, 
consisting of records in bankruptcy and admiralty cases, jour- 
nal of the Florida legislature, etc., which were not of the slight- 
est importance to anybody, were omitted, because to print them 
would impose a large and useless expense on the United States. 

The particular document in question was not printed because 
it was not among the papers. 

Of course, the only point of importance is, was it a paper the 
absence of which could be hurtful to Judge Swayne? As it was 
produced by the complainant’s lawyer in support of his argu- 
ment against Judge Swayne, presumptively, at least, it would 
make against and not for Judge Swayne, unless Mr. Liddon, 
complainant’s lawyer, who produced it, was grossly incom- 
petent. I do not think anyone will make that charge against 
Mr. Liddon. He has been chief justice of the court of appeals 
of the State of Florida, and is certainly an estimable gentleman, 
as well as an accomplished lawyer. 

But all doubt on the subject is removed by the production of 
the document itself by the gentleman from Maine. It was pro- 
duced to convict me of making a false and misleading statement 
in the majority report, page 21, where it is said: 


The testimony of Greenhut and O'Neal was taken. None of the by- 
standers were sworn, nor was any other person sworn. 


The record before me when that statement was made was a 
statement by Judge Liddon, who had filed the testimony taken 
before Judge Swayne as a part of his argument, as follows (page 
253) : 
ons A e 3 — difficulty testified, but only the two participants, 

The record of the evidence taken on the trial of O’Neal now 

produced sustains that allegation in the main. The fight com- 
menced in Greenhut’s store, no one being present. Before it was 
over O'Neal and Greenhut were out on the sidewalk clinched. 
The persons who separated them did testify. No person saw 
or testified to what was said or done when the fight commenced 
inside the store, which was the material evidence. 

That is the whole story, and with all the facts before him, the 
gentleman finds sufficient to warrant him in making the follow- 
ing statement: 


Well, that would leave the case to depend altogether on Greenhut and 
O'Neal, and leave the impression, I submit, from the report of the gen- 
tleman that the court did not take the pains, and nobody else had taken 
the pains, to present all the facts. he gentleman suggests that the 
bystanders were not sworn. I do not see why the su tion was made 
unless it is to question the propriety of the action of the judge. 


The record now presented by the gentleman from Maine con- 
tains the opinion of Judge Swayne in the O’Neal case, and in it 
he says (page 821, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) : 

No living witness testified to what he saw, except the two parties. 

Which is, as it seems to me, a perfect justification of the state- 
ment made in the report. 

I submit that the gentleman from Maine could not have read 
the record which he produced to conyict me of having made an 
unfounded statement for the purpose of prejudicing Judge 
Swayne’s case or he would not have used it for that purpose. 
If he did not read it he stands convicted of a willingness to 
carelessly defame me and carelessly mislead this House. If 

- he did read it it convicts him of suppressing the fact, shown by 
Judge Swayne’s opinion, that the case did, as to the material 
facts, rest entirely upon the testimony of Greenhut and O'Neal, 
and that, in the language of the judge, “ no living witness testi- 
fied to what he saw, except the two parties.” 

The gentleman from Maine is at liberty to accept either horn 
of the dilemma. 

As to the more serious charge that every document appar- 
ently missing, or that has been lost in the shuffle, happens to 
be a document that would make for the interest of Judge 
Swayne,” I am content to refer the curious to the document in 
question, which is the only one specified as having been omitted, 
viz, the testimony taken in the O’Neal case, and the opinion of 
Judge Swayne. 

If anyone takes the trouble to look he will see that Judge 

Swayne found the testimony of O'Neal and Greenhut as to what 

brought on the fight and as to who was the aggressor in irrecon- 


cilable conflict, and proceeded to settle the dispute in Greenhut’s 
favor by reference to testimony of Greenhut’s character as a 
peaceable man. This testimony had been offered by Greenhut 
himself and admitted most improperly against the vigorous pro- 
test of Blount, his counsel, who has been justly lauded as an 
able lawyer. Blount objected as follows: 

Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. A. Greenhut?—A. I am. 

Q. Are you acquainted with his reputation for peace and quiet? 

Counsel for respondent objects to question upon the ground that his 
ao for peace and quiet can not be put in evidence until it is 
attac 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. If your honor please, as we understand 
it, the answer in this case charges acts on the part of the prosecutor 
that in our e do attack his character for peace and quiet. 

The Court. I understand that to be the character of the defendant’s 
defense, is that he was attacked by a stronger and more powerful man, 
and one of his excuses set up in his defense. The question is whether 
it will be offered at this time or later. 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT. It does not make any difference now 
ee it is to be offeréd now or later. I had just as leave take my 

ce m now. 

i e —.— another objection to this testimony, may it please the court, 
upon the ground that there is no issue made of the general character 
of Mr. Greenhut for peace and nlet, and that character of any kind 
can not be offered in evidence unless it has been attacked or impeached 
by the opposing side. We understand that your honor overrules it, 
and we save the exception. 

COUNSEL FOR PROSECUTION. For the purpose of saving time, Mr. 
Blount consents, subject, of course, to his exception to your honor’s 
ruling as in this witness, that the other character witnesses who have 
been summoned here will testify that they each know the utation 
of Mr. Greenhut for peace and quietude, and that they would testify 
to the same and will testify that his reputation is that of a peaceable 
and quiet citizen. 

Judge Swayne thought evidence of Greenhut’s character as a 
peaceable man was competent because O’Neal intended to defend 
on the ground that “he was attacked by a stronger and more 
powerful man.” How the peaceable character of Greenhut 
would tend to elucidate the question whether Greenhut was 
stronger and more powerful that O'Neal is not apparent. 

Against the peaceable character of Greenhut, which this evi- 
dence established, the judge set off the bad character of O'Neal, 
who was forced to testify, against the protest of his counsel, 
that he had been convicted for carrying concealed weapons and 
had pleaded guilty of shooting across a public road, and had 
been sued by one Simmons for an assault and had judgment 
recorded against bim for $50. And he thus found that Green- 
hut told the truth, and O’Neal did not tell the truth as to the 
origin of the affray, and as to who was the aggressor. Upon 
this finding Judge Swayne sentenced O’Neal, for contempt of 
court, to be imprisoned sixty days in the common jail. 

This document is, in fact, a most damaging one to Judge 
Swayne. It convicts him of illiteracy, ignorance of law, and of 
a most flagrant abuse of his judicial power. Instead of insinu- 
ating that is was omitted from the record for the purpose of in- 
juring Judge Swayne, the gentleman from Maine should return 
thanks that it was accidentally omitted. 

Numerous, continuous, and persistent exceptions are taken 
by the gentleman from Maine to a statement in the majority re- 
port that Davis and Belden purged themselves of contempt on 
oath. I believe his statement was that I had made that state- 
ment five times, six times, and, in his speech as delivered, he 
said eleyen times, thus rivaling Falstaff’s tale of the men in 
buckram. He proves that I was wrong by pointing to the 
answer of Davis and Belden and showing that it was not 
sworn. I never said it was. I said the respondents purged 
themselves on oath. Simeon Belden testified: 


Q. Did you file your answer—purge yourself?—A. Yes. 


The gentleman from Maine now asserts and argues that the 
witness did not understand the question. Possibly he did not, 
but when the report, to which objection was taken, was made 
up, the committee did not have the benefit of the assistance of 
the gentleman from Maine. They relied upon the sworn testi- 
mony of the witness, and not upon the construction the gentle- 
man from Maine might afterwards put upon it. 

I intended also to make some observations, which I shall put 
into the Rxconp, on the character and conduct of Judge 
Swayne, but time forbids. 


JUDGE SWAYNE’S CONDUCT. 


The conduct of Judge Swayne from the beginning to the end 
of this transaction has been most extraordinary. According 
to the testimony he had bargained for and concluded the pur- 
chase of a piece of land in Pensacola called“ block 91.” Noth- 
ing remained to consummate the transaction and vest the title 
in him or his wife, for whom he said he purchased the land, but 
the payment of the purchase money and the delivery of the 
deed. It must be presumed that Judge Swayne had satisfied 
himself in some way that the title to the land was good. He 
had either examined the title himself, had someone do it for 
him, or he had taken the word of some person in whom he had 
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confidence that it was good. He certainly must have enter- 
tained a firm belief that the seller had a good title, otherwise 
he would not have bought. 

When it appeared that the title was in dispute and that a 
suit to settle it was pending in his own court, proper delicacy 
would have prompted him not to wait for a request to recuse 
himself; he should have told the parties at once that he had ne- 
gotiated for the land, had formed an opinion on the question of 
the validity of Mr. Edgar's title, and therefore he tould not 
bring an unbiased mind to the determination of the question. 

Again, the purchase of the land was not consummated be- 
cause the owner, Mr. Edgar, refused to give anything but a 
quitclaim deed. This was stated in a letter from his agent in 
Pensacola to Judge Swayne at Guyencourt: 


In case the deed is not satisfactory to you, of course we will have to 
drop this deal or wait until you come 8 


He wrote back: 2 
You may omit block 91 and send papers for the other along. 


What was there to prevent Judge Swayne from claiming his 
bargain after the suit was tried and the title of the seller estab- 
lished in his court? At least his decision to drop out block 91 
was capable of being construed that for the present or until 
Edgar will give a warranty deed the transaction shall remain 
suspended. 

Judge Swayne was guilty of great impropriety when he re- 
fused to get another judge to try the case. The counsel had 
good reason, to hesitate about trying it before him. Why was 
he so insistent on trying the case? He certainly had a most 
excellent reason for declining to try. In accordance with his di- 
rections the agents had sent him a letter, as follows: 

In reply to yours of the 22d instant we herewith inclose you new 
mortgage and note for you and Mrs. Swayne to sign, leaving amount 
blank In both mort; and note. We inclose you receipts for the rent 
and fire insurance. ou can fill in amount of mortgage and note. 

The amount of cash payment was then left optional with 
Judge Swayne. It was a most extraordinary transaction. The 
agents were selling the land of their principal and allowing 
the buyer to fill in the blank in the mortgage left for the sum 
to remain on the property. 

They were complaisant and Judge Swayne was friendly, evi- 
dently not averse to helping them settle the title to block 91, 
which he did later by giving a binding instruction for defend- 
ants, thus justifying the fear of plaintiff’s counsel. 

Judge Swayne did not state the facts truthfully when he said 
he abandoned the purchase when the agent wrote him that the 
land was in litigation in his court. The agent wrote nothing of 
the kind. The reason he directed them to omit block 91 was 
because Mr. Edgar refused to give anything but a quitclaim deed. 

Judge Swayne, in his first statement, in which he refused to 
recuse himself, said he had purchased the land for a relative. 
He suppressed the fact that the relative was his wife. Later 
in the week he stated the relative was his wife, and that she 
was to pay for the land with money received from her father’s 
estate. 

Judge Swayne forced the trial contrary to the practice in 
his court. His practice was to go through the criminal business 
and then take up the civil list and assign the cases for trial on 
days convenient for court and counsel. 

The case of Florida McGuire was not called until late Satur- 
day afternoon upon the conclusion of the criminal business. 
Judge Swayne said it should be tried the next Monday. Coun- 
sel pleaded earnestly that it would be impossible to get ready 
for trial Monday. There were thirty or forty witnesses; none 
had been subpenaed, relying upon the general practice of the 
court. Judge Swayne would not consent, but ordered the trial 
to proceed on Monday unless legal ground was laid for its con- 
tinuanee. 

Under the circumstances is it very remarkable that the plain- 
tiff’s counsel hesitated to submit their case to the determination 
of Judge Swayne? 

They agreed that Saturday night to discontinue the case of 
Florida McGuire in Judge Swayne’s court and bring a suit 
against him in the State court to try the title to the land on 
the theory that he stood in the place of the owner, as he had, as 
they believed, purchased the land. The fact that the land was 
vacant and had never been in his possession was of no conse- 
quence, as the bringing of the suit would have been an admis- 
sion on the part of the plaintiff that he, Judge Swayne, was in 
possession of the land. Of course Judge Swayne could have 
filed a disclaimer, which would have ended the case without the 
least harm to anybody 

Judge Swayne assumed as a fact, without proof and against 
the allegations of Davis and Belden, that the determination to 
discontinue the McGuire suit was not reached Saturday night 


and that the suit against him was brought to force him out of 
the trial of that case. 

Not the least of the bad conduct of which this judge has been 
guilty is in his efforts to influence this House by newspaper 
opinions and editorials. The mails have been loaded with com- 
munications addressed to Members containing articles prepared 
in the interest of Judge Swayne by someone very familiar with 
the testimony and very skillful in garbling and suppressing the 
damaging portions. I have very little respect for a trial by 
newspapers. It is a tribunal not recognized by law and not well 
calculated to arrive at the exact truth. When a great metro- 
politan daily gives up two-thirds of a page two days in succes- 
sion and many editorial lucubrations to a case pending before 
the House it may be assumed that it is not done for the health 
or amusement of the publishers. When copies of such publica- 
tions and others of like character are forced into the corre- 
spondence of Members in advance of a vote on articles of im- 
peachment against a judge it may be assumed that the purpose 
of going to such great expense is to influence the result. 

If a common criminal, charged with stealing a ham to keep 
himself from starvation, should endeavor by indirect methods 
to influence the grand jury having his case in charge he would 
go behind the bars. In my opinion a judge who does the same 
thing ought not to be exempt from punishment. 

I do not imagine that any Member of this House has been or 
could be swerved from the path of duty by any such means, but 
that does not mitigate the guilt of those who make the attempt. 
This attempt is a direct insult to the intelligence and integrity 
of this House which is not out of harmony with many of the 
actions of Judge Swayne since his unfortunate elevation to the 
bench. 

As to the venomous attack made upon the subcommittee by 
the gentleman from Ohio, and particularly upon me, all I have 
to say is I regret that a man who has so distinguished himself 
in the service of his country, on the field of battle as a soldier 
and in her legislative halls as a statesman, should find it neces- 
sary to turn the attention of the House from a consideration of 
the grave charges against Judge Swayne to an inquiry whether 
a letter introduced in evidence to support a charge which was 
abandoned was sufficiently proved to warrant its introduction 
as an instrument of evidence. The letter has no more to do 
with this discussion than a leaf from a Sanscrit Bible. But if 
anyone is curious about it, I have it here, with some others ac- 
knowledged by Boone to be his. The most casual inspection, as 
well as all the surrounding circumstances, demonstrates that he 
wrote it. His purpose was to hold the subcommittee up to ridi- 
cule and contempt, for what purpose I know not 

I regret that the distinguished gentleman from Ohio should 
have so far forgotten what is due to the dignity, honor, and in- 
telligence of this House as to make a partisan appeal to its Mem- 
bers to vote against this impeachment, and to abuse the 
confidence of a friend by publishing in the Rrconp a letter which 
will disgrace him forever. 

He has again demonstrated the wisdom of the words uttered 
fifteen centuries before the Savior was born— 


cone men are not always wise; neither do the aged understand judg- 
men 


Now, let us see what this case actually is about, and where it 
now stands. 

The people of the United States, especially those in the north- 
ern district of Florida, have some rights in this case which 
should not be overlooked by this House. 

First. The charges made by the people against Charles 
Swayne are that he violated the law in that he did not reside in 
his district, as the law requires, from 1894 to 1900, a period of 
six years. 

Second. That he falsely certified that his necessary expenses 
for travel and attendance while holding court outside of his 
district were $10 per diem when in fact they were far less. 

Third. That he used the property of a bankrupt corporation, 
which was in his hands, claiming that he had the right to it. 

Fourth. That he imposed an unlawful sentence of fine and 
imprisonment on Davis and Belden for the purpose of punishing 
them for a personal affront. 

Fifth. That he unlawfully sentenced O’Neal for a contempt of 
court in a case in which, under the law, no contempt was com- 
mitted. 

The best defense that some of the ablest and most ingenious 
lawyers in this House could make has been made. 

To the first charge of nonresidence it is that it was not com- 
plained of soon enough. 

To the second charge, that other judges committed the same 


offense. „ 
To the third charge, it was improper, but it occurred ten 
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years ago, and was not complained of by the parties in interest 
or the creditors of the railroad. 

To the fourth, that Davis and Belden were guilty of a gross 
contempt and deserved punishment. i 

To the fifth, that O'Neal was also guilty of a grave offense 
and deserved punishment. 

No answer is made to the charge that the punishment of the 
lawyers was unusually severe and imposed to gratify revenge. 

I respectfully submit that none of these excuses should shield 
Judge Swayne from a trial before the Senate. 

That he committed an impeachable offense in each case can 
not be denied truthfully by his defenders, But they seek to 
excuse his defects for the various reasons suggested. 

Has the House any right to entertain excuses for a judge duly 
charged by the people when the evidence prima facie establishes 
unlawful acts? 

Is it not the exclusive right of the constitutional triers to say 
whether Judge Swayne ought to be acquitted of the misde- 
meanors which he has confessedly committed? 

The rights of the people of the United States are entitled to 
be considered. Not alone the people of the judicial district 
oye which Judge Swayne presides, but the right of all the 
people. A 

When this House impeached Judge Swayne at the bar of the 
Senate, it was in the name of all the people of the United States. 
Hence all the people of the United States are, in a sense, parties 
in interest. They are, in truth, vitally interested, because the 
purity of the judicial branch of the Government in every judi- 
cial aiet is essential to the preservation of property, liberty, 
and life. 

Given the fact that a judge has violated the law, is it not 
certain that the only tribunal before which he can or ought to 
interpose a defense is that which the law fixes for his trial? 
Will you deny the people of the United States, who have shown 
you that Judge Swayne has been guilty of high misdemeanors 
in office, the right to have him tried for the offense? ; 

The people came to their Representatives; they made out a 
case against Judge Swayne. They found that he had violated 
the law; they demand that he be tried for it. 

The issue is very plain. We can not avoid it by saying that 
Judge Swayne became unpopular through the election cases or 
that he is persecuted because he is a northern man and a Re- 
publican. If either fact were true, it would not justify him in 
the least degree for any of the misdemeanors charged against 
him. I am a partisan, and all who know me will testify that 
after the strictest sect of our party have I lived a Republican; 
but I believe I serve my party best when I serve my country 
best. I belong to a party that claims a large share, if not a 
monopoly, of the intelligence, the honesty, and the patriotism 
of the country. In the last election the slogan was from Maine 
to Georgia “ honesty, decency, courage.” We stood for a candi- 
date who is never tired of sounding the praises of these old- 
fashioned virtues. He stood and stands for the highest ideals of 
American manhood. We said on every stump that he and his 
party were against embezzlement and embezzlers; against 
thieves and thievery, and against dishonesty in every form in 
high places and in low places. And the people believed us, and 
by a majority of more than 2,500,000 votes approved the doc- 
trines of our party and the ideals of our candidate. Now we 
have one chance to make the claim good. The Representatives 
of that party, that candidate, and of those principles are asked 
to shield a judge from trial who has been guilty of grave mis- 
behaviors that have smirched his good name and brought his 
great office into contempt. They are asked to overlook his of- 
fenses and grant him a pardon because he is a Republican; be- 
cause he is persecuted by men who think he has wronged them; 
because some of the offenses were committed ten years ago; 
because other judges have sinned against the law. 

This Republican House can let Charles Swayne go free with- 
out a trial, but if we do we should abandon the battle-cry 
“honesty, decency, courage;” and when we do that, let us be- 
ware lest, as Samson brought down the temple of Dagon upon 
the heads of his enemies, we bring down the temple of our party 
upon the heads. of our friends. 

Let us not imagine for a moment that lawyers’ excuses for 
Judge Swayne’s misdeeds will for a moment deceive the plain 
people, who believe that the law and the law’s penalties were 
made for the high and the low alike. 

Do not do him and the people of the United States a wrong by 
refusing him a trial and a chance to clear his good name. 
Send him to the Senate, and, for the honor and credit of the 
judiciary, I will join his friends in a prayer that God may send 
him a safe deliverance. 

The assertion has been freely made by Members on the floor 
that they would never yote to impeach a northern judge on the 


complaint of southern Democrats. I thought the war was over. 
We have been boasting that the South was again marching to 
the music of the Union. We have pointed with pride to the fact 
that the blue and the gray pressed shoulder to shoulder up San 
Juan Hill, following the Stars and Stripes, and that they 
mingled their blood in defense of the flag. 

We have boasted that Wheeler and Fitzhugh Lee, who won 
distinction under the stars and bars, have taken command under 
the Stars and Stripes. Is it all a sad mistake? Is it true that 
justice is to be denied the people of the northern district of 
Florida because they are Democrats and were Confederates? 
Is it true that the battles fought with bullets are, after forty 
years have passed away, always to be followed by campaigns of 
hate? 

I stand here to say that it is a bitter, burning shame that an 
attempt has been deliberately made to inject political prejudice 
into this case and to thereby influence votes against the im- 
peachment of Charles Swayne. 

I paraphrase the words of the greatest of American statesmen 
and orators when he said “ Men of New England, conquer your 
prejudices.” I say, men of the North, conquer your prejudices, 

I beseech you to stand by the claim we have made that we are 
an honest party, composed of honest men; that we hate dis- 
honesty wherever found, and that we are willing to turn thé 
rascals out. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the first three articles. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I move that we do now 
lay upon the table the first three articles, which relate to the 
false certificates. 

The SPEAKER. That motion takes precedence. The gen- 
tleman from Maine moves that the first three articles do lie 
upon the table. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that they be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the first three articles 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE 1. That the said Charles Swayne, at Waco, in the State of 
Texas, on the 20th day of April, 1897, being then and there a United 
States district judge in and for the northern district of Florida, did 
then and there, as said Judge, make and present to R. M. Love, then 
and there being the United States marshal in and for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas, a false claim against the Government of the United 
States in the sum of $230, then and there knowing said claim to be 
false, and for the p of obtaining Sone of said false claim, did 
then and there as said jud make and use a certain false certificate 
then and there knowing said certificate to be false, said certificate being 
in the words and figures following: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Northern district of Teras, ss: 


I, Charles Swayne, district judge of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Florida, do hereby certify that I was directed to and 
held court at the. city of Waco, in the northern district of Texas, 
twenty-three days, commencing on the 20th day of April, 1897; also, 
that the time engaged in holding said court, and in going to and re- 
turning from the same, was twenty-three days, and that my reasonable 
expenses for travel and attendance amounted to the sum of two hun- 
dred and thirty dollars and cents, which sum is justly due me for 
such attendance and travel. 


CHAS. SWAYNE, Judge. 
Waco, May 15, 1897. 


Received of R. M. 32 United States marshal for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas, the sum 230 dollars and no cents, in full payment of 
the above account, 

$230. 

CHAS. SWAYNE. 
when in truth and in fact, as the said Charles Swayne then and there 
well knew, there was then and there justly due the said Swayne from 
the Government of the United States and from sald United States mar- 
shal a far less sum, whereby he has been guilty of a high crime and 
misdemeanor in his said office. 

Art. 2. That the sald Charles Swayne, having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States In and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office as jndge as aforesaid, the said 
Charles Swayne was entitled by law to be pai ‘his reasonable expenses 
for travel and attendance when lawfully directed to hold court outside 
of the northern district of Florida, not to exceed $10 per di to be 
oye upon his certificate by the United States marshal for the district 
n which the court was held, and was forbidden by law to receive com- 

nsation for such services. Yet the said ries Swayne, well know- 
ng these provisions, falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for 
travel and attendance were $10 per diem while holding court at Tyler, 
Tex., twenty-four days, commencing December 3, 1900, and seven days 
going to and return ng from said Tyler, Tex., and received therefor 
from the Treasury of the United States, by the hand of John Gran 
the United States marshal for the eastern district of Texas, the sum oi 
$310, when the reasonable expenses incurred and paid by the said 
Charles orae for travel and attendance did not amount the sum 
of $10 per diem. 

Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himself and was and Is guilty of a high crime, to wit, the crime of ob- 
taining money from the United States by a false pretense, and of a high 
misdemeanor in office. À 

ART. 3. That the said Charles Swayne having been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of judge as aforesaid was entitled 
by law to be paid his reasonable ex for travel and attendance 
when lawfully directed to hold court outside of the northern district of 
Florida, not exceed $10 per diem, to be paid upon his certificate by 


ra 
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the United States marshal of the district in which the court was held, 
and was forbidden by law to receive any compensation for such serv- 


ices. Yet the said Charles Swayne, well knowing these 


rovisions, 


falsely certified that his reasonable expenses for travel in 17 ng to and 
n 


coming from and attendance were $10 per diem while hol 
from January 12, 1903, and six 

from said Tyler, Tex., and received therefor 

the hand of A. J. Houston, the United 


Tyler, Tex., thirty-five da. 
to and returnin 
Treasury of the 
States marshal for the eastern d 
the reasonable e 

by him during sai 


from the United States 


in office. 


nited States, r 


strict of Texas, the sum of 
ses of the said Charles Swayne incur: 


court at 
ays going 
om the 


410, when 
and paid 


riod were much less than said sum. 
Wherefore the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, misbehaved 
himseif and was and is puy of a bigh crime, to wi 
y 


a false pretense, and of a 


obtaining money 
igh misdemeanor 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, on this motion to lay on the 
table I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 166, 
answering present“ 6, not voting 54, as follows: 


Cockran, N. I. 
Goldfogle 


YEAS—159. 
Davidson Jones, Wash, 
Davis, Minn. Kennedy 
Dixon Ketcham 
3 5 
raper nap 
Dresser Knopk 
Dunwell Knowland 
Evans Kyle 
‘oss Lace; 
Foster, Vt. Lafean 
Fowler Landis, Chas. B. 
ch Landis, Frederick 
Fuller Lawrence 
Gaines, W. Va. Lilley 
Gardner, Mich. Littlefield 
Gardner, N. J. Longworth 
Gillet, N. X. Lorimer 
Gillett, Cal. Loud 
Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager 
Goebel Lovering 
Graf McCall 
Greene McCleary, Minn, 
Grosvenor cCreary, Pa. 
Hamilton MeLachlan 
Haskins MeMorran 
Mahon 
Henry, Conn. Mann 
Hepburn Marsh 
Hildebrant Marshall 
Hill, Conn. Martin 
Hinshaw Miller 
Hitt Minor 
Hogg Mondell 
Howell, N. J. Moon, Tenn. 
Howell, Utah or 
Huff Mudd 
Hull Murdock 
Humphrey, Wash. Needham 
Jackson, Md. Nevin 
Jackson, Ohio Norris 
NAYS—166. 
Garner Lind 
Gibson Lindsay 
Gillespie Little 
lass Livernash 
Gooch Livingston 
Goulden Lloyd 
Granger. Lacking 
Gregg McAndrews 
Griggs McCarthy 
Gudger McLain 
Hamlin McNary 
Hardwick, Macon 
Harrison Maddox 
Haugen Olmsted 
Hay Otjen 
Hearst Padgett 
Heflin Page, 
Henry, Tex, Palmer 
Hill, Miss. Patterson, N. C. 
Hitech Patterson, Tenn. 
Holliday Pearre 
opkins Perkins 
Houston Pierce 
Howard Pinckney 
Hughes, N. J. Pou 
Humphreys, Miss. Pujo 
Hunt Rainey 
James Randell, Tex. 
Jenkins * Ransdell, La. 
Johnson * Reid 
Jones, Va. Rhea 
ehoe Richardson, Ala. 
Kitchin, Claude Richardson, Tenn. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Kider 
Kline Rixey 
Kluttz Robb 
Lamar, Fla. Roberts 
Lamar, Mo. Kobinson, Ark. 
Lamb Robinson, Ind. 
Lester Rucker 
Lever Russell 
Lewis Ryan 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 
Hughes, W. Va. Wachter 
Powers, Me. 


Overstreet 
Parker 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne 

Porter 


Shiras 
Sibley 
ane 
Smith, III. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, N. X. 
Smith, Pa. 

na 
Southard 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 


Youn 


The Speaker 


Scudder 
Shackleford 


Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 


senor Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sulzer 
Swanson 
Talbott 
Taylor 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble 
Vandiver 

Van Duzer 
Wade 
Wallace 
Wanger 

Webb 

Webber 
Weisse 

Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, III. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woodyard 


Wynn 
enor 


Wilson, III. 


NOT VOTING—S4, 


Alexander Deemer Keliher Sherman 
Badger Douglas Legare Shull 

Benny Dwight Littauer Southall 
Brooks Emerich McDermott Stanley 
Brundidge Esch Maynard Sullivan, N. Y. 
Burgess Fitzpatrick Meyer, La. Tate 
Burkett Flac Miers, Ind. Underwood 
Burnett Fordney Moon, Pa. Wadsworth 
Burton Gardner, Mass. Morrell Wiley, N. J. 
Eutler, Mo. Gilbert Otis Williamson 
Castor Griffith Powers, Mass. Wilson, N. Y, 
Connell Hemenway Robertson, La. Wright 
Cooper, Tex. Hermann Ruppert 

Crowley Hunter, Scarborough 


So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For session: 

Mr. Deemer with Mr. SHULL. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Castor with Mr. EMERICH. 

Mr. Esch with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 

Mr. Burkert with Mr. Roserrson of Louisiana, 

Mr. Dwicur with Mr. KELIHER. 

For the day: 

Mr. Doveras with Mr. MeDrnuorr. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. Witson of New York. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. Oris with Mr. BADGER. 

Mr. Hunter with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

Mr. Herman with Mr. Benny. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Forpney with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

Mr. FLAck with Mr. TATE. : 

For Swayne case: 

Mr. Brooxs with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAyY with Mr. Coorrr of Texas. 

Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. GILBERT, 

Mr. WIIsoN of Illinois with Mr. LEGABE. 

Mr. WacHTER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Lirraver with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

Mr. Burton with Mr. BURGESS. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Powers of Maine, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Witry of New Jersey with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is an- 
nounced I desire to withdraw my vote and answer “ present,” 
because I understand that it is claimed that I should continue 
my pair with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers] 
instead of haying him paired with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The name of Mr. Powers of Maine was called, and he voted 
“ present.” 

The SPEAKER. Call my name. 

The name of Mr. CANNON was called, and he voted “ aye.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the first 
three articles, being those relating to the fee business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks for 
a vote on the adoption of the first three articles. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Upon that question I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there weré—yeas 165, nays 160, 
answered “ present” 3, not voting 56, as follows: 


YEAS—165. 

Adamson Taron Gaines, Tenn. Henry, Tex. 
Aiken ran, Mo. Garber Hill, Miss. 
Baker Cooper, Wis. Garner Hitehcock 
Bankhead Cowherd, Gibson Holliday 
Bartlett Croft Gillespie Hopkins 

t h Glass Houston 
Beall, Tex. Davey, La. Goldfogle Howard 

e Davis, Fla. ooch Hughes, N. J. 
Benton yton Goulden Humphreys, Miss. 
wers De Armond Granger Hunt 
Bowie ny Gregg James 
Brantl Dickerman Gr Jenkins 
Breazeale. Dinsmore Gudger Johnson 
Broussard Dougherty Hamlin Jones, Va. 
Burleson iscoll Hardwick Kehoe 
Byrd Field Harrison Kitchin, Claude 
Caldwell Finley Haugen Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Cc: tage Hay Kline 
Hearst Kluttz 

Clark Foster, III. Heflin Lamar, Fla. 
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Lamar, Mo. Palmer acker Sulzer 
Lamb l'atterson, N.C. Russell Swanson 
Lester Patterson, Tenn. Ryan Talbott 
Lever Pearre Scudder Taylor 
Lewis Perkins Shackleford Thomas, Iowa 
Lind Pierce hep: Thomas, N. C. 
Lind Pinckney Sherley Trimble 
Little Pou ho Vandiver 
Livernash Fujo Sims Van Duzer 
Livingston Eainey Slayden Wade 
Lloyd Randell, Tex. Small Wallace 
Lucking Ransdell, La. Smith, Iowa Wanger 
McAndrews Keid Smith, Ky. Webb 
McCarthy Rhea x Smith, Tex. Weisse 
McLain Richardson, Ala. Snook ley Ala. 
McNary Richardson, Tenn. Spalding Willſams, III. 

con Rider Sparkman liliams, 
Maddox Rixey Sperry ynn 
Olmsted Robb Spight Zenor 
Otjen Roberts tafford 
Padgett Robinson, Ark. Stephens, Tex. 
Page Robinson, Ind. Sullivan, 

NAYS—100. 

Acheson Davidson Jones, Wash. Overstreet 
Adams, Pa. Davis, Kennedy Parker 
Adams, Wis. Dixon Setcham Patterson, Pa. 

en Kinkaid Payne 
Ames “ Koap; Porter 

beoc Dresser Knop: Prince 
Bartholdt Dunwell Knowland Reeder 
Bates [vans Kyle Rodenberg 
Beldler Lacey tt 

u, . Foster, Vt. Lafean Shiras 
Bingham Fowler Landis, Chas. B. Sibley 
BI all French Landis, Frederick Slem 
Bishop Fuller Lawrence Smith, III. 
Bonyn Gaines, W. Va. Lilley Smith, Samuel! W. 
Boutel. Gardner, Mich. Littleneid Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bowersock Gardner, N. J. Longworth Smith, N. X. 
Bradley Gillet, N. Y. Lorimer Smith, Pa. 
Brandegce Gillett, Cal. Loud Snapp 
Brick Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager Southard 
Brown, Pa. Goebel Lovering Southwick 
Crown, Wis. raft MeCall Steenerson 
Brownlow Greene McCleary, Minn. Sterling 
Luckman Grosve cCreary, Pa. Stevens, Minn. 
Burke Hamilton, McLachlan Sulloway, 
Burleigh Haskins MeMorran Tawney 
Butler, Pa. Hedge Mahon Thayer 
Calderhend Henry, Conn. ann Thomas, Ohlo 
Campbell, Hepburn Marsh 1 
Capron, Hildebrant Marshall send 
Cassel Hill, Conn. Van Voorhis 
Conner Hinshaw Miller Volstead 
Cooper, Pa. itt Minor Vreeland, 
Cousins Mondell Warner 
Cromer Howell, N. J. Moon, Tenn. Warnock 
Crumpacker, owell, M Watson 
Currier, uff Mu Webber 
Curtis Hull Murdock ‘Weems 
Cush sneer Wash. Needham ‘ood 
Dalzell Jackson, Md. Nevin Woodyard 
Daniels Jackson, Ohio Norris Young 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—38. 
Cockran, N. Y. Hughes, W.Va. Wilson, III. 
NOT VOTING—56. 
Alexander Deemer Keliher Scarborough 
Radger Douglas. Legare 8 — 
Benny Dwight Littauer Shull 
ks Emerich McDermott th 

Brundidge Esch Maynard Stanle: 
Bu 1 Meyer, La. Sullivan, N. X. 
Burkett Flac lers, Ind. Tate 
Burnett Fordney Moon, Pa. Underwood 
Burton Gardner, Mass. Morrell Wachter 
Butler, Mo, Gilbert tis Wadsworth 
Castor Griffith Powers, Me. Wiley, N. J. 
Connell Hemenway Powers, Mass. Williamson 
Cooper, Tex. Hermann Robertson, La, Wilson, N. T. 
Crowley Hunter uppert right 


So the first three articles were adopted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
fourth and fifth articles. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moyes 
the adoption of the fourth and fifth articles. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask for a division of 
those articles unless the gentleman will accept an amendment 
that I have to each of them. 

Mr. PALMER. I decline to accept any amendment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And upon this I call for the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. COCKRAN of New York. May I ask that the articles be 
rend? ` 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the articles will be read. 
The Clerk rend as follows: 


Anr. 4. That the sald Charles Swayne having been duly appointed 
confirmed, and commissioned as judge of the United States 1 anā for 
the northern district of Florida entered upon the duties of his office, 
and while In the exercise of his office of judge as aforesaid, heretofo! 
to wit, A. D. 1893, did unlawfully appropriate to his own use, withou 
making compensation to the owner, a certain railroad car belonging to 

e pur- 


the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West Rallroad Company for 


m Guyencourt, 


of transporting himself, his ese and friends fro 
Ia The State of Delaware, to Jacksonville, Fla., the said railroad com- 
ny being at the time In the possession of a receiver appointed by said 
bn ies Swayne, judge as aforesnid, on the petition of creditors. 

The said car was supplied with provisions by the said recetver, which 
were consumed by sald Swayne and his friends, and was provided with 
a conductor or porter at the cost and expense of said railroad S 
and with Lele ip gay over connecting lines. The * agen of the 

y 


the said receiver out of the funds of the sald Jack- 


ise of 
1893, did unlawfully appropriate to his own use, without 
making compensation to the owner, a certain 


rovisions were paid by the sald receiver out of 


udge as aforesaid, was and is 
guilty of an abuse of judiclal power and of misdemeanor in office, 


ioe OLMSTED. I offer the following amendment to arti- 
cle 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers the 
following amendment to article 4, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It may save time to say that I want to offer 
a substantially similar amendment to article 5, and if it is agree- 
able to the gentleman in charge of the bill the two amendments 
might be considered together, I do not wish to take up any 
unnecessary time. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection to considering the two 
amendments together. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend article 4 by striking out the words “unlawfully appropriate 
to his own” and insert In place thereof the words “at the instance 
Also strike out the words “allowed the credit 
the said recelver for and on account of the said nditure 
of the necessary expenses of operating said road.“ Also 
strike out the words “to the owner and under a 8 of right for the 
reason” and insert in place thereof the word “knowing.” Also 
after the word “ him" and just before the word “ wherefore,” the fol- 
lowing: “and that the expenses connected with the operation and 
transportation of sald car and the cost of said provisions would be 
either specifically or in the general terms included among the expendi- 
tures of the receiver which he, as such ju would be called upon to 
approve; ” so that the article as amended will read as follows: 

‘Ant. 4. That the said Charles Swayne tavin been duly appointed, 
confirmed, and commissioned as ju of the United States in and for 
the northern district of Florida, en upon the duties of his office, 
and while in the exercise of his office of ju as aforesald, heretofore, 
to wit, A. D. 1893, did use, at the instance of the receiver, without 
making compaia non to the owner, a ce 


on of a receiver appointed by 
oresald, on the petition of Tereditors. 


com X ith portation over connecting lines. The expenses 
of the trip were paid by the said recelver ont of the funds of the said 
Jacksonville, The said 


1 i 
Charles Swayne, used the said property without 
making compensa on knowing that the same was in the hands of n re- 
celver e e by him, and that the expenses connected with the oper- 
transportation of sald car and the cost of said provisions 
would be elther specifically or in general terms included among the ex- 
2 of the receiver, which he, as such judge, would called 
upon to approve. 
“Wh ‘ore the sald Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, was and Is 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of a high misdemeanor in 
oi ce.“ 


The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OtasTEp] desires to offer an amendment to 
article 5 also, and to have the two amendments voted upon to- 


ther. 

ers r. OLMSTED. That is right. 
Mr. PALMER. Are the two amendments identical? 4 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, If they are not identical, 
they can not be voted on together, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Oh, yes; one amendment relates to article 
4 and the other to article 5. They apply to two different 
articles, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The purpose of the amendment is sim- 
ply to change the form of the articles to carry out the facts 
according to the idea of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
both amendments at the same time? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent; not 
otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. The Clerk was in the act of 
reporting both specifications when the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. Otarstep] interposed his amendment. I do not want 
to detain the House by the unnecessary reading of the second 
of these two articles. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
inform us that article 5 is practically the same charge as article 
4, except that it refers to the California trip, it will then be un- 
necessary to read it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the amendment 
to the other article be read for the information of the House, 
and then we could ask unanimous consent to vote on the two 
amendments together afterwards. I now ask that the amend- 
ment be read. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Then let the specification be 
read also. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, 
posed to be amended. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the next article, and if there be no objection, the Clerk will re- 
port article 5 as it would read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Can the vote be taken on 


It should be read as pro- 


Amend article 5 so that it will read as follows: 

“Anr. 5. That the sald Charles Swayne was duly appointed, commis- 
sioned, and confirmed as judge of the United States in and for the 
northern district of Florida, and entered upon the duties of said office, 
and while In the exercise of his office of judge, as aforesaid, heretofore, 
to wit, A. D. 1893, did use, without making compensation to the owner, 
a certain railroad car belonging to the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key 
West Railroad Company for the 1 of transporting himself, his 
family, and friends from Jacksonville, Fla., to California, said railroad 
company being at the time in the possession of a receiver appointed 
by. 9 said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, on the petition of 
C tors. 

The car was provided with a porter at the cost and expense of 
the railroad company, and also with transportation over connectin 
linces. The wages of said pr were paid by the said receiver ont o 
the funds of the Jacksonyille, Tampa and Key West Railroad Company, 
and the said Charles Swayne knew that as Judge he would be called 
3 approve the accounts of sald receiver, including the said ex- 

nditures. 

Pen Whereupon the said Charles Swayne, judge as aforesaid, was and ls 
guilty of an abuse of judicial power and of high misdemeanor in office.” 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question will 
be taken on agreeing to the two amendments, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry. Is 
the amendment debatable at this time? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then I ask unanimous consent for five min- 
utes, to coyer both amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
address the House for five minutes upon the two amendments. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PALMER. There is no objection, if we can have five 
minutes on this side 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will couple with it the request that there 
be five minutes also on that side, 

The SPEAKER. And five minutes to those opposed to the 
amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the first three 
articles, and shall vote for some or all of the others, but I do not 
wish knowingly to do an injustice to Judge Swayne or to appear 
to charge him with something which does not appear to me to be 
at all substantiated by the evidence. The change which I pro- 
pose is perhaps not very material, but it may be. He is charged 
in article 4 and again in article 5, as they now stand, with hav- 
ing appropriated to his own use, under a claim of right, the car 
of a certain railroad company and the provisions therein under 
the claim that, being in the hands of a receiver, he had a right 
to use them. Now, the facts are, according to the testimony of 
Judge Swayne himself and of Mr. Axtell, attorney for the re- 
ceiver, that Judge Swayne did not appropriate the car, nor de- 
mand it, nor claim it as a right. It was the receiver's own 
Suggestion. The receiver tendered Judge Swayne the car and 
the provisions therein, and Judge Swayne accepted them. 
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It was improper, in my judgment, for him to use them, the 
provisions particularly, as they would have to be paid for by 
the receiver out of the funds of the railroad company, and the 
expenditure the judge knew would have to be approved by 
him. But he did not take the car forcibly, nor under a claim 
of right. He did not demand it; he did not claim it. He 
simply accepted the courtesy when it was tendered him by the 
receiver. 

He stands in the position of a celebrated author of whom 
the critic said, speaking of the book and the author: “He 
stands with one foot in the past century, and with the other 
hails the dawn of modern thought.” [Laughter.] Judge Swayne 
stands with one foot back in that car in 1893 in the last dec- 
ade of the past century, but the thought that he had a right 
to it, because it was in the hands of a receiver appointed by 
the court, was not in anybody’s mind then. It is purely modern. 
It didn't even originate with Judge Swayne, but sprung from a 
leading question proposed by the chairman of the subcommittee, 
in which he said: “You see that it was the privilege of the 
court to use that car because the railroad was in the hands of a 
receiver?" And Judge Swayne said, “ Yes; that is the reason 
why it was used;” and then he said that he had ten railroads 
in his hands in six years. He was asked: “ You fancied you 
had a right to use the property of any railroad in the hands of 
the court whenever you pleased without rendering any com- 
pensation?” And then the judge hedged and said: “I would 
not say that.” 

So the first thought of having a right to use it because it was 
in the bands of a receiver occurred when the leading question 
was asked him, and he foolishly gave that silly excuse for acting 
improperly, and then, upon reflection, took it back. But I am 
not willing to say by my vote that he demanded and appro- 
priated this car and provisions to his own use under a claim 
of right when, as a matter of fact, what he did was to improperly 
accept the courtesy of the receiver. 

My amendments simply make these articles conform to the 
facts as disclosed by the record. I do not suppose anybody will 
go so far as to say that for a judge to ride in a private car is a 
high crime and misdemeanor which ought to make him the sub- 
ject of impeachment. Ordinarily it is a question of taste and 
propriety to be determined by the judge himsei* according to 
the circumstances of the particular case. Here it was plainly 
improper, This car was provisioned for a trip of several days 
at the expense of the receiver. The judge knew, of course, that 
the expenditures made on behalf of himself and his family 
would, directly or indirectly, go into the receiver's accounts, 
which he, as judge, would be called upon to approve, and would 
thus come out of and diminish to that extent the estate of the 
bankrupt corporation. This no one will attempt to justify ; but 
we ought not, in adopting articles of impeachment, include 
things which have not occurred. He never did appropriate the 
car and the provisions under a claim of right, as charged in 
articles 4 and 5, but he did improperly use them. They were 
freely tendered him by the receiver. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree to these amend- 
ments. The committee prepared these articles and gaye a great 
deal of thought and attention to them, and they prepared them 
so that they would be supported by the evidence. There was no 
difference of opinion among the committee as to the form. This 
is an Indictment, and it the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks 
le knows more than the committee, if he thinks he knows more 
about the evidence and the argument, he has the right to have 
his amendments voted upon. We were of the opinion that the 
evidence supported the articles as they are drawn, and these 
amendments simply take the entrails out of the articles. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN of New York. Is not the custody of the re- 
ceiver the custody of the court, and can there be any distine- 
tion between taking property from the receiver and converting 
it to his own use? Is not the custody of the receiver his own 
custody? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr.COCKRAN of New York. Then what is the point in 
making that distinction? 

Mr.PALMER. Judge Swayne claims the right now, and he 
said he claimed it then, to take the car and use it because it 
was in the hands of the court. Now, this question was based on 
the written statement of Judge Swayne, which occupies 13 
pages, in which he claimed that right; and in order to make it 
certain, I asked the questions for the very purpose of develop- 
ing the idea whether he claimed it as a right or not. He 
claimed it then and he claims it now. 


i— 


